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and the curtailment of the work of a large part of private TV channels and radio stations; the dominance of
the state’s information policy on countermeasures to the information war carried out by the aggressor
country in the TV and radio broadcasts; the priority of the news component in the information content
during the war, which should be strengthened by patriotic-educational and integration-unifying components
of influence on Ukrainian citizens; readiness in the post-war period to carry out the reform of the entire
Ukrainian information space in general and its integral component — the television and radio broadcasting
model in particular, with the mandatory elimination of the reasons for making mistakes in the pre-war
information policy.
Keywords: information, model, broadcasting, media, special period, reformation.
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EUTHANASIA: BETWEEN THE RIGHT AND THE OFFENSE

Bopuc JlorBunenko. EBTAHA3ISA: MIXK ITIPABOM TA IIPABOIIOPYHIEHHSIM.
[IpoGnema nerainizanii ab0 MpogOBKEHHS 3a00pOHU €BTaHA3il Ha HalliOHATBHOMY PiBHI NMPOJOBKYE
BHKJIMKATH IIHPOKUI CYyCHiNbHUI pe3oHaHC. Bkazana mpobOieMa HOCHTH KOMIUIEKCHHH XapakTep,
aJKe CTOCYEThCS HE JIMIIE MEAMYHHUX IHUTaHb, a i NpaBoBUX Ta OioeTM4yHuX. EBTaHa3is 3Ha4HO
301IbIIy€e PU3UKH 3JIOBKHBAaHHS IIMM NPaBOM IIOA0 MALi€HTIB, sIKi 6a)KaloTh peaizyBaTH BiAMOBIAHY
MPOLEAYPH T'AHOTO Ta OCMUCIIEHOT0 IPUIUHEHHS KUTTS ISl IPUIMHEHHS CTpaXKaaHb. MeTolo cTaTTi
€ PO3KPUTTS LyaJliCTHYHOI CYTHOCTI €BTaHa3il — sIK paBa 0cOOM Ha T'iJIHy CMEpTh, Ta K KPUMiHAIBHO
KapaHoro NpaBOIOPYIICHHS.

V crarTi 3po0JIeHO aKIEeHT Ha Cy4acHUX HayKOBHX MOIJIS/AX Ha €BTaHA3ilo, 110 OXOIUTIOIOTH TPU
acmekTd: 1) HeraTWBHHHA — MIATPUMKa [if040i 3a00pOHM eBTaHa3ii; 2) MO3UTUBHHHA — HEOOXiTHICTH
CTBOPEHHS MPaBOBUX IHCTPYMEHTIB JJIsI peajii3alii mpaBa Ha TOOPOBITbHE MIPUITHHEHHS BIACHOTO KHUTTS;
3) anbTepHATHBHUI — MPUXHUIBHUKU SIKOTO PO3TIAJAIOTH MOKIIMBICTh 3aMiHU €BTaHa3ii 1HIIUMHM, OiTbIT
TYMaHHUMH 3 TOYKH 30py O10€THKM Tpoueaypamu (HajiaTHBHA OMOMOTA, NOOPOBUIbHA BiAMOBA Bif
JIKYBaHHI TOIIO). 3BEPHYTO yBary Ha Te, L0 IPaBO BIILHO PO3MOPSHKATUCS BIACHUM JKUTTSIM Ma€ Micie
B HaI[lOHATLHOMY 3aKOHOAaBCTBI. Tak, BiMOBa Malli€HTa BiJi MCIUYHOTO BTPpy4YaHHs, a00 Bif JiKyBaHHS
MOXK€ MaTH HacCJIiIKOM HaOJIMKEHHS MOMEHTY CMEpTi.

