VYTAUTAS MAGNUS UNIVERSITY
FACULTY OF POLITICAL SCIENCE AND DIPLOMACY
DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE

Oleksandr Honchar

ECONOMIC SANCTIONS AGAINST THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION AS A
TOOL TO DETER MILITARY AGGRESSION

(Ekonomingés sankcijos Rusijos Federacijai kaip priemoné¢ atgrasyti nuo karinés
agresijos)

Final bachelor thesis
Political science study program, state code S6121 JX037
Social Sciences Study Field

Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Olena Yehorova

Defended: Prof. Dr Sariinas Liekis

Kaunas, 2023



TABLE OF CONTENTS

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS.....ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiniiiniiieienscsnconss 3
ABSTRACT ..cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiitiiitteiiettiietccistecsssccssiecnnscn 4
INTRODUCTION....ctiiittiiiitiiiniiiinteciineeiisteiisecisscccssccsnsccs 6
1. INTERNATIONAL SANCTIONS IN WORLD POLITICS........ 9

1.1 Theoretical foundations of the institution of sanctions in international politics...9
1.2 Main characteristics of international sanctions...........ccoeevvieiiiniiiiniiinieinnnnn 20

Conclusions t0 Chapter 1......cciiiiiiiiiuiiiieiiiniiieiiietiinrcisssoesssssssssssssssssnsons 24

2. THE SPECIFICITY OF TARGETED SANCTIONS AND THEIR
APPLICATION TO THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION AS AN
INSTRUMENT OF SUPPRESSING MILITARY AGGRESSION..25

2.1 Economic sanctions as an instrument of foreign policy in the light of the war of

Russia against UKraine......ccceviiiiiiiiiniiiiiniiiiiieiiiiinriciisrcsssssssssssscssssscssnnes 25

2.2 International multilateral sanctions regime against the Russian Federation to

deter Military aggresSiON......cevveriiiiniiiiinriiiieriiienrtesessrcsssssscsssssosssnsscsnnsces 31
2.3 Russia's reaction to ecOnomic SANCLIONS....cuviiiireiiiiinriiiinereiinnrecsensscsennsconns 38
Conclusions t0 Chapter 2.....cccvviiiiiiiiiiiieiieiineiiiisstissesstssessscssesssssssssssssnsses 46
CONCLUSIONS . .ttt ttitittennnnntttessessssssssccsssssssssssssssssssnsssssens 46
LIST OF LITERATURE AND SOURCES....ccccciitiiiiiiiiiinnnnnens 49
APPENDIXES....iciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinntiiiestiicsesstccssesssssasonens 52



LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

UN — United Nations

USA — United States of America

UAYV - Unmanned aerial vehicle

CAATSA - Countering America’s Adversaries Through Sanctions Act
EU — European Union

ILO - International Labour Organization

WTO — World Trade Organization

UAE - United Arab Emirates

PM — Premier Minister

RF — Russian Federation

OSCE - Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe
UK — United Kingdom

NATO - North Atlantic Treaty Organization



ABSTRACT

In recent years, the Russian Federation's military activities and geopolitical ambitions
have raised concerns among the international community. To address these concerns and
discourage further military aggression, several countries and international organizations have
resorted to economic sanctions as a deterrent strategy. This bachelor thesis aims to examine the
effectiveness of economic sanctions imposed on the Russian Federation as a means of deterring

military aggression.

The study begins by providing a comprehensive overview of economic sanctions, their
historical context, and theoretical foundations. It explores the different types of economic
sanctions, including trade restrictions, financial measures, and diplomatic actions, highlighting
their potential advantages and limitations as tools of coercion. Using a case study approach, the
thesis analyzes prominent instances of economic sanctions imposed on the Russian Federation in
response to military aggression or perceived violations of international norms. These case studies
include sanctions related to conflicts in Ukraine, the annexation of Crimea, and alleged cyber-
attacks, among others. The analysis examines the goals, implementation strategies, and outcomes
of these sanctions, considering factors such as their economic impact, political dynamics, and the

intended behavioral changes in the Russian government.

Furthermore, the study assesses the effectiveness of economic sanctions as a deterrent
tool in the context of the Russian Federation's military aggression. It explores the correlation
between the imposition of sanctions and changes in the Russian government's behavior, military
activities, and foreign policy objectives. Additionally, the thesis investigates unintended
consequences, such as shifts in alliances, economic vulnerabilities, and the impact on civilian
populations. The findings of the case study analysis provide valuable insights into the efficacy
and limitations of economic sanctions as a deterrent strategy against the Russian Federation's
military aggression. The research contributes to the existing literature by enhancing our
understanding of the complex dynamics between economic sanctions, political decision-making,

and military behavior.

This bachelor thesis concludes with policy recommendations for policymakers,
international organizations, and stakeholders involved in addressing Russian military aggression.
These recommendations aim to inform the design and implementation of future economic
sanctions, taking into account their potential effectiveness, unintended consequences, and the

broader geopolitical context.



SANTRAUKA

Pastaraisiais metais Rusijos Federacijos karin¢ veikla ir geopolitiniai ambicijos sukélé
nerimg tarptautinei bendruomenei. Norint spresti Sias problemas ir atgrasyti tolesne karing
agresija, keli pasaulio Salys ir tarptautinés organizacijos pasitelké ekonomines sankcijas kaip
atgrasymo strategija. Sio bakalauro darbo tikslas yra istirti ekonominiy sankcijy, taikomy Rusijos
Federacijai, veiksminguma kaip karinés agresijos atgrasymo priemong. Darbas pradedamas
pateikiant i§samy ekonominiy sankcijy apzvalga, jy istorinj kontekstg ir teorinius pagrindus.
Nagrin¢jamos skirtingos ekonominiy sankcijy riisys, iskaitant prekybos apribojimus, finansines
priemones ir diplomatines veiksmus, pabréZiant jy potencialias privalumus ir apribojimus kaip

jtikinimo priemones.

Naudodamiesi atvejo studijy metodu, analizuojame Zymius ekonominiy sankcijy taikymo
Rusijos Federacijai atvejus kaip atsaka j karing agresijg ar suvoktus tarptautinius normy
pazeidimus. Sios atvejo studijos apima sankcijas, susijusias su konfliktu Ukrainoje, Krymo
aneksija ir jtariamais kibernetiniais iSpuoliais, tarp kity. Analizé nagrin€ja Siy sankcijy tikslus,
jgyvendinimo strategijas ir rezultatus, atsizvelgiant ] ekonominj jy poveikj, politinius dinamikos

veiksnius ir numatytus elgesio pokyc¢ius Rusijos vyriausybéje.

Be to, darbe jvertinamas ekonominiy sankcijy veiksmingumas kaip atgrasymo priemoné
Rusijos Federacijos karinei agresijai kontekste. Nagrinéjama sgsaja tarp sankcijy taikymo ir
Rusijos vyriausybés elgesio, kariniy veiksmy ir uzsienio politikos tiksly pokyciy. Taip pat
atlieckamas tyrimas dél nenorimo poveikio, pvz., aljansy pasikeitimo, ekonominiy

pazeidziamumy ir poveikio civiliniam gyventojui.

Atvejo studijy analizés rezultatai suteikia vertingy Ziniy apie ekonominiy sankcijy
veiksmingumg ir apribojimus kaip priemong atgrasyti Rusijos Federacijos karine agresija. Sis
tyrimas prisideda prie esamos literatiros, padedant geriau suprasti sudétingas sgsajas tarp

ekonominiy sankcijy, politiniy sprendimy priémimo ir karinio elgesio.

Baigiamojoje darbo dalyje pateikiamos politikos rekomendacijos politikams,
tarptautinéms organizacijoms ir suinteresuotoms Salims, kurios siekia spresti Rusijos karing
agresija. Sios rekomendacijos siekia informuoti ateities ekonominiy sankcijy projektavima ir
igyvendinima, atsizvelgiant i jy potencialy veiksminguma, nenorima poveikj ir platesnj

geopolitin] konteksta.



INTRODUCTION

Relevance of the topic. To this day, during the full-scale war in Ukraine, the words about
the “warming” of relations between the Russian Federation and certain Western leaders, the return
of the Russian delegation to the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe and even calls
for the resumption of Russia’s participation in the G7 no longer have any force. The whole world
has seen what the Russian authorities are, what orders they give to execute on the front and what
conditions they lay out for the settlement of the conflict (Appendix No. 1). Now sanctions remain
one of the main means of pressure on the aggressor in order to force Russian Federation to return
to the civilized norms of international relations and to respect the rules of the international
community. What is the strategy of the Ukrainian government and the governments of the United
States, the EU and other countries to maintain the regime of sanctions against Russia? How long
will the current multilateral coalition of countries that have imposed sanctions on Russia continue
to support the sanctions, and what will the present multi-party coalitions of countries which have
impose sanctions against Russia do? Will Russia continue to support the sanctions and what will
be the conditions for their modification - weakening for the modification of them - weakness or
strengthening? These and other questions require clear answers in order to peace in the region and
restore respect for international law. Economic, diplomatic and other sanctions have become
common instruments of international policy. States applying sanctions use them as a lever to
influence the geopolitical decisions of the governments of the countries against which they are

directed.

In 2014, in response to Russia’s annexation of Crimea and the conflict in eastern Ukraine,
the United States, the EU and Canada imposed sanctions on Russia. Russia has become the largest
and most influential country that has fallen under such harsh sanctions. Despite Russia’s leading
position in the international arena, the United States and the EU have said they will not lift the
sanctions until Russia withdraws its troops from the territory of sovereign Ukraine and returns its
borders to 1991. Many talk about the impact of the sanctions on the Russian economy, but it is
difficult to determine their effectiveness both from an economic and political point of view.
Nevertheless, effectiveness is a key element, since sanctions are essentially a means to a goal. The
aim, in turn, is to stop the Russian aggression and restore the territorial integrity of Ukraine. But

unfortunately, sanctions alone are not enough to change Russian foreign policy.

Despite the fact that the sanctions did not change the behavior of Russia, they were
effective. Although the world has seen the negative impact of sanctions on the Russian economy

compared to 2014, the economic damage caused was not enough to change the direction of



Russia’s policy towards Ukraine. It can be assumed that the sanctions against Russia have not
managed to fully unlock their potential due to insufficient influence on the Russian economy and

political structure.

The basis for the study was the UN Charter, the decisions of the UN Security Council, the
General Assembly, the UN Secretary-General, the sanctions committees, the practice of the

International Court of Justice of the United Nations and the EU Court.

The research target is a comprehensive analysis of the political and legal nature of
targeted sanctions of the UN Security Council to determine the current state of the concept, the
main trends of development, the place and role of addressed coercive measures in ensuring
international peace and security, the establishment of restrictions on their application, the
identification of the main shortcomings of sanctions regimes and possible ways of their elimination

and improvement of effectiveness.
The purpose of the research is to formulate and solve such scientific tasks:

- to characterize the development of the institute of international legal sanctions from the
moment of the creation of the United Nations to the present time; to define the main characteristics
of international law sanctions and to distinguish them from the related concepts of "compulsory

measures" and "countermeasures";

- to establish preconditions and find out the reasons for the concept of targeted sanctions;
to reveal the legal nature of the specific sanctions and to define the conditions for the classification

of sanctions as targeted measures of influence;

- to carry out a systematic analysis of the types and forms of targeted sanctions of the UN
Security Council in order to clarify the main shortcomings of the sanctions regimes and possible
ways of their elimination; to analyze the practice of the United Nations Security Council on the
application of specific sanctions in the fight against specific violations of international peace and
security; to formulate and disclose the main criteria and conditions for the effectiveness of the
targeted Sanctions and to propose ways for their improvement; to determine the state of the

legislation of Ukraine on the implementation of sanctions decisions.

Object of research. Political and international legal relations arising in connection with
the development, adoption and implementation of targeted sanctions by the UN Security Council

against violators of the norms of international order, peace and law.

Subject of research. International sanctions, their nature and principles, regulation and

procedure for the application of targeted collective coercive measures adopted on behalf of all
7



member states of the United Nations on the basis of Article 41 of Chapter VII (Appendix No. 2)
of the UN Charter, the process of their preparation, implementation and implementation by
member countries, the effectiveness of such sanctions and their influence as a deterrent of Russian

aggression.

Research Methods. In order to obtain the most reliable scientific results of the study, a
complex of philosophical, world-looking, scientific and special-scientific methods were used,
which ensured the unity of the socio-philosophic and international-legal analysis of the features of
the application of targeted international legal sanctions by the UN Security Council. Also the
methodological basis is made up of such general scientific methods as analysis and synthesis,
generalization, modeling, etc. The application of methods of analysis and synthesis has made it
possible to analyze the concept of sanctions in modern political science, to explore their main
types, to highlight their features and characteristic elements. The comparative method was used to
study the doctrinal views on the conditions and legal grounds for the application of targeted

coercive measures and comprehensive sanctions.

The historical-logical method was used in the study of the process of formation and
development of the concept of targeted sanctions, and the systemic method - in the research of the
place of the institute of sanctions in the modern system of international law. The use of the formal-
legal method has made it possible to analyze in detail the normative and legal content of UN
Security Council resolutions, in accordance with which coercive measures are introduced with
respect to states-delinquents. The statistical method was used, in particular, to generalize indicators

of the frequency of introduction of certain targeted coercive measures and their effectiveness.

Scientific novelty. In the framework of Ukrainian political science, a comprehensive study
of the political and legal problems of the application of targeted sanctions by the UN Security
Council was conducted, which is characterized by scientific novelty and the author's contribution
to the definition of the theoretical and practical aspects of the introduction of coercive measures.
The novelty of the study consists in the fact that, for the first time, the main political and legal
reasons for the emergence of the concept of “smart sanctions” in the international law practice of
the UN Security Council are identified, which are: the deterioration of the economy of third
countries as a result of the cessation of economic cooperation with the sanctioned state; an arms
embargo; sanctions related to the interruption of transportation (interruptions of air traffic and a
ban on entry to other countries); diplomatic sanctions and sanctions aimed at restricting or

terminating scientific cooperation.



1. INTERNATIONAL SANCTIONS IN WORLD POLITICS

1.1 Theoretical foundations of the institution of sanctions in

international politics

International politics and international law are an organic part of contemporary political
international legal practice and one of the most common coercive instruments for the protection
of international law. Norms and principles relating to international law sanctions are a separate
institution of international law, which is currently constantly developing. Over the past two
decades, this legal institution has undergone significant changes and the experience of sanctions
shows that non-military coercive measures play a key role in ensuring the implementation of
international law. The mechanism of coercion is an integral element of any political and legal
system, including international politics and law. States, as the main subjects of international law,

are not subject to each other, and therefore there is no central mechanism of coercion.

The coordination nature of interstate relations has led to the peculiarities of the coercion
mechanism, according to which "the protection of the rights and interests of subjects can be
forcibly ensured, if necessary, by means of coercion by the subject itself" [17, p. 5]. At the same
time, coercion is an integral element of a decentralized mechanism of international law, which
ultimately guarantees the functioning of the international law and reflects its specificity. In the
works devoted to the complex and multifaceted problems of sanctions in political science, the
theoretical scientific development of the main aspects of application issues remains unfinished. At
the same time, the practice of imposing sanctions is multifaceted and controversial. In the doctrine
of international law and modern international legal practice, there is no single approach to the
meaning of the concept of "international legal sanctions", and the precise and concrete definition

of the category of "sanctions" remains one of the most problematic issues.

An important reason for difficulties in the interpretation of this concept is that few
international documents contain the definition of the term "sanction". Other important elements of
the theory regarding the application of non-military means of coercion remain insufficiently
developed. In particular, the following questions remain unclear: the content of the sanctions; the
relationship between the concept of sanctions and other relevant legal concepts, the use of such
categories as international legal liability, coercive measures, response measures; the absence of
consensus on the relation between the sanction and jurisdiction on imposing sanctions, the grounds
for imposing and terminating sanctions — this is an inexhaustible list of issues that have not yet

been properly resolved. At the same time, solving the theoretical problems of determining the



nature and specificity of sanctions has important practical importance for ensuring international

law and international order.

