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THE NEUTRALITY AS A NATIONAL SECURITY MODEL

The problems of various models of the national security as well as the factors which
influence the national security are being analysed in the present article.

In the context of globalization and the collapse of the old world order the paradigm of
security has fundamentally changed. The changes are related, on the one hand, with the
emergence of new threats that are global in their nature, such as the problem of climate,
international terrorism, drug trafficking and transnational crime. But, on the other hand, the
degradation of the UNO and other international organizations provides some inadequatecy to
new threats, as well as to the international management.

The modern national security policy is closely linked to the strategy of sustainable
democratic development and it is an integral part of it. The neutrality emerged and during its
existence it used to be understood as an international legal institution, matched governing
relations between states during the war. It was important in the concept of the neutrality,
although it since the beginning of the «early stages of development of the international legal
institutiony, included the relevant norms of behaviour the neutral state carried out during
peace. In the history of international relations there are several forms of the neutrality, each
of which has some differences.

The armed neutrality is a collective or individual action of neutral states which have to
the use of force to achieve from warring states the respect to their interests. The positive
neutrality is one of the names of the peaceful foreign policy course, successfully used in a
number of the European countries. The permanent neutrality is an international agreement
established by domestic law obligation of the State not to participate in any war, except the
armed defence of its territory from attacks or attempts hold by the warring states or other
war-bent states. The globalization has brought the most significant component. the integrity
of security — a vital area for the main elements of the international system.

Thus, under the present conditions of ensuring the national security, each country
cannot be considered separately from the security and stability of the international system as
a whole. As the globalization processes being widened, such national security model as the
policy of the neutrality almost has no any prospects. The core of the neutrality policy must
constantly being transformed and got a new content.

Key words: national security, national security model, neutrality.

In the context of globalization and the collapse of the old world order the paradigm of
security has fundamentally changed. The changes are related, on the one hand, with the
emergence of new threats that are global in their nature, such as the problem of climate,
international terrorism, drug trafficking and transnational crime. But, on the other hand, the
degradation of the UNO and other international organizations provides some inadequatecy to
new threats, as well as to the international management.

All abovementioned led to the number of positions that has changed qualitatively: value
hierarchy of international, regional and national security. The international element of
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providing of the national security has exteremely increased. Today, any country can alone
ensure its own security. National security today has been increasingly determined by the level
and degree of the international security. The globalization has made changes in the
understanding of national security policy ans mostly they bumped up against the following
fact — that globalization blurs the line between the foreign policy and the domestic policy [5].
The merger of these two important directions of state activities in the field of the providing of
the national security means in particular that any country — which claims to provide it — is
considered not to allow to the other countries to carry out another policy within its borders,
and fundamentally to carry another policy beyond its borders. Therefore, the national security
policy today is understood to be more broad item than it used to be before. The national
security policy is defined as a state activity within the whole society and each citizen
individually, aimed at protecting national interests and values and their multiplication [5].

Today, the national security policy is closely linked to the strategy of sustainable
democratic development and it is an integral part of it. Moreover, the national security policy
is also the condition for the implementation of the democratic develompent [2]. The system of
national security of the separate countries according to its nature is a kind of international
brick in the constructing of the international security system. In the XXI century the separate
country can not build its national security in a closed form or by the expense of another state
or using the stable foprms of the international security [2]. All abovementioned within the
new environment has raised questions about fundamental changes in providing the security at
all levels, including the national level, research and development new methodology of the
national security policy, the creation of the new models of security which are adequate to
security threats of the modern era.

At the present epoch in ensuring of the security, every state can rely on three types of
the security systems enshrined in the international law. The first system — a system of
universal global security, initiated by the adoption of the UN Charter in 1945. The UN
Charter accumulated in itself such principles as non-use of force and threat of force; peaceful
settlement of international disputes; and the maximum overall disarmament; respect and
following the principles of the international law. The second system is based on a system of
the regional security, the establishment of which is provided in Section VII of the UN
Charter. The concept of the collective security allows long-term official commitments which
are taken by the groups of states to ensure the safety of every member of the relevant groups
within their overall space. The third security system — the complex of individual measures
taken by the states. The right of States to ensure their security, which is the result of the basic
principle of the international law, the principle of state sovereignty, is one of the
manifestations of the state independence.

Within the totality of the global processes affecting the modern world politics, it is the
globalization of the security to be seen in the theory of international relations as the element
which is most closely related to the emergence of the entirely new challenges and threats.
Globalization undermines the concept of the national security, eroding the category of the
foreign and the domestic policy, the soft and the hard security approeaches, the cost and
benefits of the specific international transactions. Therefore, the traditional paradigm of the
national security has given the way to a new paradigm of the global security, the regional
security and transregional security and to the others developed within the models that take
into account the current dynamics of the global security.

