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0a3yeTbCs, SK PEaNli3yIOThCS CyYacHi TEHAEHII PO3BHUTKY «KiOep(i3W4HUX CHCTEM», SKi
3’€IHYIOTh MallWHH, KOMI'IoTepu Ta oaed. OIlHKa MOXJIHMBOCTEH CTBOPEHHS HOBHUX
pobounx Micup NUBIXOM LUQpoBizalii HOCUTH cynepeuwnnBuil xapakTep. [Ipore, oueBUAHO, 110
3’SIBJIATHCS 3HAYHI MOXIIMBOCTI B iHHOBamiiHuX [T-cepBicax, siki BAMaratoTh BUCOKOTO PiBHS
IU(POBUX HABHYOK, KIACTEPH HABKOJO TAKHX IOCIYI YK€ BUHHMKAIOTh y 0aratboxX KpaiHax.
Ile o3Hayae, 1m0 IUQPPOBI TEXHOIOTIT OYIyTh BKIIOYEHI y MPOEKTH, IOB’S3aHI 3 OXOPOHOKO
3JI0POB’sl, OCBITOIO, CLIBCHKMM TOCIOJApCTBOM,  MPOJOBONBYOI0 Oe3mekoro, 0a3oBo0
iHQPACTPYKTYPOIO, BOMOMOCTAYaHHAM 1 CaHITApPi€l0, YIPABIIHHIM, COIIATbHAM 3aXUCTOM,
¢inancoBMMH mociyramu Toino. Ludposizaliist 3MiHIOE €KOHOMIKY KpaiH, MPOTe€ KOHKPETHUH
o0csr 1 MacmTad IMX 3MiH Il HaJeXHTh 3°SICyBaTH, TaK SK Ha HUX BIUIMBATUMYTh SIK
TEXHOJIOTIYHUI PO3BUTOK, TaK i MONITUYHE PErYIIOBaHHS.
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Abstract. The russian-Ukrainian war has brought renewed attention to the modern
interpretation of terminology associated with military conflict. One such term is "collaborator"
and "collaboration." Their appearance is linked to the course of the Second World War, but in
modern times, they have acquired specific features. The hybrid nature of the military-political
activities of the russian federation in Ukraine has led to a deformation of the meanings of
established concepts and terms. Presenting its aggressive policy as an internal conflict, russia
initially prevented the legal classification of collaboration as a violation of the law.

The article discusses the motivational component of the population in certain regions of
the Donetsk and Luhansk oblasts in supporting actions related to the occupation of these
territories. The formation of privilege in these regions during Soviet times led to a distorted
system of values and orientations in the population of the region. Representatives of the
regional industrial-state oligarchy tried to preserve this mental worldview in the evolution of
the economy from a state to a market economy. It is characteristic that political forces
channeled this regional mental specificity into electoral bonuses for themselves on the way to
elections to government bodies. By acting as a passive manipulative component of the
population, the region gradually adapted to aggressively protest against existing formats of
state power.
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Another basis for active collaboration was the economic component. Against the
backdrop of the rapidly enriching regional elite, the main mass of the population was in a
difficult economic situation. Worsening demographic and economic indicators in the region
became a typical phenomenon. The socio-economic and demographic imbalance led to the
emergence of constant social discontent among the population.

Active anti-state activities of the local elite against the background of the inaction of
state authorities have created a phenomenon of conditional impunity. The intensification of
russia’s involvement in the conflict led to more active actions. The activities in support of
russia by the Ukrainian population of the occupied territories, as aggressor countries, for a long
time (2014-2022) did not receive proper qualification. The position of countries, leaders of the
world political community, internal political disputes, the massiveness of examples of
collaborationist activity, etc., was successful.

The situation changed radically after February 24, 2024. The open disregard for
international law, the conduct of military operations with numerous casualties and
infrastructure destruction by the russian federation, the consolidation of the international
community in a coalition supporting Ukraine, and a clear state course to restore territorial
integrity and sovereignty led to a more radical and consistent classification of collaborationist
activities. With the formation of a national idea and unprecedented consolidation of Ukrainian
society, activities that do not fit into this concept have become clearly defined. State
institutions, together with society, began to demonstrate intolerance towards manifestations of
encroachment on national security and territorial integrity. The evolution of legal classification,
effectiveness, and inevitability of punishment for crimes against state security, indicate the
completion of the stage of the process of Ukrainian state-building. We are faced with a
Ukrainian state with clearly defined national priorities, a formed state identity, national
interests, and the ability to protect them.

Keywords: Soviet mentality, USSR, Ukraine-russia war, collaborator, collaborationist
activity.

Introduction. The challenges to state security faced by Ukraine have no
equivalents in modern international practice, in terms of both content and
practice. The events of 2014 demonstrated the direct interdependence of the
concept of state security with the implementation and enforcement of justice,
control of the information and communication space, and the mental-
ideological content of the population’s worldview. They became a diagnostic
test for the foundations of modern Ukrainian statehood. The wave of various
types of collaborationism has highlighted the problematic issues of a wide
range of existing concepts in the system of organization of all branches of state
power. Understanding the functional nature of this phenomenon requires us to
analyze its deformations. Defining the mechanisms of the emergence and
implementation of collaborations in conditions of open democratic systems can
lead to the development of mechanisms to counter these challenges by the state
and representatives of civil society.

