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ADMINISTRATIVE AND CRIMINAL LEGAL MEASURES TO
PREVENT AND COMBAT COLLABORATIVE ACTIVITIES:
PROBLEMATIC ISSUES

Shevchuk O. M., Mykhailenko O. O.

INTRODUCTION

According to the Constitution of Ukraine, Ukraine is a sovereign and
independent state. The sovereignty of Ukraine extends to its entire territory, which
within the existing border is integral and inviolable’. According to the Law of
Ukraine "On National Security of Ukraine", threats to the national security of
Ukraine are phenomena, trends and factors that make it impossible or difficult or may
make it impossible or difficult to realize national interests and preserve national
values of Ukraine?. Such a threat is, in particular, the hybrid war waged by the
Russian Federation against Ukraine.

With the beginning of the large-scale invasion of the Russian Federation into the
territory of Ukraine, one of the pressing issues is the implementation of
administrative and legal measures to prevent and counter collaborative activities. It
should be noted that starting in 2014, the state has increased its activity in
implementing criminal law measures in 2022 to 2026, introducing criminal liability
for these acts into the Criminal Code of Ukraine. The Criminal Code of Ukraine
indicates its forms of criminal liability, as well as the grounds for such liability in
such articles as collaboration activities (Article 111-1) and aiding an aggressor state
(Article 111-2), high treason (Article 111)°. Based on the analysis of Article 111-1 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine, within the framework of criminal legal qualification,
collaborative activity covers seven main components of criminal offenses and one
qualified component, which relates to parts 5-7 of the specified article of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, and also contains a note. At the end of 2024, more than
1,442 verdicts in cases of collaboration were registered in the Register of Court
Decisions, and the largest number of them was about 484 under Part 1 of Article 111-
1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, further to the Criminal Code of Ukraine — on
public denial of Russian aggression. Thus, as of June 15, 2024, 9,179 criminal
proceedings for collaboration were opened by law enforcement agencies of Ukraine.
However, preventing and countering collaborative activities requires a
comprehensive approach that combines both administrative and criminal law
mechanisms.

! Constitution of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine No. 254k/96-VR dated 28.06.1996. URL.
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254%D0%BA/96-%D0%B2%D1%80#Text

2 On National Security of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine dated 21.06.2018 No. 2469-VIII.URL:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2469-19#Text.

® Kpuminansruit konexe Ykpainu: 3akon Ykpainu Bix 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-111. URL.:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text
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1. Administrative and legal measures to prevent and counteract

collaborative activities: theoretical and legal aspect

In the science of administrative law, there are isolated publications on countering
collaborative activities from the perspective of administrative and legal analysis .
Some authors attempt to analyze the reasons for "collaborative activity" from the
standpoint of the theory of state and law. In particular, researchers include
ideological pressure, socio-economic motives, and the influence of Russian
propaganda. Forms of collaboration are: political collaborationism, administrative
collaborationism, military collaborationism, economic collaborationism, ideological
collaborationism®.

Political collaborationism is participation in the establishment or functioning of
political authorities of an occupying regime; administrative collaborationism involves
cooperation with the occupying authorities in governing occupied territories,
including assistance in organizing the activities of state or occupation institutions;
military collaborationism refers to participation in enemy armed formations or
assistance to occupying military structures; economic collaborationism means
cooperation with the occupying authorities in the economic sphere, particularly
through the provision of resources, production capacities, or other economic assets;
and ideological collaborationism entails support for and promotion of hostile
ideology, as well as the dissemination of anti-state sentiments, disinformation, or
propaganda that undermines state security®.

Administrative and legal measures for the prevention of and counteraction to
collaborationist activities are encompassed by a system of regulatory legal acts. It
should be noted that the Constitution of Ukraine enshrines the principles of public
administration and the competences of state authorities. The Constitution of Ukraine
proclaims the observance of Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial integrity (Articles 1
and 20), the oGecrieuenne of state security (Article 17), the principle of legality in the
activities of public authorities (Article 19), and the exclusive competence of laws in
the sphere of offenses and legal liability (Article 92)°. The Law of Ukraine “On the
Legal Regime of Martial Law” defines the specifics of the activities of public
authorities during war. The Law of Ukraine “On National Security of Ukraine”
defines the system of subjects of national security, their powers and coordination
mechanisms’. We remind you that the Criminal Code of Ukraine provides for
criminal liability, indicates its forms, as well as the grounds for liability in such
articles as collaborative activity (Article 111-1) and aiding an aggressor state
(Article 111-2), high treason (Article 111)%,

* Typuun P. KonaGopaliioHi3M B yMOBaX BOEHHOTO CTaHy B YKpaiHi: OKpeMi npobiemu Ta
LUTSIXH 1X TO0JaHHA. AHanimuyHo-nopieHsbHe npasosnasecmeso. 2025. Ne 1. C. 71.

® Jly6onoc M.L, IMammua H.IL CyTHicTh IOHATTS KOIaGOpPALiOHI3M Ta Or0 OCHOBHI
o3HaKu. Bicnux Mapiynonscvokoeo depocasroeo ynieepcumemy. 2023. C. 60

® Constitution of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine No. 254k/96-VR dated 28.06.1996.
URL. https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254%D0%BA/96-%D0%B2%D1%80#Text

7 On National Security of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine dated 21.06.2018 No. 2469-VIII.
URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2469-19#Text.

® Kpuminanenuit kojekc Vkpainm: 3akoH VYikpaimm Bim 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-111.
URL.: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text
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With regard to the identified forms of collaborationist activity—namely political,
administrative, military, economic, and ideological collaborationism—administrative
and legal measures for the prevention of and counteraction to such activities must be
provided. It should be noted that the etymological meaning of the term “measure” in
the modern Ukrainian language is understood primarily as a set or system of certain
actions or means®. Administrative and legal measures to prevent and counteract
collaborative activities are implemented, primarily, in the law enforcement activities
of authorized public authorities.

Administrative and legal measures for the prevention of and counteraction to
collaborationist activity in Ukraine are implemented by a system of public authorities
whose powers are defined by the Constitution of Ukraine and legislation in the field of
national security. These include the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, the President of
Ukraine, the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, the National Security and Defense
Council of Ukraine, the Security Service of Ukraine, the National Police of Ukraine,
local self-government bodies and military administrations, institutions of civil society,
international organizations, and others. Within their powers and competences, these
actors exercise direct or indirect influence on the application of administrative and legal
measures aimed at preventing and counteracting collaborationist activity. What needs to
be improved and amended in legislative acts on these issues.

