Legal aspects of the national security of Ukraine

functions and place of the media in society have been determined as a means of informing the
public and as a way of society’s control over the activities of the authorities. Media have
become an indicator of new thinking, they form a new type of social consciousness.

The purpose of this study is to determine the components of tactical operations to
neutralize the media’s resistance to the investigation and to develop forensic recommendations
for conducting such tactical means.

The authors proposed specific measures, components of a tactical operation, which can be
implemented comprehensively, aimed at achieving a specific goal, taking into account the
factors that caused the investigative situation that arose.

Keywords: opposition to the investigation, tactical operation, illegal actions of the media,
opposition of the mass media, secrecy of the pre-trial investigation, psychological tension in
society.
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NATIONAL SECURITY STRATEGY AS A POWERFUL
TOOL FOR PROTECTING THE STATEHOOD:
COMPARATIVE ANALYSES OF UKRAINIAN

AND AMERICAN DOCUMENTS

This paper explores the National Security Strategy (NSS) as a pivotal tool for safeguarding
a nation’s sovereignty and advancing its interests while focusing on a comparative analysis
of Ukrainian and American approaches. The Ukrainian NSS, notably the 2020 document
“Human Security — Country Security,” prioritizes peace, sovereignty restoration, and coun-
tering Russian aggression through deterrence, stability, and cooperation. It emphasizes cyber-
security, digitalization, and coordinated responses to threats such as propaganda, terrorism, and
separatism. Contrarily, the U.S. NSS, regularly updated with each administration, provides
a strategic vision mandated by law and emphasizes integrated deterrence, alliances, innovation,
and inclusive growth.

Historical analyses of Ukraine’s NSSs revealed shifts in focus from geopolitical strategy
under President V. Yushchenko (2007) to the Euro-Atlantic integration under President
P. Poroshenko (2015), culminating in the comprehensive defense under President V. Zelenskyy
(2020). American NSSs, such as the 2022 version, highlight strategic competition with powers
like China and Russia and transnational issues like climate change. While Ukraine’s NSS aims
for actionable governance frameworks, the U.S. NSS serves as a declaratory document which
guides policy and legislative efforts.

This study identifies challenges in both nations’ NSS implementations, including bureauc-
ratic inefficiencies and alignment of strategies with resources. The analysis underscores the
evolving nature of NSSs as adaptive responses to global and regional dynamics. Drawing on
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Ukrainian and American practices, the research offers insights into crafting effective strategies
that align with national and international objectives.

The study also calls for enhanced interdisciplinary collaboration among legal, economic,
and policy experts to refine Ukraine’s NSS in line with European integration aspirations. It
advocates a comparative evaluation of European NSSs to inform Ukraine’s future strategies.
Overall, the paper emphasizes the role of the Strategy as both a roadmap for national deve-

lopment and a signal of strategic priorities on the global stage.
Keywords: National Security Strategy, world order, national interests, sovereignty,

comparative analyses.

Statement of the problem. Nowa-
days, probably in any nation, a National
Security Strategy (NSS) is recognized as
a comprehensive document prepared by
a government to outline its approach to
ensuring the security and well-being of
its citizens and safeguarding national
interests both domestically and interna-
tionally. NSS is a guiding framework for
how a nation will respond to challenges
and opportunities in a dynamic global
environment. With today’s globally
changing security architecture, such an
understanding of NSS is more relevant
than ever.

NSS encompasses military, econo-
mic, political, and diplomatic dimen-
sions. It also includes domestic policies
and international relations. NSS often
addresses long-term issues like econo-
mic stability, energy security, and tech-
nological innovation. This document also
has strategic elements, such as: 1) threat
assessment — identifies risks such as
hostile nations, global conflicts, or envi-
ronmental crises; 2) goals — sets priori-
ties, like protecting citizens, maintaining
a competitive economy, or promoting
democracy; 3) comprehensive approach
— explains how resources (military, eco-
nomic, diplomatic) will be used to achie-
ve these important goals.

Thus, NSS is an important legal
document that helps a nation navigate its
security challenges while projecting its
core values and objectives on the global
stage. It serves as both a roadmap for
policymakers and a signal to the inter-
national community about the nation’s

top priorities and strategies for some
future period of time.