HarononieHo Ha mommpeHHi MDKHApOIHOT MPAaKTHKK MOAANbIIOi Jibeparizalil Ta po3IHpeHHs
KOJIa JIepKaB, 10 MiATPUMYIOTh MPOIIEAYpH eBTaHa3ii. AKIIEHTOBaHO yBary Ha TOMY, III0 Pi3HOMAaHITHICTh
mporenyp i ¢hopm eBraHasil He IO3BOJISE UITKO BU3HAYHMTH, SKa 3 HUX € HAWOUIBII NMPHHHATHOIO Y
MpaBOBOMY acrekTi. BomHowac, Bci Taki mpoueaypu i popmu nependadaroTs OJHE — MPaBO HEBUITIKOBHO
XBOpPOT 200 CTpa)Iardoi BiJ XpOHIYHOT XBOPOOHU JIIOAWHYU CaMOCTIHHO BH3HAYHTH, SK 1 KOJIH TOMEPTH.
3po6iieH0 BHCHOBOK TPO Te, IO €BTaHa3is € BJACHHM BHOOPOM JIIOJMHU 1 1€ HAWTOJIOBHIIIEe B ii
YCBIJIOMJICHHI, SIK CKJIaZ0BOI MpaBa Ha XHUTTA. [liATpUMaHO MO3MUIIII0 LIOA0 MOXKIUBOCTI ii Jieramnizawii B
VYkpaini y MaiOyTHbOMY.

Knrwouoei cnosa: esmanasis, ymucne 60u8cmeo, npago Ha Hcumms, npago Ha 2iOHy cmepmo, 8UOIp.

Relevance of the study. Human rights can be considered as a dynamic category, because
the content and scope of such rights is constantly changing, adapting to the realities of today and
the civilizational development of society. What was considered unacceptable or forbidden
recently is now in the realm of lawful behavior. The legalization of soft drugs, prostitution,
euthanasia, surrogate motherhood, crypto-currency operations, pornographic products, same-sex
relationships, reassignment and many other things are the norm of proper behavior for the
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population of some states and an inviolable taboo for other communities.

Euthanasia has a special place in the list above. If we consider the right to life as a
complex category, then it arises from the moment of birth and ceases from the moment of death.
In turn, the full legal capacity of a person involves his ability to exercise rights and fulfill
obligations through his actions. Combining these two points, one can think about the fact that a
person’s right to life also includes the ability to dispose of it at his own discretion. But if this is
considered impossible at birth, then after reaching legal age, a natural person can freely manage
his life, choose a profession, form his own worldview, political and other beliefs, etc. In
particular, this may include the right to voluntarily end one’s own life, in cases provided for by
law. The problem of the ethics of euthanasia is hotly debated among philosophers, scientists,
doctors, politicians, lawyers, intellectuals and ordinary citizens all over the world. Some
countries have legalized euthanasia, others have banned it as an inhuman and illegal practice.

Recent publications review. Issues related to euthanasia in the context of legal sciences
were studied by: N. Borysevich, M. Gromovchuk, O. Dzyubenko, A. Zaporozhchenko,
V. Zakharov, B. Ostrovska, O. Terzi, I. Shapovalova and many other specialists. At the same
time, a thorough study of the bioethical and legal issues of the introduction of euthanasia or the
continuation of its ban in Ukraine is directly related to the adaptation of national legislation to
the standards of the European Union. On the other hand, the transformation of social values does
not allow us to be guided by outdated ideas about law and offenses. This is what determines the
relevance of the presented work.

The article’s objective is a scientific analysis of euthanasia as a person’s right or an
offense related to it, with the justification of possible perspectives of the attitude to this procedure
in Ukraine.

Discussion. In general, euthanasia comes from the German concept "Euthanasie” (from
the Greek «eu» — «good» and «thanatos» — «death») and includes two components: 1) quiet,
painless death; 2) euthanizing a terminally ill patient in order to end his suffering. Accordingly,
a distinction is made between passive and active euthanasia. Passive euthanasia consists in the
deliberate termination of treatment of a sick person so that his suffering ends as soon as possible.
Active euthanasia is the intentional administration of drugs or the use of other necessary actions
that allow a quick and painless end to a person’s life. In the case of active euthanasia, appropriate
drugs can be administered either by a medical worker or given by him to the patient, who will
administer them himself [1, p. 126].