Among the administrative and legal measures for the prevention of and
counteraction to collaborationist activity, measures of administrative legal coercion
are of particular importance. Worthy of attention is the position of T. O. Kolomoiets,
who classifies the system of administrative legal coercive measures according to
several criteria and in several stages. First, depending on the grounds for their
application, the author distinguishes two subsystems of homogeneous measures:
measures related to unlawful acts and measures whose application is not connected
with unlawful conduct (preventive measures). Subsequently, using the immediate
purpose of application as the criterion, she divides measures related to unlawful acts
into (a) administrative penalties and (b) measures of administrative cessation, while
coercive measures not related to unlawful acts are divided into (1) those associated
with emergency situations and (2) preventive measures®®. Finally, measures of
administrative cessation, depending on the nature of their action, are divided into
(1) restorative measures, (2) securing measures, and (3) cessation measures proper™’.

It is advisable to propose the following legal construct: “administrative and legal
measures for the prevention of and counteraction to collaborationist activity”
constitute a system of organizational, legal, and managerial actions aimed at
implementing state policy on the prevention, detection, response to, and
neutralization of manifestations of collaborationism, carried out by competent
subjects of public administration within the powers delegated to them by the
regulatory legal acts of Ukraine. Such administrative and legal measures should be

® Benukuil TIyMauHMH CIOBHHK CydacHOi ykpaiuchkoi mosu / Pen. B.T. Bycem. Kuis;
Ipmine : BT® «Ilepyn», 2005. 433 c.
1 Konomoens T.O. AnmimicTparuBruii npumyc y myOmiusomy npaBi Ykpaium: Teopis,
HOCBlif[’TTa npakTuka peaiizaiii : Mororp. Komomoers T.O. 3amopixoks : ITomirpad. 2004. C. 20.
aM camo.
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based on the principles of legality, proportionality, legal certainty, and the
effectiveness of public administration.

2. Criminal liability for collaborative activities:
national and international experience

Issues related to counteracting collaborationist activity have been studied by
such scholars as V. Ya. Tatsii, V. I. Borysov, B. M. Holovkin, Ye. O. Pysmenskyi, O.
M. Khavroniuk, and others. In addition, a number of other researchers have also paid
attention to this issue.'%%%;%, which indicates increased attention to this issue in legal
scholarship. However, certain problematic aspects of criminal liability for
collaborationist activity have remained outside the focus of research, and some
assertions are of a debatable nature. In particular, the category of “collaborationism”
has not been defined at the legislative level, and the legal construct of
“collaborationist activity” requires clarification in the context of excluding liability
for cooperation with the enemy by civilians in situations of physical “survival” in the
temporarily occupied territories of Ukraine, in accordance with international
standards™. In particular, V. V. Kuznetsov and M. V. Siiploki, while studying
criminal liability for collaborationist activity, point to the vagueness of certain
elements of the relevant criminal offenses, which contradicts the principle of legal
certainty. They propose the development of a transitional justice strategy, the primary
objective of which is to find a balance between amnesty and the criminal prosecution
of those responsible?®.

According to some researchers, “collaborationism” (in the broad sense) is the
cooperation of the population or citizens of a state with an enemy in the interests of
the invading enemy, to the detriment of the state itself or its allies, as well as
participation in the persecution of patriots of the country of which the collaborator is

a citizen'’;*8. Other researchers define collaborationism (in the general sense) as the

22 Tymmpop 10. O., Amimyk B. B. IIpobneMu IpPHTATHEHHS 10 BiAMOBigasbHOCTI 3a
KoJ1abopaliifHy IisIIBHICT B YMOBAX BiHHU. Haykosuil 8ichuk Yac2opoocbkoeo HayioHabHO20
yrieepcumemy. Cepis: Ilpaso. 2025. Tom 3. Ne 89. C. 177-181.

BJlirys A Cy6’extuBHi o3Haku KomaGopauiliHoi mismpHOCTi. Haykosuii eicnux
Kuigcbkoeo — iHcmumymy — Hauionanvhoi  2eapdii  Vkpainu. 2024, Nel. C. 99-10.
doi.org/10.59226/2786-6920.1.2024.99-104

“"Rubashchenko M, Shulzhenko N. Reflections on the Legal Features of Collaborationist
Activity: Theory and Practice in Terms of the Russian Occupation of Ukrainian Territory.
Access to Justice in Eastern Europe. 2024. Ne 7(3), pp.10-40. doi:10.33327/AJEE-18-7.3-
a000315

15 NomarkoBwit mpotokon 10 KeHeBChKIX KOHBEHIH Bix 12 ceprns 1949 poky, 10 CTOCYeThes
3aXUCTy KEPTB  MDKHapomHux 30poiiHnx  koHgmiktiB  URL.:  https:/zakon.rada.gov.ua/
laws/show/995_199#Text

16 Kysnenos B.B., Cuiiiioki M.B KpuminaneHa BiAnoBiJajJbHICTh 3a KonabopauiiiHy
JUSUTBHICTD SIK HOBUH BUIKJIUK ChOTOJCHHS. Haykosutl eichuk Yoceopo. Hay. Yuie-my. Cepis
Ilpaso. 2022. Bun. 70. C. 381.

7 MMaugkan L1, Ocobausocri KPUMiHAJIBHOI  BiINOBifaNbHOCTI, mependadeHoi 3a
KoyabopauiiftHy —AisibHICTh. Enekmponne Haykose 6UOGHHA — «AHANIMUYHO-NOPIBHAIbHE
npasosnaecmeoy. 2024. Ne 6. C. 771.

¥ Mynmop 10. O., Amimyk B. B. IIpobiemu TpHTArHEHHS 10 BiAMOBimanbHOCTI 3a
K0JIaOOPAIiHY JisUIBHICT B YMOBAX BiHH. Haykosuil 6icHUK YacecopoocbKo2o HAYiOHAIbHO20
ynisepcumemy. Cepis: Ilpaso. 2025. Tom 3. Ne 89. C. 177.
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conscious, voluntary, and deliberate cooperation with an enemy in its interests and to
the detriment of one’s own state®,

As is already known, the Criminal Code of Ukraine provides for criminal
liability and identifies its forms, as well as the grounds for liability, in such articles as
collaborationist activity (Art. 111-1), aiding an aggressor state (Art. 111-2), and state
treason (Art. 111). Thus, criminal liability for collaborationist activity in Ukraine is
established under Art. 111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine and provides for
punishment ranging from a fine to life imprisonment, depending on the severity of
the offense. Based on the analysis of Art. 111-1, within the framework of criminal
law qualification, collaborationist activity encompasses seven main types of criminal
offenses and one aggravated type, which relates to Parts 5-7 of the said article, and
also includes a note.