Analysis of recent research and pub-
lications. Due to the ongoing war in
Ukraine, many Ukrainian scholars have
dedicated their research to the legal
issues of National Security. They also
have been interpreting various key issues
of the National Security Strategy in Uk-
raine. In contrast, American commen-
tators have been not so active in the area
of NSS research, unlike their scholarship
in the field of American national security
in general. This paper will refer to re-
search results by authors from both sides
of the Atlantic.

Purpose of the research. This rese-
arch paper will discuss the overall con-
cept and some key legal issues of the
National Security Strategies in Ukraine
and the United States in a critical com-
parative mode.

Presentation of the main material.
“l. A person, his life and health, honor
and dignity, inviolability and security are
the highest social values in Ukraine. The
implementation of this provision of the
Constitution of Ukraine is the key goal of
the state policy of national security.

2. We are creating Ukraine as a free,
prosperous, safe state, where the law
reigns, where the state protects citizens
and society, where everyone can realize
their talents and abilities, where people
breathe clean air, drink clean water and
with which our children and grand-
children will connect their fate.

3. Ukraine strives for peace. Peace is
the key to the development of Ukraine.
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Establishing peace, restoring the sove-
reignty and territorial integrity of Uk-
raine within its internationally recog-
nized state border is the state’s highest
priority.”

Such key provisions start the official
text of the National Security Strategy of
Ukraine, promulgated by the Decree
of the President of Ukraine Ne 392/2020
of September 14, 2020 [1].

Among its key points, the Strategy
emphasizes creation of a national cyber-
security system and build up-to-date capa-
bilities of cybersecurity and cyber defen-
se actors, strengthening their coordina-
tion system. One of the main tasks in the
area of military security is to inflict una-
cceptable losses in cyberspace on the
enemy.

In addition, the Strategy outlines se-
veral non-military threats. The following
measures are proposed to overcome them:

e countering reconnaissance and
subversive activities, special information
operations and cyberattacks, Russian and
other subversive propaganda;

e prevention, detection and suppres-
sion of separatism, terrorism, extremism,
suppression of illegal armed groups,
politically motivated violence and other
encroachments on the constitutional order;

e obtaining complete and reliable
advance information about the situation
in Ukraine and the world, countering
external threats to Ukraine’s national
security, and promoting the realization of
Ukraine’s national interests.

The strategy also addresses the topic
of Ukrainian society’s digitalization.
Thus, Ukraine will provide administra-
tive services through a secure “single
window” wusing modern information
technologies and promoting digital lite-
racy. At the same time, digital trans-
formation involves cyber resilience and
cybersecurity of the national information
structure. In particular, one of the key
areas of activity is the prevention of
international terrorism, international cri-

me, and foreign-fueled separatism in
cyberspace.

Also, to implement the National
Security Strategy completely and effec-
tively, it is designed by the national
Legislature to develop specialized strate-
gies in key areas of activity. The docu-
ment provides for the adoption of the
following Strategies: Human Develop-
ment Strategy; Military Security Strate-
gy of Ukraine; Public Security and Civil
Protection Strategy of Ukraine; Strategy
for the Development of the Defense-
Industrial Complex of Ukraine; Econo-
mic Security Strategy; Energy Security
Strategy; Strategy for Environmental
Security and Climate Change Adapta-
tion; Strategy for Biosafety and Biolo-
gical Protection; Information Security
Strategy; Cybersecurity Strategy of Uk-
raine; Foreign Policy Strategy; Strategy
for Ensuring State Security; Integrated
Border Management Strategy; Food
Security Strategy; National Intelligence
Program.

A few of these program documents
have been implemented already, and
thus, they serve as road maps in key
segments of public life and official bu-
siness. Moreover, similar strategies in
Western partner states influence the na-
tional approach to adopting these pro-
gram documents.