Since the establishment of the United Nations (UN) and the formation of the modern
system of coercive measures, the issue of sanctions in international law has been constantly at the
center of attention of political scientists and international scholars. In the 1960s, the United Nations
Sanctions Institute underwent significant changes. These changes were important in the context of
a noticeable progressive movement in the theory of international responsibility and the research of
the sanctions institute by international scholars. In the ever-expanding practice of international
relations, new challenges arise related to the functioning of the sanctions institute in international
law, which require comprehensive and fundamental research. In particular, this is a question of the

nature, grounds, purposes and subjects of international sanctions.

The term "sanction" comes from the Latin word sanctio - the most severe decision [27, p.
684]. International lawyers have long been interested in the theoretical development of the problem
of coercion in international relations and international legal sanctions [24, p. 10]. In the second
half of the 20th century, Soviet and Western doctrines of international law began to actively discuss
the question of state responsibility. In the context of responsibility research, a special place has

always been given to sanctions.

The views of western scientists on the nature of sanctions are not unanimous. For example,
D. Anzilotti believes that the only possible sanction against the violating state is compensation for

damages or satisfaction of claims, which both are punishment for unlawful acts.

L. Pico Forlati notes that the term "sanctions" used in international law is suitable for
defining all types of sanctions. The term "sanction" used in international law is suitable for defining

all the consequences of an unlawful act that arise for the responsible entity.

P. Guggenheim also considers compensation as a sanction applied against the guilty
subject, as well as self-defense measures (repression, war, etc.), and collective coercive measures

by international organizations.

L. Oppenheim understands sanctions as compulsory dispute settlement measures, i.e.
measures that in varying degrees contain elements of coercion and are applied by one state to
coerce another state with the aim of forcing another state to adopt a certain settlement of a dispute
as settlement as such that the first state wishes. He calls these measures rhetoric, repression

(including embargo), peaceful blockade and intervention.
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Thus, the analysis of the doctrine of international law from 1960s to 1990s makes it
possible to conclude that, despite the different views of Western scientists on the legal nature of
coercive measures, sanctions were primarily understood as collective, individual sanctions and
coercive measures that were applied to the violating state in response to the commission of an
international crime. It is in these works that theoretical material has accumulated, which has
become the basis of modern research and a significant achievement in solving the problem of
establishing legal principles, signs and basic principles of state responsibility, on the one hand, and

international-legal sanctions on the other.

The work of the Commission of International Law initiated the process of codifying the
norms of customary law regarding international legal liability, and became a boost for the further
progressive development of this field. The scrupulous discussion by the members of the
Commission of the text of the Articles on the responsibility of States, the sharp formulation of the
content of its provisions, the controversy regarding the definition of principles and principles of
responsibility for States have enabled to define the essence of such terms as "international legal
responsibility" and "sanctions" more thoroughly and accurately, to separate one concept from the

other.

According to the general plan adopted by the Commission at the beginning of its work,
three main sections of the future project were defined. In its first part, it was planned to consider
the origin of international responsibility, to determine the grounds and conditions under which it
is possible to establish the presence of an internationally unlawful act. The second part should
consider the content, forms and scope of international liability, i.e. the possible consequences, the
occurrence of which is most likely under different circumstances in accordance with the norms of
international law in the event of the state committing an internationally unlawful act (the
consequences associated with compensation for damage, and the consequences related to
punishment for internationally-unlawful acts, the relationship between these two types of effects,
the specific forms in which reparations and sanctions can be simultaneously embodied). In the
third part, it was envisaged to determine the procedure for the implementation of responsibility

and settlement of disputes [30, p. 56].

Thus, the materials of the Commission's work show that at the beginning of its activity
sanctions were considered as one of the forms of international legal responsibility of states.
However, during the Commission's work, the term "sanctions" has been replaced by the term
“countermeasures”, and the issue of regulation of such measures has been referred to in the third
part of the Project, which is devoted to the implementation of the international responsibility of

States. The adoption of such a decision is due to the fact that the Commission has concluded that
11



it is necessary to use the term "sanctions" only for coercive measures which are applied by
decisions of international organizations in connection with the violation of an international
obligation which has serious consequences for the international community and which an
international organization, in particular the United Nations, is entitled to adopt on the basis of the
Charter for the maintenance of international peace and security [31, p. 121]. During further
discussion of the Project, a common agreement was expressed that the term “sanctions” should be
limited to measures taken by one or another international body or organization. The most obvious
example in this regard, in the opinion of some members of the Commission, is the coercive

measures of the UN Security Council [47, p. 50].

With the adoption of the Statutes on State Responsibility, the terms “international
responsibility”, “countermeasures” and ‘“‘sanctions” acquired more distinct features, received
clearer characteristics and explanations of the meaning of these terms. There are less and less
opinions that do not divide these seemingly similar concepts by their legal nature, content and
meaning. In the Articles on State Responsibility, the term "sanctions" is not applied, and the forms
of state responsibility defined in this document do not provide for such a form of responsibility as
sanctions, which gives grounds to claim the isolated place of the institution of sanctions in the
system of international law [3, p. 171]. Without exaggeration, the activities of the Commission
should be considered as an invaluable achievement, which was organized in the form of work of
committees, conducting annual sessions, reports of 19 special speakers and representatives of
states, discussing reports, organizing discussions on current activities of Commission, adopting
resolutions. All this gave the opportunity to agree on a number of principles regarding international
responsibility as one of the most important branches of modern international law and to formulate
its principles and norms. Such work with small pauses lasted more than 40 years. The obvious
merit of the Articles on State Responsibility is that the results of the discussion clearly established

that sanctions are coercive measures that can only be applied by international organizations.

The recognition by the United Nations General Assembly of the Articles on the
responsibility of States means official recognition. However, the fact that they are adopted in the
form of an appendix to the resolution does not make the rules approved by the norms of
international law, apart from those that previously existed as international customs or contained in
international treaties. The articles on the responsibility of states, adopted by the Commission on
International Law of the United Nations, constitute a codification of existing customary norms
with important elements of progressive development. More and more decisions of international
courts, tribunals and other bodies contain references to the Article on the responsibility of States

for internationally unlawful acts.
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The UN Secretariat has prepared a review of the decisions of international bodies. In the
case of the European Court of Human Rights «I. Ilashka and others against Moldova and Russiay,
adopted in 2004, contains a reference to Article 7, approved by the Commission of International
Law in 2001 to justify the conclusion on the responsibility of the state for the actions of its

representatives committed "ultra vires" or violating instructions [30, p. 7].

In the 1999 judgment in the case M/V SAIGA, the International Court of Justice for the
Law of the Sea referred to the p. 1 Project st. 42 (Compensation), adopted by the Commission of

International Law, recognizing the right of Saint Vincent and the Grenadines to compensation [38].

The WTQO’s report in the case Brazil — Measures Affecting Imports of Retreaded Tyres,
examined in 2007, referred to Article 4 of the Responsibility of States in confirmation of the
conclusions ofthe absence of grounds to consider the decision of the local court of Brazil to release
the country from the obligation to comply with the requirements of art. General Agreement on

Tariffs and Trade (1994).

Cases on certain international legal issues referred to, in their final documents, the Article
on the responsibility of states as codified principles developed in modern international law,
regarding the liability of states for internationally unlawful acts. Separately, the review includes
decisions of the International Court of Justice, the European Court of Human Rights, the
International Tribunal for the Law ofthe Sea, European Court, the Appeal Body of the World Trade
Organization (WTO), international arbitrations, the Administrative Tribunal of the world bank, the
administrative tribunal of the international labour organization (ILO), the European Commission
on human rights, etc. The review covers the analysis of documents in more than 200 cases in which

decisions were made between 1973 and 2013.

So, the application of the provisions of the Articles on the accountability of States indicates
their worldwide recognition as customary norms of international law. The scientific basis laid
down by the Commission on the nature of coercive measures of international organizations has
opened up new perspectives for the fundamental study of nature of sanctions regimes with respect
to the violating states; it has indicated the need to solve by scientists previously unknown tasks
regarding the laws of functioning and development of the sanctions; other tasks aimed at more
detailed settlement of public relations in the sphere of application of coercive measures. The term
"sanctions", even a reference to it in any form, is never used in the Articles on State Responsibility,
which indicates that international sanctions are not a component of the institution of state
responsibility. In this context, it would be quite justified to assert that a clear and reasoned

definition of general principles, basic elements, properties, content of state responsibility and the

13



term “countermeasures” as a means of implementing responsibility would end the dogmatic and
practical contradictions of scientists regarding the place of the institute of sanctions in the system

of international law.

However, still in the scientific literature, you can often encounter points of view that
interpret internationally legal sanctions too widely, replacing them with forms of international legal
responsibility or identifying them with them. Ukrainian investigators of international sanctions. O.
Pakhil [49] define international law sanctions as “the normative formulation of measures that have
the character of legal coercion and are applied by subjects of international law to the violating state
in case of non-compliance with the prescriptions of international legal norms and contain their
legal assessment”. At the same time, they emphasize that “the doctrinal direction, which attributes
to sanctions all the negative consequences of violating the provisions of the legal norm of
international law, is the most convincing”. Professor of International Law Dutch-Debbas considers
sanctions as a special part of the law of international liability, covering all legal consequences of
violation of international law, and not only compensation by the state for damages due to the

payment of reparations.

These considerations, which make international coercive measures an element of
international coercion as elements of the institution of responsibility of states, contradict the
modern understanding of the institute of international-legal sanctions, since the incorrect
identification or abuse of the current understanding of sanctions institute in political science and
international law stimulates the loss of its inherent legal and political distinction and

characteristics.

Together with others, in the international legal scientific literature, international law
sanctions are considered as the only coercive instrument of the UN Security Council for the fight
against the most dangerous international crimes. In contrast to them, coercive measures of other
subjects of international law are offered as so-called "collective countermeasures" or
"countermeasures applied in international law". Barroso, the president of the European
Commission, commenting on the possibility of a decision to introduce international sanctions
against Ukraine in the context of mass human rights violations during peaceful rallies in Kiev on
the Independence Square in late 2013 and early 2014, noted that sanctions can only be introduced
by the UN Security Council, and there is no mechanism in the international legal basis for
launching sanctions. The very narrow interpretation of sanctions by the subjects applying them
may be related to the position of the main UN bodies, which in their official documents use the

term "sanctions" only with respect to coercive measures. This artificial fragmentation of the
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concept is unjustified and can lead to the appearance of different concepts that describe the same

objects and phenomena, but will have a different (sometimes very different) meaning.

The term "international legal sanctions" appears to be applied to coercive measures by all
international intergovernmental organizations. This position is dictated by the desire to a unified
understanding of legal concepts in the sphere of application of international legal sanctions.
Definition of legal concepts or identification of legal phenomena is usually understood as a
qualitative definition and comparison of signs and distinctive features, legal characteristics,
regulatory functions, consequences and other characteristics. For example, international
intergovernmental organizations, such as the UN, have international legal entity and operate on a
contractual basis. The scope of the coercive measures they apply is the same and is aimed atining
international order and protection. For these reasons, it is appropriate to recognize that the
restriction of the concept of "sanctions" only by coercive measures of the UN Security Council is
unjustified, since in such a case, due to its legal nature, a different meaning is artificially given to
the same concept, depending on the methods and purposes of application of the institute of
international law. Thus, the imperative of coercive measures by the UN Security Council and other

international organizations should be called the term "sanctions of international law".

In addition to the above views on the legal nature, purpose and types of international
coercive measures, it should be noted that there are other views about the place of sanctions in
international law. The system of international law expresses views that do not largely coincide not
only with the agreed opinions of experts who participate in the work of the Commission of
International Law, but also with international practice. In the work of some international lawyers,
as in the Commission’s work, there is a tendency toward the traditional doctrine of international

law on sanctions.

About sanctions in international law. For example, a researcher from the Australian
National University, D. M. Farrell notes that “in the international sphere, sanctions are treated as
a wide range of measures taken for different purposes against different entities.” The author also
notes that the term "sanction" is widely used to define an action aimed at coercion or punishment
for a certain behavior or penalty for unlawful conduct that the sanctioning authority considers
unacceptable to itself. The motivation for imposing sanctions can be a reaction to a violation of
the law. The motive may also be measures taken to its own foreign policy objectives or to the
foreign policy goals of the state; or to obtain an advantage over the subject to which sanctions are

applied [28, p. 8].
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A. Kern, a professor of law at the University of Zurich, believes that "sanctions can be
applied by both states and international organizations and are aimed at any of the following
purposes: to change the political course of a state or its policies; to punish or retaliate for acts
committed; or as a message to the state or third parties. Furthermore, economic sanctions may be
used to promote the achievement of military objectives on the one hand, and to maintain peace on
the other. This may be related to using sanctions as a tool for dialogue. The tactical purpose of
sanctions may be to deter or coerce the violating state. Detention or coercion of other states or

persons who are not infringers, but whose behavior is trading or carrying out transactions with the

object of sanctions" [31, p. 10].

These positions widely interpret the nature and legal nature of sanctions. Some authors try
to use sanctions as a cover-up to hide openly illegal actions that have nothing to do with the norms
contained in international legal documents, thus trying to give them a legitimate appearance. They
create a sense of legality. The main objections relate to the proposed formulations of goals, for the
achievement of which sanctions may be applied, as well as the reasons that motivated such

decisions.

Despite the above opinions of experts-internationalists, there is increasingly a relatively
correct opinion that sanctions are coercive actions of international organizations. If previously only
some supporters of the doctrine of international law called sanctions coercive measures of
international organizations, today such views are increasingly appearing in the scientific literature.
For these reasons, recognizing that the restriction of the concept of "sanctions" only by coercive
measures of the UN Security Council is unjustified, since in such a case, by virtue of its legal
nature, different content is artificially attributed to the same concept, based on the methods and
purposes of application of the institute of international law. Thus, the imperative of coercive
measures by the UN Security Council and other international organizations should be referred to

as "sanctions under international law".

In addition to the above-mentioned views on the legal nature, purpose and types of
international coercive measures, it should be noted that there are other views about the place of
sanctions in international law. The international legal system expresses views that do not largely
coincide not only with the agreed opinions of experts involved in the work of the Commission of
international law, but also with international practice. This is not only a question of the
Commission of international law, but also of international practice. In the work of some
international lawyers who participate in the Commission’s work, there is a tendency against the

traditional doctrine of international law on sanctions.
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Researcher from Afghanistan G. Khakimdavar, analyzing the means and varieties of
coercive measures, notes that “traditional sanctions, which usually have negative consequences
for the state to which they are applied, can be replaced by sanctions that provide an incentive that
will encourage the State to stop unlawful behavior. Such an incentive is a positive sanction, an
alternative to traditional sanctions that threaten the deprivation of certain economic freedoms” [

29, p. 147].

P. Volencyn, investigating the problems of peace and international conflicts, notes that
“sanctions due to low effectiveness, negative consequences for states have limited possibilities and
are not an alternative way to end violations of international legal norms.” However, the range of
possible measures, in his opinion, "may not only have negative and destructive consequences, but
also aim to provide the states from which the cessation of violations of international law norms is
sought, certain material and political incentives, hoping to end the negative policy by its

leadership" [36, p. 231].