Based on the analysis of Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, the
forms of collaborationist activity can be distinguished as follows: Public denial by a
citizen of Ukraine of the fact of armed aggression against Ukraine, or public calls to
support the decisions and/or actions of the aggressor state, or to cooperate with the
aggressor state. Voluntary assumption of a position by a citizen of Ukraine that
does not involve the performance of organizational, administrative, or managerial
functions in illegal authorities established in temporarily occupied territories.
Conducting propaganda by a citizen of Ukraine in educational institutions,
regardless of ownership type or form, with the aim of facilitating armed aggression
against Ukraine. Transfer of material resources to illegal armed or paramilitary
formations. Organization and conduct of political events, as well as engaging in
informational activities in cooperation with the aggressor state. Voluntary
assumption of a position by a citizen of Ukraine in illegal judicial or law
enforcement bodies established in temporarily occupied territories, as well as
voluntary participation in illegal armed or paramilitary formations?.

Regarding foreign experience in criminal liability for this offense, there is also
scholarly interest in studying collaborationist activity. In particular, M. Mozgawa and
M. Shupyan, in their article, attempted to analyze issues related to amendments both
to the general part of the Criminal Code of Ukraine (primarily concerning the
so-called combat immunity) and to its special part, where new types of crimes were
defined (for example, cooperation with the enemy — Art. 111, denial of the fact of
aggression against Ukraine — Part 1 of Art. 111'). They also examined changes to the
legislative criteria of certain existing offenses (e.g., Article 361) and the
strengthening of sanctions for specific crimes committed during martial law (e.qg.,
Part 2 of Art. 1)*. Attention should also be drawn to the work of S. Darcy, who

¥ vyhivskyi 1. Countering collaborationism in the context of armed conflict. Baltic Journal
of Economic Studies. 2024. No.10(3) pp.96.

% Kpuminanpuuit kogekc Yipainu: 3axon Ykpaiuu iz 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-111. URL.:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text

2 Mozgawa M. Shupyan M. Changes in the Ukrainian Criminal Code Related to the
Ongoing War with the Russian Federation. Studia luridica Lublinensia. 2024. Vol. 33, 3,
pp.113.
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examined the legal challenges of collaborationist activity during wartime®’. The
category of “collaborationism” first appeared in France, where part of the political
class refused to resist the German invasion in 1940 and began cooperating with the
Nazi government. According to historians, the first collaborationist government was
the government of Marshal Henri-Philippe Pétain, established in Nazi-occupied
France (the Vichy regime), which concluded an agreement of cooperation with
Germany. This officially marked the nature of the relationship between Nazi
Germany and the Vichy regime®. In Norway, members of the German police and
armed forces among Norwegians were also convicted of treason in the 1950s. For
example, in Poland, after the end of the war, liability was introduced for cases of
collaboration with the occupying authorities through participation in the suppression
of civilians and prisoners of war for political, national, ethnic, or racial reasons, or
causing harm to others on Polish territory. This included actions such as demanding
acknowledgment of guilt, threatening to report individuals to the occupier’s
authorities, and facilitating the incitement of the aforementioned crimes. Punishments
for these offenses included the death penalty, imprisonment, confiscation of property,
and temporary restriction of civil rights®*.

An analysis of the criminal laws of some European countries shows that, in most
cases, collaborationism is not criminalized in a separate article, and its elements are
instead covered by other provisions. Only Article 120 of the Criminal Code of the
Republic of Lithuania establishes criminal liability specifically for collaborationism.
Under this provision, a citizen of Lithuania who, under conditions of occupation or
annexation, assisted illegal state structures in establishing occupation or annexation,
suppressed resistance by the Lithuanian population, or otherwise aided an illegal
government in acting against the Republic of Lithuania, is punishable by
imprisonment for up to five years®. The specificity of this article lies in the fact that
the Lithuanian legislator explicitly provides for such cooperation in the form of
suppressing population resistance or providing other assistance, and highlights a
particular context- conditions of occupation and annexation. These are constructive
elements of collaborationism and provide a basis for a clear distinction from other
forms of citizen actions that harm state interests.

For example, in France, collaboration is provided for under Article 411-1 of the
Criminal Code and is punishable by imprisonment for up to ten years and a fine of up
to 150,000 euros. In Germany, cooperation with the country’s enemies is punishable

22 Darcy S. Coming to Terms with Wartime Collaboration: Post-Conflict Processes & Leaal
Challenges. Brooklyn Journal of International Law. 2019. Vol. 55, 1 URL.
https://brooklynworks.brooklaw.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1944&context=hjil

% Hoffmann, Stanley. Collaborationism in France during World War 1. The Journal of
Modern History. 1968. vol. 40, no. 3. pp. 379.

% IlMajikan B. KomaGoparionism B Ykpaini y poxu JIpyroi cBiToBoi BiifHu: mpuumm
BUHHMKHCHHS, 0COOJMBOCTI, MacmTabu. Jlpyra cBiToBa BiiiHa 1 10 HapoIiB YKpaiHu:
MaTezgiann Bceeykpaincbkoi HaykoBoi koHdpepeHuii. Kuis. 2005. C. 49.

Lietuvos Respublikos baudziamojo kodekso patvirtinimo ir jsigaliojimo jstatymas.
2000 m. rugséjo 26 d. Nr. VIII-1968. Vilnius. URL: https:// www.e-tar.lt/portal/en/legal Act/
TAR’Z.GZBSBGDFF7D43

Ibid.
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under Article 80 of the Criminal Code and can result in life imprisonment #. The
Republic of Lithuania, whose criminal legislation includes Article 120 of the
Criminal Code of Lithuania, provides for liability as a distinct form of conduct, as
also defined in Articles 117 (“State Treason”) and 118 (“Providing Assistance to
Another State in Conducting Activities Hostile to the Republic of Lithuania) of
the Criminal Code of the Republic of Lithuania, which address actions that facilitate
another state in carrying out activities hostile to Lithuania®®.

2. Analysis of individual court decisions for collaborative activities

It should be recalled that, based on the analysis of Article 111-1 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine,?® we have already identified the forms of collaborationist activity.
Here, we highlight the problems of law enforcement in the field of criminal liability
for collaborationist activity in education, which arise due to the insufficient clarity of
criminal legislation, complicating the qualification of such crimes and the
differentiation between their various types.

