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The article examines the issue of criminal liability for state treason based on the
domestic and foreign experience of certain countries.

The conducted research allows us to conclude that the problem of state treason remains
relevant in a number of foreign countries as well. However, for Ukraine, since the beginning of
its modern formation as an independent state, amidst the ongoing war by the Russian
Federation against Ukraine, and especially in the conditions of its full-scale invasion of
Ukraine, the issue of state treason and the establishment of proper criminal responsibility for
committing such a crime has become extremely acute.

Consideration of the issue of normative-legal regulation of criminal liability for state
treason in Ukraine and certain foreign countries, such as the United States of America, the
Federal Republic of Germany, the United Kingdom, Canada, Denmark, France, Sweden,
Estonia, Lithuania, Latvia, Belgium, Spain, and Georgia, allows for further exploration of the
effective counteraction to this crime.

Attention is drawn to the fact that in the criminal legislation of some countries, unlike
Ukraine, there are No. special grounds for exemption from criminal liability for state treason.
In these cases, the legislator is either strict towards individuals who commit the respective
crime or there is a possibility that exempting individuals from criminal responsibility may
create a sense of impunity.

In order to avoid problematic issues in the application of Article 111 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine in practice and taking into account the existing real threats to the
sovereignty, territorial integrity, inviolability, defense capability, state, economic, or
information security of Ukraine, it is proposed to consider the possibility of expanding the
objective side of state treason at the legislative level, namely the list of forms in which it can
manifest and the list of subjects of state treason.

Key words: state treason; state security; national security of Ukraine; subjects of state
treason; criminal responsibility; deprivation of liberty.

Formulation of the problem. Since the beginning of the modern formation of independent Ukraine,
amidst the ongoing war by the Russian Federation against Ukraine, and especially in the conditions of its
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full-scale invasion of Ukraine, the issue of state treason and the establishment of proper criminal
responsibility for committing such a crime has become extremely acute. In order to improve domestic
legislation, it is worth considering the foreign experience of several countries regarding the introduction of
criminal liability for state treason.

Analysis of the study of the problem. Many scholars have devoted attention to the issue of
criminal liability for state treason in both Ukraine and certain foreign countries in their works, including
N. Konchuk, O. Bantyshev, Yu. Baulin, V. Hryshchuk, V. Tatsiy, O. Simonenko, A. Levchuk-Mykytiuk,
S. Serhiyevsky, 1. Servetsky, Yu. Kolomiets, Ye. Semenyuk, and others.

The purpose of the article is to study the issue of criminal liability for state treason through a
comparative analysis of domestic experience and the experience of certain foreign countries, and to
develop proposals for improving its legal regulation in Ukraine.

Presenting main material. Section | of the Criminal Code of Ukraine defines crimes against the
foundations of national security of Ukraine [1].

In Part 1 of Article 1 of the Law of Ukraine “On National Security of Ukraine”, the legislator
defines state security as the protection of state sovereignty, territorial integrity, democratic constitutional
order, and other vital national interests from real and potential non-military threats. National security of
Ukraine refers to the protection of state sovereignty, territorial integrity, democratic constitutional order,
and other national interests of Ukraine from real and potential threats [2].

Among the crimes against the foundations of national security of Ukraine, state treason occupies a
prominent place. Article 111 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine defines state treason as intentional actions
committed by a citizen of Ukraine to the detriment of sovereignty, territorial integrity and inviolability,
defense capability, state, economic, or information security of Ukraine. These actions include defection to
the enemy during an armed conflict, espionage, and providing assistance to a foreign state, foreign
organization, or their representatives in conducting subversive activities against Ukraine. Such actions are
punishable by imprisonment for a term of twelve to fifteen years with or without confiscation of property.
The same actions, committed during a state of war, are punishable by imprisonment for a term of fifteen
years or life imprisonment, with confiscation of property [1].

Part 3 of Article 111 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine provides for exemption from criminal liability
for a citizen of Ukraine if they have not taken any actions on the criminal assignment of a foreign state,
foreign organization, or their representatives and voluntarily reported their connection with them and the
task received to the authorities of state power.

In addition, the legislator supplemented Section | of the Criminal Code of Ukraine with Article 111-1
“Collaborationist Activity” and Article 111-2 “Assistance to an Aggressor State” [1].