The analysis of the doctrine of international law and the practice of interstate relations gives
grounds to summarize that the emergence of the theory of "positive" sanctions is related to the
needs of the modern world community in security, international stability and peace. Increasing
competition between states, intensification of the struggle for natural resources and markets,
territorial assaults, social, interreligious and interethnic internal conflicts and other disagreements
will continue to provoke new confrontations, the settlement of which will be submitted to the
General Assembly and the Security Council. In view of this, supporters of the concept of positive
sanctions insist on the need to change the forms of coexistence of states and the introduction of

new ways of resolving conflicts, re-thinking the nature and content of international legal sanctions.

The methodological error is the very attempt to compare the concept of so-called incentive
sanctions with the practice of applying international law sanctions, which are implemented on the
basis of part VII of the Charter of the United Nations or according to the statutes of other
international organizations [27, p. 161]. Analysis of the effectiveness of domestic legal systems
shows that positive sanctions in them are considered primarily as legal incentives, under which the
form and measure of legal approval of deserved legal behavior is understood, as a result of which
the subject is rewarded. The presence of incentive sanctions in the domestic law of states is
justified by the task of law, which consists of both restraining offenses, punishing persons who
have committed them, and in stimulating lawful behavior, encouraging persons acting in the
interests of society. International legal sanctions have a number of specific characteristics that are
determined by the peculiarities of international law, so it is quite unjustified and even false to try

to present the theory of positive sanctions as a more effective and successful variety of
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international legal coercive measures. Modern science of international law considers sanctions as
a reaction to offences in the form of coercive measures applied to the offender of legal norms. This
is widely accepted in the doctrine. Positive sanctions, as an alternative to coercive measures, are,
in essence, instruments of encouragement, i.e. a system of motivation opposite to coercion and

punishment.

The analysis of the categories “primitive” and “encouragement” allows to identify a

number of fundamental differences between them:

First, if encouragement is intended to stimulate a positive way of action of the subject,

compulsion is actions aimed at inclining him to adhere to generally accepted norms of behavior.

Second, the measures of encouragement, in the view of society, are connected with
elements of the commonly useful, as opposed to the measure of coercion, which is always

perceived as an element of the negative, harmful and sublime.

Third, encouragement is always a measure of approval, and coercion is a measure of

condemnation.

Fourth, if a potential is laid in coercion that drives a person to the norm, then through
encouragement incentives are implemented aimed at improving the behavior of a person beyond

the general norm.

In these two diametrically opposing concepts, the relationship with positive moral values
and general human priorities is manifested in different ways: if, through the encouragement of the
subject, certain material or moral value is provided, then through coercion and punishment he is
deprived of some good. In addition, coercion is usually manifested through demand, order, threat,
physical or powerful moral punishment, blackmail or other violent and unfavourable ways for the
subject that are not inherent in acts of encouragement. Thus, when dividing sanctions into negative
and positive, one of the most important features of sanctions is ignored — the compulsory nature
of such measures, as a result of which the boundaries between sanctions and incentive measures
are blurred, which prevents the correct establishment of the nature of these institutions and the
determination of the role of each of them in the system of international legal regulation. Such
views are also not consistent with the multifunctional orientation of international coercive

measurcs.

As is known, along with the main function of international legal sanctions - the restorative,
which consists in ensuring the restoration of the violated right, no less important place occupy

preventive (precautionary) and educational functions. The preventive function of the sanctions
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consists in inflicting on the violator of the norms of international law a feeling of the inevitability
of the application of sanctions in case of refusal to cease the offence and voluntarily perform the
duties that are imposed on him. At the same time, the warning effect is exercised not only on the
offender, but also on other subjects of international law. It is not possible in this regard not to note
that the preventive value of sanctions is determined by the inevitability of their application in the
event that the offender does not wish to act in accordance with the norms of international law. An
exceptionally important place is occupied by the educational function of international sanctions,
designed to form in the state of delinquency and other potential offenders the understanding of the
need for strict observance of the norms of international law. Effective struggle with violations of
international law norms, timely and irreversible application of sanctions creates in the subjects of
international relations the conviction in the inviolability of the existing legal order, strengthens the
faith in the justice and power of the modern organization of the world community, the confidence
that legitimate rights and interests will be safeguarded. This, in turn, contributes to the
enhancement and strengthening of legality and international stability. Set at the same level as
coercive incentive actions as a response to violations of international law, the authors destroying

the preventive and educational functions of sanctions.

So, after analyzing the categories of "coercion" and "encouragement", the origin and
functions of sanctions in international law, it can be concluded that the concept of "positive"
sanctions does not correspond to the fundamental principles and the legal nature of the sanctions
as coercive measures. Encouraging a state-delinquent to end an unlawful policy in exchange for
certain preferences, privileges, economic assistance, states or international organizations
knowingly or involuntarily suggest that in the future, in the event of a repeated violation of
international norms, one can also count on receiving certain concessions or benefits. Such practices
will adversely affect other potential offenders. The concept of “positive” sanctions, although it has
the right to exist, has nothing to do with the institute of international law sanctions and is a special
type of non-sanction measures designed to prevent the emergence of interstate conflicts or prevent
further escalation of those that have already erupted. Given this, taking into account the
fundamental difference between positive and negative sanctions by nature of origin and functions
performed, it seems unacceptable and unfounded to apply the term “sanctions” to measures to

encourage subjects of international law involved in committing offences.

In my opinion, the significance of the legal definition is very important and carries a serious
meaning load, contributes to a deeper penetration in the essence of public relations and
international processes, in connection with which it cannot be counted as the composition of

secondary means of expression of the content and nature of the elements of law.
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The draft law of Ukraine on the procedure for implementation of decisions of international

organizations on the introduction of sanctions (Appendix No. 3).
1.2 Main characteristics of international sanctions

The modern world is based on the system of international law, which is designed to regulate
relations between states, their interests and the means by which they can use states to protect their
national interests. The use of military force to defend national interests has also proved very
dangerous and expensive for states. The devastating consequences of World War II for humanity
made it necessary to create a global system of "rules of the game" for states, which is the system
of international law. The task of this system is to create rules that allow states to regulate their

relations with other states in order to prevent the use of violent means to political goals.

The effective functioning of a global system of rules is impossible without the means
ensuring their implementation. Officially, countries parties to international treaties must
voluntarily comply with their provisions. In fact, numerous cases of violations of international law
have led to the need to develop a system of instruments to ensure compliance with international
law, to return the offender to the sphere of international right or simply to punish him for violations.
The most common and realistic means of coercion of the subject, which forces the subject not to

violate the norms of international law, are sanctions, also known as "counter-sanctions".

The Oxford Dictionary defines sanctions as “an official order that restricts trade, relations,
etc. with a country in order to force it to do something.” The Ukrainian Diplomatic Encyclopedia
defines international sanctions as measures of legal coercion, which are applied by subjects of
international law with the aim of preventing international violation, restoring violated rights and

forcing the infringer to fulfill their obligations in the sphere of international right.

Thus, by definition, sanctions are instruments of coercion that use different means of
influence on the object of sanctions. Sanctions can be of different types, usually distinguish three

main types of sanctions:

- Diplomatic sanctions are the reduction or termination of the diplomatic presence or the
rupture of diplomatic relations.

- Political sanctions are the restriction of diplomatic contacts, the suspension or suspension of
the implementation of joint international treaties, the exclusion from international
organizations of a country that has grossly violated international law or even the complete

termination of the diplomatic relations between countries.
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- Economic sanctions are a partial or complete restriction of economic activity, a total or partial

limitation of trade relations with a country.

The application of economic sanctions as the most common mechanism of punishment for
violations of international law threatens a greater number of countries. Also, the introduction of
economic sanctions is felt on themselves and the countries that apply them. Moreover, the policy
of economic sanctions may also affect third countries that are not participants in violations of
international sanctions but are negatively affected by economic sanction policies because they
have close economic ties with countries both on a global scale and in a specific region. When
applying economic sanctions, it is necessary to weigh all possible risks. The best solution with
economic constraints is the one that causes the most tangible harm to the violating country, as well

as those who apply these sanctions, and those they affect.

The problem with the application of economic sanctions is the difficulty of measuring their
effectiveness. The complexity of transnational economic processes creates a large number of
factors that can have both a positive and a negative effect for a country under economic sanctions.
This situation allows us to manipulate the topic of the effectiveness of economic sanctions, which
often occurs in the political plane. In particular, Russia is trying to convince the world that the
sanctions that have been imposed on it are even beneficial to it due to the so-called “import
substitution” policy. Also among Russians is widespread the thesis that countries that apply
sanctions against it suffer from them more than the Russian Federation itself. But the simple
argument that testifies to the effectiveness of the regime against the Russian Federation is the

efforts made by Russia to their removal.

The application of economic restrictions is often accompanied by political sanctions by the
countries that initiated them. The effectiveness of the application of political sanctions is difficult
to compare with economical, but their combination creates a more comprehensive policy to the
object of application of sanctions, which creates the effect of comprehensive restriction of the
violator country of international law. Sanctions can be imposed by states (individual) and
international organizations. However, it has become common practice for states to observe only
the sanctions regime imposed by international organizations, such as the United Nations. In
contrast, representatives of the leadership of the sanctioned state mostly avoid the negative
consequences of sanctions, which complicates the achievement of the objectives set. For example,
the application of a comprehensive regime of sanctions can lead to serious consequences in the
humanitarian sphere of the state, but can not the objectives of the sanction policy. On the other
hand, targeted sanctions can mitigate negative consequences for the population and make a clear

boundary between population and decision makers. In addition, targeted sanctions can be of
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varying scale, from a narrow circle of individuals to specific groups of people and spread to

specific sectors of interaction.

Sectoral sanctions targeting key sectors of the economy are approaching, with the
subsequent effect of comprehensive sanctions as they affect the entire society, or even a group of
societies. In the modern world, sanctions have earned the reputation of a complex of measures
"between war and word". It is worth noting that the application of sanctions has become more
common in the modern world than in the last century. For example, of the 26 sanctions imposed
on the United States, 12 have been initiated over the past 10 years; the United Nations has imposed
sanctions more than 20 times since the end of the Cold War, while before only twice has been
imposed against South Rhodesia (the territory of Zimbabwe) and South Africa. This increase in
the number of sanctions indicates the weakening of international legal norms and international
regimes, as sanctions often become a kind of one-time replacement for universal "rules of the
game". With the help of sanctions offenders, who for various reasons are not profitable to comply
with the agreed standards of the world order, are punished. The application of sanctions is
associated with significantly less risks than compared to alternative forms of pressure, especially
violent. However, this tool has its price, and the fact that states and international organizations are
more likely to use these tools demonstrates the unreliability of the institutions of government or
the rule of law. In other words, the more frequently sanctions are used the more this is a sign of a
crisis in the international security system. Sanctions are considered as preventive and restrictive
measures that allow to respond to political challenges and events that contradict the goals and
values of the country that applies them. For example, the European Union defines the following
main objectives when applying sanctions: the protection of the values, fundamental integrity, and

security of the EU; the maintenance of peace; and the strengthening and support of democracy.

The basic purpose of sanctions is to change the behavior of the state to which the sanctions
are applied. Sanctions may be aimed at encouraging a country to abandon a nuclear program, use
military force against a neighboring state or genocide against its own population. They can also be
a trading tool. The mechanism behind the use of sanctions to change the behavior of other states
takes into account their influence on decision-making and is based on rationality. It is assumed
that the threat of sanctions or their actual application will lead to an increase in the price to the sky.
With all this simplicity and seemingly convincingness of this logic, it rarely works in practice for
a number of reasons. Sanctions can also be used as punishment for actions that have already been
committed. Often such sanctions are applied in response to judicial decisions that have no

retroactive effect. In such cases, sanctions serve as a warning to others about the cost of violating

22



the international regime. If it is impossible to force a state to change its behavior, the other purpose

of sanctions is to prevent it from committing further destructive actions or unwanted actions.

Finally, sanctions can be a tool for destabilizing a country in order to change the regime in
power. The aim of Ukraine is to return the occupied territories and minimize the possibility of
further aggression by Russia. Achieving these goals by means of sanctions alone is almost
impossible. That’s why sanctions should be used in Ukraine’s arsenal and take into account
different nuances; complemented by other tools; and be part of a broader strategy for managing
conflict. First, the combination of several tasks at the same time and, secondly, the divergence that
exists in the goals of Ukraine and other countries that have imposed sanctions against Russia for
the decisions taken by the Kremlin on Ukraine - each of these goals is achieved by different ways
of applying sanctions, different rhetoric, different character and scale of sanctions. Unfortunately,
some of these goals cannot be achieved through sanctions. It is also important to understand as
fully as possible what our partners are trying to achieve through sanctions. The belief that sanctions
have been introduced and are existing exclusively in favor of Ukraine is unlikely to be a good basis
for a long-term outlook. The basis of the sanctions is the national interests of the countries that
introduce them, and the scope of these interests can be extremely broad. In addition, they may be
influenced by other interests of different countries, which may vary substantially: from the desire
to punish Russia for undermining the world order to the wish to weaken it so that it becomes a
victim. However, it should be remembered that sanctions are not the exact tool of pressure that can
be abused. It always has its price. Excessive use of sanctions regimes or lack of retaliation can
create certain risks, such as disproportion between sanctions and the economic damage they cause,

which can lead to increased tensions between the U.S. and the EU.

CAATSA (Countering America’s Adversaries Through Sanctions Act) is a federal law that
imposes additional sanctions on Iran, North Korea and Russia. The bill was approved by 115
members of the U.S. Congress, 98 votes against 2 in the US Senate, and signed on August 2, 2017
by US President Donald Trump. It was introduced unilaterally by the United States and allowed to
introduce secondary sanctions against Russia. As European companies have become more actively
cooperating with Russia than American companies, this makes them vulnerable to U.S. sanctions.
This, in turn, could lead to a disruption of diplomatic tensions and undermine Western «unity»

against Russia.

Sanctions against Russian oligarchs and Kremlin companies, in turn, increase their support
for Putin, as their survival and prosperity directly depend on him. Another risk is that abuse of
sanctions weakens their effectiveness. Russia and its partners are actively looking for alternatives

to overcome the problematic circumstances associated with sanctions. Russia and China are
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already working together to minimize their dependence on sanctions. Continuing the previous risk,
it should be noted that sanctions are becoming an integral part of the daily foreign policy of the
U.S. and the EU. This is dangerous because the idea of the inevitability of sanctions reflects
Russia’s desire to seek a way out of the situation that led to sanctions. In this case, the West will
lose its advantage over Russia. By implementing CAATSA, the United States has significantly
delegated powers to suspend and impose sanctions from the president to Congress, making a swift

suspension of the sanction’s regime even less likely.

To talk about an effective regime of sanctions, it is necessary not only to analyze the current
situation and the shortcomings of the current policy towards Russia, but also to determine what

measures the Russian Federation is taking:

- big and small actions;
- lifting or easing sanctions.

The work analyzed the sanctions that were applied to Russia (Appendix No. 4).
Conclusion to Chapter 1

International detente policy, which was the result of the end of the Cold War, gave the
opportunity to concentrate the joint efforts of states on international peace-building, to coordinate
the positions of progressive states, coordinate fruitful joint activities in the United Nations and
other international organizations, and coordinate joint activity on activities on the application of

international-legal sanctions to violating states.

The Institute of International Legal Sanctions, commonly referred to as the structural
element of the institute of international responsibility, has evolved over the last half-century, has
developed into a separate institution of enforcement and ensuring compliance with the norms of

international law.

The fruitful work of the Commission on International Law and the articles adopted in the
report on the responsibility of States for acts contrary to international law contributed to the gradual
development of the concept of international punitive coercion as an effective instrument of
collective influence. Analysis of articles on state responsibility, working documents of the
Commission on International Law and judicial decisions related to these articles has allowed to
identify a number of key provisions and features of international sanctions, among which, in
particular, the fact that sanctions are not a form of international responsibility and international

intergovernmental organizations are subjects of application of sanctions.
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Despite some positive steps taken in this direction, a single concept of sanctions in
international law has not yet been produced. The diversity of definitions complicates their
theoretical research and does not contribute to the production of a unified approach to their

application in practice.