Under the influence of globalization changing the ratio of three security systems — the
level of the regional security comes in the fore and increasing of the national security of any
state depends on its effective cooperation with other countries within the region to which the
country belongs.
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Ensuring of the national security has been always the main task of the state, but the
concept itself was included into the theory and practice only in 1947. Americans did it by
adopting a document entitled «National Security Strategy of the United States, defining
referral mechanisms and ensuring national security». From this period the development of the
strategy of the national security has become the practice of all states [2]. Lack of national
security conception does not mean that the states since its inception were not looking for the
effective measures to carry out their security. One of the first models was security treaty
alliances, creating of the blocks of States directed against the society. The cration of the
Westphalian system of international relations wasone of the ways to find the security model
based on a broader legal framework that observes the basic principles of the state and its
foreign policy. From this time the search for security models has been carried out constantly
at the level of the world and of the individual states. In the XXI century several such models
were created: a model of balance of power, the model of military-political alliances and block
model. The model of «collective security» was widespread in the XX century. Its
development dates back to the 1930s.

The model provides for long-term collective security official duties, which are taken on
by the group of the states to guarantee security of each member. The basis of this model are
formed by the following principils: refusing to use force in the resolution of problems,
collective response to aggression and peaceful settlements of the disputes on the the basis of
the international law [7]. In the second half of the XX century the model of collective security
has received an expanded distribution. It included a set of collective measures directed against
the external enemy. The right to collective defense has found its reflection in the Charter of
the UN. In the context of this model, NATO and the Warsaw Pact were being formed. This
model has obtained the widest circulation. By the end of the 1990s and at the beginning of the
XXI century as shown the international practice, this model had showeditself inadequate
according to the nature of the threats that require a high level of the security in general. In late
1990s, new theoretical developments made by the American political analists suggested a
number of new models to provide both the national and the international securities.

The model of the cooperative security was developed by the staff of Bruklin University:
L. Carter, D. Staynbruner in 1992 in their book «The new concept of cooperative security».
For the first time the term cooperative security was used by O. Fulbright in his work
«Overconfidence of force» which was published in 1967. But as a scientific concept that
defines a new approach to security based on cooperation it was introduced as it was
mentioned only in the early 1990s.The cooperative security through cooperation is based on
the principle of total participation, in which the presence of formal institutions is optional, but
rather they are supporting an informal dialogue, which is more effective and appropriate. The
concept of security through cooperation focuses on the role of preventive diplomacy [2] and
includes 5 items. They are: the establishment of control over nuclear forces, mode conversion
of defense industry, joint agreements that regulate the number of troops, the formation of the
concept of mutually effective and legitimate intervention by which it is possible to use forces
as well as the existence of interdependence [7].

The model of cooperative security prefers peaceful political actions and at the same time
it does not exclude the use of force, but only as a tool of preventive diplomats [5]. The
cooperative security is based on the postulates of liberal-idealist paradigm and it has several
varieties. The most common are two of them. The first one appeals to the international
institutions and law and according to the terminology by M. White, to the «hrotsian» (or
«rationalisty) tradition. Another insists on the universality of moral norms and adhering to the
law as the main criterion of the security and thus it corresponds to the «kantian» (or
«revolyutionaly) tradition. The differences between them is so great that in the essence we are
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talking about two different concepts. The first of them pays much attention to the necessity of
creating of the widest public security, which can take part all the countries interested in it, so
the types considered to be the concept of this school is also called «partisipative security» [7].
While talking about the second version of the security, the society is actually quite limited by
the in-crowd quantity of its members.

The concept of neutrality has been known since the time there was a slave formation.
Geographic, political, economic and other factors enabled the individual states remain outside
military conflicts between warring nations. But there was no legally defined rights and duties
of the neutral states. Greek and Roman historians have reported interesting data about
neutrality, expressing this concept with the words: keep clear not to join the combatants, take
the middle position. The neutrality emerged and during its existence it used to be understood
as an international legal institution, matched governing relations between states during the
war. It was important in the concept of the neutrality, although it since the beginning of the
«early stages of development of the international legal institution», included the relevant
norms of behavior the neutral state carried out during peace. The meaning of neutrality
changed in every historical epoch under the influence of economic, social and political
conditions of a certain period of time and, in particular, the nature of war. As reflected in the
behavior of non-participation in the war and to support peaceful relations with both warring
parties, neutrality was known in ancient times. However, if the practice of neutrality has not
received extensive development, as there was no general and regular political and economic
relations between states.