In the Constitution of Ukraine, mention of state treason is only found in Article 111, which provides
that the President of Ukraine may be removed from office by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine through
impeachment in case of committing state treason or another crime. The decision to remove the President of
Ukraine from office through impeachment is made by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine after the case is
examined by the Constitutional Court of Ukraine and its conclusion is obtained regarding compliance with
the constitutional procedure for investigating and considering the impeachment case, as well as obtaining
the conclusion of the Supreme Court that the actions for which the President of Ukraine is accused contain
signs of state treason or another crime [3].

The issue of state treason was so significant for the United States of America that its definition was
directly included in the U.S. Constitution: state treason in the U.S. is considered as only waging war
against them or adhering to their enemies and providing them with aid and support. No. person can be
convicted of state treason except on the testimony of two witnesses to the same overt act of treason or on
their own confession in open court. Congress is empowered to establish punishment for state treason, but
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the conviction for treason shall not work corruption of blood or forfeiture except during the life of the
person convicted (Article 3, Section 3 of the U.S. Constitution). In addition to the Constitution, crimes
against the state in the U.S. are also regulated by the Federal Criminal Code (Title 18 of the United States
Code). Like in many other countries, crimes against the state in the U.S. are considered to be among the
most serious offenses, and under the new legislation, they are subject to severe punishments, including life
imprisonment and the death penalty. It is worth noting that the act can be classified as state treason
regardless of whether the person is a U.S. citizen or not. The legislator also specifies that the responsibility
for committing this crime can be both within the territory of the U.S. and beyond its borders [4, p. 9].

State treason in the U.S. is characterized by actions such as inciting military action against the U.S.
and adhering to or giving aid/support to enemies of the U.S. As punishment for such actions, the penalty
can be either death or imprisonment for up to five years with a fine of up to $10,000, as well as the loss of
the right to hold any office under the U.S. government. However, it is important to note that in the
commission of state treason in the U.S., the perpetrator must have direct intent. Therefore, regardless of the
harm caused to the state, an act that only incidentally benefits the enemies of the U.S. will not be
considered as state treason [4, p. 10].

In the Criminal Code of the Federal Republic of Germany (FRG), over 10 provisions establish
criminal liability for various forms of state treason. In particular, two provisions define the criminality of
providing assistance to a foreign party. Both crimes are classified by the FRG legislators as non-serious
offenses, with the prescribed punishment being imprisonment for up to five years or a fine. These sanctions
are set out in 8 87 of the FRG Criminal Code for espionage with the aim of sabotage on behalf of a foreign
government, organization, or institution, and in § 99 of the FRG Criminal Code for carrying out espionage
activities on behalf of foreign intelligence services, which involve the communication or transmission of
facts, objects, or knowledge that do not contain state secrets. It should be noted that these provisions allow
for more severe punishment in particularly serious cases, including imprisonment from one to ten years. A
particularly serious case usually occurs when the guilty party discloses or transmits facts, objects, or
conclusions held in secrecy by an official body or at its initiative, and when the guilty party abuses a
responsible position that particularly obliges them to keep the secret or when this act creates a risk of
serious damage to the FRG [5, p. 392].

Criminal liability for state treason in the United Kingdom is established not in the Criminal Code,
but in various legislative acts and partially in common law. Overall, the legislative regulation of treason
was first developed in the Statute of Treasons of 1351. This statute was enacted by the Parliament of
England and legislatively codified the common law norms on treason that had developed at that time. In
the United Kingdom, this statute, with significant changes, is still in force today. According to UK
legislation, a person is guilty of treason if they engage in acts related to plans for the death of the sovereign
or members of the royal family; violence against members of the sovereign’s family; waging war against
the king in his realm, adhering to his enemies, providing them with aid or services within his realm or
elsewhere; or by giving aid or support to the enemies of the king by providing them with assistance or
support in the kingdom or elsewhere [4, p. 11].

Section 46(1) of the Canadian Criminal Code includes three types of treason that trace their roots to
the legislative definition given by the law of the United Kingdom, the Treason Act 1351. In addition to the
typical formulations regarding an attempt on the sovereign, treason in Canada is considered to include
participation in military actions against Canada or in preparation for such actions; providing assistance to
an enemy at war with Canada or to any armed forces against which Canada is engaged in military
operations, regardless of whether the state to which these armed forces belong is at war with Canada or
not. Subsection 2 of section 46 of the Canadian Criminal Code provides for criminal liability for the use of
force or the application of violent methods with the intent to overthrow the government of Canada or one
of its provinces; providing false grounds to a representative of another state of military or scientific
information, drawings, plans, models, articles, notes, or other military or scientific documents; and
facilitating access to such information if the person knew or ought to have known that this information
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could be used by a foreign state to harm the security or defense of Canada; making an agreement with
anyone to carry out an act defined as treason by the Criminal Code; or having the intention to commit any
act that qualifies as treason [4, pp. 12-13].