The study of the legal nature of sanctions, their basic characteristics and application gives
grounds to propose the following scientific definition: international law sanctions are exclusively
unilateral, collective, lawful coercive measures applied by international intergovernmental
organizations to violating international law states, in order to force the offender to stop the
violation and to refrain from violation of international law and to fulfill the obligations arising
from the legal relationship of the obligation, if the violator voluntarily refuses to perform them to
compensate for damages and only after all the means of peaceful settlement of the dispute have

been exhausted.

2. THE SPECIFICITY OF TARGETED SANCTIONS AND THEIR
APPLICATION TO THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION AS AN
INSTRUMENT OF SUPPRESSING MILITARY AGGRESSION

2.1 Economic sanctions as an instrument of foreign policy in the light

of the war of Russia against Ukraine

The Russian war against Ukraine has caused a serious humanitarian crisis. The massive
military invasion of Russia and the intense fighting that has been ongoing in Ukraine since
February 24, 2022 have resulted in numerous deaths, wounds, mass displacement of civilians,
including children, damage to social, transport, logistic and technical infrastructure throughout the
region, as well as destruction and damage to the country’s economic, social and humanitarian
system. Dozens of millions of people were affected inside the country, both in the occupied
territories and in the unoccupied, but barbaric bombardment-affected territories. The most urgent
problems that need to be solved are the provision of a viable supply of everything necessary for
the Ukrainian army, assistance to the injured civilians and the restoration of infrastructure, as well
as ensuring the full functioning of vital state functions of the state, but in the conditions of war the
introduction of elements of post-war reconstruction is practically impossible without proper
economic ground. Therefore, today the national economy is one of the priority areas that sets the

course.
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Success in the economic and social spheres largely depends on the ability of managers at
different levels to articulate and formulate appropriate strategic plans, as well as to ensure their
effective implementation, including timely implementation of defined priorities. Ukraine has
overcome the initial economic shocks of the war, and now it is time to define priorities more
clearly. The country has the prerequisites for the inevitable post-war economic and social recovery,
the immediate restoration of destroyed cities and the modernization of infrastructure. This is
largely due to international assistance provided and guaranteed by our foreign partners. Without
adequate actions of the authorities, including the use of appropriate economic policy instruments,
as well as without active participation and control of the population, the state will not be able to

quickly recover from hostilities and realize the significant potential of post-war revival.

The government has introduced a number of important innovations in the field of
emergency regulation, namely regulatory innovations aimed at reducing the tax burden on business
and stimulating the economy. Measures on economic liberalization show that the government is
aware that there is a direct connection with the degree of economic freedom and the pace of
economic development. The changes that have begun must not only be continued, but also
intensified in the postwar period. All economic policy innovations that proved their effectiveness
during the war must be applied in the preparation and implementation of the post-war economic

development strategy of Ukraine.

Since old times, the tool of economic sanctions has been known as a trade ban or embargo.
However, since the beginning of the 20th century, economic sanctions have played a key role in
crisis situations. Therefore, the main purpose of sanctions can be explained by preventing and
resolving conflicts. As stated by D. Dressner, one of the driving forces of the imposition of
sanctions is the expectation of future conflicts between the sending state and the target state. Such
restrictive measures are widely discussed in the context of social sciences, especially economics,
political science, international relations, world science, security science, etc. Sanctions can be
understood as "non-violent measures that can be used to influence the behavior of the state and,
more and more often, individuals, as well as to punish for violations" [Chachko & Benthon Heath,
2022]. B. Horvath noted in 2015 that in the narrative of international law and international
economic law, economic sanctions are legal instruments that are uniquely used to foreign policy

and security policy goals.

In the sphere of international politics, sanctions can be used as an instrument of economic,
not military pressure. The most common examples of sanctions are “financial sanctions, asset
freezing, travel ban, restrictions on luxury goods and arms embargo” [Drezner, 2011]. According

to the report of the United Nations Security Council in 2013 (session of the UN Security Council
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Committee 2127 on August 5, 2013 on the control and observance of the sanctions regime against
the Central African Republic, which was introduced by the U.N. Security Council due to political
instability and armed confrontation in this country over recent years), "the application of sanctions
can be divided into five categories: conflict settlement, non-proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction, fight against terrorism, democratization and protection of the civilian population
(including human rights)". On the other hand, their impact on the imposition of sanctions for the
maintenance of peace or in response to any violations is not equal. According to the researchers,
"between 1990 and 2015, the United States applied approximately five times more sanctions than
the UN, and twice as many as the EU." Since economic sanctions are one of the main instruments
for resolving or reducing conflicts, it is necessary to analyze the effectiveness of the sanctions

policy in the light of Russia’s war against Ukraine.

On the one hand, economic sanctions can be considered as part of a peace-keeping strategy.
On the other hand, the policy of sanctions is described as a set of tools to prevent the escalation of
the conflict, but in some discussions the question of improving the sanctions procedures is raised
to the objectives of such economic deterrence, oriented to the settlement of conflict. They argue
that the study of peacebuilding and its practical application in the global political system and
international security system minimizes the risk of violation of sovereignty and co-definition of

sanctions policies.

Researching the sanctions policy in connection with the Russian-Ukrainian war, scientists

focus on the following issues:

- the functioning of the sanctions regime and the problem of establishing the criteria for the
legality of economic sanctions;

- the preventive nature of sanctions.

Sanctions must be effective in preventing conflict, military arms or war. On the one hand,
the sanctions policy has sparked discussions about the effectiveness of economic sanctions, as
“authoritarian regimes can (often deliberately) transfer the burden of sanctions to the population
as a whole, and these regimes are sometimes aggravated by the effect of “coordinating around the
flag” sanctions.” Sanctions can destabilize democratic leaders, but may virtually not affect
authoritarian regimes. On the other hand, countries subject to sanctions tend to form coalitions to
circumvent sanctions. Therefore, imposing sanctions on the target state is accompanied by the

introduction of sanctions against it.

The last statement may mean that economic benefits may prevail over values. Although the
degree of willingness to join the sanctions policy against Russia varies from state to state. This
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variability raised the question of balance between solidarity with Ukraine and the pursuit of
economic goals for individual countries. This balance reflects the competing interests of world
powers between the aspiration for internal stability and the desire to respond to unjustified
aggression against another country. For example, in the XX century there was an idea, proposed
by S. Polachek [50] according to the article «Conflict and Trade», “states that are heavily
dependent on trade are more likely to avoid trade disputes with their trading partners than states
that are less interdependent.” While states claim to have achieved specific economic goals,
Russia’s unfair attack on Ukraine has shifted the balance between economic benefits and

democratic values and principles in favor of values.

For example, P. M. Silva Il and Z. Selden from the University of Florida conducted research
on economic interdependence and economic sanctions, studying the attitude of EU member
countries to the introduction of sanctions against Russia and their dependence from the Russian
economy. Z. Selden (2020) shows “a remarkable positive correlation between economic
interdependence and support for sanctions among EU member countries.” This means that “states
with a higher level of interdependence are more opposed to sanctions against Russia than states
with a lower level of interaction” [Silva & Selden, 2020]. “On the contrary, countries that are least
economically interdependent are most opposed to sanctions, while some of the most

interdependency states are most supportive of sanctions.”

Before the start of the full-scale war against Ukraine, among many EU member countries
who advocated the introduction of sanctions against Russia, there was a “soft” side that tried to
prevent such a decision. P. M. Silva II and Z. Selden found that “most EU member states that are
vulnerable to Russia’s aggressive actions, such as the Baltic countries, are mostly in favor of
sanctions, despite the fact that they will lose more than most EU member countries, in terms of

trade.”

In light of the war of Russia against Ukraine, the positions on the introduction of sanctions
against Russia among EU member countries were divided into several groups. The first group,
which included Poland, the Baltic states, Great Britain, and northern European countries,
condemned Russian aggression against Ukraine and supported a strict regime of sanctions against
Russia. At the other end of the spectrum, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Greece, Italy, Slovenia, Portugal and
Spain, as well as Hungary and Austria have tended to cooperate with Russia due to the economic
ties they have developed, cultural and religious ties and/or the absence of recent conflicts. Among
them, key members, France, and Germany, took a moderate stance. This polarization has been
used by Russia "to divide internal opinion in EU member states in the hope of preventing the

resumption of sanctions", by spreading Russian propaganda and disinformation, interfering in the
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political life of individual countries, supporting pro-Kremlin politicians, and introducing
countersanctions, such as food embargoes. The actual frontal war of Russia against Ukraine has
led to a rethinking of the issue of national security, national interests, and the definition of the unity
of the Western world. The basic principle of pragmatic approach to international relations implies
that collective actions of states against a threat are more effective than actions of one state. Russia’s
unprovoked military attack on Ukraine has provoked unprecedented actions by the Western world,
especially the EU, which, as noted above, has different political preferences and views on sanctions

against the aggressor state.

The sanctions imposed against the Russian Federation after the annexation of Crimea can
be divided into several categories. The first category of sanctions concerns “blocking” sanctions,
1.e., the freezing of assets. “Such sanctions have been imposed one by one against Russian
President Putin and other members of the Russian business and political elite” [Chachko and
Benton Heath, 2022]. The second category of sanctions is focused on the financial system and
“includes blocking sanctions against major Russian banks and financial institutions that restrict
transactions with others” [Chachko and Benton Heath, 2022]. Measures taken by the EU and US
institutions to exclude certain Russian financial institutions from the SWIFT system and to ban all
transactions with the Central Bank of the Russian Federation. Third category, as indicated Chackko
and D. Benton Heath (2022), is energy as "the US has banned the import of Russian oil, liquefied

natural gas and coal, as well as all new American investments in the Russian energy sector."

With the Sixth package of sanctions, the European Council imposed sanctions "against the
purchase, import or supply by Russia of crude oil and certain petroleum products to the EU". “The
United States and other countries have introduced export controls aimed at limiting Russia’s access
to necessary goods. Moreover, in response to the illegal Russian “referendum” in the Donetsk,
Luhansk, Zaporizhia and Kherson regions, the U.S. administration announced new economic
restrictions aimed at “a low number of non-Russian underlying companies established earlier this

year to help major Russian military suppliers avoid sanctions already imposed.”

The next category concerns transport: the closure of Russian airspace for Russian aircraft,
the prohibition on the carriage of passengers and cargo from the air space of the Russian
"Aeroflot". These measures have been announced by the United States, the EU, the UK, Iceland,
Switzerland, Canada and other countries. The last category is activities that are accompanied by
the escape of private operators. Finally, there are travel restrictions for Russian tourists. After
discussions in the EU on banning the entry of Russian tourists into the EU, some EU members
have concluded that such restrictions will be introduced. In September 2022, a joint statement was

announced by the Baltic countries and Poland on measures to restrict the entry of Russian tourists
29



to their countries. In addition to the above-mentioned decision, at the end of September, the
Finnish government announced restrictions on the entry of Russian tourists to its territory, to
prevent cooperation between third parties and Russian companies and banks. It introduces a
mechanism that allows third parties acting in other countries to be punished for cooperation and
contribution to the Russian economy. This type of sanction policy is called “secondary sanctions.”
As was said in the American discourse, “Make Russia radioactive for non-American, non-

European companies.”

Unprecedented sanctions imposed by leading countries demonstrate the unity of the world
around the idea of territorial integrity and international law. The unity in condemning Russia’s
aggressive policy towards another country, even by countries that traditionally adhere to the
principle of neutrality in foreign policy, signals a change in the perception of the world order,
where the aggressor country must be decisively condemned and isolated. For example, the
government of Singapore, adhering to the principle of neutrality, imposed sanctions against Russia
in response to its invasion of Ukraine, signaling that “we cannot tolerate that the Russian
government is violating the sovereignty and territorial integrity of another Sovereign State. For

such a small country as Singapore, this is not a theoretical principle, but a dangerous precedent.”

The reaction of neutral powers can be an expression of a revision of the world order, in
which imperialist invasions must be defeated by the decisive response of the international
community. The war unleashed by Russia has opened a new era of war, which includes not only
conventional, cybernetic or diplomatic warfare, but also economic, meaning, as the President of
the European Commission, U. von der Leyen, said, “the toughest sanctions the world has ever

seen.”

However, the effectiveness of sanctions remains difficult to assess in the short term due to
a lack of data from Russia, which continues to spread misinformation about its “growing power”
after the sanctions were introduced. On September 7, 2022, the Russian president spoke at the
Eastern Economic Forum in Vladivostok, stating that rather than having the effect that the West
wants, sanctions are deteriorating the quality of life of Europeans, and poorer countries are losing
access to food. Such statements indicate not only Russia’s disregard for international law and its
desire to continue the war against a sovereign state, but also its attempt to emphasize the impunity
of its actions. Therefore, victory in the war with the enemy, who is confident in his impunity, can
be achieved both by military and economic means, and by the unity of partners and allies of
Ukraine. The effectiveness of sanctions as an alternative to military and conflict requires further
research, starting with the fact that “a precise empirical assessment of the effectivity of the

sanctions is difficult for two reasons: timelines and access to data. When it comes to assessing the
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impact of economic sanctions, six months are usually not enough. In fact, economists believe that

real debates about sanctions against Russia will continue after 2023.

This analysis shows that while the war in Ukraine continues, the issue of sanctions policy
against Russia remains relevant. Russia remains one of the biggest potential threats in the world
as a terrorist state, using nuclear blackmail, committing genocide against the Ukrainian people,
ignoring international law and borders of other states, and threatening to set the world on fire in a
new global war. The sanctions imposed on Russia are unprecedented, but it can be predicted that
due to further criminal actions of Russia on the territory of Ukraine they will be intensified, as well
as the support of Ukraine by its allies and partners. As noted above, sanctions have less impact on
authoritarian states, while the entire burden of sanctions falls on the shoulders of the citizens of
the state against which they are directed. Therefore, it is necessary to consider the sectors that will

have the most impact on the Russian economy.

To this goal, research on “smart sanctions” as well as the effectiveness of the sanctions
already introduced is a perspective thing. At the same time, economic sanctions against aggressive
Russia must be accompanied by increasing the military potential of the armed forces of Ukraine
to ensure the victory of Ukraine over the aggressor state, which can be achieved in the context of

Ukraine’s military victory and the subsequent demilitarization of Russia.

2.2 International multilateral sanctions regime against the Russian

Federation to deter military aggression

Since the start of the unprovoked full-scale invasion of the Russian Federation against
Ukraine on February 24, 2022, Ukraine and its international partners have imposed a series of
sanctions against Russia. Today, the Russian Federation is the most sanctioning country in the
world and at the moment it is the sanctions that are one of the most effective instrument of
influence on the aggressor country by the civilized world community. An important element of the
work of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine on the sanctions direction is interaction with
the capitals of the EU Member States, the United States, Great Britain, Canada, Switzerland,
Australia, Japan, New Zealand and a number of other partner countries. In matters of formation
and implementation of state policy in the sanctions sphere, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Ukraine, as an auxiliary instrument, takes into account the Plan of action of the international expert
group Ermak-Macfol on strengthening sanctions against the Russian Federation, prepared by a

group of international and Ukrainian experts.
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As for now, the work of the site "War and Sanctions" (https://sanctions.nazk.gov.ua) has

been started, which publishes sanctions lists of persons involved in solving, supporting and
facilitating the military aggression of the Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus against
Ukraine. The portal contains detailed profiles of individuals and their relationships, as well as
visualizations of sanctions already applied in different jurisdictions. The information on the Portal
is constantly updated and is also available in English. This portal also provides the opportunity to
quantify progress in the application of sanctions by EU countries, the UK, the United States,
Canada, Switzerland, Australia, Japan and New Zealand. On the anniversary of the full-scale
aggression of the Russian Federation against Ukraine by the partner states, powerful sanctions

packages were adopted.
1. EU

April 2023. The Council of the EU has already introduced ten packages of economic and
individual sanctions in connection with the military aggression of Russia against Ukraine. on
February 25, 2023, the 10th package of EU sanctions, which included such provisions, was

adopted by written procedure:

* The lists of individual sanctions include 121 objects, including 87 individuals and 34
organizations, including Russian military leaders, deputies of the State Duma, government
officials, the leadership of political parties of Russia, the Russian Ombudsman Moskalkova,
persons involved in the export of Ukrainian children (V. Yakimova), officials appointed by Russia
in the occupied territories in Ukraine, as well as the company of the Military-industrial complex

of Russian Federation.