At the legislative level, euthanasia is prohibited in Ukraine. This is mainly due to the
inalienability of the right to life, guaranteed by Article 27 of the Constitution of Ukraine [2].
Also, parts 2, 4 of Article 281 "Right to Life" of the Civil Code of Ukraine stipulates that a
natural person cannot be deprived of life, as well as the prohibition of satisfying a natural
person’s request to end his life [3].

Part 7 of Article 52 "Determining the irreversible death of a person and stopping active
measures to maintain the patient’s life" of the Fundamentals of the Health Care Legislation of
Ukraine, which provides for the prohibition of euthanasia by medical workers, i.e. the intentional
acceleration of death or the killing of an incurably ill person for the purpose of ending his
suffering [4, p. 181].

Turning to scientific approaches to the problem of euthanasia, let’s take into account the
opinion of 1. Haydachuk, who points out that supporters of "accelerating the death” of patients
argue that a person has the right to life, and therefore the right to dispose of it. It is impossible to
imagine that a person is free on legal grounds to dispose of his property, but not his life.
Opponents of euthanasia point out that life is good and it remains good even when it becomes
mainly continuous suffering [5, p. 227].

V. Zakharov and |. Shapovalova draw attention to the fact that the use of euthanasia
methods is unacceptable in modern life. According to the researchers, human life should be
preserved in all cases until the natural end, because medical science and practice do not guarantee
the absence of diagnostic errors. The legalization of euthanasia can harm medical activity and
contribute to abuse, and therefore will increase the distrust of the population in the quality of
medical care and the health care system as a whole [6, p. 188].

The director of the British alliance "Care, not death”, Dr. P. Saunders, believes the same.
In his opinion, legislators are unable to allow euthanasia without expanding the range of
categories of persons who supposedly have the right to it. If in some conditions it is possible to
take people’s lives, which supposedly do not need to be continued, the expansion of the list of
such conditions is inevitable. Accordingly, the process will get out of control and the only
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possible option here remains a complete ban on any form of euthanasia [7].

Another position is taken by A. Zaporozhchenko, who points to the legal aspect of
understanding euthanasia, which creates the basis for realizing the right to die with dignity and
easily. The right to die easily and with dignity is used as the main means of decriminalization of
euthanasia, its interpretation as one of the forms of realization of the right to life in the aspect of
disposal of life [8, p. 34].

0. Dzyubenko also convinces that human life is the highest value, and the state must
guarantee the provision of human rights to life, health and at the same time death. Only the
person himself should decide which rights to exercise, including the right to dispose of his life,
and the state, through the adoption of an appropriate law with clearly defined grounds and
procedure for euthanasia, should ensure that the person realizes this right, since euthanasia ends
the suffering and torment of a person, makes it possible legally, without committing suicide, to
end one’s own life with dignity by one’s own will [9, p. 67].

The third approach is demonstrated by M. Gromovchuk, in whose opinion the right to
euthanasia contradicts the human right to life, and therefore, instead of promoting euthanasia as
a method of solving problems, the state should focus the efforts of specialists on finding ways to
reduce mortality and ensure a dignified life, even in conditions of incurable diseases. The author
sees a way out in the quality provision of "palliative care” [10, p. 32].

Thus, it can be concluded that euthanasia is considered from a scientific point of view in
Ukraine in three aspects: 1) negative — support for the current ban on euthanasia; 2) positive —
the need to create legal instruments to implement the right to voluntarily end one’s own life;
3) alternative — supporters of which consider the possibility of replacing euthanasia with other,
more humane procedures from the point of view of bioethics (palliative care, voluntary refusal
of treatment, etc.).