As more or less formed as a legal institution that defines full mutual rights and
obligations of warring states and those not involved in the war, neutrality has developed
during the Modern era. In the XVII century the term «neutrality» began to be used in the
practice of international realations.

The neutrality in international law is traditionally understood as a foreign policy carried
out by the country, characterized by non-participation of this country in a war between other
states, by refufusing to provide military assistance to the parties that are in conflict, and not
joining the military units in the course of the peacetime [3]. The neutrality is a political and
legal position of the state, which does not participate in a war between other states and does
not provide any military aid to any part of the conflict.

The UN Charter defines neutrality as one of the institutions of the international law,
based on the recognition of the rights of neutral states:

e the territorial integrity and the unity of the country;

e th right to have its own armed forces, whose number does not exceed the needs
of self-defense;

e asylum to the refugees and the victims of conflicts;

e economic aid to other countries if it does not violate its neutrality;

And also legal obligations of the neutral state include:

e carry out peaceful foreign policy to develop friendly relations with all countries,
without exception, reinforce universal peace and security;

e prove willingness in practice to carry out international cooperation to solve the
economic, social, cultural and humanitarian problems, to facilitate and promote
respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without exception,
people, regardless of race, sex, language or religion;

e solve their international disputes by peaceful means, aimed at strengthening
peace, security and justice, abstain in international relations from the threat and
the use of it [3].
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Thus, neutrality as a model of providing of the national security has international legal
basis, which in its turn guarantees the efficiency of this model.

In the history of international relations there are several forms of the neutrality, each of
which has some differences.

The armed neutrality is a collective or individual action of neutral states which have to
the use of force to achieve from warring states the respect to their interests. The content of the
concept of armed neutrality is that in the difficult conditions, when the military conflicts
emeriging, the states are able to carry our their national interests, acting alone or together with
other countries, but without entering into formal alliances or coalitions and avoiding personal
involvement in hostilities [7].

The positive neutrality is one of the names of the peaceful foreign policy course,
successfully used in a number of the European countries. In the same context such terms as
«neutralism», «policy of non-participation in the blocks», «policy of freedom from alliances»,
«active neutrality» are used. In contrast to the state of the neutrality, existing during the war,
the positive neutrality is carried out during peacetime, which means that the state has chosen
positive neutrality as its foreign policy course, not being a part of the new military alliances
with great powers. Such state prohibits the provision of the territory under foreign military
base and tries to establish friendly relations with other countries. Since the countries that are
on the way to carry out the positive neutrality, do not join any aggressive blocks, for example:
NATO or SEATO, their policy is called «neutral». The main feature of this neutrality is seen
to actively participate in the struggle for peace. In modern terms the positive neutrality is
rightly considered to be a form of struggle for peace and peaceful co-existence [2].

The permanent neutrality is an international agreement established by domestic law
obligation of the State not to participate in any war, except the armed defense of its territory
from attacks or attempts hold by the warring states or other war-bent states. Permanently the
neutral state is not only involved into the war, but it has also an obligation not to engage in the
war. But it is also required to refrain from exercising in peacetime such actions in case of the
war can pull it into a military conflict. Because the permanent neutrality implies non-
participation in military blocs, refusal of granting land for foreign military base, and refusal to
equip the with the nuclear weapon. The key feature of the permanent neutrality is an
obligation to fix the said policy or special international agreements in the domestic legislation.
The permanent neutrality is not limited by time and not linked to a specific war. The
permanently neutral state usually has the right to have own armed forces, defensive
constructions (strengthening border). That is the permenent neutrality does not exclude the
right of self-defense as it is provided in Art. 51 of the Charter. But in case of war between
other states the permanently neutral state must always follow thestrict neutrality [2].

The neutrality, either the country takes it temporarily or only during the war, is the
eventual neutrality. According to this view of the neutrality, a country that has proclaimed it
shall achieve immediate withdrawal of troops from its territory, if they were to date on its
territory, because the fact of any military bases in the territory can be regarded by one of the
warring parties as a legal basis for other belligerents to considere the territory of the State as a
theater of war with all the negative, perhaps even catastrophic consequences for the state
which has proclaimed the eventual neutrality [7].

It should be noted that state who wishes to be neutral, should draw its neutral status
legally. Legal registration od the neutral status is done by passing a law on neutrality, the
adoption of the relevant resolution of the UN General Assembly, by signing the neutrality of
the States concerned. During the conflict to acquire the status of a neutral state it enough to
declare the neutrality in the war and bringing this statement to the warring parties. But if the
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neutrality is self-declared, as the hystiry shows, it is never recognized and maintained by the
aggressor countries.