It should be noted that the conduct of a citizen of Ukraine in propagating within
educational institutions to facilitate armed aggression against Ukraine (Part 3, Article
111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine) must be distinguished from public calls for
aggressive war or the initiation of an armed conflict (Article 436 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine)3°. While the acts described in Part 3, Article 111-1 are aimed at
propagating approval and justification of the aggressor’s actions among youth, the
acts covered by Article 436 are aimed at recruiting youth and citizens of other
generations to participate in war. It is worth noting that some scholars have criticized
the criminalization of actions by Ukrainian citizens aimed at implementing the
educational standards of the aggressor state in educational institutions.

V. V. Kuznetsov and M. V. Siiploki argue that this form of collaborationist
activity has been interpreted broadly in judicial practice, and that such “imprudent
criminalization of this form creates conditions for citizens — who find themselves in
difficult circumstances in occupied territories —to reject the state.” They warn that,
ultimately, this “could lead either to selective justice or to the complete non-
application of this form of the offense.” Therefore, the authors propose excluding this
form of the crime from Part 3 of Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine.™ .

However, O. V. Zaitsev does not support this approach, noting that judicial
practice has taken the path of holding accountable those educational officials who

7 Kosauenko O.B. Mycuuenko O.M. Okpemi acmexTu kpamidikarii Ta 3acTocyBaHHs
KPHUMiHAIFHO-IIPABOBHUX 3aX0/IiB 32 KOJIa0OpaIiiHy isuIbHICTE B YKpaiHi, nepenbadeny 4. 1 cr.
111-1 KK Ykpainu. FOpuouynuii naykosuti enekmpornuil scypran.2022. Ne 9. C. 409.

TonopkoBa M.H., Ilonamopenko C.O., Ounumenko O.T. IIpoGineMHi mnuUTaHHS
3aKOHO/IAaBUOTO PETYJIIOBAHHS KPUMIHAIBHOI BiJIIOBINAIBHOCTI 32 KOaOopauiiiHy HisiabHICTh
(crarrs 111-1 KK VYkpainu). XypHan «HaykoBi iHHOBamii Ta mepenoBi TexHoiorii». Cepis
«IIpaBox. Ne 7(9). 2022. C. 270.

® Kpuminaneruii koseke Ykpainu: 3akon Ykpainu Big 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-111. URL.:
httpsszg/zl;iléon.rada.gov.ualIaws/show/2341—l4#Text
Ibid.

81 Kysnenos B.B., Cuiituiioki M.B KpuminaneHa BiAnoBiadbHICTH 3a KonadopauiitHy
JUSUTBHICTD SIK HOBHI BUKJIMK ChOTOJCHHS. Haykosuil sichux Yaceopoocvrkoeo Hayionanwbho2o
Vuisepcumemy. Cepis Ilpaso. 2022. Bum. 70. C. 385.
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made or implemented decisions to switch to the educational standards of the
aggressor state. This includes actions such as the exclusion of Ukrainian state
standards and curricula, the introduction of instruction in Russian, and the provision
of library resources with textbooks based on the educational program of the Russian
Federation, which, according to their content and reference information, correspond
to the educational standards of the aggressor state®.

For example, in the judgment of the Kherson City Court of Kherson Oblast dated
June 10, 2025, in case No. 22024230000000249, a citizen of Ukraine, Person_5, a local
council deputy and former director of a Ukrainian lyceum, was found guilty in absentia.
She was charged with crimes against the foundations of national security, namely
collaborationist activity (Part 3, Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine) and
aiding an aggressor state (Part 1, Article 111-2 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine)®. The
court established that the defendant, while on temporarily occupied territory in July
2022, voluntarily agreed to head an educational institution (‘“Novotroitsk School No.
17) illegally established by the occupying authorities on the basis of a Ukrainian
lyceum. While in this position, she actively implemented the educational standards of
the Russian Federation, organized the transition to instruction in Russian, ensured the
supply of Russian textbooks, sent teachers to “professional development courses” in
occupied Crimea, and encouraged students to join the Russian military organization
“Yunarmiya.” Since the defendant is hiding in occupied territory, the case was heard
under the special judicial proceedings procedure.

Thus, after analyzing the evidence presented by the prosecution—including
testimonies of colleagues, protocols reviewing Russian state registries and Telegram
channels, and conclusions of portrait expertise-the court found the evidence
sufficient and proving the guilt of Person_5. The defendant’s actions were qualified
under two articles: her work organizing the educational process according to Russian
programs fell under Part 3, Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, while her
broader activities (supporting the decisions of the occupation administration and
leading the illegally established institution) fell under Part 1, Article 111-2 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine. When determining the sentence, the court took into
account an aggravating circumstance (Article 67 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine) —
committing the crime during martial law. The final sentence of 12 years
imprisonment (with a 15-year prohibition on holding positions and confiscation of
property) was imposed by merging the lesser punishment into the more severe one, in
accordance with Article 70 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine*. In another case, the
defendant, a citizen of Ukraine, voluntarily assumed a managerial position in an
educational institution established by the occupying authorities of the Russian
Federation. Her actions were qualified under Part 3, Article 111-1 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine as the implementation of the educational standards of the aggressor

% Bajines O.B. Illomo ksamidikamii Iiif, CIPIMOBAHMX Ha BIPOBAUKEHHS CTAHIADTIB
OCBITH JIepXKaBU-arpecopa y 3akinagax ocBitd (4. 3 cr. 111-1 KK Ykpainn). Konabopauionizm
Ha THMYAacOBO OKYIOBAaHHX TEPUTOPISAX: MPOOJEMH IPABOBOI OLIHKH, TapaHTYBaHHS MpaB i
cBOOO/ JIIOJIMHM Ta peiHTerpauii TepuTOpild: Marepiaad HayK.-IPAKT. KPYIJIOro CTOJy,
M. Xa?KiB, 6 xoBT. 2023 p. Oneca, 2023. C.71.

3 . . PR

Bupok XepcoHCbKOro MichKoro cyay XepcoHcbkoi oOmacti Bin 10 uepBHst 2025 poky
y cng)fBi Ne 22024230000000249. https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/128078177
Ibid.
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state. The defendant carried out organizational and administrative functions,
including hiring personnel, preparing schedules, and ensuring the transition of the
educational institution to Russian curricula and teaching methods *

In another case, according to the court’s verdict, citizen Z. voluntarily assumed the
position of the so-called “director of a state secondary vocational education institution
of the Luhansk People’s Republic.” The defendant planned, prepared, and organized the
educational process at the institution in accordance with the “Education Law” of the so-
called “Luhansk People’s Republic,” issued diplomas for secondary vocational
education, and conducted propaganda at the institution aimed at supporting the armed
aggression against Ukraine. His actions were qualified as implementing the educational
standards of the aggressor state. He was sentenced to imprisonment and the maximum
term of disqualification from holding positions (15 years)*.