The non-standard nature of our research subject directs us towards
finding the uniqueness of the method of studying the phenomenon. The nature
of modern collaborationism lies not only in the socio-political sphere but also
in the deep mental context. This context, in our view, is relevant to consider
from the historical, political, and socio-economic perspectives. We propose to
present the issue in accordance with the analysis of the human and state factors.
With regard to the human dimension, we have the task of analyzing its socio-
economic status and mental-historical expectations from the actions of the state
power. Defining the state factor, we investigate the mechanisms of
implementation/non-implementation, activity/inactivity of the exercise of state
power. The existence of a historical factor is indicated by the mental proximity
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of the population to the Soviet legacy and the absence of effective constructs
for its transformation.

Our research examines the territory of Donetsk and Luhansk regions
during the period from 2014-2023. The chosen region and timeframe provide a
comprehensive presentation of the spread of collaborationist activity in both
the human and state-legal dimensions.

Analysis of recent research and publication. The authors of the Oxford
Dictionary present a collaborator as "a person who helps the enemy in a war,
when they have taken control of the person’s country" (Oxford learners
dictionaries, 2023). The Encyclopedia of the Institute of History of Ukraine of
the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine interprets collaborationism as
voluntary cooperation with the occupying authorities. It has various types, such
as domestic, administrative, economic, military, political, and military-political
(Dereyko, n.d.). The Great Soviet Encyclopedia defines collaborationists as
people who collaborated with the Nazis during World War II (Great Soviet
Encyclopedia, n.d.). Thus, by comparing the chronological and terminological
concepts, we can conclude that in a broad context, there is a common
substantive interpretation. Collaborationism is an activity aimed at supporting
the establishment, maintenance, and functioning of institutions in a country that
has annexed the territory of another state. A collaborator is a person who,
through their actions or inaction, contributes to the establishment, maintenance,
and functioning of institutions in a country that has annexed the territory of
another state.

Collaborationism is not a invention of modern times, it has received its
interpretation and wide coverage with socio-scientific discussion during and
after the Second World War. Researchers of this issue have a wide geography,
but not united by a common understanding of this phenomenon. Domestic
scientists began to actively study this issue starting from the restoration of
Ukrainian statehood. In his works, Yaroslav Hrytsak presents collaborationism
as cooperation of the population with the occupation regime. Considering the
events of the Second World War, he emphasizes the forced nature of
collaborationism associated with physiological survival. Presenting its
manifestations on the territory of Ukraine, especially in Galicia, as those that
did not have a meaningtful basis. The population of the region did not recognize
the political and legal jurisdiction of the USSR on its territory, considering it as
a result of temporary military occupation, which leads to conditional
interpretation of their activities as collaborators (Hrytsak, 1996). A similar
point of view, considering the events of the Second World War, is held by
another domestic researcher — I. Patrylyak. His thesis is based on the absence
of Ukrainian statehood and the disorientation of society in the conditions of
global changes (Patrylyak, 2017). American researcher of the history of the
Soviet Union T. Snyder defines the nature of collaborationism on its territory
by the presence of mental non-perception of the repressive nature of the
totalitarian policy of the state towards its own citizens (Snyder, 2011, p. 28).
This position was completely different from the Soviet interpretation of
collaboration, which was determined as the implementation of any activity
regulated by the Nazis. Even the fact of being in the occupied territory was
considered a crime against the state. Responsibility for such actions was borne
by every citizen of the USSR who found himself on the occupied territory; it
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did not provide for state humanitarian tolerance (Penter, 2005; Shaykan, 2012).
Based on the analysis of scientific paradigms, we tend to the absence of a
single definition of collaborationism and the existence of different
interpretations of this phenomenon in various socio-historical contexts.

The purpose of the article is to research the evolution of Ukrainian
statehood.

Formulation of the main material. The functioning of state institutions
in Ukraine during the first decade of independence was based on the basic
post-Soviet model of governance. This was due to several factors, including the
absence of comprehensive programs for reorganizing the state to Western
democratic standards, the dominance of individuals or supporters of the Soviet
ideological model of governance at various levels of government, and, most
importantly, the lack of a formed mental concept of Ukrainian statehood in
society.

With the restoration of independence, the socio-economic expectations of
a certain part of society were not fulfilled. The market economy of the 1990s
led to financial impoverishment of the majority of the country’s population.
Against this backdrop, former Soviet nomenklatura representatives and openly
criminal elements rapidly enriched themselves. They were able to appropriate
and monopolize the main part of the economic legacy of the USSR and natural
resources of the state. In the conditions of the initial period of capital
accumulation, they only in the 2010° were able to establish financial and
economic well-being of the population. The polarization of property in society
did not give mental peace to the population of the country, especially in the
Donbas region. The idea of social equality, close to the majority since the
Soviet times, did not leave the information-political sphere. The high level of
incomes of the managerial staff of large private enterprises, highly qualified
workers, and gradually self-employment of the population became a preventive
measure against social explosions.