Within all the types in the world Swiss neutrality is the longest and the most consistent
one. Today Switzerland is not part of any single military alliance as well as it is not a part of
the EU. In recent years, due to changes in Europe and the world the government and public
opinion mood takes effect in favor of greater integration with the EU and a more flexible
interpretation of the principle of the neutrality [10]. This is especially true in the participation
of Switzerland in the process of European integration. If during the early stages of
development of integration processes in Europe Geneva almost clearly revealed in its refusal,
during the 1990s its position was changing. Switzerland is looking for mechanisms and ways
of participation in the EU to implement its economic interest in correlation with the positions
of a neutral state. As the researchers note, Geneva successfully completed this task by signing
bilateral agreements with the EU (the so-called «bilateralismy).

Switzerland managed to build a system of relations with the EU, which allowed
minimizing the economic losses of the state. A kind of motto of this type of cooperation was
«to be able to integrate in order to not have the need for membership» [10]. The main aim of
concluding bilateral agreements for Switzerland was to guarantee for the nation the best
possible access to the EU internal market. During negotiations 1994-1999 drafted package of
seven sectoral agreements (called «Bilateral agreements») were concluded, finally they were
signed in June 1999, backed by a referendum by a majority of 67.2% of the vote in May 2000,
and entered into force in June 1, 2002.

In October 2004 the second package of sectoral agreements (Bilateral Agreements II)
was initialed, most provisions of which did not require approval on a referendum. This
package envisaged accession of Switzerland to the Schengen and Dublin agreements based on
the model of association (which are used for Iceland and Norway) [10].

But the most interesting in terms of the transformation phenomenon neutrality of
Switzerland was the process of gaining membership in the UN. Long reluctance of the
population to join this organization was due the fear to make harm to the traditional neutrality
of the country. This conservative attitude led to the fail of the first attempt of the state to join
the UN: the referendum in 1986 according to a proposal to join the UN was clearly rejected
by a majority of the population (75% against) and all without exception cantons. Entry was
made possible as a result of the approval of the people's initiative «For Switzerland's
membership in the United Nations» launched in September 1998 and submitted to the
executive in March 2000 to universal referendum in March 3, 2002 when 54.6% of the Swiss
cantons and the majority (12 out of 23 ) voted for it.

Switzerland became a member of the United Nations in September 10, 2002. Until that
date, since 1948, she had an observer status at the United Nations principal organs, and it was
a member of all specialized UN organizations, many funds, programs and institutions of the
Organization. In the framework of the Confederation the country actively advocated the
implementation of UN goals that meet the main priorities of its foreign policy. The decision to
join the UN has become, literally, a pivotal event in the development of the international
cooperation of the country and showed some rethinking of the traditional population of the
principle of the neutrality.

Full membership in the United Nations considered neutral Switzerland as an important
additional tool for the implementation of foreign policy goals. It gave the country the right to
vote and opened up new opportunities to participate in the UN activities and increasing
influence within the organization. At the same time, the policy of the confederation is quite
cautious. In particular, we talk about the need to respect the principle of neutrality [10].

150



ISSN 2226-2830 BICHUK MAPIYIIOJIbCBKOI'O JEP2)KABHOI'O YHIBEPCUTETY
CEPIA: ICTOPIA. [IOJITOJIOITA, 2015, BUIL. 12

In terms of the security, in Switzerland dominates a positive attitude to the process of
deepening of the European integration and enlargement of the EU and NATO, which carries
the strengthening of the security on the continent. However, the actual commitment to the
neutrality policy held by the integration of the data structure, while allowing to develop
bilateral cooperation, both in the military (peacekeeping, disarmament, military training) and
not the military (the fight against international crime and illegal migration, drug trafficking,
etc.) areas. The cooperation with NATO takes place in the framework of «Partnership for
Peace», they participate in the form of a dialogue on security issues in the Euro-Atlantic area,
supporting projects to modernize the structures of security in the South-Eastern Europe, South
Caucasus and Central Asia. The EU cooperation is a part of the accession: «Switzerland in the
Schengen and Dublin agreements» and the associated constant contact law enforcement
hectares migration authorities on matters of mutual interest [10]. According to the
transformed politics of the country to participate in international sanctions regimes in the
course of the 1990s, country joined the UN sanctions on Iraq, which was a significant change
of foreign policy carried out by the country. For the first time since the Second World War,
Switzerland openly and fully joined the international sanctions regime. Earlier it was
considered incompatible with the status of the permanent neutrality. As the Bundesrat argued
at the request of international solidarity and Swiss interest in preserving fundamental norms
and principles of the international law, believing that the sanctions arising from the economic
obligations do not contradict the neutrality and, in addition, the compliance will not lead to
direct involvement in military action by the country. This policy would be reflected in the
future. In 1992, Switzerland joined the sanctions regime against Yugoslavia and Libya, in
1993 — against Haiti, in 1997 — against Sierra Leone, in 1998 — against Angola and, finally, in
2001 — against the movement «Talibany.