Under Danish criminal legislation, a person is criminally liable for treason if they commit an act
aimed at subverting the Danish state or any part thereof under the influence of foreign rules... (paragraph
98), as well as for preparing to provide assistance to an enemy during war, military occupation, or other
military operations (paragraph 101), or for aiding the enemy by word or deed in their interests (paragraph
102) [6, p. 42].

In the French Criminal Code, criminal liability for treason is provided for in a separate chapter titled
“Treason and Espionage” (Chapter | of Chapter ), which includes the surrender of any technology,
facilities, or equipment intended for national defense to any foreign state, enterprise, or organization
(Article 411-3); establishing connections with a foreign state with the aim of causing military actions or
acts of aggression against France (Article 411-4); and the transmission of information on technologies,
objects, or documents. At the same time, the transmission of relevant information or data that could harm
the interests of the nation is punishable by imprisonment for a term of 15 years and a fine of 1,500,000
francs [6, p. 42].

The Swedish Criminal Code contains Chapter 19, dedicated to treason. It consists of sixteen articles
(the provisions of the Swedish Criminal Code do not have continuous numbering, the sequence is only
maintained within chapters). The articles contain various sanctions for treason, with a maximum
punishment of life imprisonment. For example, Article 3 of Chapter 19 of the Swedish Criminal Code
provides for a criminal punishment, up to life imprisonment, for a public official who “causes significant
harm to the Kingdom through treason in negotiations with a foreign state”. Article 4 of the same chapter
discusses a criminal punishment that applies to a person who “without permission from the Government
allows themselves to be used in diplomatic matters relating to the Kingdom”. For “unauthorized conduct of
negotiations with a foreign state”, a person is sentenced to imprisonment for slightly over two years. If the
crime endangers the right of the Kingdom to self-determination or its peaceful relations with a foreign
state, a prison sentence of up to six years must be imposed [4, p. 13].

According to Part 1 of Article 232 of the Estonian Penal Code, treason includes the following
actions: 1) assisting a foreign state, organization of a foreign state, a foreigner, or a person acting at the
request of a foreign state in non-violent activities aimed against the independence, sovereignty, or
territorial integrity of Estonia; 2) assisting these entities in collecting information that is a state secret or
other secret information of a foreign state, which has been notified to Estonia based on an international
agreement; 3) collecting the mentioned information with the purpose of establishing communication or
transmitting it to a foreign state, organization of a foreign state, or a foreigner at the request of a foreign
state by a citizen of Estonia. These actions are punishable by imprisonment for a term of six to twenty
years or life imprisonment. Additionally, Part 1-1 of Article 232 of the Estonian Penal Code establishes
liability for the collection of information mentioned in Part 1 of Article 232 by a legal person, which is
subject to a pecuniary punishment. Furthermore, for the criminal offense provided for in this part, the court
may apply the confiscation of property or property acquired through the commission of a criminal offense
[7, p. 181].

According to Article 117 of the Lithuanian Criminal Code, a citizen of the Republic of Lithuania
who, during a war or after the declaration of a state of war, joins forces with the enemy or assists the
enemy in actions against the Lithuanian state, is punishable by imprisonment for a term of five to fifteen
years. In accordance with Article 118 of the Lithuanian Criminal Code, a person who assists another state
or its organization in activities hostile to the Lithuanian Republic — its constitutional order, sovereignty,
territorial integrity, defense, or economic capacity, is punishable by imprisonment for a term of up to seven
years. Article 117 of the Lithuanian Criminal Code establishes that the commission of a crime “during a
war or after the declaration of a state of war” is a constitutive element of treason. Article 118 of the
Lithuanian Criminal Code, which provides for liability for assisting another state or its organization in
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activities hostile to the Lithuanian Republic, does not specify Lithuanian citizenship as a mandatory
element of the mentioned criminal offense, although such an element is stipulated in Article 117 of the
Lithuanian Criminal Code [7, p. 181].