* As part of the fight against Russian propaganda, licenses for broadcasting Russian media
in the EU (Patriot Media Group, including 11 associated companies, Russia Today, RT Arabic,
Sputnik Arabic) were suspended and their content was banned, as well as 20 propagandists were

added.

* New financial sanctions: Alfa-Bank, Tinkoff Bank and Rosbank (personal sanctions

introduced that allow freezing the assets of these banks).

* The list of subjects directly supporting the military-industrial complex of Russia has been

expanded. In the sanction lists included 96 new subject (including the proposals of Ukraine).

 Additional trade bans on exports to the EU cover 47 electronic components found by
Ukraine in seized Russian weapons systems, dual-use goods, sensitive export products, vehicles,

products used in construction, etc. The total amount of bans is approximately 11 billion euros.
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* Import restrictions apply to imports of synthetic rubber and bitumen mass.

* Russian citizens are prohibited from participating in the boards of directors of critical

infrastructure companies in the EU.

* Prohibition on the provision of gas storage capacities to Russian legal and physical

persons.

* Strengthening provisions against circumventing sanctions. Prohibition of transit of dual-
use goods, new obligations regarding reporting, review of all assets of the Russian central bank

stored in the EU (for financing the reconstruction of Ukraine).

* Obligation for airlines to report irregular flights to the competent authorities of the EU

Member States.

* In addition, the EU’s Global Human Rights Regime list includes eight persons and seven
organizations involved in the Wagner Group’s activities in Ukraine, Libya, Central African
Republic, Mali and Sudan. In the regime of restrictive measures in connection with the situation

in Mali also included a representative of the Wagner Group.
At the same time, the 10th package is adopted on six terms:

1) work on sanctions lists against persons responsible for the deportation of Ukrainian

children to Russia;
2) intensification of work on Belarusian sanctions;
3) further intensive work on sanctions on the nuclear industry;
4) the sanction of diamonds;

5) a special mechanism to control the level of diversification of imports of synthetic rubber
to the EU (quarterly review). The European Commission will present a document on this
mechanism in the coming days; - Sanctions against SUN Ship Management (D) Ltd., which is in

the jurisdiction of the UAE (first experience of applying such sanctions);

6) the start of the work of the EU and the EEAS on the application of sanctions to 150

Russian propagandists. Listed by Poland.

2. USA
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On February 24, 2023 the U.S. State Department announced the introduction of new

sanctions against Russia for its war against Ukraine (https://is.gd/y9851j), in particular under the

full blocking sanctions of the United States:

* More than 60 individuals and legal entities involved in the management of Russia’s
operations and policy of aggression against Ukraine and the illegal management of the occupied
Ukrainian territories in the interests of the Russian Federation (ministers, governors and Russian
officials, as well as 6 people and 3 organizations who, acting on occupied territories, were involved

in stealing Ukrainian grain);

* 3 companies involved in expanding the production and export of energy in Russia
(structures involved in the design and construction of the Nordic Bay terminal in the framework

of the Vostok oil projects);

* 4 persons and 22 organizations from the Russian technology sector (producers of software

used by Russia for intelligence collection);

* 3 enterprises that develop and exploit Russian nuclear weapons, as well as 3 companies

that work in the civil nuclear sector and are affiliated with Rosatom;

» a number of persons involved in the illegal control of Russia over the Ukrainian ZNPP

(Zaporozhya nuclear power plant).

The visa restrictions were imposed on 1,200 Russian military personnel, including officers,
for actions that threaten or violate the sovereignty, territorial integrity or political independence of
Ukraine. The U.S. Department of Commerce has published four decisions imposing additional

export restrictions for Russia, Belarus and Iran, as well as for third-country companies.

On February 24, 2023 the U.S. Treasury imposed one of the most powerful sanctions
packages against Russia for its war against Ukraine (https:/is.gd/T8uCKo), which includes a

resolution on sanctioning the metallurgical and mining sectors of the Russian Federation economy

and imposing sanctions against 22 individuals and 83 legal entities.

The U.S. Treasury Department has announced the adoption, in accordance with the
Executive Decree of the President of the United States No. 14024, of a decision concerning the
sanctioning of the metallurgical and mining sectors of the Russian economy. This decision allows
sanctions to be imposed on any physical or legal person who intends to work or has already acted
in this sector of the Russian economy, and also strengthens the ability of competent U.S. authorities
to impose additional economic restrictions against Russia. This step supplements existing

provisions on sanctions against those who work or have worked in the fields of quantum
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computing, accounting, trust management, provision of consular services, aerospace industry,
marine industry, electronics, financial services, technology, as well as the defense sector of the

Russian Federation economy.

The Ministry of Finance, the Department of Commerce and the State Department of the
United States also issued a warning about the impact of sanctions and export control on the
military-industrial complex. According to the information of the Ministry of Finance, since
February 2022, the U.S. Treasury has imposed more than 2,500 sanctions restrictions against
Russia and its supporters, and has also ensured close coordination on the anti-Russian sanctions

track with more than 30 partner states.

February 24, 2023 President of the United States J. Biden has imposed

(https://bit.ly/3EvLSst) an additional increase in import duties on various goods from Russia in

the amount of approximately $2.8 billion. In particular, tariffs on imports of most types of metal
and products from it were increased from 35% to 70%. Customs duties on other Russian goods,

including chemicals and minerals, increased to 35%.

In addition, the decision of the President of the United States (https://bit.ly/3Znf21H),

starting March 10, 2023, imposes a 200-percent ad-value duty on aluminum from Russia and its
products. Starting April 10, 2023, a 200-percent ad-value tariff will be imposed on aluminum

products if any amount of aluminum in their composition is of Russian origin.
3. Canada

On February 24, 2023 Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau in his address “Supporting
Ukraine as long as necessary” announced new sanctions against 129 Russian individuals and 63
legal entities of the Russian Federation in response to the ongoing unprovoked aggression of
Russia in Ukraine. Restrictions are imposed on the top leadership of Russian ministries and
agencies, including military, members of the Government and the Presidential Administration,
Russian deputies of the State Duma, oligarchs and their relatives, including the son of Dmitry

Medvedeyv, the daughter of R. Kadirov, the family of A. Mordasov.

The Canadian sanctions list includes: the political party “Yedinaya Rossiya”; a number of
key defence enterprises at scientific research institutions; federal departments — FSB, FSO, the
main management of special programs of the President of the Russian Federation, the head of the
General Staff of Russian Armed Forces, the State Duma, the Soviet of Federations, the Federal
service of financial monitoring; Russian companies —JSC “Expluating organization of Zaporozhye

NPP” (Rosatom), the managing company of JSC «Rosneftgaz» (40.4% Rosneft, 10.97% Gazprom,

35


https://bit.ly/3EvLSsf
https://bit.ly/3Znf2lH

27.63% Inter RAO). Also prohibited the export to the Russian Federation of a number of chemical
elements and compounds (commodity code 3818.00), which are used in the production of

electronics, and a complete ban on the import of weapons from Russia.

It was announced that the Canadian petition will counteract the unfair practices to which
Russia and Belarus resort in order to artificially underestimate the value of their exports to Canada,
since it is subject to an additional 35% tariff from 2022. D. Trudeau noted that the Canadian Border
Agency has the appropriate tools to protect Canadian producers from unfair competition due to

state distortion of prices for Russian and Belarusian imports.
4. Australia

On the anniversary of the full-scale aggression of the RF against Ukraine, a joint statement
was issued by the Prime Minister of Australia E. Albénizzi, Deputy Prime Minister R. Marlz and
the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Australia P. Wong on providing military aid to Ukraine and
introducing a new package of sanctions against the aggressor state - The new aid package to
Ukraine includes the provision of military intelligence drones (for a total of $23.6 million USA).
Sanctions will be imposed on 90 Russian individuals and 40 legal entities. Thus, as of today,
Australia has imposed sanctions against more than 1,000 individuals and legal entities of the

Russian Federation, and the total amount of military aid is $ 353.6 million.
5. New Zealand

Minister of Foreign Affairs of New Zealand N. Mahuta on February 24, 2023, announced
a new round of sanctions against 87 people, including persons of strategic importance for the
Russian Federation and close to President Vladimir Putin, members of the Central Electoral
Commission who participated in the organization of illegal referendums in the occupied Russian
territories of Ukraine, as well as military personnel who were active in the war. Sanctions are

automatically extended to family members and associates of those persons.
6. Japan

On 24.02.2023 during the online meeting of the leaders of the "Group of Seven" countries,
which took place with the participation of the President of Ukraine V. Zelensky, PM of Japan F.
Kishida announced that his country joins the sanctions pressure against the Russian Federation
and introduces a new package of sanctions. In particular, it freezes the assets of Russian individuals
identified in the list of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, imposes a ban on the export of a
certain group of goods that can contribute to the strengthening of the industrial base of Russia, in

particular goods related to the production of drones, and also frees the funds of Russian financial
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institutions. In addition, the new sanctions package includes a ban on export to the 21st enterprise
and the organization of the aggressor country of goods that may contribute to the strengthening of

the industrial base of the Russian Federation, in particular regarding the production of UAVs.
7. Great Britain

24 February, 2023 the UK government has announced the approval of a new package of
internationally coordinated sanctions and trade measures, which include a ban on exports of all
goods that Russia used on the battlefield in Ukraine. In particular, this list includes hundreds of
goods — aircraft parts, radio equipment and electronic components that can be used by Russian
aircraft, including in the production of UAVs. The sanctions were also introduced against the top
managers of Rosatom, as well as the heads of two of Russia’s largest defense companies, four
banks and other representatives of the Russian elite. According to information from London,
Rosatom has deep ties with the Russian military-industrial complex, including related to Alexander
Novak, who is also a member of the supervisory council and deputy head of the Russian
government. It is that the state-owned company supplied the Russian armed forces with
technologies and materials necessary to replenish Russia’s needs on the front, including for

defense companies that are under sanctions.

The new sanctions package also included four banks (MTS Bank, Bank St. Petersburg,
Uralsib, Bank Zenit). This will further isolate Russia from the international financial system and
help prevent Russia from imposing sanctions. This package was also aimed at individuals and legal

entities involved in ensuring the functioning of Putin’s military-industrial complex, in particular:

* 34 managers of different companies, which are associated with the two largest Russian
defense companies "Rostech" and "Almaz-Antey" (a state-run Russian company
specializing in the production of land-to-air missiles and firearms for aircraft);

» 8 Russian organizations engaged in the production or repair of military equipment for the
armed forces of Russia, including aviation and navy (All-Russian Research Institute of
Experimental Physics, AT Izumrud, OJSC Elecon Plant, VNYITF, REMBAZA, OY Lom,
OO0 Zvezda, LLC Sokol Plant);

* 5 Iranian senior executives at Qods Aviation Industry, a company that produces drones used

against Ukraine.

In addition, Britain has announced new major trade restrictions that will further undermine
Russia’s military machine and reduce Putin’s finances. In addition to the ban on exports of
products that Russia used on the battlefield, the UK government also imposed a ban on imports of
140 goods, including iron and steel products that were processed in the third countries. London
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also announced the expansion of the existing restrictive measures against the occupied Crimea and
the territories uncontrolled by the Ukrainian government in the Donetsk and Luhansk regions, in
order to extend their action to the Russian-occupied areas of the Kherson and Zaporizhia regions.

This would restrict access to UK trade and financial services.

Sanctions from our partners provide a real lever of influence and increase the isolation of
the aggressor in the international arena. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine is working
systematically with foreign partners in order to strengthen sanctions pressure on the Russian

Federation and the Republic of Belarus.
2.3 Russia's reaction to economic sanctions

In the wake of the illegal occupation of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and the city
of Sevastopol, as well as the illegal armed invasion of the Donetsk and Luhansk regions in 2014,
the Russian Federation would have had to withdraw its troops from Crimea, as stated in the 42nd
report of the Ukrainian and EU foreign ministries, but to date they are still there. On the occasion
of the 42nd anniversary of the adoption by the UN General Assembly of the resolution "Definition
of Aggression", the Russian Federation initiated an unprovoked military aggression against
Ukraine. Thus, it not only violated the sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independence

of the country, but also threatened international peace and security as a whole [24, p. 5].

Politicians, diplomats, experts, and scientists are trying to understand why this happened,
how a war between "brotherly peoples" could erupt, and what prompted the official Kremlin to
become a pretender for the world order of the century? How could Russia, which was the guarantor
of the territorial integrity of Ukraine, do so? The safe system of international relations, the system
of confrontation and mutual influence, was formed by the leaders of the Great Three countries
after the defeat of Nazi Germany and militarist Japan. It was based on the division of the central
regions of the planet into spheres of influence and of the planets into sphere of influences and

introduced a bipolar existence.

The collapse of Communist regimes in Central and Eastern Europe and the break-up of the
Soviet Union radically changed the geopolitical map of the continent, creating a fundamentally
new balance of forces on the planet and proved that history is not once and for all and the
conditions of existence of the world system are constantly changing. The realities of the Cold War
have been replaced by a messy balance of the post-bipolar planet with fundamentally new
challenges, tangible threats and a clearly conflict environment [32 p. 286]. At the same time, there

is an euphoria caused by these changes, as noted by O. Sushko, "provoked a traumatic defeat
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syndrome on the other side of the geopolitical swallow - in Russia." And the effects were noticed

only recently, when the "brother" suddenly came to the "guest" [25].

According to L. Chekalenko the neglect of the previous security system has led to
uncontrolled chaos, the destruction of economic potential, human losses, civilizational catastrophe
and has dragged Ukraine into a hybrid war. Russian influence came to the forefront, which led to
a new round of redistribution of the world. The Russian Federation has benefited from the
weakening factor of European security, the deep dependence of European integration on Russian
raw resources, the gradual withdrawal of the United States from the continent and the lack of
communication, as well as Washington’s unrealized geostrategic interests in the Middle East and

Africa.

The existence of Ukraine, according to the aggressor, in its borders was "a terrible blow"
to Russia's geopolitical security, equivalent to "the occupation of its territory", and therefore
"further existence a united Ukraine is unacceptable". According to the Russian Federation, the
territory of the latter should be divided into several belts corresponding to geopolitical and ethno-
cultural realities. “The Ukrainian problem is the most important and serious problem facing
Moscow.”[10, p. 32]. It is common knowledge, that Putin believes that Ukraine’s independence is

something abnormal, temporary, unusual and extraordinary.

At the time, unfortunately, it is unknown what exactly the owner of the White House replied
to the Russian leader. Probably he kept diplomatic silence, not wishing to spoil the relationship.
And now it is clear that the plays of many world leaders with Putin have fueled his imperial
ambitions even more. To a certain extent, this is the line of "eviting sharp angles" in relations with
Moscow, which continued at the beginning of the presidency of B. Obama called for a "restart" of

relations with Russia in 2009.