In addition, Switzerland has supported and joined the European Union sanctions on
regimes imposed without the appropriate UN resolutions (on Yugoslavia — in 1998 and
Myanmar — 2000).

In 1998 Switzerland as a result of direct interest in resolving military conflicts there was
no consensus on the neutrality as the basis of the foreign policy, although the rulers of the
country found an evidence in the new Constitution adopted in 2000. But supporters of
positions of the neutrality, association «Movement for an independent and neutral
Switzerland» were rather strong enough in their majority, because residents used to support
this course. At the same time the country should be stressed that Swiss neutrality had to be
transformed adapting to the new realities of the XXI century.

The problem in the Balkans acceding not only to the respect the UN sanctions regime in
Belgrade to stage weapons, but also to the comprehensive sanctions taken by the EU
(diplomatic and economic). Thus the country first joined the economic sanctions without the
UN Security Council decision. This feature provides a report on the country's foreign policy
in 1993 under which Switzerland could join the economic sanctions imposed outside the UN
if they are made by a group of states on a region of the state, gives peace and security, in that
case it was Yugoslavia [10].

Sweden has the most extensive experience in implementing the policy of the neutrality.
For the first time, Sweden's neutrality was officially proclaimed by King Gustav XIV in 1834
due to the conversion of a real threat to the Baltic theater of the war. Since 1814, the country
has not participated in the wars and not entered into any international alliances. Proclaimed
policy of the neutrality, Sweden has consistently affirmed this status, when there were similar
situations or war began.

Unilateral official declaration of the neutrality as Sweden did in 1853 (during the
Crimean War) and in 1914 when it was the First World War. In 1939 when the Second World
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War was taking place, Sweden claimed to have the the status of «no hostility» («non
belligerency»). During the war between the USSR and Finland (1939-1940 gg.), Sweden
declared itself as a «non-warring party», but it was involved into Finland military supplies,
accepted Finnish evacuees and let Swedish volunteers in the Finnish army to shift through its
territory [8].

However, the neutrality of Sweden, in contrast to that of Austria and Switzerland, is not
enshrined in any national or international official act. It is not mentioned in the Swedish
Constitution and not officially recognized by any state or international associations. But every
year, according to the tradition, the neutrality is invariably mentioned in the Government's
foreign policy declarations, which is adopted by the Parliament and it is declared by the
Minister for External Affairs, who can be considered an official confirmator of the neutral
status.

Thus Sweden's neutrality is based solely on its own self in the world. The result is that
the country has no formal international guarantees of its sovereignty and, therefore — has to
provide its own, including creating and maintaining powerful defense capabilities [4].

Swedish line of the traditional neutrality is based on the three main provisions: political
course of equidistance from major countries; large support of the society (in the public
consciousness entrenched neutrality as a genuine national trait); system of national defense
with an autonomous military industry [4]. All these components have been adjusted in certain
historical periods. Thus, in 1921 Sweden entered the League of Nations and proclaimed
course of «well armed neutrality».

After the Second World War, Sweden replaces is with the concept of «peaceful
neutrality». In the context of the «peaceful neutrality» Sweden is worth recalling that it was
the Swedish diplomat D. Hammarskjold, who was elected after the Second World War, as the
UN Secretary General and initiated one of the first uses of international peacekeeping forces
in crisis management in different regions of the world.

This idea worked out by D. Hammarskjold was one of the components of foreign policy
doctrine of Stockholm. Sweden traditionally involved in many peacekeeping missions under
the UN auspices and a number of Swedish politicians (Alexander Palme, R. Ekeus, X. Blix,
J. Eliasson, C. Bildt) played a significant role in establishing peace and security in different
countries within the respective missions of this and other international organizations.

The report submitted by T. Stoltenberg is positive enough. The report contained
proposals aimed to consolidate the security in the region. Finland has fully supported these
proposals, including assumed the responsibilities of the participation in the control of
airspace, as well as strengthening sub-regional military-political and defense cooperation
based on the quality processing of proposals of the review report made by the Norwegian
Ministry of defense referred to Sweden and Finland’s security policy in 2008, «which tells
about the security policy which in small countries has very limited capacity for self-
adaptation to very expensive modern military technologies. These countries in conditions of
limited defense budgets and fierce competition in the military-technical sphere are forced to
cut their fighting force units, in order to ensure the necessary level of procurement of the
modern weapons. Therefore the subregional military cooperation is most appropriate for
them, and perhaps the only way to optimize defense spending [9].

