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Political and leaal history as well as geopolitical phenomenoloay of such thinag as multilateral
collective quarantees are studied. The contradictory nature of their political declarations and the
impact of their existence on the reproduction of the rules of domination in world politics as well as
on the maintenance of world order is analyzed. The existing state of multilateral security guarantees
for Ukraine on the basis of the Budapest Memorandum after the annexation of Crimea and the
occupation of Donbass territories is examined. The ways to reduce the negative effects of quasi-
juridical status of the Budapest Memorandum for Ukraineis outlined.
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Kpucenko O.B.
BAI'ATOCTOPOHHI FAPAHTII BE3IEKU B CYYACHOMY CBITOBOMY HOPAJIKY:
MI)KHAPOJIHUM JIOCBIJ TA YKPAIHCbKHU KOHTEKCT

Hocniooceno nonimuxo- npasoey icmopio ma 2eononimuuny qbenomenwzoezm maxko2o A6uUwa AK
bacamocmopouni eapanmii 6esnexu. Ilpoananizogano cynepeunrusuii xapakmep ix noaimMudHol
0eKNapamueHOCmi ma 6NaU8 iHb020 ICHY8AHHA HA BI0MEOPEHH NPAGUL OOMIHY8AHHS & C8IMOSIl
nonimuyi 1 niOMPUMKY MIHCHAPOOHO20 NOPAOKY. Posenanymo icnyrouuii cman 06a2amocmopoHHix
eapanmiu Oe3nexku Ykpaini Ha ocnogi Byoanewmcvkoco memopanoymy Rnicia pociliCbKoi aHHeKcii
Kpuma ma okynayii mepumopiti [onbaccy. Okpecno winsaxu w000 3MEHUIeHHs He2amueHux
Hacniokie napanpasoeozo cmamycy byoanewmcokoco memonapnoymy oas Yrpainu.

Knwuogi cnosa. bazamocmoponni eapanmii 6e3nexu, c8imoguii NOpsooK, HEPO3NOECIOOHNCEHHS
s0epHoi 36poi, eeononimuxa, byoanewmcoxuii Mmemopanoym.
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Kpbicenko A.B.
MHOI'OCTOPOHHHUE I'APAHTUU BE3OITACHOCTH
B COBPEMEHHOM MHUPOBOM IIOPSIKE:
MEXIYHAPO/JHBIU OIIBIT U YKPAUHCKUU KOHTEKCT

Hccneoosano noaumuko-npagogyio ucmopuro U 2eonoiumudeckyio (HeHoMeHoN02Uuio mako2o
AGNEHUA KAK MHO20CMOpOHHUe 2apanmuu 0OezonacrHocmu. IIpoananuzuposan npomueopequswiii
Xapaxkmep ux nOAUMU4ecKou OeKIapamueHOCMU U GIUsSHUE UX CYUecmeo8anus Ha 80CNpPoU3ge0eHue
npasuil OOMUHUPOBAHUS 8 MUPOBOL NOAUMUKE U NOOOEPAHCAHUU MUPOBO2O nopadka. Paccmompento
cywecmeyroujee COCMosHUE MHO2OCMOPOHHUX 2apanmuil 6e3onachocmu  YKpauHvl HA OCHOGe
Byoanewmckoeo memopanoyma nocne annexcuu Kpviva u oxxynayuu meppumopuil /onbacca.
Ouepueno nymu ymenvbuieHus He2amusHuIX nOc1e0Cmeuil napanpasoso2o cmamyca byoanewmckozeo
Memopanoyma 0 Ykpaumol.

Kniouegvie cnosa. mmococmoponnue ecapanmuu  6€30nACHOCMU,  MUPOBOU  NOPAOOK,
Hepacnpocmpanenue si0epHo20 opyacusl, ceonorumura, byoanewmckuii memopanoym.