In the verdict of the Uzhhorod City District Court of Zakarpattia Oblast dated
May 29, 2025 (Case No. 127755809), the offender was a citizen of Ukraine who
committed acts of collaboration in a temporarily occupied territory, subsequently
went into hiding, and was apprehended in a government-controlled area. The
defendant, a Ukrainian citizen, carried out activities in the field of education that
justified the armed aggression of the Russian Federation. The court established the
specific intent of this crime: to assist the occupation by the aggressor state®’. Thus, in
2025, for collaboration in the field of education, courts consistently imposed actual
(albeit in absentia) imprisonment —typically up to three years—combined with the
maximum restrictive supplementary penalty. This supplementary measure is the
maximum disqualification from holding public office (up to 15 years), which serves
as a significant means of protecting the educational sphere from the ideological
influence of the aggressor state.

The analysis of investigative and judicial practice regarding collaboration in the
field of education raises concerns in terms of the social danger of the act and the
proportionality of punishment. According to Articles 50 and 65 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine®, a person who commits a crime must be subjected to a punishment that
is necessary and sufficient for their correction and for preventing the commission of
new offenses. Punishment for collaboration in the field of education must adhere to
the principles of legality, validity, fairness, proportionality, and individuality. For
example, it is appropriate to refer to the position of the Supreme Court, which
established criteria for punishability of collaboration consisting of holding a position
that involves implementing the educational standards of the aggressor state in
educational institutions during martial law.

® Bupok BinbHSHCEKOrO paifoHHOro cymy 3amopisekoi oGmacti Bin 29.04.2025. URL.:

https /Ivl.zp.court.gov.ua/sud0805/pres-centr/novunu/1801038/

® Bupok BacuiibkiBchkoro paiiorHoro cyy JlHinponerposcbkoi obmacti Bix 17.03.2025
POKY. URL.: https://vs.dp.court.gov. ualsud0405/pres centr/general/1774807/

" Bupok YKropochKoro MiChKpaifOHHOTo Cy1y 3aKaprarchkoi obmacti iz 29.05.2025 p.
(cnpaBa Ne 127755809) URL. https://youcontrol.com.ua/catalog/court-document/127755809/

® Kpuminaneruii kosekc Ykpainu: 3akon Ykpainu Big 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-111. URL.:
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Yes, in the Ruling of the Criminal Cassation Court of the Supreme Court dated
January 29, 2024, in case No. 183/184/23 (proceeding No. 51-5942km23)*, the
appellate court’s verdict was overturned. The Cassation Court noted that since the
convicted person committed a crime against the foundations of Ukraine’s national
security, which represents significant social danger, and carried out actions aimed at
implementing the educational standards of the aggressor state in educational institutions
during martial law, the main punishment imposed—detention for the criminal offense
under Part 3 of Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine—did not correspond to
the general principles of sentencing, nor to the principles of legality, fairness,
justification, and individualization of punishment, and would not contribute to the
correction of the convicted person or the prevention of further offenses.

It should be noted that under the actions specified in part 3 of Article 111-1 of
the Criminal Code of Ukraine, the punishments include corrective labor for up to 2
years, arrest for up to 6 months, or imprisonment for up to 3 years, combined with
the deprivation of the right to hold certain positions or engage in certain activities for
a period of 10 to 15 years *°. From the perspective of O. P. Riabchynska, a
problematic legislative decision is the inclusion of corrective labor as a type of
punishment in the sanction of part 3 of Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine. Assigning this type of punishment to educators (teachers) who propagated
armed aggression, justified it, or promoted anti-Ukrainian ideology among the
younger generation is, in the researcher’s view, at least inappropriate. The author also
argues that this type of punishment cannot be applied to individuals involved by the
occupiers in the educational process who neither have pedagogical education nor
relevant experience*’.

Next, we will examine the problematic issues regarding the qualification of
criminal liability for collaborationist activities in the information sphere, taking into
account judicial practice. According to part 6 of Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine, liability for information-related activities arises in the absence of signs of
state treason. Similar actions may also be qualified under other articles of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, for example, “Justification, recognition as lawful, or
denial of the armed aggression of the Russian Federation against Ukraine”
(Article 436-2)*2. Thus, liability under part 6 of Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine arises provided that there are no other signs of state treason in the conduct
of the subject of the criminal offense, as defined in Article 111 of the Criminal Code
of Ukraine. These include, in particular, actions such as siding with the enemy,

¥ Tlocranosa KKC BC Bix 29 ciums 2024 poxy y cmpasi Ne 183/184/23 (nposamkems
Ne 51-5942xkm23). URL.: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/116705036

4 Kpuminansrnii kogexc Ykpaiuu: 3akon Yipaimu Bix 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-11l. URL.:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text

4 Pgbumnceka O.L. 3axomM KpHMiHATBHO-TIPABOBOTO XapakTepy 3a Kojiabopariiiay
IisUTBHICTB: peanil Ta nepcmekTuBH. KpuMiHampHe npaBo YKpaiHH Iiepe] BHKIHKaMH
Cy4acHOCTI 1 MaOyTTS: IKHUM BOHO € i SIKUM ifoMy OyTH: MaTep. MiKHAp. HayK. KOH(EpeHIii,
M. XapkiB, 21-22 »xoBt. 2022 p./penxon.: B.S. Tauiit, FO.A. ITonomapenko, }0.B. Bayuin Ta iH.
Xapkis: IIpaso, 2022. C. 73.

2 Kpuminaneauii kogekc Ykpainu: 3akoH Ykpainu Bin 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-111. URL.:
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text
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espionage, and providing assistance to a foreign state, foreign organization, or their
representatives in carrying out subversive activities against Ukraine **.

Next, we will present an analysis of a series of court cases under part 6 of
Article 111-1 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine. For example, one case involved the
voluntary assumption of a managerial position in the occupation administration and the
systematic dissemination of information propaganda. These are the materials of case
No. 333/2910/24 (proceeding No. 1-xn/333/307/25) dated April 28, 2025, which was
under the jurisdiction of the Komunar District Court of the city of Zaporizhzhia*. The
court, having examined the submitted evidence (protocols of Telegram channel
reviews, expert reports, testimonies), found that the guilt of person_7 was fully
established under both relevant parts of the Criminal Code of Ukraine. The court
determined that the accused, as an informed city council deputy, was aware of the
socially dangerous nature of her actions and acted with direct intent*.