Unlike the criminal laws of Ukraine, Estonia, and Lithuania, the Latvian Criminal Code does not
contain a separate criminal offense of “treason”. Responsibility for certain actions that fall under the
definition of treason in Article 111 of the Ukrainian Criminal Code is provided for in other articles of the
Latvian Criminal Code, particularly in Article 81-1 of the Latvian Criminal Code, “Assistance to a Foreign
State in Actions Directed against the Republic of Latvia”. This article establishes liability for a person who
engages in activities with the aim of assisting a foreign state or foreign organization in actions against the
national independence, sovereignty, territorial integrity, state power, or administrative order of the
Republic of Latvia, punishable by imprisonment for a term of up to five years or temporary deprivation of
liberty, or community service, or a fine with probation for a term of up to three years [7, p. 181].

It should be noted that in the criminal legislation of some countries, there are No. specific grounds
for exemption from criminal liability, particularly in Sweden, France, Belgium, Spain, and Georgia. This
position may indicate that either the legislator is too strict towards individuals who have committed the
respective crime or has taken into account the possibility that exempting individuals from criminal liability
will create a sense of impunity and lawlessness [6, p. 44].

In Ukraine, from January to May 2023, the Office of the Prosecutor General opened over 2,300
investigations under the articles “treason” and “collaboration activities”. However, only about 11% of the
cases were transferred to court. These data were obtained by the ChesNo. Movement in response to
inquiries to the Office of the Prosecutor General. The highest number of cases related to treason was
opened in March — 144. In total, from January to May 2023, 570 cases were opened, of which 55 were
transferred to court [8].

A 37-year-old resident of Zaporizhzhia has been sentenced to life imprisonment with confiscation of
all property for collecting information on the deployment of military equipment and passing it on to the
enemy from March to October 2022 while working at a defense enterprise. Serhiy Spilnyk, the head of the
Zaporizhzhia Regional Prosecutor’s Office, announced during a briefing on the criminal situation in the
Zaporizhzhia region that this is the first sentence in Ukraine where a person has received life imprisonment
with confiscation of all property under Part 2 of Article 111 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine (treason) [9].

In studying the issue of the age at which criminal responsibility for treason can arise, A. Levchuk-
Mykytiuk concluded that it already requires careful study and analysis in order to make changes to the
Criminal Code of Ukraine to lower its lower limit, which would be adapted to the conditions of modern
Ukrainian society. These drastic measures are primarily due to the situation of underage citizens of
Ukraine who are directly or indirectly used by the militants of quasi-state entities — the Donetsk People’s
Republic and the Luhansk People’s Republic — in the course of hostilities and are involved in militarized
youth groups where they are taught to use and apply weapons against Ukrainian military and civilians. At
the same time, lowering the age of criminal responsibility for treason is justified by the experience of
developed foreign countries where the minimum age at which criminal responsibility can arise varies from
7 to 13 years. Additionally, in the study of the additional characteristic of the subject of treason —
Ukrainian citizenship — it was found that the current legislation on citizenship contains controversial
provisions regarding the loss of Ukrainian citizenship. Despite the established procedure for acquiring and
losing Ukrainian citizenship, as defined by the relevant Regulation on the Commission on Citizenship
under the President of Ukraine, the issue of classifying individuals who, while being citizens of Ukraine,
have acquired citizenship of another state as subjects of the crime under Article 111 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine raises a number of contradictions. However, foreigners and stateless persons who, in
accordance with the law, serve in the Armed Forces of Ukraine, as well as individuals of Ukrainian
ethnicity who still use a passport of a citizen of the former USSR of the 1974 model and permanently
reside in the territory of Ukraine, do not belong to the subject of the crime under Article 111 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, which makes it impossible to hold them criminally liable for its commission
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[10, p. 308]. Therefore, there is a need to regulate the issue of Ukrainian citizenship at the legislative level
in order to eliminate the corresponding contradictions during the procedure for establishing the
characteristics of the subject of the crime of “treason”.