Russian military aggression against Ukraine, fom 0‘3’” fnuclear disarmam?nt dand |WhiCh aref
which resulted in the annexation of the CrimeanaCt'ngl.t.e' ‘I'J‘Cto fas ? (;_onte;_tB_ar_S evelopment o
peninsula and the occupation of part of Donbasgeo_?ﬁ itica Col?_lr(in allon [ eop I} .
territory and resulted in 1) creation of structural € mullifateral — COleCtve Security
risks in the European security system and 2)duarantees (Multilateral collective guarantees)
acceleration of erosion of the modern world aLe quite cotr;:mon mlllta;y-r;]c_)h;ucal |
order. It is destructive changes in the world P€nomenon in ne process of nhistorica
order as a result of the military aggression tha,%evo_lutlon_ of international relations system and
are the long-term geopolitical effect, which is heir political and legal dimension. Legally

ultimately different from previous international (N€S€ guarantees are an integral part of
crises, associated with geopolitical international law and are a form of international

confrontation in the Balkans (1991-2001), thelnstrumenés in the é’(()jr{_n 0{ treaties, Ipac:s,
Caucasus (Russian-Georgian war in 2008) etc'émoranda — or — additional  protocois 10
The main difference of Ukrainian case in ainternational agreements. These acts include
number of military and geopolitical conflicts in guarantees, assurances or surety —(external
the post-bipolar world is the status of Ukraine PAlronage) of certain associations of states in
as a state that was the only country that"€lation to other participants of international
renounced nuclear weapons in exchange fof€lations (states, public associations, people,
multilateral collective security guarantees. The!Ntérmational organizations etc.) according to a
existence of these guarantees led not only tq:ertam course of action, providing adherence to
nuclear disarmament of Ukraine, but alsothe rights or status of any state (group of states)
cemented in domestic policy the support for Mmplementation of international obligations or
multipolar foreign policy doctrine (and in the Maintaining -a certain status (character) of

expert community the perception of foreign INtérnational relations. —The  subject of
policy neutrality as the best strategy) ang Multilateral guarantees is mostly the fulfillment

inadequate perception of external military risks ©f contractual othLga;i_ons, the state r:[leutralité/,
[1]. The key difference of this geopolitical crisis POWEr  0r authorties —Sovereignty  an
is the ratio of the following factors: Russia's INViolability of the territory as well as other
military aggression, accompanied by occupation(discussed) security guarantees [6;7]. .
and annexation of the territories covered by , Classic examples of guarantees of neutrality
international guarantees (of territorial integrity) Of the state are examples of Switzerland and

and Russia as a permanent member of the Stafg¢/Xémbourg. Thus, according to the Paris
Security Council is also the part for their géace Treaty dated November 20, 1815 (,the

implementation. However, political and juristic Second Paris peace’) made between Austria,
dimension of this crisis is the phenomenology Britain, Prussia, Russia and France, the state
of multilateral collective guarantees, acting as aduaranteed the neutrality and integrity of the
context for further perspective to understand the€!itory of Switzerland. Similarly, based on the
rules of dominance in world politics and world r€Sults of the second peace conference in
order reconstruction. So in order to understand-0ndon (,London Agreement’) dated May 11,
the nature of geopolitical crisis there should be1867 Which participants were Austria, Belgium,
considered the political and legal specifics of 'rance, Great Britain, ltaly, Luxembourg, the
system of guarantees that Ukraine has receivedlétherlands, Prussia and Russia "Luxembourg
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crisis" was solved, and the Luxembourg itself Treaty is an example of multilateral collective
received neutrality guarantees. However,guarantees on the use of space for peaceful
despite the similarity of political and legal purposes only and on prevention of the placing
algorithm of neutrality and territorial integrity of nuclear weapons or any other weapons of
guarantees of Switzerland and Luxembourg,mass destruction in near the Earth's orbit,
guarantees provided to Luxembourg (unlike placing them on the Moon or on the stations in
Switzerland) were twice violated by the Germanouter space. An attempt to secure the
side in 1914 and 1941. implementation of this Agreement was the

The most common type of multilateral adoption of the Convention on International
guarantees granting in today's world process adtiability for Damage Caused by Space Objects
multilateral treaties, which guarantees donors(1971)y. However, as a basic agreement in a
declare their readiness to act as participants ofjiven number of points of view of multilateral
guarantees of the rights, status or security ofgroup guarantees there acts Treaty on the Non-
participants  in international relations, Proliferation of Nuclear Weapohswhich is a
established in accordance with internationalcertain political and legal matrix to form a
legal act. The equivalent examples of suchmodel of international political guarantees of
agreements are the Antarctic Treaty (1959), thehe sovereignty and territorial integrity in the
Outer Space Treaty (1967), the Treaty on theworld where military and technological access
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (came to nuclear weapons of some countries and the
into force in 1970), Budapest Memorandum lack of this type of weaponry in other countries
(1994) [8], Dayton Agreement (1995), makes the international order fragile and
Agreement on Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-international law too vulnerable [9].
Ban Treaty (1996), Minsk Agreement (2014) The independence of Ukrainian state in
and others. 1991 put on the agenda the issue of providing of