The Donetsk and Luhansk regions had one of the most powerful
potentials in the country during the pre-war period. Let’s try to determine the
demographic and socio-economic indicators of the region using statistical data.
In the study, we will use official statistical indicators recorded in the reports of
the State Statistics Service of Ukraine, which do not require additional
verification. The statistical calculations presented in the study were made by
the author. The chosen chronological periods correspond to profound political
shifts in the country: 2005 (the time after the victory in the Orange
Revolution), 2008 (in the absence of official statistical indicators for the
corresponding period), and 2013 (the year of the greatest economic stability in
the pre-war period), (State Statistics Service of Ukraine).

As of December 1, 2005, the number of residents in Donetsk region was
4,627,119 people, of which 4,179,631 (90.3 % of the total population of the
region) lived in urban areas and 447,488 lived in rural areas (9.6 % of the total
population of the region). As of December 1, 2013, the number of residents in
Donetsk region was 4,346,727 people, of which 3,940,110 (90.6 % of the total
population of the region) lived in urban areas and 406,617 lived in rural areas
(9.3 % of the total population of the region). By population size, this was the
most populous region in Ukraine. In the Luhansk region, these indicators were
as follows: as of December 1, 2005, the number of residents was 2,411,747
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people, of which 2,083,209 (86.3 % of the total population of the region) lived
in urban areas and 328,538 lived in rural areas (13.6 % of the total population
of the region). As of December 1, 2013, the number of residents in the Luhansk
region was 2,240,786 people, of which 1,946,316 (86.8 % of the total
population of the region) lived in urban areas and 294,470 lived in rural areas
(13.1 % of the total population of the region).

Analyzing the natural population movement over the same period in
Donetsk region for 2005, it was -47,780 with 412 deaths of infants under 1 year
old. In 2013, the situation was as follows: natural increase was -28,311 with
467 deaths of infants under 1 year old. In 2005, the increase in Luhansk region
was -26,498 with 210 deaths of infants under 1 year old, while in 2013, the
natural increase was - 15,291 with 152 deaths of infants under 1 year old. In
2013, these regions demonstrated the worst demographic indicators and were
among the five regions of Ukraine with negative demographic indicators, just
like in 2005.

The level of economic activity of the population in Donetsk region in
2013 for ages 15-70 was 65.4 % (of the total population of the corresponding
age), of which the working-age population was 75.7 %. The corresponding
indicators in Luhansk region were 63.3 % and 71.2 %. The high indicators of
activity actually had an average result among other regions of the country:
Donetsk region ranked 8th and Luhansk region ranked 15". Comparing these
indicators with similar ones in 2008, we can state the stability of positions. In
2013, the employed population (based on a selective survey on economic
activity) was considered to be 1,968.1 thousand people in Donetsk region and
1,104.7 thousand people in Luhansk region. In 2005, the employed population
by types of economic activity was as follows: industry — Donetsk region —
667.7 thousand people (31.42 % of the total employed population), Luhansk
region — 307.9 thousand people (29.2 % of the total employed population).
These indicators placed the regions in the top three leaders in the country. In
construction: Donetsk region — 122.5 thousand people, Luhansk region — 51.6
thousand people. In this position, Donetsk region took first place, and Luhansk
region was among the top five. In 2013, the industrial sector employed 496.4
thousand people (25.2 % of the total employed population, but 25.6 % less than
the previous indicators) in Donetsk region, and 240.7 thousand people (21.8 %
of the total employed population) in Luhansk region.

The average monthly salary in 2005 (January-December) was 961.61
UAH in Donetsk region and 804.85 UAH in Luhansk region. These were the
second and fifth positions in the ranking of regions in the country. In 2013, this
situation remained unchanged. The average monthly salary (January-
December) in Donetsk region was 23,755 UAH, and in Luhansk region it was
3,337 UAH. This allowed them to maintain their positive positions in the
national ranking (second and fourth places, respectively). At the same time,
there was a constant backlog in the payment of wages: in 2006, as of January 1,
this figure was 227.7 million UAH in Donetsk region and 84.8 million UAH in
Luhansk region; in 2014, it was 115.4 million UAH and 44.2 million UAH,
respectively. Analyzing statistical data as of January 1, 2014 (actually for
2013), it should be noted that the level of wage arrears in Donetsk region was
several times higher than the corresponding indicators in the regions of
Ukraine. Thus, the relevant indicators by regions in millions of UAH were as
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follows: Dnipropetrovsk region — 7, Zaporizhzhia — 41, Kyiv city — 36.9,
Mykolaiv region — 45.7.