If we look at the problem of euthanasia from a different sight, part 6 of Article 13
"Conditions and procedure for the application of transplantation” of the Law of Ukraine "On the
application of transplantation of anatomical materials to a person” provides the following: "If,
after the explanations given by the doctor, the recipient refuses the application of transplantation,
the doctor has the right to offer the recipient to submit a written statement on refusal to provide
him with medical assistance with the use of transplantation. In the case of the recipient’s refusal
to provide such a written statement or the impossibility of providing it, including due to the state
of health, the doctor draws up an appropriate act in the presence of witnesses” [11]. That is, the
recipient’s refusal to receive a donor organ actually deprives him of the opportunity to live,
bringing the moment of death closer. Thus, in certain, legally defined cases, an individual in
Ukraine nevertheless has the right to freely manage his own life.

As for the criminal responsibility for euthanasia in Ukraine, one should agree with S.
Shcherbak and M. Kozodav that in the modern theory of criminal law science of Ukraine it is
recognized that the consent of another person to take his life or the presence of his request to
take his life does not eliminate of the illegality of an act aimed at depriving the life of such a
person, and does not exempt the subject who commits it from criminal liability. On the other
hand, there is a question of how to qualify euthanasia according to the norms of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine [12, p. 143].

Here, S. Romanov and Ya. Trynyova point out that the legislation of many countries,
including Ukraine, does not provide for the procedure of euthanasia, while it is still found in the
practical activities of medical workers. In the Criminal Code of Ukraine, there are a number of
articles that provide for the death of a person in case of criminal consequences: 115-120, 129,
297. Thus, the law already foresees the fact of death as a consequence. But the law is silent about
when a person has not yet died, but is allegedly no longer alive. This period of human existence
is not prescribed by law, although thanks to supportive medical measures it can last for months
and years [13, p. 105].

When considering the issue of euthanasia, it is worth paying attention to the fact that a
terminally ill (suffering) person can always commit suicide, which can be a consequence of his
desire to stop suffering from the disease. Cases of such suicides tend to increase all over the
world. Among the possible reasons for the termination of life are disbelief in the effectiveness
of the health care system, the possibility of recovery, as well as the insufficient development of
palliative care.

O. Ishchenko and A. Mazyar note that the problem of euthanasia is mainly a problem of
choice: a person, a doctor and society [14, p. 39]. Thus, the society of every democratic state in
the world faces a choice whether to legalize the right to euthanasia, or what should be the

88 ISSN 2078-3566



Scientific Bulletin of Dnipropetrovsk State University of Internal Affairs. 2022. Special Issue Ne 1

responsibility in case of banning the mentioned procedure.

Norms of international law treat euthanasia with a caveat, not indicating a direct
prohibition of this procedure, but emphasizing its unethicality. In October 1987, at the 39th
plenary session of the World Medical Assembly, the Declaration on euthanasia was adopted
(Madrid, Kingdom of Spain). The mentioned document stipulates that euthanasia as an act of
intentionally taking a patient’s life, even at his own request or at the request of his relatives, is
not ethical. This does not exclude the need for a doctor’s respectful attitude to the patient’s desire
not to interfere with the course of the natural process of dying in the terminal phase of the disease
[15, p. 342]. That is, we see here a reference to the "non-interference” of a medical worker in the
event of a patient’s refusal of treatment. However, such a refusal cannot be equated with
euthanasia, as the right to die voluntarily at a time determined by the patient himself, with dignity
and without pain.

Conclusions. In conclusion, we return to the key thesis of our research, what is
euthanasia - a right or a crime? International practice indicates further liberalization and
expansion of the circle of states that support euthanasia procedures. Moreover, legal safeguards
to prevent the abuse of this right differ significantly in each state. Speaking about the procedures
and forms of euthanasia, it is difficult to say which of them is the most acceptable, but they all
imply one thing — the right of a terminally ill person or a person suffering from a chronic disease
to independently determine how and when to die. Euthanasia is a person’s own choice and it is
the most important thing in his awareness as a component of the right to life.