When determining the sentence, the court took into account the severity of the
committed crimes (serious crimes), their social danger, and the absence of mitigating
or aggravating circumstances (except for the martial law factor, which the court
recognized as inherent to this crime). The court decided to impose a cumulative
sentence (pursuant to Article 70 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine) consisting of:
10 years of imprisonment, deprivation of the right to hold any positions in state
authorities or local self-government for 15 years, and confiscation of property
(an apartment and a car)*®.

In the case materials of case No. 3/712/295/25 (proceeding No. 1-kp/712/295/25)
dated June 16, 2025, the court proceedings were conducted under a special in
absentia procedure. This case involved systematic and voluntary cooperation with the
occupation authorities through a public organization and the conduct of political
events. Osoba_5 gave interviews to occupation Telegram channels, publicly calling
for the integration of the Kherson region into the Russian Federation, justifying the
aggression, and created her own Telegram channel to disseminate the main slogans
of Russian propaganda. The court, having examined the evidence presented
(protocols of publication reviews, video materials, conclusions of linguistic and
portrait examinations), found Osoba 5’s guilt fully proven. The court rejected the
defense’s argument regarding the lack of proof of her functional duties, as numerous
pieces of evidence demonstrated her active informational and political role®’.

When determining the sentence, the court took into account the exceptional
gravity of the committed crime (against the foundations of national security) and the
presence of an aggravating circumstance — committing the crime under conditions of
martial law. The court ruled to impose the following penalties: imprisonment for 12

4 Moxpoycosa O.}0. KpuMminanbHa BiAmoBizaibHICTh 3a KonaGopaliiiny indopMariiiny
TUSUBHICTD. FOpuouynuil naykosuti enekmpornnuil scypran. 2024. Ne 10. C. 383.

“ Bupox KoMyHapchKoro paifoHHOro cymy micra 3amopixoxs y cmpasi Ne 333/2910/24
(IpoBaKEHHS Ne 1-kn1/333/307/25) BiJ 28 KBITHS 2025 poKy URL.:
httpsz:s//reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/126902209

Ibid.

“ Ibid.

4" Bupok XepcoHCHKOro Michkoro cymy XepcoHchkoi obmacti y crpasi Ne 3/712/295/25
(IpoBaLKEHHS Ne 1-xn1/712/295/25) BiXt 16 YepBHs 2025 POKYy. URL.:
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/128316448
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years, deprivation of the right to hold any public office for 15 years, and confiscation
of all property belonging to the convicted person®. It should be noted that the
practice of special court proceedings in absentia is the primary procedure for cases of
collaborationist activity that occurred in temporarily occupied territories. This allows
courts to issue guilty verdicts and impose sentences, ensuring the principle of
accountability. For example, verdicts under Part 6 of Article 111-1 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine in court decisions concerned the organization of political events and
the conduct of informational activities in cooperation with the aggressor state.
The actions of individuals were qualified for attaching the flag of the Russian
Federation to a multi-apartment residential building, as well as taking photos and
videos for subsequent transfer to representatives of the Russian Federation®’; ...as
well as the conduct of informational activities, such as the production of leaflets to
support the “spirit of Russian soldiers,” with their subsequent distribution in the
territory of Luhansk®®.

Thus, the objective aspect of the criminal offense under Part 6 of Article 111-1
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine is manifested in four forms: (1) organizing political
events; (2) conducting political events; (3) engaging in informational activities; and
(4) active participation in such events. It is noted that such activities include the
creation, collection, receipt, storage, use, and dissemination of information to the
detriment of Ukraine, in the absence of elements constituting state treason.

CONCLUSIONS

Collaborationist activity is the conscious, forced, or voluntary, deliberate
cooperation with an enemy in its interests and to the detriment of one’s own state. It
encompasses both the public and private spheres. Preventing and counteracting
collaborationist activity requires a comprehensive approach that combines
administrative and criminal law mechanisms. Administrative and legal measures for the
prevention of and counteraction to collaborationist activity are primarily implemented
through the law-enforcement activities of authorized public authorities. The
implementation of such administrative and legal measures must occur within the
competences of the relevant public administration bodies, which should be explicitly
established at the legislative level. An analysis of the criminal laws of several European
countries shows that, in most cases, collaborationism is not criminalized in a separate
article; rather, its elements are covered by other provisions of the criminal law.

The main criteria for distinguishing collaborationist activity from other criminal
offenses, such as state treason or aiding an aggressor state, are the object of the
criminal encroachment, the objective and subjective elements of the act, and the
characteristics of the perpetrator. In particular, one criterion for qualification is that
state treason involves siding with the enemy, espionage, and providing assistance to a

8 Bupok XepcoHCHKOro Michkoro cymy XepcoHchkoi obmacti y crpasi Ne 3/712/295/25
(IpoBaLKCHHS Ne 1-xn1/712/295/25) BiXt 16 YepBHs 2025 POKYy. URL.:
https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/128316448

“ Bupok KuiBchkoro paiionHoro cyay M. Opecu Bim 25.11.2022 p. y cnpasi
Ne 947/26981/22: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/107502058

%0 Bupok JI3epKHHCHKOrO paiioHHOro cyay M. Xapkosa Bix 28.12.2022 p. y crpasi
Ne 638/7303/22: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/108152933
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foreign state in conducting subversive activities against Ukraine. Important criteria
for distinguishing the crime of aiding an aggressor state from collaborationist activity
include the existence of an international armed conflict and its application in cases
where specific citizenship is absent. The features of collaborationist activity include
actions by individuals (typically citizens of Ukraine) aimed at cooperating with an
aggressor state to the detriment of Ukraine, occurring during periods of temporary
occupation by the enemy. Collaborationist activity may be either forced or voluntary.