The regional gross product in terms of US dollars (based on the NBU
exchange rate as of the end of December of the current year and without taking
into account inflation) was 15,278,701.2 US dollars in Donetsk region in 2008
and 20,876,708.8 US dollars in 2013. With the unemployment rate in Donetsk
region at 8.4 % (among the working-age population) in 2013 and 6 % in 2008.
Luhansk region had a regional gross product in terms of US dollars (based on
the NBU exchange rate as of the end of December of the current year and
without taking into account inflation) of 5,582,467.5 US dollars in 2008 and
6,975,696.2 US dollars in 2013. With the unemployment rate in Luhansk
region at 6.7 % (among the working-age population) in 2013 and 7 % in 2008.
A comparative analysis of the relationship between the unemployment rate and
regional gross domestic product (GDP) indicators is a contradiction to widely
recognized economic laws. In the region, a situation has arisen in which an
increase in regional GDP leads to an increase in unemployment. Factors
influencing this phenomenon that are not typical of economic laws, in our
opinion, may include a high level of hidden employment and, as a result,
sustainable development of shadow economy sectors.

The comparative analysis of statistical indicators leads us to certain
conclusions. Despite positive economic achievements, there were growing
negative trends. While the total number of people employed was decreasing,
the percentage of economically inactive population was increasing. The high
level of wages was maintained due to the work of the leading industry in the
region — the manufacturing sector. Observing the level of wage arrears, we can
conclude that there is a disparity in the economic development of the region.
The employment sector was mainly represented by a segment of large private
ownership and the public sector. The share of private self-employment among
the population was not significant, which hindered the formation of an
initiative civil society.

The imbalance of economic indicators created a certain level of social
tension in the region, which in turn led to the formation of a specific psycho-
emotional state of the population. This situation has intensified fears of the
actively employed part of the population about restructuring and
standardization in accordance with new European production standards, with
partial loss of positive economic indicators. The traditionally economically
inactive part of the population was anticipating a decline in their standard of
living. All of this was happening against the backdrop of active dissemination
of fake information by representatives of local political elites and influential
entrepreneurs who acted as amplifiers of public opinion and "guarantors of
stability" regarding the negative consequences of such transformations.

The further implementation of economic reforms has become a
politically motivated process. The party-clan oligarchy sought to create
conditions for lobbying their own economic needs and maintain a dominant
position in certain industrial sectors, linking this to the single vector of
development for the state and the region. The main idea of the political elites
becomes a choice between pro-European and pro-russian economic-
informational content. Moreover, local elites in their private activities
considered these vectors to be parity. Acting at the regional level as guarantors
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of economic stability (employers and taxpayers, patrons), they oriented the
political preferences of the local population towards themselves. Attempts by
representatives of opposition-oriented power to correct this situation faced
crazy social resistance and failed.

The process of the emergence and functioning of the party-clan oligarchy
has two tendencies characteristic of the region. Firstly, we can determine the
traditional nature of the perception of power and political infantilism of
society. In such an industrial region as Donbas, the Soviet authorities formed
an international community with a denationalized essence. The factor of
national identity was artificially replaced by socio-economic identity. The high
concentration of industrial production, urbanization processes, and the
exclusive presence of the state sector of the economy led to an indispensable
dependence of the economic well-being of the population on the effectiveness
of state regulatory policy. Where only the state acted as a guarantor of the
stable socio-economic well-being of citizens. The intensity of the production
cycle and typical political inertness is a characteristic feature of shaping the
worldview of the population of the region during the Soviet period. The period
of Ukraine’s independence led to economic crises, including bankruptcies of
state-owned enterprises, stagnation in the industrial sector, high
unemployment, and restructuring of production. As a result of various
circumstances, the right to ownership of industrial production acquired
monopolistic features, concentrated in a small circle of individuals. They
initially became the guarantors of the region’s economic stability, but later
developed political ambitions. The transformation of state ownership into
private ownership occurred in the public consciousness through a simplified
procedure, without the conscious participation of the majority of the
population. This situation became possible due to the traditional isolation of the
population from economic and political processes in society. Taking advantage
of the stability of the industrial sector in the region, led by representatives of
big business, the population, at a semi-conscious level, began to attribute to it
characteristics typical of the Soviet era, while fully or partially distancing
themselves from their own active socio-economic and political position.

During the first decade of Ukrainian statehood, there were two stable
socio-mental identities in the information field: the Soviet and the state-
building identity. The Soviet identity emerged as a result of the state policy of
the country until 1991. The leading role of ideology in the life of the state
through the educational, household, and official worldview systems made a
significant part of the population carriers of such a way of seeing the
functioning of the state and the world. Soviet narratives took root in everyday
life and demonstrated resistance to hybridization. Physiologically, carriers of
such a mental worldview predominated and had an active life phase during the
first decade of Ukrainian independence. In contrast, the state-building concept
was presented in the early years of independence by a small percentage of the
population, positioning itself on a spectrum of interpretation from neutrality to
hostility. The lack of comprehensive ideological and educational programs,
double standards in historical heritage, and the de facto change of political
players have led to its weakening or amorphous existence. The bimentality that
was characteristic of the population of Ukraine had clear regional specifics.
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Regional political elites played a catalytic role in providing a certain
"legitimacy" to these perceptions. Starting from the events of the Orange
Revolution (2004), they actively used concepts of regional specificity, pro-
russian orientation, openly presenting various formats of regional autonomy
and separateness from state institutions. With these actions, they provoked the
formation of an artificial identity, not related to historical reality, with
separatist tendencies. The plane of influence on the consciousness of the
region’s population was devoid of state regulation and was formed on the
unconscious reaction of the population.