On the other hand, euthanasia is a criminal offense — a crime. There is no specialized
provision on euthanasia in the domestic Criminal Code, which reduces the possible procedures
for its implementation to one or another form of intentional murder.

We stand on the position of the possibility of legalizing euthanasia in Ukraine. We believe
that the right to a dignified death will testify to the maturity of the development of democratic
values in Ukraine. Likewise, the readiness of Ukrainian society to accept euthanasia will result
in changes and additions to the national legislation for a positive solution to this issue.
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ABSTRACT

The problem of legalization or continuation of the ban on euthanasia at the national level continues
to cause wide public resonance. This problem is complex in nature, because it concerns not only medical
issues, but also legal and bioethical issues. Euthanasia significantly increases the risks of abuse of this right
for patients who wish to implement an appropriate dignified and meaningful end-of-life procedure to end
suffering.

The purpose of the article is to reveal the dualistic essence of euthanasia — as a person’s right to a
dignified death, and as a criminal offense. The article focuses on modern scientific views on euthanasia,
covering three aspects: 1) negative — support for the current ban on euthanasia; 2) positive — the need to
create legal instruments to implement the right to voluntarily end one’s life; 3) alternative — supporters of
which consider the possibility of replacing euthanasia with other procedures that are more humane from
the point of view of bioethics (palliative care, voluntary refusal of treatment, etc.).

Attention was drawn to the fact that the right to freely dispose of one’s own life is enshrined in
national legislation. Yes, the patient’s refusal of medical intervention or treatment may result in the
approaching moment of death. The spread of the international practice of further liberalization and
expansion of the circle of states that support euthanasia procedures are emphasized.

Attention is focused on the fact that the variety of procedures and forms of euthanasia does not

90 ISSN 2078-3566



Scientific Bulletin of Dnipropetrovsk State University of Internal Affairs. 2022. Special Issue Ne 1

allow to clearly determine which of them is the most acceptable from a legal point of view. At the same
time, all such procedures and forms provide for one thing — the right of a terminally ill or chronically ill
person to independently determine how and when to die. It was concluded that euthanasia is a person’s own
choice and this is the most important thing in his awareness as a component of the right to life. The position
regarding the possibility of its legalization in Ukraine in the future is supported.

Keywords: euthanasia, intentional killing, right to life, right to a dignified death, choice.
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FEATURES OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL STATUS OF VOLUNTEER
ORGANIZATIONS IN UKRAINE AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION
UNDER THE CONDITIONS OF MARTIAL LAW