Finland supported the initiative to create the Northern forces to prevent conflicts and to
preserve the sub-regional stability. In a joint declaration adopted on the results of the meeting,
the officials approved the establishment of the rapid reaction force, which is already available
in the form of military and civil units, but their structure and subordination must be elaborated
in the nearest future. Following this in Helsinki in November 5, 2009 at the meeting of the
ministers of defense of five Nordic countries, the officials founded a new organization
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(Nordic Defense Cooperation), which was aimed to reduce defense spending and increase the
efficiency of the military forces of these countries [6].

Thus we see that legally staying in the status of non-aligned state, Finland transformed
its integration policy within the EU in January 1995, having changed its status de facto. It was
after an official farewell to the «Finlandisation» — rethinking the nature of the neutrality,
denial of official documents affirmed during the period, replacing it with non-alignment, as
well as the official statement that received in the foreign policy doctrine as a possibility of
«optionsy». The country clearly demonstrates its commitment to build a new security model,
participated with the EU under its creation as well as cooperated with NATO and finally
participated in the creation of the regional security system. Thus the experience of this
country clearly shows that with the reference to the classic sense of the neutrality it does not
match the system of international relations that prevailed at the end of XX — beginning of the
XXIT century.

The globalization increases the interdependence of states in the sphere of security and
the economy, leading to profound changes priorities of their course in the world and changing
the concept of «state power». When saving a significant share of host-power component,
more and more significant impact on on the partners and opponents are laid by the economic,
financial, intellectual and information resources [2].

The globalization has brought the most significant component: the integrity of security —
a vital area for the main elements of the international system.

In terms of network threats when, for example, the degradation of a number of «third
world» is not only a humanitarian issue, but also a challenge to the national security of other
countries, no matter how they are powerful and influential, and the financial crisis in one
region by causing chain reactions and wrapped worldwide recession of the world economy, it
1s impossible to speak of the international system as some chaotic elements [7].

Thus, under the present conditions of ensuring the national security of each country can
not be considered separately from the security and stability of the international system as a
whole. If a security previously defined «security» of many individual, today it is
complemented by the fact that the security of each individual is largely determined by the
common security.

Terrorist attacks as economic crisis confirmed the integrity of the international system.
However, the degree of stability and security decreased. Furthermore, a series of events was
emerging and that threaten to destabilize the region such as the situation in the Middle East. If
this region disappears from the world system, it violates its integrity. Another example — the
tactics of a terrorist attack using the weapon of mass destruction. In this case, in a moment
basic rules and norms of international behavior will be changed. It may cause the whole
countries and regions disappear, which would mean the death of the current system and its
integrity and a creation of a new international system and its integrity, and the creation of a
new international system on the principle of collective solidarity.

We understand that the process of the globalization that spreads rapidly, the policy of
neutrality in its present form fails to address the problem of the national security. In principle
there are two possible solutions to these problems in the era of globalization. The first one is
the path of unilateral action. Proponents of this choice reflect the mood of the Western
nations. The essence of their thinking is: the scale of the problems caused by the
globalization, so that even the total resources of developed countries is not enough to solve
them. And if so, it is correct to «get out alone». Thus they start using protectionist actions,
often — unilateral or method of force, creating certain centers of economic and political
stability. As for us, such answer to the challenges of our time is not acceptable either for
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ethical or by purely pragmatic considerations. The temptation of unilateral action in order to
maximize the benefits of the globalization and to protect it from negative effects provokes the
growth of rivalry, contempt of the international law and multilateral institutions. This way can
give a short-lived advantage, but the damage will be long term, increasing the danger of
undermining the foundations of the international law, decreasing of the manageability in the
sphere of the world politics etc.

Another way is the collective search for solutions of two interrelated problems. First one
is urgent — to prevent the danger of threats which are multiplying as well as to mimimize the
risks of political, economic, criminal-terrorist character. Second one must be solved in the
long term. The strategy of the globalization management is to be developed to expand its
positive impact on all people, not just ona limited number of «those who are selected» [7].

The key to finding effective solutions to the problems of the security is seen in the
creation of a global system to counter modern threats and challenges. Such a system should be
designed to solve real problems in the national security, meet the interests of each ctate, to
ensure international stability and sustainable development in the worldwide long term, but
this violates the neutrality policy.