According to G. Perepelica, trend of the global system of international relations to
multipolarity has created favorable conditions for returning to the Kremlin leaders the status of a
global power, without which they cannot imagine the future of their country. The first steps on this
path should be the reintegration and full annexation of the post-Soviet space by Russia. “Without
Ukraine, it would not make sense to start such a strategic project,” - he said [51]. When Ukraine
abandoned its reintegration plans and expressed its intention to sign the Association Agreement
with the EU, the military scenario became the only way to this strategic goal. The annexation of

Crimea unleashed Russia’s hands for military occupation of Eastern Ukraine.

Starting this hybrid offensive, the Putin regime pursued a dual global goal: geostrategic —
to destroy the existing world order of Western domination on the planet and to return Russia to the
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status of a “great state”’; geohistorical — to return the world to the realities of the middle of the last

century (“spheres of influence”, “struggle systems”, “balance of forces and interests” etc.). That

is, the reproduction of the "Cold War" lost by the Soviet Union.

It is also necessary to recognize that a single-polar world has not been formed, but an
effective multipolar system has been created. International politics is characterized by a global
power vacuum. The United States no longer has enough influence, and sometimes it lacks the will
and willingness to solve urgent problems. This makes it difficult to control the world system, and
states with geopolitical ambitions are provoking conflicts to reshape the global order of the

international hierarchy.

In general, the state of global security system, A. Hrychenko concludes: “The Western Pole,
which was not so long ago strong, today is blurred, unconsolidated and ineffective in making
global decisions. Decades of peace and prosperity after World War II weakened the West’s
vigilance, Western alliances and armed forces became bureaucratized, and the incentive to
adequate defense funding decreased, creating the illusion that military aggression could be repelled
through negotiations. After all, such a policy is one of the best solutions that negotiations can offer,
because it is now clear that the current system of international security is clearly unable to control
the situation on the planet and guarantee security.” The Kremlin leaders, however, took full
advantage of this duration of time to create a military nuclear power with unpredictable foreign
policy. Typically, nuclear weapons are now considered not only as a means of nuclear attack, but
also as a way to avoid possible defeat in conventional warfare, and even as a guarantee of

sovereignty [34, p. 56].

It is worth stressing that in the course of the exacerbation of the hybrid war the ideological
version was increasingly distinguished, the key point of which was the ideology of the "Russian
world". According to some authors, on the territory of the former USSR, the ideology of the
“Russian world” in reality looks like a special operation to cover up the Kremlin version of the
Nazi concept of Lebensraum (living space), that is, the domination of the political system of the
Russian Federation, linked to its oligarchic-corruption capital and anti-liberal concept. Its practical
embodiment is clearly demonstrated in the example of the annexation of Crimea. The narrating
rhetoric of “the rebirth of Russia as a great power”, which “returns its lands”, rather than losing
them as it did with M. Gorbachev and B. Yeltsin, who defends the russians in Ukraine from the
“bandero-fascists” and the “Kyiv junta”; Russia, who opposes the crazy pressure and criticism of
the hostile West, and other irrational ideologues in its essence — all this has caused a wave of
pseudo-patriotic experiences and Crimean euforia, has provided massive support for the Kremlin

leadership by the population of the Russian Federation[28, p. 7].
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In March 2014, Europeans woke up in a world of Vladimir Putin, where borders can be
changed in an apparent order, international institutions are powerless, economic interdependence
becomes a source of danger, and predictability is more a duty than an advantage. Russia’s invasion
of Ukraine has forced the EU to acknowledge that instead of gradually, literally molecularly
spreading across the continent and ultimately across the planet, its idea of European order has
collapsed. The postmodernist European order was unexpectedly in the paddock. Just as the
collapse of Yugoslavia ended the European order of the Cold War, the Crimean crisis marked the

end of the post-Bipolar European order.

On March 18, 2014, in an address to both chambers of the Federal Assembly of the country,
the President of the Russian Federation formulated the main theses of "Putin's doctrine" on the
occasion of the annexation of Crimea: the balance of power on the planet has changed; the weight
of the West in global politics is decreasing; international law is not a dogma but a set of options
from which the Kremlin will choose what is advantageous to it; countries are divided into strong
and weak; the territorial integrity and sovereignty of the latter are subject to agreements among
the strong; it is time for radical changes, Russia is a separate state - a civilization with its unique

values that will seek to shape its own rules of the game in international politics.

Later, on December 18 of the same year, V. Putin adopted a new Military Doctrine, which
identified the main external threats to the country, including the establishment of regimes in
neighboring states whose policies pose a threat to Russia's interests. Thus, official Moscow seeks
to "legitimize" possible future territorial expansions at the expense of its neighbors. For example,
among the key tasks of the Russian Armed Forces during peacetime is the "protection of citizens
outside the Russian Federation from armed aggression against them." Even Russian-speaking
citizens residing in distant foreign countries have the right to military protection from the Russian
Armed Forces. Consequently, at the official normative and legislative level, the Russian leadership
essentially legitimizes the deepening and continuation of military actions in Donbas [15, p. 15].
The armed aggression of the Russian Federation against Ukraine, as a logical culmination of the
revanchist geostrategy meticulously developed by the Kremlin's ruling elite, has exposed the crisis

in the contemporary international security system.

Unable to compete globally through economic and political-diplomatic means, H.
Perepelitsa noted, that official Moscow, by creating the "Russian world" doctrine, has engaged in
the destruction of the world order. As evidence of this, in his opinion, there is the discrediting of
practically all international security institutions, the disregard for agreements that formed the
foundations of the post-bipolar world: the rejection of the principles of the Final Act signed in

Helsinki in 1975 by 35 states, the revision of borders on the continent, the abandonment of the
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Belavezha Accords by the leaders of Ukraine, Russia, and Belarus in 1991, which can be
interpreted as a refusal to recognize the state sovereignty of post-Soviet countries; the non-
acceptance of NATO and EU expansion to the East, the incitement of radical pro-Russian parties
in Central and Western Europe, the neutralization of the Visegrad Group by incorporating pro-
Russian-oriented countries into it, the gross violation of over 300 international treaties and
conventions, the UN Charter, and the Budapest Memorandum of 1994, and so on. Thus, the current
authorities in Russia are seeking to create a situation of global chaos in which they can establish a
new order on their own terms and conditions. Consequently, the scenarios for establishing a new
world order depend on the outcome of the Russian-Ukrainian conflict [13, p. 7]. "This means," he
emphasized, "that being caught between the East and the West, Ukraine is at risk of losing its state
sovereignty and territorial integrity." The battle for Ukraine will determine the final result of this
geopolitical struggle, as the country's integration into either the European or Russian sphere will
determine the further expansion of dominance for one of these entities, either to the West or to the
East. By annexing Ukraine, Russia can expand its strategic position and exert its geopolitical
influence on Central Europe, imposing its normative power on Western Europe. So, contemporary
Russia has an historic opportunity to seize its place in Europe, shift the balance of power in its
relations with the West, and restructure the entire geopolitical space of Europe in its favor. It aims
to reassess the outcomes of the Cold War, reaffirming itself as the dominant force in the
geopolitical space of Europe and Eurasia [21, p. 371]. By pointing out that Russian aggression
against Ukraine represents the climax and embodiment of the degradation of the global security
system, modern authors also emphasize the complexity and multi-level nature of the conflict in

and around Ukraine.

In particular, V. Pilipchuk [52] argues that it is necessary to consider not just one, but three
different conflicts: a geopolitical conflict (between Russia and the West), a bilateral conflict
(between Ukraine and Russia), and an internal Ukrainian conflict, all of which erupted
simultaneously in the same territory. According to him, this war is unlike others because it involves
a country that had received direct security guarantees from all the permanent members of the UN
Security Council, yet still faced external aggression and territorial violations. Additionally, this
war unfolds within the framework of European security, which was considered the most stable
regional security architecture. Despite the clear inability of the OSCE and other international
organizations to halt the conflict, restore peace, and hold the aggressor accountable, key figures
on the international stage show no willingness to reconsider the principles of the existing European
security architecture, making it more effective and reliable. Moreover, an asymmetric and hybrid

conflict is clearly evident in this context.
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Russia, as an aggressor and terrorist, publicly denied its involvement in the conflict in 2014,
while its actions included both traditional military methods such as territorial annexation and
unconventional methods in the political, economic, and informational spheres, as well as terrorism.
This comprehensive approach allows us to see it as a classic case of hybrid aggression [31]. It
would not be an exaggeration to state that the responsibility for the destruction of the old world
order lies not only with Russia but also with Western countries that "missed" the aggression against
Ukraine (and in 2008 - against Georgia). According to some reports, the majority of Western media
outlets unexpectedly "turned a blind eye" to identifying the aggressor and naming the occupying
forces after these events, inventing new terms instead, the only purpose of which was to avoid

calling it the Russian aggression of 2014, which it truly was [7].

Strategic and mental unpreparedness of the West towards crisis situations in the security
environment can also be explained by underestimating the syndrome of revanchism in Russia and
the role of Ukraine in Russian expansionist policies, as well as doubts about how far official
Moscow is willing to go in defending what it calls "key interests" of Russia and disbelief that
Kremlin leaders would dare to directly use force against neighboring countries. Even the extensive
"Serdyukov reforms" carried out in the Russian Armed Forces and the presence of strategic nuclear
capabilities were not perceived as factors that could turn Russia into a threat to European collective
security. As a result, the US and the EU, demonstrating their complete inability to stop the
escalation of the international political conflict in March 2014, mainly took tactical measures
throughout the year. These measures primarily involved implementing gradual economic sanctions
against Russia to restrain its leadership from escalating the conflict and to persuade them to abide
by international law norms. In other words, in a strategic context, the leaders of the US and
European countries did not see the Russian aggression against Ukraine as a critical threat to the
stability of NATO and the Western alliance system, nor did they exclude the possibility of returning
to the previous status quo. As for the refusal of Washington and London to fulfill the guarantees
of Ukraine's territorial integrity according to the Budapest Memorandum, it was initially not
considered a political defeat since Ukraine is not a NATO member or a significant US ally outside
the scope of the North Atlantic Alliance, such as Japan, South Korea, Australia, or Israel, but rather

a non-block state [29, p. 18].

So, at the beginning of 2016, the then President of the United States, B. Obama, openly
stated that "Ukraine is not a member of NATO, so it will be vulnerable to Russian aggression
regardless of what we do." However, in February 2015, Western politicians, reflecting on the
events of the first months of the previous year, were forced to acknowledge the following: "During

the protests that erupted in early 2014, which ultimately led to the overthrow of the pro-Moscow
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government of Viktor Yanukovych, Ukraine became the first country in Europe where protesters
were killed while holding EU flags." The West, as many in Kyiv believe, betrayed Ukraine [27, p.
165].

During the period up to 2022 (2014-2022), the concept of addressing the security issues of
the Ukrainian state gained increasing popularity within Western and Ukrainian elite circles. Its
essence was as follows: official Kyiv de facto recognizes the annexation of Crimea and allows for
elections in Donbas before regaining control over the border, which is practically impossible. The
border control, which effectively means the reintegration of the occupied territory into Russia,
promised the Kremlin "neutrality" or "non-bloc status," a refusal to pursue plans for NATO
membership or enter into any binding agreements (as neutrality implies relinquishing a significant
part of sovereignty - the right to independently determine allies in the sphere of security and
defense). Although, as known, since the spring of 2014, Ukraine has legislatively affirmed its "non-
bloc" status and has not officially stated its intentions to become a NATO member in the future.
Ukraine was not a member of NATO and had the strongest international legal ties with Russia
since the signing of the "Treaty on Friendship and Cooperation" in 1997, which was extended in
2012. However, this did not prevent its northern neighbor from annexing Crimea and initiating an
armed invasion in Donbas [12, p. 25]. The prospect of signing a multilateral international treaty
that would guarantee Ukraine's security was also questionable, as evidenced by the fate of the

aforementioned Budapest Memorandum, which was violated.

Based on the above, I share the following opinion of I. Klympush-Tsintsadze: "The only
realistic solution for Ukraine is to accelerate its European and Atlantic integration, with a particular
emphasis on NATO membership." The only way to achieve this is through realistic and tangible
integration of Ukraine into the European Union with a strong focus on NATO integration. In other
words, it involves maximizing alignment with the North Atlantic bloc, adopting its rules, and

making NATO membership a medium-term strategic goal [12].

The economic sanctions imposed by the EU and the US following the annexation of Crimea
and the war in eastern Ukraine have been effective, but they have also had a negative impact on
the economies of Western countries. That is why voices in Europe are calling for their cessation.
This is due to the significant economic dependence of some countries on the continent on Russia,
as well as the presence of many European companies in its market, which brings substantial
revenue to budgets and social programs. This, in turn, enables Kremlin propaganda to influence
numerous politicians, public figures, and foreign media outlets to spread the "correct" version of
the Russian-Ukrainian conflict. However, the aggressor needs to be stopped. Ukraine is not the

ultimate goal for Vladimir Putin, just as Czechoslovakia was not the ultimate goal for Hitler.
44



Imperialists do not have a final goal, especially now that they have a nuclear "button" [14, p. 30].
For Russia, conquering Ukraine is a step towards restructuring the world order in its own interests,
a necessary precondition for new aggression against Europe, and an example to intimidate the

United States.

Russia is primarily fighting for its own future, but if it achieves victory in this campaign
and gains control over Ukraine's resources, Putin will become much more confident and
aggressive. Everyone will truly witness a different Russia. The West will only have the opportunity
to stop it not at the Siversky Donets or Dnieper, but at the Buh or Vistula, if not at the Oder. And
the price for this will be paid not only by Ukrainians but also by Europeans with their lives. That
1s why it makes much more sense to help Ukraine stop this now. And this should be understood by

everyone in Europe and North America [17].

Recent events on the continent confirm that the "hybrid war" as a form of aggressive pursuit
of Moscow's geopolitical objectives is not limited to Ukraine and, by modifying its forms, expands
to new theaters of conflict. V. Gorbulin, for example, identifies three large-scale "hybrid
operations" that share many similarities. To determine Russia's ability to find successful (but
strategically incorrect) local solutions, it is necessary to understand that not only Ukraine but also

the Baltic countries are within the immediate "hybrid threat" zone [17].

The dangerous feature of the current situation is the blurring of distinctions between
external and internal threats. The hybrid war conducted by the Russian Federation in modern
interstate conflicts aims to undermine the societies it is directed against and suppress their will to
resist. Its central targets are civil society and institutions, and now even the armed forces.
Moreover, it exhibits a comprehensive and multidimensional character. Military means can play
both a primary and secondary role in this context. [llusions of peace and the active exploitation of
societal and state weaknesses and vulnerabilities are important tools in contemporary warfare.
Simultaneously, Russian mass media openly discuss scenarios of a potential military clash between
Russia and the "aggressive NATO bloc," including the possibility of nuclear weapons being used.
In a situation of diminishing leverage through the use of oil and gas, the threat to employ it
becomes the most effective tool of official Moscow, through which it blackmails the peoples of

the world [1, p. 20].

The issue of hybrid warfare and its consequences was among the key topics discussed at
the recent Munich Security Conference, which is considered the most representative and
authoritative in the world. Evaluating its outcomes, O. Sushko raised a valid question: "Do we

witness a serious understanding by the West of the full spectrum of threats and potential pathways
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out of the security crisis, or are we currently experiencing only fear and discomfort, without a clear

and realistic action program to expect in the foreseeable future?" [26].