Russian ideological and worldview concepts have increasingly become a
geopolitical alternative for the region. Over the past decades, narratives of
Soviet heritage and geopolitical mistakes of the past have spread in russia. A
socio-political and economic context was formed under which the existence of
the reincarnation of the Soviet Union is a quite relevant phenomenon in
modern globalization conditions. This paradigm advocated the idea that the
unification of two states is a completely "justified" phenomenon of restoring
"historical justice". The mental proximity of part of Ukraine’s population to
such narratives became a fertile ground for mass collaboration activities and
uncritical acceptance of aggression. The model of state collaborationism was
considered the only correct model of regional self-identification and a
guarantee of economic stability in the region.

Since 2014, events in the Donetsk and Luhansk regions have had a
parallel classification. The russian side presented this as an internal state
conflict, while Ukraine considered it as external aggression. The hybridization
of russian actions and locals in the early stages of military aggression solidified
the classification of "separatism" for the actions of the local population. This
position was intended to remove legal responsibility from both the aggressor
country and its supporters in the occupied territories. The legal strategy
adopted made it difficult for Ukraine to conduct its own judicial proceedings
and temporarily delayed international categorization. Using these
circumstances, the russian side attempted to wunilaterally legalize the
collaborationist activities of the local population, providing them with state
support and recognition.

The presence of ideological positions among the region’s population, as
well as the support and provocative activities of local political and economic
elites, formed an active protest enclave in the region at the beginning of 2014.
It should be noted that these events took place against the backdrop of a power
transition in the central authorities in Kyiv. The disappearance of President
V. Yanukovych and the appointment of O. Turchynov as Acting President
following the Revolution of Dignity only exacerbated this situation. Russia’s
active interference in Ukraine’s internal affairs led to an effective policy of
removing regional elites from leading positions in the protest movement in the
region. Therefore, since the spring of 2014, we can observe russia’s
exceptional role in managing certain territories in the Donetsk and Luhansk
regions.

By the decree of the Acting President of Ukraine, O. Turchynov (No.
405/2014) dated April 13, 2014, in accordance with the decision of the
National Security and Defense Council of Ukraine of April 13, 2014 "On
Urgent Measures to Overcome the Terrorist Threat and Preserve the Territorial
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Integrity of Ukraine" (Decree of the President of Ukraine No. Ne405/201419),
an Anti-Terrorist Operation was declared on the territory of the state. It lasted
chronologically from April 14, 2014 to April 30, 2018. After its completion,
the President of Ukraine, P. Poroshenko, signed a Decree on the beginning of
the Joint Forces Operation under the leadership of the Armed Forces of
Ukraine "to ensure the protection of the territorial integrity, sovereignty, and
independence of our state," thereby implementing the decision of the National
Security and Defense Council of Ukraine dated April 30, 2018, "On a Large-
Scale Anti-Terrorist Operation in Donetsk and Luhansk regions" (Decree of the
President of Ukraine No. 116/201818). Legislative regulation of the actions of
the state of Ukraine to restore the territorial integrity of the state has a military-
political meaning. The use of the Armed Forces of Ukraine in this context is
the main result of responding to an external threat. However, our attention will
be focused on the legal and legislative activities of the state on the
classification and implementation of justice for the collaborationist activities of
its citizens.

Using the results of our research, we can assert the formation of a mental
stereotype of thinking among residents of certain territories of Donetsk and
Luhansk regions, which were occupied as early as 2014. The presence of
bivalent identity, which combined them with Soviet standards of life and
orientations, the mental non-perception of the latest living conditions in
independent Ukraine, as well as the disregard for personal efforts towards
internal self-improvement and the need to take personal responsibility for their
own lives, turned the main mass of the population into a constantly protesting
mass. The lack of "de facto" traditions and practices of defending their rights in
a democratic way, the functioning of the Party of Regions as a regional,
political hegemon and transmitter of socio-economic aspirations of the
population turned the region’s population into a manipulative component of
lobbying interests of party-oligarchic structures. The deterioration in the
progression of economic indicators of life and the unwillingness to seek
alternatives were perceived as a pretext for legal social protest. The
synchronization of protests in the region with the overall nationwide trend
against the background of the Revolution of Dignity. In our opinion, these
circumstances led to a massive wave of protests that engulfed settlements in
Eastern Ukraine. The political instability in the country and the region was
exploited by the russian Federation, the consequence of which is the
occupation of Ukraine’s territory.