A separate cluster of international collective state sovereignty, security and external defense.
guarantees are the agreements that combin€he absence of effective state-building
guarantees of both — military and political experience and the availability of significant
issues, and also prevent the human loss oproblems related to the lack of institutions of
ecological environment. For example, alongpolitical democracy, market economy, and
with concern for the ecology of the Antarctic national unity were complicated by military
(which represents about 10% of the earth'sheritage received from the USSR. First of all we
surface), the purpose of the Antarctic Tréasy are talking about nuclear arsenal (of tactical and
its political and military neutralization and strategic brand), which was the third in the
demilitarization: ,...it is according to interests o world according to its power and yielding only
all mankind that Antarctica should be tothe Russian and American power. Addressing
continually used exclusively for peace purposeschallenges of Ukrainian state building was
and should not become the scene or object oinitially in a difficult international context — in
international discord" Art. 1 of the Treaty the collapse of the bipolar system of
states that Antarctica is used only for peacefulinternational political and security order and
purposes, any measures of a military natureaggravation of the military and political
such as military bases or fortifications, the relations between the newly independent
carrying out of military maneuvers, as well as countries in the regions of South and Southeast
testing of any weapons are prohibited; Art. 5 of Europe. Especially sharpened were the
the Treaty states that any nuclear explosiongprocesses of dismantling of the communist state
and removal of radioactive materials areon Balans and the Caucasus. Ukraine with its
prohibited in the area. Thanks to highly complicated political and economic
demilitarization of the given region, it later problems and ultra-powerful weapons’ of mass
became possible to secure these guarantees destruction potential was at risk of civil and
the CCAMLR Convention (Convention on the military destabilization as the central link of
Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living certain destabilization arc from the Western
Resources, 198H) Similarly, the Outer Space Balkans to the South Caucasus.

One of the main fuse of possible

transregional destabilization is the plan for
2 http://www.ats.ag/documents/ats/treaty_origindl.pd nuclear disarmament of Ukraine and

3 .
http://www.ats.ag/index_r.htm i instituti
4httrf))://www.Ccaml(rl.org/ru/_organisation/%Dl%82% strengthening  of institutional ~ control - over

D0%B5%D0%BA%D1%81%D1%82-%D0%BA%D0%

BE% D0% BD%D0%B2%D0%B5%D0%BD% D1% ® http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/995 126
86%D0%B8%D0%B8-%D0%B0% D0%BD% D1% ® http://www.un.org/ru/documents/decl_conv/
82%D0% BA% D0%BE%D0%BC conventions/npt.shtml
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weapons of mass destruction, which had aweapons a permanent members of the UN
certain trajectory on how to make military and Security Council must act in accordance to their
political development of Ukraine a stable Gne obligations under the UN chardi0;11].
Achieving of this goal was made possible The collapse of the Soviet Union created
through Ukraine's accession to the Treaty on the certain conflict because the Russian
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (1967) Federation was recognized as the USSR right-
(Non-Proliferation ~ Treaty, NPT).  This follower/ imitator, while nuclear weapons were
Agreement is a multilateral international actin territory of several newly independent
developed by UN agencies in order to preventcountries, including Ukraine. According to the
the increase of the number of countriesUN statute there are only 5 countries among its
possessing nuclear weapons and to ensurpermanent members that possess nuclear
international control over the implementation of weapons, so in order to cope with the present
obligations by states under the Treaty to prevensituation and to reduce the international military
armed conflict using nuclear weapons. Alongand political risks it is necessary to
with the military mission, this Agreement was limit/decrease the ,nuclear club" number to the
intended to finally legalize the possibilities of number, preceding USSR collapse. That is the
separate countries for the peaceful use oftrategy on nuclear disarmament of Ukraine that
nuclear energy and relevant technologiesinternational security key donors — the US, the
circulation. Likewise, Treaty declared an Russian Federation and the United Kingdom
integral right of all participating countries to have selected. For more holistic and guaranteed
non-discriminatory develop research andnuclear disarmament process and the accession
nuclear energy production. Institutional control of Ukraine to the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of
on the nuclear weapons nonproliferation wasNuclear Weapons as a member state that does
assigned to the International Atomic Energynot have nuclear weapons ,Memorandum on
Agency (IAEA). In accordance with the Treaty, Security Assurances in connection with
five countries possessing nuclear weapondJkraine's accession to the Treaty on Non-
declared commitment not to use it against state®roliferation of Nuclear Weapons” (dated
that do not possess this type of weapons. As abecember 5, 1994) was signed This
exception it can be considered only the caseMemorandum was signed by the leaders of
when nuclear weapons will be used in responseUkraine, the USA, the Russian Federation and
Such planning of nuclear weapons use waghe United Kingdorif.