According to I. Servetskyi, actions related to treason under circumstances that exclude the criminal
unlawfulness of the act require detailed analysis and scientific clarification of the existing norms of
criminal law, such as Article 43-1 on the performance of the duty to protect the Homeland, independence,
and territorial integrity of Ukraine. A person is not subject to criminal liability for the use of weapons
(armament), ammunition, or explosives against persons who commit armed aggression against Ukraine, or
for damaging or destroying property in connection with this. Thus, treason is an especially serious crime
against the state, society, and every individual, and a person who commits it is subject to criminal liability
— deprivation of liberty for up to 15 years or life imprisonment. Additionally, the current criminal
legislation should establish the limits of actions of individuals who have fallen into captivity, and they are
subject to Article 40 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine (physical or mental coercion, etc.), in order to avoid
criminal punishment in the future [11, p. 56].

The proposal by Yu. Yu. Kolomiets to divide criminal responsibility for treason into groups of
subjects of the criminal offense seems reasonable. Specifically, it is believed that the most socially
dangerous and deserving of more severe punishment is treason committed by the President of Ukraine, the
Chairman of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, a member of the Verkhovnha Rada of Ukraine, the Prime
Minister of Ukraine, a member of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, the Chairman or member of the
Higher Council of Justice, the Chairman or member of the Higher Qualification Commission of Judges of
Ukraine, the Chairman or judge of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine or the Supreme Court, or higher
specialized courts, the Prosecutor General, the Director of the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of
Ukraine, the Director of the Bureau of Economic Security of Ukraine, the Director of the State Bureau of
Investigations, the Commissioner for Human Rights of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, the Chairman or
other member of the Accounting Chamber, the Chairman of the National Bank of Ukraine, or the leader of
a political party.

In second place in terms of social danger is treason committed by servicemen of the Armed Forces
of Ukraine and other military formations established in accordance with the laws of Ukraine, members of
volunteer formations that were formed or self-organized to protect the independence, sovereignty, and
territorial integrity of Ukraine, judges, officials who permanently, temporarily, or by special authorization
perform the functions of representatives of authority or local self-government, and also hold positions
permanently or temporarily in state authorities, local self-government bodies, state or municipal
enterprises, institutions or organizations, and carry out organizational, managerial, or administrative-
economic functions, or perform such functions by special authorization granted by a competent state
authority, local self-government body, central executive authority with special status, competent authority,
or authorized person of an enterprise, institution, organization, court, or by law.

In third place is treason committed by professional journalists, scientists, and employees of
educational institutions. It is through the actions of these individuals that the information security of
Ukraine is threatened. In fourth place is treason committed by citizens of Ukraine who voluntarily hold
positions associated with organizational and managerial or administrative-economic functions in illegal
authorities created in temporarily occupied territory, including in the occupation administration of the
aggressor state, or participate in the organization and conduct of illegal elections and/or referendums in
temporarily occupied territory [12, p. 267].

In fifth place is treason committed by citizens of Ukraine who hold positions not associated with
organizational and managerial or administrative-economic functions in illegal authorities created in
temporarily occupied territory, including in the occupation administration of the aggressor state. And in
sixth place is treason committed by activists and bloggers, as their activities can have a significant social
impact, increasing the danger of the committed criminal offense. In seventh place is treason committed by
citizens of Ukraine who do not belong to the aforementioned subjects [12, p. 267-268].
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It is worth agreeing with the opinion that differentiating criminal responsibility for treason based on
the characteristics of the subject of the criminal offense is not sufficient, and it is necessary to determine
which actions, committed by which subjects, are the most dangerous for the state. For example, it may be
necessary to establish separate legislation for the responsibility for active participation in an ideological
war against Ukraine.

Conclusions. The conducted research allows us to conclude that the issue of treason remains
relevant in a number of foreign countries as well. However, for Ukraine, in the conditions of a state of war,
it arises particularly acutely. Examining the issue of normative and legal regulation of criminal
responsibility for treason in Ukraine and certain foreign countries allows for further exploration of the
effective counteraction to this crime. At the same time, in order to avoid problematic issues in the
application of Article 111 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine in practice and taking into account the real
threats to the sovereignty, territorial integrity, inviolability, defense capability, state, economic, or
information security of Ukraine, it is considered appropriate to consider the possibility of expanding the
objective side of treason at the legislative level, namely the list of forms in which it can manifest and the
list of subjects of treason.
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KPUMIHAJIBHA BIAIIOBIJAJIBHICTD 3A JIEP)KABHY 3PAJLY:
BITYM3HSIHUM TA 3APYBI)KHUM TOCBIJ

Y cTaTTi po3riissHyTO NUTAHHS KPUMiHAJBLHOI BiINOBIZAIbHOCTI 32 Je:KaBHY 3pajy HA NMPUKJIAII
BiTUM3HSIHOIO Ta 3apy0isKHOI0 10CBiTy OKpeMHX KpaiH.