Poman Muponwk, Maiika Anxronis. OCOBJIMUBOCTI AJMIHICTPATUBHO-
IPABOBOI'O CTATYCY BOJOHTEPCBKHX OPLAHI3ALIIA B YKPAIHI TA HOro
PEAJIBALIII B YMOBAX BOEHHOI'O CTAHY. B wMexax crarTi 3zilicHeHO —aHawi3
aJMIHICTPaTUBHO-TIPABOBOTO CTAaTyCy BOJOHTEPCHKHX OpraHizamiii B YKpaiHi Ta BHOKPEMIICHO
ocobnMBOCTI HOro peamizamii B yMOBaX BOEHHOT'O CTaHy. 3’sCOBaHO, IO Ui HAJEKHOI peamizamii
aJIMIHICTPaTUBHO-TIPABOBOI'0 CTATYCy BOJOHTEPCHKHUX OpraHi3alliif B YKpaiHu JOIIbHO: 1) yperymoBati
MPOIIEIYPHU PEECTpallii BOJOHTEPCHKUX OpraHizailiii Ta (i3uYHUX 0Ci0-BOJOHTEPIB, Ta HAAATH MOXKIHBICT
¢Gi3nuHIM 0c00aM-BOJIOHTEpaM 3/iHCHIOBATH TaKy AiSUIBHICTH 4epe3 3acTOCYHOK «Jlis»; 2) BUBHAYHMTH
MiHicTepcTBo focTHLii YKpaiHM SIK HEHTpaJbHUH OpraH BHKOHABUOi BJIajaW, IO pealidye IepiKaBHY
MOJITHKY Yy cdepi BOJOHTEPCHKOI MiSTIBHOCTI; 3) 3ampoBaliTH BIAKPUTHH PEECTP BOJOHTEPCHKUX
opraHizamii Ta (i3UYHUX OCIO-BOJNOHTEPIB, AIMIHICTPATOpPOM SKOTO Mae cratd MiHIoCcT YKpaiHu;
4) yperymoBatu B 3akoHi «IIpo BOJOHTEPCHKY MISUTBHICTB»: CTATyC «BOJOHTEPCHKOI Opraizamii» Ta
«(}i3mgHHEX 0Ci0-BOJIOHTEPIBY; MEPEITiK HAMPSIMIB BOJIOHTEPCHKOI MisUTBHOCTI 3 ypaXyBaHHSM il TPOBEICHHS
i 4ac HaI3BUYaWHHUX CHTyaulid 4u OOHOBMX Mili; JeTali3yBaTH ITOBHOBA)KEHHS ITOBHOBa)KHOTO
LEHTPAJILHOTO OpraHy BHKOHABUOi BIaJU y cepi BOJIOHTEPCHKOI MiSUIBHOCTI; 3alIPOBAJUTH MPOLEAYPY
3aKJIIOYEHHS] JOTOBOPIB NMPO HAJAHHS BOJIOHTEPCHKOI JOMOMOTH MiJ Yac HAJ3BUYAMHHUX CHUTyaliil 4u
00ifoBHX [iii; BU3HAUUTH 000B’3KOBICTh CTPaXyBaHHsS BOJIOHTEPIB; 3alIPOBAIUTH MIIBIU JUIS BOJIOHTEPIB
ITiJT Yac BCTYIY IO BUIIMX HAaBYAITBHUX 3aKJIa/liB Ta MPH MPHIHOMi Ha poOOTY; 3apaxyBaHHs yacy 31iHCHEHHS
BOJIOHTEPCHKOI TiSUTBHOCTI IO HaBYaJIbHO-BUPOOHNUOI MPAKTHKH B pasi ii 3AiiCHEHHS 3a HAIPSMOM, II0
BiJIMIOBi/Ta€ OTPUMYBaHIl CIIELiaIFHOCTI; MEPENiKy BiAIKOAYBaHb BUTPAT BOJIOHTEPY; BHECEHHS HOPMHU
«IIpO 3apaxyBaHHs TisUTEHOCTI 0iliitHO opopmMiIeHoro BoJoHTepa — (Hi3UnIHOI 0co0H, siKa 3/11HCHIOE CBOIO
BOJIOHTEPCHKY JIiSUTbHICTh He MeHIIIe Hixk 40 FOMH THOXKHSI He/iTi 10 3arajbHOTO TPYIOBOTO CTaXYy, a TAKOXK
BHUIUIATH 3apoOiTHOI AT 3 HagbaBKaMH Ta MPEMisIMH 3a OCHOBHHUII MicueM poOoTH i 30epexeHHs
pobouoro Mmicus wiel ocobu B epion il pexuMy BiHCHKOBOTO a00 HaJA3BUYAITHOTO CTaHy».

Knrwouosi cnosa: sononmepcmeo, 60JOHMEPCHLKI  op2aHizayii, AOMIHICMPAMUSBHO-NPABOGULL
cmamyc 60J10HMEPCLKUX Op2aHizayill, peanizayis 6 yMoeax 60€HHO20 CINAHY.

Relevance of the study. The introduction of martial law in Ukraine poses new challenges
for Ukraine, which arise for the first time in the 30-year history of the existence of modern
independent Ukraine and lead to the application of critical norms (not inherent in the normal
development of the state), the implementation of which can, due to the restriction of certain rights
of citizens, ensure the proper defense capability of the country, create opportunities to repel armed
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