developed under the military doctrine of mutual According to the Memorandum, given
assured  destruction  (Mutually  Assured Ukraine's commitments on nuclear
Destruction, MAD). disarmament, the US, Russia and the UK

Another important additional element on reaffirmed their commitments: to respect the
guarantees to countries that do not possesmdependence, sovereignty and existing borders
nuclear weapons is a resolution of the Securityof Ukraine; to refrain from the threat or use of
Council (dated June 19, 1968h accordance to force against the territorial integrity or politica
which with the necessary security guarantees oindependence of Ukraine (except for the use of
member states of the Treaty that do not possedsrce only in self-defense, according to the UN
nuclear weapons, among other things it is state@¢harter); to refrain from economic coercion
that in case of aggression with use of nucleadirected to subordinate own interests on
implementation of sovereign rights of Ukraine
7 Another dimension of the issue of nuclear fOr the sake of any benefits; to seek immediate
disarmament Ukraine was internal setting to achieveSecurity Council actions in order to help
this goal. The idea of nuclear-free status of Wheai Ukraine as a member state, which does not
was put by Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine in the pgssess nuclear weapons, of the Treaty on Non-
Declaration of State Sovereignty of Ukraine (datety nuclear-weapon proliferation, if it becomes a

16, 1990). So, firstly, late Soviet Ukrainian eliteed o . .
to demarcate their separateness from general Sovie\fICtIm of an act of aggression or an object of a

management device and enforcement in Moscow and
secondly, the nuclear status of Ukraine itself was
considered by Ukrainian elite as a factor of furthe
dependence from the central Soviet government,* France and China as permanent members of the UN
because there were certain problems with indepéndenSecurity Council declared similar guarantees to the
(sovereign) use and disposal of this type of arnmime ones, which were set out in the Memorandum on
by Ukrainian authorities. sovereignty guarantees and territorial integrity of
Ukraine.

8 http://www.un.org/ru/documents/charter/index.shtml

® http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/ RESOLUTION/
GEN/NRO0/248/72/IMG/NR024872.pdf?OpenElement
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threat of aggression with nuclear weapons use;
not to use nuclear weapons against Ukraine as a

member state, which does not possess nucleat.

weapons, of the Treaty on Non-nuclear-weapon
proliferation, except in cases of attacks on their
territories or dependent territories, their armed
forces or their allies by such state, acting with
the state, possessing nuclear weapons or which
is associated with it by union agreement; to
consult in case of a situation that raises issues
under these obligations.

So the object and the multilateral guarantee
case is quite clearly defined, but the guarantee
system did not take into account the situation

when the aggressor is one of the guaranteeSs.

parties. Thus, the status of the Russian
Federation as a country with nuclear weapons
makes it extremely protected from direct
military intervention of other states-guarantors.
The same way the hidden nature of military
aggression (so-called hybrid war) creates a legal
lacuna, according to which the fact of external
military aggression is not conventionally fixed,
if it does not actually accompanied by official
recognition of the aggressor. This configuration
of factors that determine the nature of the given
geopolitical crisis allows reaching the following
conclusions:
1. Obviously in 1994 as a final/end of nuclear
disarmament, it was necessary for Ukrainian

declaring of multilateral collective security
guarantees.