SUMMARY

The article identifies specific theoretical and legal issues in the application of
administrative and criminal law measures for the prevention of and counteraction to
collaborationist activity, outlines problems in judicial practice, and proposes ways to
improve legal regulation. A comprehensive set of research methods was used. The
system-comparative method allowed for the comparison of national norms with
international standards, while the analytical method enabled the assessment of the
effectiveness of existing legal instruments and the analysis of court decisions. A legal
construct of “administrative and legal measures for the prevention of and
counteraction to collaborationist activity” . Based on the analysis of Article 111-1
of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, the forms of collaborationist activity are
distinguished as follows. It is stated that punishment for collaborationist activity must
comply with the principles of legality, justification, fairness, proportionality, and
individuality. The article highlights problematic issues in qualifying criminal liability
for collaborationist activity in the information sphere, taking into account judicial
practice. An analysis of investigative and court practice regarding collaborationist
activity in the field of education points to inconsistencies in terms of the social
danger of this criminal act and the proportionality of punishment. It is emphasized
that effective counteraction to collaborationist activity requires a comprehensive
approach combining administrative and criminal law mechanisms. Prospects for
further research lie in the development of preventive legal mechanisms,
strengthening cooperation between state authorities and civil society institutions, and
improving the regulatory and legal framework for the application of measures to
counter collaborationist activity.

Key words: collaborationist activity, collaborator, administrative and legal
measures, criminal law measures, national security of Ukraine, criminal liability,
judicial practice, international experience

References

1. Constitution of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine No. 254k/96-VR dated 28.06.1996.
URL. https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/254%D0%BA/96-%D0%B2%D1%80# Text

2. On National Security of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine dated 21.06.2018 No.
2469-VIII.URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2469-19#Text

3. Typuun P. KonaGopanioHi3M B yMOBaX BOEHHOTO CTaHy B YKpaiHi: OKpemi
poOJIeMH Ta NIUIAXHU IX MOJONAHHS. AHanimuuno-nopignsbhe npasosnascmeo. 2025.
Ne 1. C. 71-75. DOI https://doi.org/10.24144/2788-6018.2025.01.10

474



4. Hy6onoc M.IL., [Mammuaa H.II. CyTHiCTh HOHATTS KOIAOOpAIioOHI3M Ta HOTO
OCHOBHI O3HaKkW. Bicuux Mapiynonscokozo Oepowcagnozo yuisepcumenty. 2023.
C. 59-67. DOI 10.34079/2226-2830-2023-13-37-59-67

5. Kpuminaneuuii kogekc Ykpainu: 3akon Ykpainu Bix 05.04.2001 p. Ne 2341-
I11. URL.: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14#Text

6. Benukuii TiymMayHuili CIOBHHK cCydYacHOi ykpaiHcekoi MoBu / Pen.
B.T. bycen. Kuis; Ipnias : BT® «Ilepyn», 2005. 1728 c.

7. Konomoenp T.O. AnmiHicTpaTHBHUI TpUMYC y ITyOIi9HOMY IpaBi Y KpaiHu:
Teopis, JOCBiA, Ta mpakTuKa pearizamii : MoHorp. Komomoens T.O. 3amopixoks :
Iomnirpad. 2004. 404 c.

8. Ilynmop lO. O., Animyk B. B. [Ipo6GiemMn puUTSATHEHHS 10 BiANIOBITANBEHOCTI
3a KonabopalliliHy HisIbHICT B yMOBax BiiHH. Haykoeuil sichux Yoiczcopodcvkoeo
Hayionanwnozco yuigepcumemy. Cepis: Ipaso. 2025. Tom 3. Ne 89. C. 177-181.

9. Jlirys A. Cy0’extuBHI 03Haku KomaboparuiiiHoi aisuibHOCTI. Haykoeuil
BICHUK KUIBCLKO20 iHCmumymy Hayionaishoi eeapoii Yrpainu. 2024. Ne 1. C. 99-10.
doi.org/10.59226/2786-6920.1.2024.99-104

10. Rubashchenko M, Shulzhenko N. Reflections on the Legal Features of
Collaborationist Activity: Theory and Practice in Terms of the Russian Occupation of
Ukrainian Territory. Access to Justice in Eastern Europe. 2024. Ne 7(3), pp.10-40.
doi:10.33327/AJEE-18-7.3-a000315

11. JlonatkoBuii mpoToKoa M0 JKeHEBChKMX KOHBEHIIH Bifg 12 cepmus 1949
POKy, IO CTOCYETBCS 3aXHCTy JKEPTB MDKHApOTHHX 30pOMHUX KOHQUIIIKTIB
(ITporokon  I), Bim 8 wuepBus 1977 poky. URL.: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/
laws/show/995_199#Text

12. Ky3zmeno B.B., Cuitmmioki M.B KpumiHanbHa BiINOBiZadBbHICTH 32
KOJabopaliiiHy IisUIbHICTh SIK HOBHH BHMKIHK ChOTOACHHS. Haykosuil GiCHUK
Vowceopoocvroeo Hayionanvnozo Yuieepcumemy. Cepis Ilpaso. 2022. Bum. 70.
C. 381-388. DOI: https://doi.org/10.24144/2307-3322.2022.70.61

13. TMamkan I.I. OcobauBOCTI KpUMIHATIBHOT BiAMOBIIANBEHOCTI, TIepea0aUeHol 3a
KojabopauiiiHy — MisUIbHICTB.  Enexmpoune Haykose — euoamHs  «Ananimuuno-
nopieusnore npagosnascmeoy. 2024. Ne 6. C. 770-774. doi.org/10.24144/2788-
6018.2024.06.128

14. VVyhivskyi 1. Countering collaborationism in the context of armed conflict.
Baltic Journal of Economic Studies. 2024. No.10(3) pp.96-103. doi: 10.30525/2256-
0742/2024-10-3-96-103

15. Mozgawa M. Shupyan M. Changes in the Ukrainian Criminal Code Related
to the Ongoing War with the Russian Federation. Studia luridica Lublinensia.
2024.Vol. 33, 3, pp. 112-132. DOI: 10.17951/sil.2024.33.3.111-132. URL.
https://journals.umcs.pl/sil/article/view/15877

16. Darcy S. Coming to Terms with Wartime Collaboration: Post-Conflict Processes
& Legal Challenges. Brooklyn Journal of International Law. 2019.Vol. 55, 1 URL.
https://brooklynworks.brooklaw.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1944&context=bjil

17. Hoffmann, Stanley. Collaborationism in France during World War II.
The Journal of Modern History. 1968. vol. 40, no. 3. pp. 375-395.

475



18. Illaiikan B. Komabopamionism B YkpaiHi y poku [lpyroi cBiToBOi BiliHH:
NPUYMH BUHAKHEHHS, 0cOo0IMBOCTI, Macmtabu. [lpyra cBiroBa BiifHa i HoJst HApOIiB
VYxpaian: Matepianu Beeykpaincskoi HaykoBoi koHdepennii. Kuis. 2005. C. 44-51.