Thus, the Russian military aggression against Ukraine has demonstrated Moscow's
disregard for international law, undermined the foundations of the security system, deepened its
crisis, and marked the logical culmination of a long-standing "geopolitical revenge" strategy,

initiating a new phase of global redistribution.
Conclusions to Chapter 2

The analysis highlights the contradictory nature of the sanctioning procedure and its
effectiveness as a means to combat hybrid aggression. From the perspective of long-term
macroeconomic impact, the main effects of sanctions are the overall influence on the Russian
economy and its qualitative indicators. On the one hand, there is a reassessment of risks for
imvestments and business activities in Russia, and on the other hand, there are the restrictions
imposed by sanctions. However, capital outflows were not solely caused by sanctions. In fact, they
began a few months before the imposition of sanctions due to a negative economic forecast for
Russia as a result of its dependency on oil exports. In a favorable situation where a combination
of other factors influencing the behavior of a violator of international "rules of the game" exists,
restrictive sanctions can significantly impact the strategic plans of the affected states. An example
of this can be seen in the situation related to the construction of the "Nord Stream 2" gas pipeline
in Russia. In the long-term perspective, the imposition of sanctions against a particular country is

bound to result in technological and economic challenges.

Indeed, it should be noted that the ambiguous formulation of coordinated legislation (under
which sanctions are imposed) allows for significant flexibility in the application of specific
provisions, depending on the particular sanctions. Therefore, the possibility of manipulating

sanction regimes in the context of political agreements between states should not be ruled out.

CONCLUSIONS

An important aspect for Ukraine's victory in the war is the improvement of the policy on
the formation and implementation of sanctions. The establishment of an effective sanctions regime
requires the coordination of a complex set of issues and factors, which necessitates detailed
consideration of various decision-making factors (assessment of goals, vulnerabilities, expected
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outcomes), stages of sanction implementation, and monitoring of their application. To ensure the
effectiveness and efficiency of the sanction’s regime, it is critically important to adhere to at least

the following conditions:

- Use maximum clarity in the formulation of legal and regulatory acts to avoid alternative
interpretations. The absence of clear articulation of the essence of sanction restrictions provides a

basis for non-application, avoidance, or abuse of sanctions.
- Sanctions should be aligned with well-defined and achievable political objectives.

- Sanctions should benefit national entities that assist the state in implementing and monitoring
the sanction regime. Without the involvement of national entities (individuals and companies), the

effectiveness of government authorities will be insufficient.

- Utilize sanctions in conjunction with other instruments, including political, diplomatic,

economic, and security measures. Sanctions alone often fail to achieve their intended goals.

- Deepen international cooperation in the application of sanctions against the Russian
Federation due to its aggression against Ukraine. Initiating the preparation of a joint memorandum
between Ukraine and the EU, affirming the steadfast commitment to enforcing sanctions against

Russia until the full restoration of Ukraine's sovereignty and the violated international law.

- Implement organizational and institutional improvements in the process of formulating and

implementing sanctions.

- Establish accountability for legal and natural persons who violate, attempt to violate, or
conceal violations of sanctions, as well as hold government entities accountable for proposing the

application, cancellation, or modification of sanctions in violation of legislation.

- Implement a procedure for granting special permits (licenses) for certain types of activities
and operations that are deemed prohibited due to the imposition of sanctions, in cases where they

are essential for ensuring Ukraine's national security.

Protecting the national interests of Ukraine requires modernizing approaches to identifying
foreign investments in sectors sensitive to national security. However, the introduction of
regulatory norms regarding the processes of acquisition, ownership, and control of national assets
should not contribute to unfounded protectionism, a decline in investment attractiveness, increased

monopolization, and/or the spread of unfair anti-competitive practices.

In this regard, it is advisable to:
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- Initiate a review of the issue of defining threats to national security generated by foreign
investments in sectors sensitive to national security. Consider the feasibility of establishing an
authorized executive body or expanding the powers of existing state agencies responsible for
shaping and implementing the state policy on foreign investment, monitoring, and ensuring

national security in capital operations.

- Develop methodological recommendations for identifying the list of sectors of economic
activity and objects that are sensitive to national security and establish the procedure for informing

the responsible state authority about foreign investments in these objects.

- Develop methodological recommendations for determining threshold levels of foreign capital

concentration in sectors sensitive to national security in economic activities.

- Develop methodological recommendations for monitoring and implementing the right of
ownership for foreign investments whose beneficiaries are included in the list of national
sanctions, as well as in sanction lists introduced by the United States, the European Union, and

other countries.

- Initiate the preparation of relevant changes to Ukrainian legislation aimed at strengthening

control over the impact of foreign investments on Ukraine's national security.
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APPENDIXES

Appendix Nel
RTVI interview (29.03.2023)

Russia is open to "proposals for a peaceful settlement," while Ukraine "continues to rely on a
military solution to the conflict," said Galuzin (Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs). According
to him, a "comprehensive, fair, and sustainable peace" in Ukraine and Europe is possible under
the following conditions:

* cessation of hostilities by Ukrainian armed formations and the supply of weapons by Western
countries;

 withdrawal of foreign "mercenaries" from the territory of the state;
» ensuring Ukraine's neutral and non-aligned status;

» abandonment of Ukraine's NATO and EU membership aspirations;
* confirmation of Ukraine's non-nuclear status;

* recognition by Kyiv and the international community of the "new territorial realities."

Appendix Ne2

Article 41. Chapter 7. Measures in Case of Threats to the Peace, Breaches of the Peace, and Acts
of Aggression.

The United Nations Security Council has the authority to decide which measures, not involving
the use of armed force, should be employed to carry out its decisions, and it may call upon
Member States to apply these measures. These measures may include complete or partial
interruption of economic relations, rail, sea, air, postal, telegraphic, radio, or other means of
communication, as well as the severance of diplomatic relations.
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Appendix Ne3

[Tpoekr 3akon Ykpaiau [Ipo nopsgox BUKOHAHHSA PillIeHb MDKHAPOAHUX OpraHi3aliil mpo
3aMpOBAKCHHSI CAHKIIIH.

Leit 3akoHOMIPOEKT BU3HAYa€ OCHOBHI 3aca i BUKOHAHHS pe3zomoniit Panu besneku OOH
Ta pillieHh MDKHAPOTHUX OPraHi3aiiid Mpo 3arpoBaHPKEHHS MDKHAPOIHO-TIPABOBUX CAHKIIIN, SK1 €
000B’3KOBUMH ISl YKpAiHH, BCTAHOBIIIOE TIOBHOBAXEHHS Ta 000B’SI3KM OPraHiB Aep>KaBHO1 BIIaIH,
y 3B’SI3Ky 3 HEOOXINHICTIO BUKOHAHHS 3a00pOH Ta OOMEKEHBb, IO MICTATHCS B CAHKIIHHUX
pezomonisix. Po3min 1. 3aranbHi monoxenHs Crarts 1. MiKHapoJHO-TIpaBOBl  CaHKIIII.
MUDKHApOHO-TIPAaBOBI  CaHKIli — 1€ HEBIIChKOBI KOJEKTHUBHI IPUMYCOBI 3ax0/d, IO
3aCTOCOBYIOTHCSI MIKHAPOJHUMU MIKYPSIOBUMU OPTaHI3allisIMU J10 A€PKABH, sIKa MOPYLIYE HOPMHU
MDKHApOJHOTO IIpaBa, 3 METOI0 3MYCHUTH 1i NPUIMHUTA MDKHApOJHE IMPAaBONOPYIICHHS Ta
BIJIIIKOAYBAaTH 3alOJisIHY IIKOAY. MDKHApOJHO-IPAaBOBI CaHKIII HOCSTh TUMYACOBUN XapakTep.
MixHapOIHO-TIPABOB1 CaAHKIII HE TMOBWHHI HOCHUTH OUTBII OOMEXYBAJbHHX XapakTep, HDK IIe
BHu3Ha4YeHO pesonmorisivu Panu besnmexkn OOH, a Takox pilieHHsIMHA MDKHAPOIHUX OpraHizailii abo
iX OprasiB Mpo 3alpoBaPKEHHS CaHKIH, sfKi € 000B’s3koBUMH Uil Ykpainu. Crarrsa 2. Cdepa
3acTocyBaHHs 3akoHy. Jlis 11poro 3akoHY IMOMIUPIOETHCS HA OpPraHW BHKOHABUOI BIIAJAW, IHIIIL
JIep>KaBHI OpraHU Ta CIY)KOH, SIK1 TPOBOJATE JISUTBHICTH TOB'I3aHY 13 3a0€3MEUEHHSIM BUKOHAHHS
00MexeHb 1 3a00pOH, BCTaHOBIEHUX pe3ostonisiMu Paan besnexkn OOH, pimeHHSIMU MDKHAPOTHUX
MDKYPSIIOBHX OpraHi3ailiid, siki € 000B’ss3koBUMU Tl Ykpaiau. Ctarts 3. BukoHaHHS pillieHb PO
3aMpOBa/DKCHHS MDKHApPOJIHUX CaHKIIA. JlibHICTP 3 BUKOHAHHS PIMICHh MDKHAPOIHUX
opraHizaiii mpo 3anmpoBa/PKeHHs MDKHAPOIHOTIPABOBUX CAHKIIIH — II€ CYKYIHICTh i OpraHiB i
M0CaI0BUX 0C10, BABHAYCHHUX Y IIbOMY 3aKOHI, IITO CIIPSMOBaHI HA BUKOHAHHSI PIICHh MDKHAPOIHUX
MDKYPSJIOBHX OpraHizamiii mpo 3ampoBa/LKCHHS NPUMYCOBHUX 3axOMdIB, SKi IMPOBOAATHCS Ha
MifcTaBaX, B MeXaX MOBHOBAXEHb Ta y CHOCIO, BU3HAUEHUX IIUM 3aKOHOM, HIIMMU HOPMATHUBHO-
MPaBOBUMH aKTaMH, MPUHHATHMH BIANOBIIHO 1O IbOr0 3akoHy Ta iHmUX 3akoHiB. Crarts 4.
OCHOBHI NPUHIUIIU BUKOHAHHS PIllIEeHh MDKHAPOJHUX OpraHi3aliii mpo 3acTOCYBaHHS CAHKIIIH.
BuxoHaHHs pillleHh MDKHApOJHUX OpraHizalliii mpo 3ampoBa/PKEHHS CaHKIINA TIPYHTYEThCS Ha
npUHIHMNax: 1) BepXOBEHCTBA MpaBa; 2) 3aKOHHOCTI; 3) rmacHOCTi; 242 4) 00’€KTUBHOCTI, 5)
KOMIUIEKCHOTO 3/IHCHEHHSI NPaBOBHX, MOJITUYHHUX, COLIabHO-EKOHOMIYHUX, IH(POpPMALIHHUX Ta
HIIKX 3aX0/1iB; 6) BIIKPUTOCTI Ta MPO30POCTIi AISITBHOCTI OpraHiB BUKOHABYOT BIIAH, 1HIII JepKaBHI
OpraHu Ta CIyXOH, K1 MPOBOJATH AISIBHICTh 3 BUKOHAHHS CAHKIIH; 7) 000B'I3KOBOCTI BUKOHAHHS
pillieHb MDKHapOAHUX OpraHizalliil mpo 3acTOCYBaHHsS MDKHApOAHOINpPaBOBUX caHKid. Crarts 5.
IIpaBoBa OCHOBa 3aCTOCYBaHHsS MDKHApOJHO-NIPAaBOBUX caHKLii. IIpaBoBy OCHOBY BHUKOHAHHS
pesomontii Paqu besneku OOH Ta pimieHs MDKHAPOJHMX OpraHizalid mpo 3arnpoBaKeHHS

MDKHApOJHHUX CaHKIIH cTaHOBIATh KoHcTuTylis YKpaiHu, 3araJibHOBH3HAHI NMPUHIMIM 1 HOPMHU
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MDKHApOJHOTO TpaBa, MDKHApOAHI JOTOBOpPH YKpaiHH, 3rofa Ha OOOB’A3KOBICTh SKHMX HaJaHa
BepxoBnoto Panoro Ykpainu, 3akonn Ykpainu, HopmatusHi aktu Ilpesunenra Yipainu, Kabinety
MinictpiB Ykpainu, pimenas Pagu nanionanbsHo1 6e3nexu Ta 000poHN YKpaiHH, a TAKOXK MPUHHATI
Ha iX BHKOHAHHA HOPMATHUBHO-NPaBOBi akTh. [lopsoK 3ampoBapKEHHS KOHTP3axXOJiB, IHIIUX
00MEXyBaJbHUX OJHOCTOPOHHIX 3ax0liB YKpaiHOIO J0 IHIIOI JepKaBH PETYIIOIOTHCS 3aKOHOM
Vipainu «IIpo cankmiin. Po3nin 2. Opranu nepKaBHOTO PEryimtoBaHHs y chepi BAKOHAHHS CaHKIIIN
MDKHapOAHUX opraHizaiiid CtarTs 6. Opranu 1epaBHOTO PEryIIOBaHHA B C()epi BUKOHAHHS PIlICHb
PO 3aCTOCYBAaHHS MDKHAPOJHUX CaHKLIN OpraHaMu ep>KaBHOTO PETyIIoBaHHS B c(hepl BUKOHAHHS
plllieHb Ipo 3acTocyBaHHs caHKUiA € BepxoBHa Panma VYkpainum, [lpesunent VYkpainu, Kabiner
MinictpiB YkpaiHu, LEeHTpallbHI OpraHd BUKOHABYOi BJaJW Ta OpraHU JEp>KaBHOTO YIPaBIIiHHS,
MIPAaBOOXOPOHHI OpraHu y MeKaxX CBO€1 KOMIETEHIN1 y BIMOBIAHOCTI 13 3akoHaMU Ykpainu. CtaTTs
7. BepxoBHa Pana Ykpainu. HaiiBumum opraHom, 1o 31iCHIOE JepyKaBHE PETYIIOBaHHS B cdepi
BUKOHAHHS pIllIEeHb MPO 3aCTOCYBAaHHS MDKHApOAHUX caHKLid, € BepxoBHa Pama VYkpainu. [lo
oBHOBaykeHb BepxoBHOi Panu Ykpainu HanexXuTh: - IPUUHATTS, 3MIHA Ta CKaCyBaHHS 3aKOHIB, 1110
CTOCYIOThCSI MDKHAPOIHO-TIPABOBUX CAHKIIIH; - pO3MIIsA, 3aTBEPIKEHHS Ta 3MiHA CTPYKTYpHU OpPraHiB
JIEP>)KaBHOTO PEryltoBaHHS B cepi BUKOHAHHS PIllIEHb PO 3aCTOCYBAHHS MDKHAPOIHUX CAHKIIIN; -
MIPUBEJICHHS Y BIAMOBIAHICTh 3aKOHOAABCTBA YKpaiHW 3 MDKHApOJHUMH JOTOBOpaMU YKpaiHH
BIJIMTOBITHO JI0 3aKOHIB YKpaiHu PO MDKHAPOAHI JOTOBOPU YKpaiHU Ta MPUBEICHHS 3aKOHOIaBCTBA
VYkpainu y BIAMOBIIHICTH 3 TPaBUJIaMH, BCTAHOBJICHUMH IIUMH JIOTOBOPAMHU; - 3A1HCHEHHS KOHTPOJIIO
3a gisutbHICTIO KaGineTy MinicTpiB Ykpainu BinmoBinHo 10 KoHCTUTYIIIT Ta 3aK0HY; - 3M1HCHIOE 1HIIT
MMOBHOBa)KEHHs1, BU3HaueHi KoHcTuTyniero Ta 3akoHamu Ykpainu. Crarts 8. [Ipesuaent Ykpainu.
[Ipe3unent Ykpainu: - NpeacTaBisie IepaBy B MDKHAPOJHUX BIIHOCHHAX, 3/1HCHIOE KEPIBHULITBO
30BHIIIHBOIIOIITHYHOIO JISUTBHICTIO JIEP)KaBH, BEJIE TIEPETOBOPH Ta YKIIaJla€ MDKHAPO/IHI IOTOBOPH
Vkpainu; 243 - npuszHayae Ta 3BUIbHSE IVIaB JUIUIOMATHYHUX TPEACTABHHUITB YKpAalHW B IHIITUX
JIep>KaBax 1 MpU MDKHAPOJAHKMX OpTaHi3allisfax; MpUKiMae Bipdi 1 BIKIMYHI TPaMOTH JUTUIOMATHYHHUX
IIPEACTaBHUKIB 1HO3EMHMX JepxXkaB; - CIPSMOBYE 1 KOOpAMHYe poOOTy OprasiB Jep>KaBHOIO
peryntoBanHss B cdepi BukoHaHHsa pesomonid Pamu besnmeku OOH Tta pimieHb MBKHApOIHUX
oprasizaiiii mpo 3acTOCyBaHHS CaHKII; - 3/11HCHIO KOHTPOJIb NMPU BUKOHAHHI pe3oirouiil Paau
besnekn OOH Ta pimenbs MbKHaApOIHUX OpraHizalliif po 3acTOCYBaHHS CAHKIIH; - 311 CHIOE 1HIIIT
MOBHOBa)XEHHS, BU3HaueH1 KoHctuTyieto Ta 3akoHamu Ykpainu. Crarts 9. KaGiner MinicTpiB
Vkpainu. KaGiner MinicTpiB Ykpainu: - 3a0e3neuye BUKOHAHHS pillieHb MDKHAPOJHUX OpraHizarii
3 MUTaHb 3alPOBA/KECHHS CaHKIIH, sKi € 000B’I3KOBUMH Ul YKpaiHU; - MpUiiMae MOCTaHOBU PO
BUKOHAHHS pillIeHb MDKHApOJHUX OpraHi3alliii mpo 3acTOCyBaHHS MDKHApOIAHMX CaHKIIM, fKi €
000B’A3KOBUMH Ha BCill TepuTOpii YKpaiHu HEHTPaIbHUMHU Ta MICLIEBUMU OpraHaMH BUKOHABUOL