For example, as [ have written in one
of my prior research papers, correctly
understanding of the direct substantive
connections between the concepts of
national security and economic security
of Ukraine is extremely important.
Obviously, economic security is one of
the integrated components of national
security, which is a more universal,
multi-element phenomenon. Thus, only
combination of professional efforts of
Ukrainian researchers, both lawyers and
economists, will allow developing an
improved doctrinal interpretation of the
national security of our state, its strategic
priorities, comparing the national secu-
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rity strategy of our state with similar
program documents in various partner
states. Such an approach corresponds to
the global trends of the 21st century and
will also empower us to respond to
regional and global threats and conflicts,
in the epicenter of one of which Ukraine
has unfortunately found itself these days
[2, p. 14-21].

Within this paper, I will refer to the
pragmatic and educational experience of
the United States of America in the imp-
lementation of National Security Stra-
tegies. Comparative reference to Ameri-
can and Ukrainian legislative approaches
and practical implementation will be
conducted as part of this research.

One striking contrast feature is that
unlike in Ukraine, where the National
Security Strategy is adopted for an inde-
finite period, the American Strategy is
regularly updated — actually, each new
Presidential Administration elaborates
on such Strategic document for several
years. The document is based on outli-
ning key challenges to the American
security and various responses to them.

I will start with brief historical refe-
rence to three National Security Stra-
tegies in Ukraine. While doing this, I will
use materials from the research paper by
M. Spivak, who has successfully compa-
red three National Security Strategies
adopted during the newest period of Uk-
rainian sovereignty [3, p. 1051-1053].

The first period was characterized by
the adoption of the National Security
Strategy of Ukraine “Ukraine in a Chan-
ging World” approved on February 12,
2007 by then President Viktor Yushchen-
ko [4]. Prior to this, Ukraine never had a
comprehensive national security strate-
gy, nor a clear geopolitical strategy. The
main goal of the Strategy was to establish
a level of national security that would
guarantee the progressive development
of Ukraine, its competitiveness, ensuring
human and citizen rights and freedoms,
and further strengthening the internatio-

nal positions and authority of the Ukra-
inian state in the modern world.

The second period was characterized
by the adoption of the National Secu-
rity Strategy of Ukraine, approved on
May 26, 2015 by then President Petro
Poroshenko [5]. This document recogni-
zed the work of the Ministry of Defense
of Ukraine on organizing a comprehen-
sive review of the security and defense
sector of Ukraine as insufficiently effec-
tive. The Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
was tasked with implementing measures
for a thorough review of the security and
defense sector of Ukraine; developing
proposals for reforming the security and
defense sector bodies of Ukraine; ensu-
ring public involvement in the prepara-
tion of draft strategic documents on the
reform of the Armed Forces of Ukraine,
other military formations and law enfor-
cement agencies of the state established
in accordance with the laws of Ukraine;
ensuring the consistent rearmament of
the Armed Forces of Ukraine and other
military formations with new models of
weapons and military equipment of the
draft concept of the State Targeted
Defense Program for the Development of
Armaments and Military Equipment for
the period 2016-2020; approving a new
version of the Naval Doctrine of Ukrai-
ne; improving legislation in the field of
security and defense of Ukraine, taking
into account the new National Security
Strategy of Ukraine; preparing, together
with the National Institute for Strategic
Studies, proposals for a system of indi-
cators (pointers) of the state of national
security. The 2015 strategy was chara-
cterized by integration into the European
Union, a special partnership with NATO,
and ensuring national security in the fo-
reign policy sphere, economic security,
energy security, information security,
cyber security and security of informa-
tion resources, security of critical infra-
structure, and environmental security.
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According to Ukrainian commen-
tator O. Shevchenko, among the reasons
for the low-level implementation of the
2015 NSS in Ukraine were: a certain
distortion of the main mechanisms of
public administration, which were sup-
posed to ensure the rule of law and strict
compliance with the legislation; to some
extent, low responsibility of the subjects
of ensuring the national security of
Ukraine for the fulfillment of the tasks
assigned to them; possible opacity of the
main areas of expenditure on national
security and defense; also, lack of effec-
tive control in the field of national secu-
rity with the involvement of civil society
institutions, including over the use of
financial and material resources, etc. [6,
p. 157] Indeed, that period was not some
exception — every NSS meets its own
bureaucratical and security challenges,
which have to be addressed.