During these events, Ukrainian society and the legal system collided with
mass manifestations of collaborationist activity. Attempts to classify them as
separatism clearly fit into the official russian concept of an "internal"
Ukrainian conflict, complicating social debate and judicial practice. The
Criminal Code of Ukraine provides for liability for crimes against the
foundations of national security of the state (Articles 109-114). The object of
the crime is social relations that ensure state security, constitutional order,
sovereignty, territorial integrity and inviolability, defense capability. For such
activity, significant punishment is provided from five to fifteen years (Criminal
Code of Ukraine). The main changes and additions to these articles took place
in 2022. The open military aggression of the russian federation against Ukraine
caused the detailing of actions related to collaborationist activity,
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corresponding changes were determined by the President in the Law of
Ukraine On Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts of Ukraine Regarding the
Establishment of Criminal Liability for Collaborationist Activity of March 3,

2022, No. 2108-IX (Law of Ukraine "On Amendments to Certain
Legislative Acts of Ukraine on Establishing Criminal Liability for

Collaborative Activities"). This article increases the legal liability for acts
of collaborationism and establishes clear criteria for prosecution.

Despite the existing legal norms, from 2014 to 2022, the judicial practice
did not become an effective tool for preventing and punishing collaborationist
activities. The wide public discussion and media accusations only partially
reflected the fate of collaborators. Analyzing the Unified State Register of
Court Decisions, it can be argued that during the period from January 1, 2014,
to February 24, 2022, there were only 81 documents containing court
judgments on the qualification of state treason (the analysis was carried out
within the geographic boundaries of the entire country). Not all the facts in this
list were given responsible verdicts. The majority of decisions concerned
deputies, military personnel, judges, employees of the Security Service of
Ukraine, and other law enforcement agencies throughout Ukraine. The
punishment terms mentioned in the cases have a significant character ranging
from 3 to 14 years.

Using the same register but correcting the query in the format of criminal
cases concerning crimes against national security, there are already 347
judgments by judges. The vast majority of these judgments were conditional.
Judges took into account the willingness of the defendants to cooperate and
issued verdicts with probationary periods without imprisonment and
insignificant terms of imprisonment ranging from 3 to 6 years. In our opinion,
such inconsistency was due to low factors. Among the main factors, we can
highlight the following: the absence of a consolidated policy of the world
countries regarding the russian-Ukrainian conflict, the lack of a national
strategy for restoring territorial integrity against the backdrop of massive
collaborationist facts, the existing energy dependence of the world countries,
especially Europe, on russian energy resources, the presence of russian nuclear
potential and public statements about its use. These circumstances significantly
affected the effectiveness of the application of national law norms.

The situation underwent a fundamental change after February 24, 2022.
Russia’s overt military aggression, aimed at the complete occupation of
Ukrainian territory and a change in its constitutional order, led to the
radicalization of all state defense mechanisms. Against the backdrop of a
clearly defined state position on sovereignty, a democratic coalition supporting
Ukraine was consolidated. Traditional partners as well as those who took an
expected position from the start of the conflict became part of this coalition.
Russia’s gross violation of international law led to the radicalization of actions
against it by world countries. Diversification of European energy dependence,
extensive military-technical, humanitarian, and socio-economic support for
Ukraine, and successes of the Ukrainian Armed Forces made it possible to
reclassify russia from a "permanent enemy" to a "solution to the russian threat".
The number of cases that received verdicts with significant prison terms in the
speedy procedural period is increasing. In response to our request through the
Unified State Register of Court Decisions in the category "criminal cases:
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crimes against the national security of Ukraine," there are already 931
documents, including 293 for the charge of state treason and 365 for
collaboration activities.

In January 2023, the fact of the occupation of Ukrainian territory since
2014 was recognized at the international judicial level. The decision of the
Grand Chamber of the European Court of Human Rights in the case of Ukraine
and the Netherlands v. russia (applications Nos. 8019/16, 43804/14, and
28525/20) confirms the de facto existing definition, legally classifying the
jurisdiction of the russian federation over temporarily occupied territories of
Ukraine (https://hudoc.echr.coe.int). Based on this provision, the actions of the
local population are automatically classified as collaborationism, not
separatism. This fact convincingly proves not only the period of actual
occupation of certain territories of Donetsk and Luhansk regions, but also the
chronology of russian military aggression against Ukraine as a whole. We can
assert that the persecution of collaborators in legal practice and the public
information space will intensify and take on specific forms. One such form of
persecution and prevention can be physical destruction of collaborators in
occupied territories. The activities of Ukrainian citizens in occupied territories,
which since 2014 had no clear legal qualification or responsibility, have
acquired all the features of collaborationism since February 2022.

Conclusions. In the conditions of a totalitarian society with the absence
of the right to freedom, collaborationism was caused by the impossibility of
representatives of civil society to effect change (place of residence, political
regime in the country, resources of political power). Considering the Ukrainian
dimension of collaborationism, we have opposite indicators. Ukrainian citizens
had access to democratic instruments of change (elections of local authorities,
parliamentarians, president), a long history of legitimacy of the Ukrainian
government that was not called into question, and free access to change
citizenship and place of residence. Collaborationist activity, which for some
time was presented as a regional socio-economic and political specificity, no
longer has arguments to interpret as such. The inspiration and interference in
the internal affairs of Ukraine, effective management of territories by the
russian federation since 2014, recognition of "formats of self-government" and
their inclusion in its composition — are the main arguments in favor of
classifying the aggressor country as such. And as a result, it requalifies the
activities of Ukrainian citizens in support of the aggressor country as
collaborationist activity.