Given that the Budapest Memorandum has
become an unrealized legal document that
existed only in declarative form of
collective statement of intent to guarantee
security, Ukraine should get the initiative
making of a new treaty on post factum
security guarantees of the country, which
has become the only country that
voluntarily renounced nuclear and arms as a
result of disarmament has become the
victim of military aggression of Russian
Federation.

Inconsistency of multilateral collective
security that Ukraine has received as a
result of voluntary disarmament and the real
situation is quite complex geopolitical
configuration itself that affects directly the
process of nuclear non-proliferation (one of
the conclusions that one can make from
Ukraine-Russian conflict observation is that
the classic rules of real politic will continue
to provide ,rules of the game” in the world
order) and requires fundamental reform of
the system of international security as well
as denial of the right of veto to permanent
members of the UN Security Council.
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XapKiBChbKUH HAIIOHATHHUHA
yHiBepcuret iMeHi B.H. Kapa3ina

ITPOBJIEMATHKA HOBOI'O I'VIOBAJII3MY B YMOBAX TPAHC®OPMAILIII
HAHNIOHAJIBHUX ITEU JEPKAB CYYACHOCTI

Tpancgopmayia enobanizmy 6 ymMoeax ICHY8aHHSA NOCMIHOYCMPIATbHUX CYCHIIbCME MaA
inghopmamuzayii incmumymie 61a0u 8 cyyacHomy ceimi ce Oinbuie CMUKAEMbC 3 ONOPOM C8O20
PO3N0BCIOONCEHHS, AKUM BUCMYNAIOMb HAYioHanbHI i0ei. Yhacniook yvoeo cnigicuysanns ma
83A€MOOIi OCHOBHUX eleMenmi6 2100ANI3M He BUKOPUCMOBYIOMbCSA HA 6CI0 NOMYdcHicmb. Lle eede 0o
BUHUKHEHHS AHMU2I00ANICMCOKUX meyill, KOmpi (pOpMYIOmMbCsl 3 HAYIOHANLHUX 10ell CYUACHUX KPAiH.

Knrouosi cnosa: enodanizayis, mpancghopmayis, HayionaibHa ioes, CyCnilbCmeo, 0eMOKPAmisi.

3anopoxuenko P.A.
MHNPOBJIEMATHUKA HOBOT'O I'/TIOBAJIN3MA B YCJIOBUAX TPAHC®OPMALIUA
HAIIMOHAJIbHBIX UJE TOCYJIAPCTB COBPEMEHHOCTHU

Tpancopmayus enobanuzma 6 yciosusx Cywecmeo8anust NOCMUHOYCMPUATbHBIX 00uecms u
uHgopmamuzayuu UHCMUMymo8 61ACmu 6 COBPEMEHHOM Mupe 6ce O0able CMAIKUBAeMCs C
CONPOMUBTICHUEM —CB0€20 PACNPOCMPAHEHUsl, KOMOPbIM — GbICIYNAIOM  HAYUOHAIbHLIE UOCU.
Beneocmeue amoco cocywecmeosanue u 83aumMoO0eticmeuss OCHOBHbIX eMEHMO8 2100aiu3m He
UCNONIL3YIOMCSL HA HOJHYIO MOWHOCMb. MO Npusooum K 603HUKHOBEHUI) AHMUI00ANIUCTKUX
meyeHuil, Komopule GOpMUpPYIoOmcs U3 HAYUOHAIbHbIX UOCU COBPEMEHHBIX CIPAH.

Knrouesvle cnoesa. cnobanuzayus, mpanchopmayus, HAYUOHATbHAS udes, 00uecmao,
OeMOKpamus.

Zaporozhchenko R.
THE ISSUES OF NEW GLOBALISM IN THE TRANSFORMATION O F MODERN
STATES’ NATIONAL IDEAS

Nowadays the transformation of globalization in terms of the appearance of post-industrial
society and information-oriented institutions of power is being faced with the tough resistance to its
distribution. This resistance comes from the national ideas. As a result of co-existence and
interaction of this basic opposition the advantages of globalism cannot be used fully. This leads to

the emergence of antiglobalism movements that utilize the national ideas of modern countries.
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