IIpoBenene noc/igAeHHs1 1a€ 3MOTry 3pOOMTH BHCHOBOK, 110 NMpo0/jeMa Jep:KaBHOI 3paau 3a/1u-
IIA€THCH AKTYAJIBLHOK TaKOX i B 0ararbox 3apyOixknHux kpaiHax. OaHak i YKpaiHH 3 I0YaTKy HO-
BiTHBOr0 YTBOPEHHS He3aJIesKHOI YKpaiHU, po3ropHyToi BiliHu pocilicbkoi ¢enepanii nporu Ykpainm, a
0c00JIMBO B YMOBaxX TPHBaHHA ii MOBHOMACIITA0OHOIO BTOPTrHEHHs B YKpaiHy NHUTAHHSA dep:KaBHOI
3pau i BCTAHOBJIEHHSI HAJIEXKHOI KPMMIHAJIBbHOI BiiNOBiIaIbHOCTI 32 BUMHEHHS TAKOI0 3JI0YHHY CTAJIO
HA/IBUYAHHO rOCTPHUM.

Po3rnsia nmuTaHHs HOPMATHBHO-TIPABOBOIO Pery/OBaHHA KpHMiHAJbHOI BiamoBizajabHocTi 3a
JepakaBHYy 3paly B YKpaiHi Ta okpeMHX 3apy0ikHHX KpaiHax, 30kpeMa Takux, sk Crnouaydeni Illtatn
Amepuxku, ®enepatuBHa Pecny6aika Himeuumna, Benuxa bpwuranis, Kanapa, [lanis, ®panuis,
IBenis, Ecronis, JIuTsa, JlaTsis, Beabris, Icnanis, I'py3ia 1a€ MokIuBicTh B N0JAJIBIIOMY PO3KPUTH
NUTAHHS eeKTUBHOI NIPOTUAIl HbOMY 3JI0YHHY.

3BepHYTO yBary, o y KpUMiHATbHOMY 3aKOHOJABCTBI NesIKHX JAepP:KaB, Ha BiAMiHYy Bix Ykpainu,
He nependaveni crneuiajbHi MiAcTaBM 3BiNTbHeHHsI Bil KpuMiHAJbHOI BiANOBIiZaJBHOCTI 3a JepikaBHY
3paay. B nux Bunaakax 3akoHoaagelb 200 € CyBOPHM /10 0Ci0, AKi BUNHMIN BiANOBiIHMI 3J104UH, a00 XK
nepegdavae HMOBIPHiCTH TOr0, 110 3BIJIbHEHHS 0Ci0 Bill KpUMiHAJIBbHOI BilNOBiIaIbHOCTI MOKe CIPUYM-
HHUTH BiT4yTTsI BCEI03BOJIEHOCTI Ta 0€3KaAPHOCTi.

3 MeTOI0 YHUKHEHHsl NMPOoOJeMHMX NHUTaHb Mia 4ac 3acrocyBaHHA crarTi 111 KpuminaabHoro
KoJeKcy YKpaiHM HA NPAaKTULi Ta BPaXOBYIOYM HasiBHI peajibHi 3arpo3u 1Jisi CyBepeHiTeTy, TepuToO-
pPiajbHOI HIICHOCTI Ta HeAOTOPKAHHOCTi, 000POHO3JATHOCTI, AepPKABHOI, eKOHOMIYHOI 4M iHopMma-
niiiHoi Oe3mexkn YKpaiHH, MPONMOHYETHCS PO3IIIHYTH MOMJIMBICTH PO3IIMPEHHS] HA 3aKOHOJABYOMY
PiBHi 00’ €KTUBHOI CTOPOHH /iep:KaBHOI 3pajaM, a caMe nepesiky (opM, B IKHX BOHA MO3Ke NPOSBIATHCS,
Ta mepetiky ¢y’ €eKTiB JepKaBHOI 3paan.

KuiouoBi ciioBa: gep:xxaBHa 3paja; Jep:kaBHa 0e3neka; HaNlioHAJbHA Oe3neKka YKpaiHu, cy0 €KTH
Jlep>KaBHOI 3pa/iv; KPUMiHAJBHA BiANOBIIAJBHICTh; M030aBJIeHHS BOJII.
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