The basis of the mass collaboration that took place in certain regions of
Ukraine as of the spring of 2014 is becoming history. They had their roots in
the Soviet mentality, economic instability, and the absence of a state narrative.
With the strengthening of life positions of the generation of the last years of the
existence of the Soviet Union and born during the period of independence of
Ukraine, the significance of these factors is decreasing.

Legislative regulation and public discussion regarding the terminology
and content of collaborative activities in the socio-legal field are significant
indicators of the final stage of the formation of Ukrainian statehood and
complete distancing from Soviet heritage. Today, not only is there an increase
in responsibility for collaborative activities and classification of conflict
parties, but also a change in the mental-terminological understanding of the
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term "state". Against this background, Soviet social and political practices of
civil society functioning and the role of the individual in this process are
completely destroyed. Instead, a new mass format of involvement in state-
building processes is emerging, where an active civic position corresponds to
the standards of building and functioning of a democratic society.

The degree and extent of punishment for each individual citizen of
Ukraine for collaborative activities in occupied territories will be determined
by the court, but it is already clear that the manipulative component of such
classification has significantly narrowed. In Ukrainian society and legal
classification, the contours of statehood mentality, which have historical and
national roots and completely destroy imperial-soviet narratives, are clearly
defined.
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Aptyp MAPT'YJIOB

KOJIABOPAIIIOHI3M B YKPAITHCHbKOMY BUMIPI:
EBOJIIOLISI YKPATHCBKOI JIEPZKABHOCTI

AHoramis. Pocilicbko-ykpaiHCbKa BiliHa axTyajJi3yBajla CY4YacHY IHTEpHpeTariio
TEPMIHOJIOTIYHUX TOHATH MOB’A3aHUX 13 BIHCHKOBUM KOH(GTIKTOM. OMHIEIO 13 TAKUX OJUHHIIL
€ TepMiHH «KOTabopaHT» Ta «KojabopariiiHa AisIbHICTE». IX MosBa MOB’s3aHa i3 mepebirom
Jpyroi cBiTOBOI BiliHH, alle y Cy4acHHX YMOBax BOHM HaOynu crienugiunux puc. ['i0puaHicTs
BIfICBKOBO-TIONITUYHOI JisUTLHOCTI pociiickkoi (emepariii Ha TepuTopii YKpaiHu mpu3Beia 10
nedopmariii 3MICTiB yCTaneHHX IMOHATH Ta TEPMiHIB. [Ipe3eHTYI0UN CBOI arpecHBHY IMOJITHKY
SIK BHYTPILIHbOJEP)KaBHUH KOH(]JIIKT, poCis Ha MEpIIMX eTanax yHEeMOXJIMBWIA IPaBOBY
KJacudikauiro koaabopamiitHol JisTbHOCTI SIK TPAaBONOPYILISHHSI.

B crarti po3risamaroTbess MOTHBalifiHa CKJIaJoBa HAceJCHHS OKPEMHUX pETioHIB
Joneupkoi ta Jlyrancekoi oOmacteli y miaTpummi i MOB’S3aHMX 13 OKYIAII€ IHX
Tepuropiii. dopMmyBaHHS 3a pPaJSHCHKHX YaciB IPUBIICHOBAHOCTI 3a3HAYEHOI'O PETIOHY
NIPU3BENIO /10 BUKPHUBIIEHOI CHUCTEMH LIHHOCTEH Ta OpieHTaliil y HaceneHHs perioHy. Llei
MEHTaJIbHUH CBITOIIISZI HaMarajiuch 30€perTd NPEICTaBHUKH PErioHajJbHOIO HMPOMHUCIOBO-
JIep>)KaBHOTO ~ ajirapxaTy B yMOBax €BOJIOLII EKOHOMIKM 3 JEpXKaBHOI 10 PHHKOBOI.
XapakTepHUM € Te, M0 HOro TakoXX BUKOPUCTAIM 3 MOMITHYHOI Meroro. [lomiThyni cunm
KaHaJTi3yBaJId MEHTAJIbHY PET10HATIBHY cenU(iKy y eleKTopaibHi O0HycH Ui ceOe Ha NUIIXY
J10 BUOOPIB y OpraHu JAepKaBHOI BlIaJu. BucTynaroun macHBHOK MaHIIYJISTHBHOI CKJIaJIOBOO
HaCeJIEHHS PErioOHy IIOCTYIOBO aJanTyBalloCh [0 AarpecCUBHO-NIPOTECTHOTO CYIPOTHBY
icHyrouux (opMmaTi Aep)KaBHOI BIaAW. I[HIIAM WIATPYHTSIM aKTHBHOI KojaOopariitHol
IisuTbHOCTI Oyna eKOHOMiYHa CKiafoBa. Ha Tii mBuako 30aradyrodol perioHajbHOI ENiTH,
OCHOBHa Maca HaceJieHHs repedyBajia y Ba)XKKOMY €KOHOMiYHOMY cTaHoBuine. [loripiieHHs
neMorpaiyHUX Ta EKOHOMIYHMX TIOKa3HHKIB y PErioHl CTaBajo TUIOBUM SIBHIIEM.
CouianbHO-eKOHOMIYHMH Ta zAeMmorpadiunuii aucOanaHC MPU3BIB 1O TOSIBM IOCTIHHO
ICHYIOUOT'O COIiaJIbHOT'O HEBIOBOJICHHS HACEIECHHS.