19. Lietuvos Respublikos baudziamojo kodekso patvirtinimo ir jsigaliojimo
jstatymas. 2000 m. rugséjo 26 d. Nr. VIII-1968. Vilnius. URL: https:// www.e-
tar.lt/portal/en/legal Act/ TAR.2B866DFF7D43

20. Lietuvos Respublikos baudziamojo kodekso patvirtinimo ir jsigaliojimo
istatymas. 2000 m. rugséjo 26 d. Nr. VIII-1968. Vilnius. URL: https:// www.e-
tar.lt/portal/en/legal Act/ TAR.2B866DFF7D43

21. Kozauenko O.B. Mycugenko O.M. Oxpemi acnekty kBamidikamii Tta
3aCTOCYBaHHA KPHMIHAIBHO-IIPABOBHX 3aXOMIB 3a KolabopamiifHy IisUIBHICTH B
VYkpaini, mepenbaueny 4. 1 cr. 111-1 KK Vkpaiau. FOpuouunuii Hayxosuil
enexkmponnuil scypran.2022. Ne 9. C. 407-411. DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/2524-
0374/2022-9/100

22. Tonopkosa M.H., ITonamopenko C.O., Ounumenko O.T. I[IpobneMHi muTaHHs
3aKOHO/JABYOTO PETYJIOBaHHS KPUMIHAIBHOI BiATOBINAIBLHOCTI 3a KojabopamuiiHy
nisutbHICTh (ctatTsa 111-1 KK Ykpainn). XKypuan «unaykosi innosayii ma nepedogi
mexnonoeiin. Cepis «llpasoy. Ne 7(9). 2022. C. 270-277. DOI: https://doi.org/
10.52058/2786-5274-2022-7(9)-270-277

23. Baiiies O.B. Illomo kBamidikamii fiif, CIpsMOBaHHMX Ha BIPOBAIKCHHS
CTaHJapTiB OCBITH JepikaBH-arpecopa y 3akiamgax ocsith (4. 3 cr. 111-1 KK
VYkpainn). KomabopamioHisM Ha THMYacoBO OKYIIOBAaHMX TEPUTOPIAX: MPOOIeMH
MPaBOBOI OLIIHKH, TapaHTyBaHHS MpaB i CBOOO/ JIOIMHM Ta PeiHTerparii TepuTOpii :
MaTepiajy HayK.-TIPaKT. KPYTJIOro CTONy, M. XapkiB, 6 skoBT. 2023 p. Ogeca, 2023.
C. 67-71. URL. https://dspace.nlu.edu.ua//jspui/handle/123456789/1988

24. Bupok XepcoHCBKOTO MIChKOTO cyny XepcoHchkoi obmacti Bix 10 depBHS
2025 poky y copasi Ne 22024230000000249. https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/
128078177

25. Bupok BinbHsHCBKOTO paiioHHOTO0 cyay 3anopiszbkoi obnacti Bin 29.04.2025.
URL.: https://vl.zp.court.gov.ua/sud0805/pres-centr/novunu/1801038/

26. Bupox BacuibKiBCbKOro paiioHHOro cymy JHImpomeTpoBCchKOi 06macTi
Bix 17.03.2025 poky. URL.: https://vs.dp.court.gov.ua/sud0405/pres-centr/general/
1774807/

27. Bupok VY3KropoachKoro MichbKpalloHHOTO Cydy 3akaprarchkoi oO6uacTi
Biz29.05.2025 p. (cmpaBa Ne 127755809) URL.: https://youcontrol.com.ua/
catalog/court-document/127755809/

28. TlocranoBa KKC BC Bin 29 ciyns 2024 poky y cmpaBi Ne 183/184/23
(mpoBamkennst  No  51-5942km23).  URL.:  https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/
116705036

29. Pabumnaceka O.I1.  3axoam  KpUMiHAJIBHO-TIPABOBOTO — XapakTepy 3a
KoJabopariiHy IisUIBHICTE: peainii Ta mepcrekTuBH. KpuMinaneHe mpaBo YkpaiHu
nepe]] BUKIUKaMHU CYyJacHOCTI 1 MalOyTTS: SIKUM BOHO € i SIKMM HoMy OyTH: Marep.
MDKHap. Hayk. KoHdepenuii, M. Xapkis, 21-22 sxoBT. 2022 p./peaxon.: B.A. Tamii,
10.A. Tlonomapenko, l0.B. Baynin Ta in. Xapki: IIpao, 2022. C. 72-75.
https://ivpz.kh.ua/wp-content/uploads/2023/02

476



30. Mokpoycoa O.IO.KpuMminanpHa BiANOBiNANBHICTE 3a KosabopaliiiHy
iHpopMaLiiiHy IisUIbHICTE. FOpuduynuii naykosuii enekmponnuii dcypuan. 2024.
Ne 10. C. 381- 387. DOI: https://doi.org/10.32782/2524-0374/2024-10/88

31. Bupokx KomyHapcekoro paifoHHOrO cyny MicTa 3amopibkxks y Crpasi
Ne 333/2910/24 (mpoBamxenns Ne 1-xm/333/307/25) Bim 28 ksitHs 2025 poky
URL.: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/126902209

32. Bupok XepcOHCHKOTO MiCBKOTO CyAy XepcOHChbKOI obmacti y crpasi
Ne 3/712/295/25 (nmpoBamxenus Ne 1-xm/712/295/25) Bim 16 uepBHs 2025 poky.
URL.: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/128316448

33. Bupok KwuiBcekoro pationnoro cymy M. Ogmecu Bix 25.11.2022 p. y cmpasi
Ne 947/26981/22: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/107502058

34. Bupok JI3epHHCBEKOrO palioHHOro cyny M. XapkoBa Binm 28.12.2022 p.
y cmpasi Ne 638/7303/22: https://reyestr.court.gov.ua/Review/108152933

Information about the authors:

Shevchuk Oleksandr Mykhailovych,

Doctor of Law, Full Professor,

Professor at Department of Administrative Law and Administrative Activities,
Yaroslav Mudryi National Law University,

77, St. Hryhorii Skovoroda, 61024, Kharkiv, Ukraine
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4864-7316

Mykhailenko Oleksandr Oleksandrovich,

Postgraduate student, Department of Law Enforcement and Anti-Corruption
Activities,

Educational and Scientific Institute of Law is named after the Prince Volodymyr
the Great, IAPM

2, Frometivska St., Kyiv, 03039, Ukraine
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-2699-7901

P.S. Author's contribution: Shevchuk O.M. — chapter 1. Mykhailenko 0.0 —
chapters 2 and 3.

477