Thus, in the modern system of international relations in the context of the globalization,
a policy of the neutrality gradually loses its ability to address effectively the issues of the
national security in the countries which have such strategy of the nationat security protection.
This affects the self-proclaimed neutrality. Some researchers believed that the effectiveness of
the policy of the neutrality is possible only if it has a clear legal justification in the
international law, including the UN and it is marked as the neutrality policy of the country
enshrined in the documents of the organization

Ukrainian researcher M. Sungurovskiy considered using the neutrality as a model of
security in the context of the globalization in the absence of confrontation between the block
and large-scale armed conflict. Because the status o the military neutrality in meaningless by
reason of the international terrorism has become one of the most importanta threats of the
modern world security. The threat of the international terrorism can not be overcome via the
policy of the permanent neutrality. And it is not clear regarding whom it is introduced? In
modern conditions when there are fundamental changes in geopolitics, even successful
European neutral countries (Austria, Finland and Sweden) were faced with a difficult choice
of means of preserving national security and gradually «drifting» to the collective security
systems [1]. Thus the scientist concludes the inability to ensure the national security policy
based on the neutrality. The same conclusion is also shared by other researchers [2; 7].

Along with the policy of the neutrality, the concept of non-alignment widespreaded
during the 1960-70s. The emergence of this concept is associated with the period of the Cold
War when the world was divided into two political camps, and the ascent of the national
movement of the colonial system of capitalism began as well as the formation of the structure
of the bipolar system of international relations — the Non-Aligned Movement. The states
which were out of the blocks NATO and the Warsaw Pact join that movement. After the
collapse of the bipolar system, the concept of non-alignment acquires new quality and it is
taken as a spesific policy of the national security. Several countries elect non-alignment as a
model of the implementation of their national security. These countries including Ukraine
have identified non-alignment as the basis of their foreign policy. Some researchers believe
that there are no significant differences in policy of the neutrality and non-alignment policy.
A. Zlenko believes that the current interpretation of the neutrality and non-alignment is
reffered to ensure the participation in the security institutions being not contrary to the
neutrality/non-aligned status until it does not mean the involvement into collective actions
related to collective defense.
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Ukrainian researcher M. Sungurovskiy , having examined non-alignment, believes that
it is — the refusal to join the military alliance without any warranty or international recognition
of its status by the other states [1] and non-alignment can be seen as a kind of the neutrality.

As the globalization processes being widened, such national security model as the policy
of the neutrality almost has no any prospects. The core of the neutrality policy must
constantly being transformed and got a new content. In the XXI century for the national
security to be carried out, it is necessary to cooperate within the system of the pan-regional
security with huge number of actors including all structures that establish security on all
levels.
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H.B. I'aspuJiioBa, K.A. Tpuma

HEUTPJITET SIK MOJEJIb HAIIIOHAJIbHOI BE3IIEKA

B cmammi npoananizosano cyuacHni nioxoou 0o 3abezneueHHs HAYiOHANIbHOI Oe3nexu
ma gakmopu, AKi 6NIUGAOMb HA OUHAMIKY pO36umKy Mooeneti 6Oeznexku. Haodano
Xapakmepucmuky 0CHOBHUM MOOEIAM HAYIOHANbHOI Oe3neKu, makum K Mooeib KONeKMUHOI
besneku ma mooenvb Koonepamusnoi besneku. Ilepwa mooenv nepedbauae 00820CmMpoKO8i
Yini KOneKkmueHoi Oesnexku, AKi 3a0e3neuyromvcs epynorw oepacas, Oisi mo2o, woob
eapanmysamu 6e3nexy KodxicHozo unena. OCHo8ow yiei moodeni € maki NpuHyunu: 8iomMosa
BUKOPUCTNOBYS8AMU CUNLY OJI BUPIUEHHSA NPOOIeM, KOJAeKMUBHe peazy8aHHsi HA azpecito i
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3acmocyeanHs  0a308UX HOPM MIJCHAPOOHO20 npasa. L1 modens ompumana wupoke
nowupenns y opyeiu nonosuti XX - na nouamxy XXI cmonimms .

Koonepamusna 6esnexa epynmyemvcs Ha nocmynamax 1ibepanbHO-i0eanicmudHoi
napaouemu. Jlana mooenv opmyemsbcs Ha OCHOBI NPUHYUNY 3A2ANbHOI y4acmi, HAS8HICMb
dopmanizoeanux iHcmumymie € He0008'13K06010,; Oilbul eOeKMUSHUM ma SHYYKUM €
niompumka HegopmanrvbHozco Oisanoey. Mooderwb mae Kinbka pizHosudis. Hatibinviu
nowupenumu € 06i 3 Hux. Ilepwuti anenroe 00 MidDCHAPOOHUX THCMUMYmi6 i npasa, a opyaull
nos's13aHull 3 YHIBepCalbHICMIO MOPAIbHUX HOPM | OOMPUMAHHAM 3AKOHY 8 AKOCHI OCHO8HO20
Kpumepiro 6e3nexu.