AXTHBHA aHTHUJIEpKaBHA AisUTbHICTD MICIIEBOI eliTH Ha (oHI Oe3/1isTBHOCTI JIepKaBHUX
OpraHiB BIIaJy YTBOPHIM (DEHOMEH YMOBHOI O€3KapHOCTI. AKTHUBI3alis pocii SIK CTOPOHH
KOHQUIIKTY IpU3BENO N0 OLbII akTHMBHWE Miif. J{isbHICT Ha MATPUMKY il pocii 3 OOKy
YKpaTHCHKOI'0 HACEJIEHHS! OKYIIOBaHUX TEPUTOPIM, SIK KpaiHH arpecopw, TpuBanuii yac (2014-
2022 poKH) HEe OTPUMYBAJIO HAJICKHOI KBadidikalli. Branack B3HAKK MO3UILS KpaiH, JiepiB
CBITOBOI MOJITHYHOI CITIJIbBHOTH, HEBU3HAYEHICTh BHYTPILIHHOTO IOJITHYHOTO JHUCIIYTY,
MAacCOBICTb MPHUKJIIA/IiB KOIA0OpaIiiHOT AisUTBHOCTI Ta 1H.

Curyanisi JOKOpiHHO 3MiHIO€ThCs Ticis 24 moTtoro 2024 poky. Bimkpure HexTyBaHHS
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HOPM MDKHAapOJHOTO IpaBa, BENEHHS BOEHHUX [ii 13 YHCICHHUMH JKEpTBAMHU Ta
iHQPACTPYKTYpHHUMHU pyHHaNisMU i3 00Ky pd, KOHcoNimamis MIDKHAPOAHOI CHIJIBHOTH Y
KOATIIIWHIA mATPUMKN YKpaiHu, YiTKHH Jep)KaBHUH Kypc Ha BiAHOBJICHHS TEPUTOPiajbHOI
LTICHOCTI Ta CYBEPEHITETY — IMPHU3BENH J0 OUIbII paJvKabHOI Ta MOCIHiAOBHOI Kiacudikaii
konabopauiiiHoi nmisutbHOCTI. 3 (DOpMYBaHHSIM HaliOHANBHOI imel Ta HeO0a4yeHoi A0 TOro
KOHCOJIJIAIIIEI0 YKPATHCHKOr0 CYCITIIBCTBA CTAJI0 YiTKO BUMAJIbOBYBATUCH MisUIBHICTD, SIKa HE
BXOJWTh JO Iriel KoHmemii. JlepkaBHI 1HCTUTYIII pa3oM i3 CYCHUIBCTBOM IOYaIH
JIEMOHCTPYBATH BiJICYTHICTh TOJIEPAHTHOCTI IO MPOSBIB MOCSTaHHS Ha HAIliOHAIBHY Oe3IeKy
Ta TEpUTOpiaNIbHY IiTicHICTh. EBOMNIOMIS MTpaBoBOi Kiacudikarii, Ji€BICTb Ta HEB1IBOPOTHICTh
nokapaHHs (akTiB CKOEHHS 3JI0YMHIB POTH JEpKaBHOI OE3MEKH, CBIIYUTH MPO 3aBEPIICHHS
eTarry Tpolecy YyKpaiHCBKOTO JepKaBOTBOpeHHs. llepeq Hamu mocrtajna yKpaiHChbKa
JIEp)KaBHICTh i3 3 YITKO BH3HAYEHHMMH HAIllOHAIFHUMH TpiopuTeTamu, 3 C(HOPMOBAHOIO
JIep>KaBHHUIIBKOIO 1ZIEHTUYHICTIO, HallIOHAIbHUMH 1HTEPECAaMU Ta MOXKIIMBOCTSIMU 1X 3aXHUINATH.

Knrouosi cnosa: paosinceka menmanvricmos, CPCP, yxpaino-pociiicoka 6iliHa,
Konabopanm, Ko1abopayiina OisIbHICMb.
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PHILOSOPHICAL ASPECT OF INFORMATION WARFARE

Abstract. The purpose of the article is to determine the philosophical aspect of the
current state of information warfare. The set goal determined the solution of the following
tasks: 1) to substantiate the expediency of using the terms information warfare and information
warfare discourse; 2) to improve the definition of information warfare; 3) to analyse the threats
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