BJIaad, OpraHaMu MiCLICBOFO CaMOBPAAYyBaHHA, Hi,Z[HpI/I€MCTBaMI/I, YCTaHOBAaMH, Opl"aHi3aLliHMI/I Ta
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¢i3uuHIMU 0co0amMu, BU3HAYA€ CTPOKU BBEJCHHS CAHKIIMHUX OOMEXEHb Ta 3a00pOH, yXBAIIIO€
pilIEHHS PO MPUIIMHEHHS 3aCTOCYBAHHS CaHKIIIH; - 3a0e3meuye peaizallito 1epKaBHO MOTITHKU B
rajy3i Jep>KaBHOTO EKCIIOPTHOTO KOHTPOJIO, 30BHIMIHBOECKOHOMIUHOT MiSUTBHOCTI, MPOTHIIL
Jeraiizanii 10Xo/iB, OJIepKaHUX 3JI0YMHHIM IUIIX0M, (PiHAHCYBaHHIO TEPOPHU3MY Ta (iHAHCYBAHHIO
PO3MOBCIOHKEHHST 30p0i MAacoOBOTO 3HUILEHHS; - MPHIMAE akTH HOPMATUBHOTO XapakTepy Mpo
MOPSAZIOK BUKOHAHHS TIEBHUX BUAIB MDKHApOJHONPABOBHUX CAHKIA. - 3aTBEPIKCHHS CIHCKIB
TOBApIB 1 MOCIYT, EKCIOPT SIKUX 3 TEpUTOPii YKpaiHu 3a00pOHAETHCS a00 OOMEKYETHCS Y MekKax
BUKOHAHHS pillIeHb MDKHAPOJHUX OpraHizaliid IMpo 3aCTOCYBaHHS CaHKIINA. - CIPSMOBYE 1
KOOpJMHYE pOOOTY MIHICTEPCTB Ta IHIIMX I[EHTPAJIbHUX OpPraHiB BUKOHABUOl BIIAIH, SKi
3a0e3meuyoTh TPOBEICHHS JCPXKABHOI MOJITUKA 3 BUKOHAHHS MDKHAPOIHO-TIPABOBUX CAHKIINA -
3MIACHIOE 1HII TOBHOBaKCHHS, BU3HaueHi KoHcturtymieo Ta 3akoHamu Ykpainu. Crarrs 10.
[lenTpansHuii OpraH BUKOHABUOi Biaau 3 (GopMyBaHHS Ta 3a0e3leueHHs peanizaiii Jep>KaBHOT
MOJIITUKK Y cdepl 30BHIMIHBOI MOMITHUKK YKpaiHu. LleHTpanbHMII opraH BHKOHaBUOi BIAIH Yy
¢bopMyBaHHI Ta 3abe3meueHHl peanizaiii Jep’KaBHOI MOJITUKKA y cdepl 30BHINIHIX BIJHOCHH
VYkpainu: - opra"izoBye Ta KOOPIAUHYE TISUTHHICTh OPTaHiB IO 3/IIHCHIOIOTH JIEPKaBHE PETYITIOBAHHS
B cepi BUKOHAHHS PIillIeHbh MPO 3aCTOCYBaHHS MDKHAPOIAHUX CAHKINN; - 3MIACHIOE 3arajbHUN
HarvIsi] 32 BUKOHAHHSIM PIllIEHb PO 3aCTOCYBaHHS MDKHAPOIHUX CAHKIIIN, y3araJlbHIO€ CTaH ix
BHKOHAHHS, BHOCHTH IPOTIO3MINT 100 BAOCKOHAICHHS ITi€l MISIIBHOCTI; - 3MIHCHIOE METOJIUYHE
KEepIBHHUIITBO 3 OpraHizaimii JIiJIbHOCTI, CHOPSMOBAHOI HAa BHUKOHAHHS CAHKIIMHUX pillleHb
MDKHApOJHHUX OpraHizailiid; - 3MIHCHIOE KOHTPOJIb 3a JOACP)KaHHSIM BHUMOT DillleHb MDKHAPOIHHUX
opraHizaiiii Mmpo 3acTOCyBaHHS CaHKIH; - 1HGopMye mpe3uaeHTa Ykpainum KabGiner MiHicTpiB
VYkpainu Ta BIAMOBIIHI MDKHAPOJHI OpraHi3aiii Mpo CTaH BUKOHAHHS CAaHKIIMHMX OOMEXKEHb Ta
3a00poH; - 3a0e3meunTH BEJCHHS OIEpaTHBHOTO oOMiHY iH(popmariero MK KomiteTom Ta
Jep>)KaBHUMU OpraHaMu; - 3[1MCHIOE 1HIII TOBHOBAXEHHS, BU3HAYCH1 3akoHaMu Ykpainu. Crarts 11.
HamionaneHuii Oank VYkpainm Hamionanbauii OaHk VYkpainu: 244 - 37iiicHIOE Jep)KaBHE
peryiIoBaHHs Ta HarsiA y cdepi OaHKIBCHKOT AISITBHOCTI 13 3aMOPOXKyBaHHS OAHKIBCHKUX aKTUBIB
1HO3EMHUX JIep>KaB, CyO’€KTIB TOCHOJApChKOl MIANBHOCTI, (I3UYHMX OCI0 3a pIlIeHHAMU
MDKHApOJHUX OpraHizaiiii, 3a00poHy 3IiiiCHEHHS OaHKIBCHKHMX IIATEKIB Ta IHIIUX (HiIHAHCOBHUX
3a00pOH 1 0OMEXeHb, BCTAHOBJIEHUX PE30JIIOLISIMU MPO 3alPOBA/IKEHHSI CAaHKILIH; - BXKHUBA€ 3aX0/IIB
70 BUKOHAHHS OaHKaMU 3aXOfiB, CIPSMOBAHHMX Ha 1MEeHTU(IKAIiI0 KIIEHTIB Ta MOTIUOIEHOTO
BHUBYEHHS 1 aHaJi3y BIAMOBIAHOCTI (piHAHCOBMX omeparliid 3MicTy iX JisUIBHOCTI Ta (hiHAHCOBOTO
CTaHy. - aHaji3ye CTaH BUKOHAHHS OaHKaMM 3alpPOBaHPKCHHX MDKHAPOJHUMH OpraHizalisiMu
3a00poH 1 oOMexeHb y OaHKIBChKO-(piHAHCOBIN cdepi - 3AIHCHIOE KOHTPOJIb 33 BHKOHAHHSAM
0aHKIBCHKMMHU YCTAaHOBAMH CAaHKIIHHUX OOMEXEHb - 3IICHIOE Iep:KaBHE PETYITIOBAHHS Ta HATJIS
y cepi 6aHKIBCHKOT TiSTILHOCTI MO0 3aMo0iranHs Ta IpOoTHAIL ieratizallii (BiIMHUBAHHIO) IOXOIIB
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OJIepKaHUX 3JIOYMHHHUM NUIIXOM, (PIHAHCYBAaHHIO TEPOPU3MY Ta PO3MOBCIOKEHHS 30p0i MacoBOro
3HUIICHHS. - 3IACHIOE IHINI TIOBHOBAKCHHS, BHU3HA4YeHI 3akoHamMu Ykpainu. Crarra 12.
LlentpanbHuii opraH BUKOHABYOi Biaau 13 3a0e3meyeHHs peaiizamii JepKaBHOI IMOJITHKH
€KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BHTKY 1 TopriBimi. LleHTpalibHUII OpraH BHKOHABYOi BIAIM i3 3a0e3MeUCHHS
pearizaiii ep)KaBHOI MOJITUKA €KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BHUTKY 1 TOPriBii: - 3abesredye peanizaliiro
Jep>KaBHOT TIONITUKM 100 3a0e3ledeHHs] BUKOHAHHS PIIeHb MDKHAPOJHUX OpraHi3amii mpo
3aCTOCYBaHHSI TOPTOBOTO €MOapro Ha €KCIOPT TOBapiB, Mepenaya sIKUX He MiJIIrae IepKaBHOMY
EKCIIOPTHOMY KOHTPOJTIO; - PO3POOIIsiE€ IPOSKTH HOMEHKIIATypH TOBapiB 3a00POHEHUX JI0 BBE3CHHS
B YKpaiHy 3 Jiep’KaBH, II0JI0 SKOi 3aCTOCOBAHO CaHKIIIi Ta mojae ix Ha po3msg KaGinery MiHicTpis
VYkpainu; - po3po0iisie IpOeKTH HOMEHKJIATypu TOBapiB 3a00POHEHUX 10 BUBE3EHHS 3 YKpaiHy 10
JiepXaBy, I0JI0 SKOi 3aCTOCOBAHO CaHKIIII Ta nojae ix Ha po3misa Kabinery miHicTpiB Ykpainu; -
BHJ/Ia€ HOPMATHBHI aKTH 3 MUTAaHb BUKOHAHHS MPUMYCOBHUX 3aXOIB OO0 €KCIOPTY (IMIOPTY) 3
TepuTopii YKpaiHM TOBapiB, MEPEMIIIEHHS SKUX OOMEXKEHO Yy BIAMOBIZHOCTI 3 PIIICHHIMH
MDKHApOJHUX OpraHizaiiil Ipo 3acTOCYBaHHS CaHKIIIH. - 3A1MCHIOE 1HIII TOBHOBAYKEHHSI, BU3HAYEH1
3akoHamMu Ykpainu. Crarrsa 13. LleHTpanpHuii opraH BHUKOHaBUOi BiIagu 3 (GOpPMYBAaHHA Ta
3a0e3nedeHHs] Jep)kaBHOI (¢iHAaHCOBOI MOMITUKK [leHTpasibHMIT oOpraH BHKOHABUOI BIaaAd 3
dbopmyBaHHs Ta 3a0e3meueHHs peamizailii Jep)kaBHOI (IHAHCOBOI TOJITHKH: - 3abe3medye
(dhopMyBaHHS Ta peaizallito Aep>KaBHOI MOJITUKH Yy cdepl aepkaBHOTO (IHAHCOBOTO KOHTPOJIIO,
3armo0iraHds 1 MPOTHUIIl Jierani3amii T0XO0/iB, OJEPXKAaHUX 3JTOYMHHUM MUIIXOM, (HiHAaHCYBaHHIO
TepOPHU3MY, BUKOHAHHIO PillIEHh MDKHAPOIHUX OpTaHi3allii i3 3arpoBaPKeHHs (PIHAHCOBUX CAHKITII
y BHUIJISZI 3aMOPOXKYBaHHSI aKTHBIB, OJOKYBaHHS IUIATEXKIB Ta IHIIKX (DIHAHCOBUX 3a0OpOH 1
00MeXeHb, BCTAHOBJICHUX PE3ONIOLIAMH PO 3alpOBaKEHHS CAHKLIN; - po3poOisie MpOEKTH
3aKOHIB Ta IHIIMX HOPMATHBHO-IIPABUX aKTIB 3 MHUTAHb PETYIIOBAaHHS JIEP>KaBHOTO (HIHAHCOBOTO
KOHTPOJIIO Ta (PiIHAHCOBOTO MOHITOPHUHTY, y chepl BUKOHAHHS 0OMEXeHb y (piHAaHCOBO-OaHKIBCHKii
cdepi, a Takox y cdepi 3anodiraHHs 1 NPOTUIIT Jeranizamnii (BIIMUBAHHIO) TOXOMIB, OJEpKAHUX
3MI0YUHHUM MIISIXOM, 200 (DiHAHCYBAHHIO TEPOPU3MY; - 3IICHIOE PEryltoBaHHS 1 HaIsA y cdepi
3armo0iraHHs Ta MPOTH/IIT Jierasizamii (BIIMHUBAaHHIO) JOXOIB, OJIEP’KAHUX 3JIOYMHHHUM ILIAXOM, 200
(iHaHCYBAaHHIO TEPOPU3MY, BUKOHAHHS (DIHAHCOBHX CaHKIIIA MDKHApPOIHHX OpraHizaiiii B Mexax

ITIOBHOBA>XCHb.

56



Appendix Ne4

SANCTIONS PLACED ON RUSSIA BY GOVERNMENTS AROUND THE WORLD

EU
» Targeting "70% of the Russian
banking market'

» }imn ban on equipment and
technology for energy sector

» Freezing assets of Vladimir
Putin's Inner circle

» Sanctions against 58 individuals
and entities

Export permits for goods in
» BEYOST]&CE and mmmg are
cance!

USA

» Blocking Russia's technology
and defence imports

Sanctions on Russian banks and
"corrupt billionaires'

» Blocking 13 major companies
from raising money in US

Will join international sanctions but
won't consider unilateral sanctions

» Asset freezes on all major Russian
banks including against VTB

» Prohibit all major Russian
companies from raising funds in City

AUSTRALIA

Sanctions on 25 individuals and four
financial institutions

Targeting entities involved in developing

Sanctions against more than 100 < ey A
O s s subaartes > selling military equipment

JAPAN

» Measures targeting exports of
semiconductors

Asset freezes placed on financial
institutions

» Suspension of visas for Russian
individuals

TAIWAN
» Government will "harshly
scrutinise' exports to Russia

» Will ‘coordinate closely with US
and other like-minded countries’

» Prohibiting export of goods to

the Russian military

» Cutting trade with Russia and
imposing travel bans

https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/sanctions/restrictive-measures-

against-russia-over-ukraine/sanctions-against-russia-explained/
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Appendix NeS

THE FIGHT AGAINST RUSSIAN
PROPAGANDA IN EUROPE

The reaction of the National Regulatory Authorities of the EPRA in response
to the request of the National Council of Television and Radio
Broadcasting of Ukraine to fight russian propaganda.

MOST RUSSIAN CHANNELS
HAVE BEEN BLOCKED

PARTIAL/SELECTIVE BAN
OF RUSSIAN CHANNELS

[«RUSSIA TODAY» AND «SPUTNIK) g@
9 VERBAL SUPPORT

WITHOUT ACTION

9 NO REACTION

((( f))) UKRAINIAN-LANGUAGE

BROADCASTING HAS
BEEN LAUNCHED.

As of 4 April 2022
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