B cmammi maxosc pozensmymo icmopito ma cneyu@iky neumpanimemy Ax Gopmu
3abe3neuenns HayionanvHoi 6Oesneku. Hadamo pozeopnymy xapaxmepucmuxy makum
dopmam Heumpanimemy AK: 30pOUHUL, NOUMUSHULU YU NOCMIUHUL Heumpaiimemu.
Oxapaxkmepu3o6aHo cucmemu HAylOHANbHOI Oe3neKu, 6 OCHO8Y AKUX HOKIAOEHO
neumpanimem. Ceped nux, modeni HayionanvHoi oesnexu Lllseuyapii, [lleeyii ma Dinnanoii.
Haoano xapaxkmepucmuky esonioyionysanHs Mmooeni Heumpanimemy y 6UUWEBKAZAHUX
Kpainax.

Knrouosi crosa: nayionanvna b6esneka, mooenv HayionanbHoi b6e3nexku, Heumpanimem.

PEINIEH3EHTH: Tpogumenko M.B., x.nonim.un, ooy.; Xoma H.M., 0.nonim.n, npog.

VK 327.88:316.776.23(470+571)
K.O. I'MupsincbKa

AOKTPUHAJIBHE 3ABE3IIEYEHHA IH<I)OPN{AIIIFIHO-HCI/I?(OJIOFI‘IHOi
AT'PECIH POCIUCBKOI ®EJAEPALII HIOAO YKPAIHU

Cyuacna eceononimuxka OUKMye€ HOBI SUKIUKU MA 3A2po3u CEIMOGIl CHIIbHOMI, a
BIONOBIOHO 3MIHIOIOMbCA [THCMPYMEHMU peanizayii NOAMUYHUX MICili KpaiH-OnoHeHmis.
Inghopmayitino-nponacanoucmcoki iHcmpymeHmu MAaHinyI08aAHHI MACOB0I0 CBIOOMICMIO €
HeBI0 '€EMHOI CK1a00600 nonimuunoco dcumms. QOHIEI 3 XAPAKMEPHUX PUC CYYACHO20
cycninecmaa €, 3a crosamu Manyena Kacmenvca, sipmyanizayis nonrimuxu [1].

bopomvba 3a érady, anexcysanusn cghep eniugy na ceonoaimuuniti mani 6i06ysaemvcs
30ebinvutoeo 6 ingopmayiinomy npocmopi. Came inghopmayitinuti npocmip AGIAEMbCA
OCHOBHUM NIAYOAPMOM npomuodii Kpain-konkypeumis. I ye nawe cvocolenus. llonimuyni
nioepu, 0epicasu-onoOHeHmu GUKOPUCIOBYIOMb WUPOKULL apceHan iHgopmayiunoi 36poi 3
Memoio 8nau8y Ha OYMK) C8Imo6oi CRilbHOMU Ma hOPMYBAHHS CRPUAMIUBO20, NOSUMUEBHO20
iMIOxCY c60itl noaimuyi 3a013 3000ymms NiOMPUMKU K 8CePeOUHi CBOET 0epaicasu, max i 3a
11 medrcamu.

Knrwowuoei cnoea: /Joxmpuna ingopmayitinoi 6esnexu, Ykpaina, P®, ingopmayiiina
30posi, 0e3iHhopMayitino-ncuxonociuna onepayis, IHGOPMAYIIHO-NCUXONIOCIUHA —azcpecis
(inghopmayitina excnaucis), meOiliHUll NPOCMIp, NPONA2aHOA.

Metoro cTarri € BHU3HAYeHHS €QEKTUBHOCTI JOKTPUHAIBHOIO 3a0e3MEeUEHHS
iHpopMaLiiiHO-IponaranAucTchbkoi arpecii Pociiicbkoi denepariii B npakTUyHIN MIOMIMHI (Ha
MIPUKIIal arpecii o0 YKpainu).

Ha cporoanimHiii neHp npobiiema iHpopManiiiHOi Oe3neku Halyina ria00anbHOIO
3HAYEHHS 1 caMeé TOMY BOHa IIMPOKO BUCBITIIOIOTHCSA Y Mpalsx SK BITUM3HSIHHUX, TaK 1
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