Finally, the third period was cha-
racterized by the National Security Stra-
tegy of Ukraine “Human Security —
Country Security” approved by Volody-
myr Zelenskyy on September 14, 2020
[7]. The main difference between the
2020 Strategy and the previous ones is
that it is based on such fundamental
principles as deterrence, stability, and
interaction. The implementation of prio-
rities is ensured in the following areas:
restoring peace, territorial integrity and
state sovereignty in the temporarily
occupied territories in the Donetsk and
Luhansk regions of Ukraine on the basis
of international law; implementing inter-
national legal, political and diplomatic,
security, humanitarian and economic
measures aimed at ending the illegal
occupation of the Autonomous Republic
of Crimea and the city of Sevastopol by
the Russian Federation; continuing to
implement defense and deterrence mea-
sures, actively using negotiation formats
and consolidating international pressure
on the Russian Federation as a guarantee
of preventing escalation of the conflict

by Russia, reducing tensions and stop-
ping armed aggression by the Russian
Federation; using all available mecha-
nisms of the UN, the Council of Europe,
the OSCE, and other international orga-
nizations to consolidate international
support for Ukraine in countering Rus-
sian aggression, restoring the territorial
integrity and state sovereignty of Ukra-
ine; developing relations with the United
States of America, the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Canada, the Federal Republic of Germa-
ny, the French Republic, neighboring
and other states, as well as with inter-
national organizations to ensure inter-
national security and counter common
challenges and threats, minimize their
impact on Ukraine, etc.

Understanding the historical evolu-
tion of Ukrainian national security doc-
trines is extremely important in the con-
text of better interpretation of the current
NSS, its research, and practical imple-
mentation in various spheres of national
development.

Overall, NSS outlines a nation’s
comprehensive plan for utilizing all
instruments of state power — both mili-
tary and non-military — to protect and
advance its national interests.

Today, almost every country has
such strategy, whether explicitly arti-
culated or implicitly observed. Implicit
strategy refers to the patterns and beha-
viors a nation exhibits over time in res-
ponse to its security environment, inclu-
ding interactions with other countries
and forces that may pose threats or
challenges to its objectives. This form of
strategy is open to interpretation as ana-
lysts observe and infer a nation’s under-
lying approach. For instance, most scho-
lars agree that the United States’ security
strategy during the Cold War was pri-
marily focused on deterrence. Since the
Cold War’s conclusion, however, there
has been less agreement in America on a
cohesive strategic direction.
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Explicit strategy, on the other hand,
involves formal, public declarations by a
government detailing how it intends to
achieve its security goals within the
international arena. These strategies are
often documented in official publica-
tions, commonly called “white papers”
on defense in many nations.

National security strategies are just
documents. Thus, they need “an institu-
tional guardian.” In the United States, the
prime candidate to perform this impor-
tant function is the national security
advisor to the President advisor and the
National Security Council (NSC) staff
[8, p. 145-148].

As American expert R. Doyle points
out, the NSC and its interagency process
play a key role in developing and mana-
ging the National Security Strategy. The
NSC, led by the national security advisor
and supported by the Executive Secre-
tariat, ensures the strategy is coherent
and aligns with the president’s vision.

Effective NSS development requires top-
down thinking and coordination among
key federal agencies like Defense, State,
and Homeland Security, which often
have competing priorities. Obviously,
each administration customizes the pro-
cess based on its priorities, timing, and
political objectives. New presidents may
use the NSS to signal shifts in policy,
while outgoing presidents might focus on
consolidating achievements. This is a
very important observation — it demon-
strates that the NSS is a “live” document,
which is a result of think-tank-style
collaboration between the policymakers
and a pool of various experts on the issue
[9, p. 622-623].

In order to demonstrate the comp-
lexity of the NSC structure within any
given Presidential administration, which
can be changed significantly over time,
I will refer here to the structure of
President Bush’s NSC in 1992 [10].

Deputy Mational
Sec IJI'|tf|' Advisor

Mear East
and South Asia

International
Economic Affairs

Defense Palicy

and Arms Control

International

Programs

Figure 1. National Security Council Staff Structure
(End of George H.W. Bush administration), 1992

The current U.S. National Security
Strategy was adopted in October 2022 by
the Biden administration. Unlike in Ukra-

ine, where National Security Strategy is
a programmatic (or visionary) document,
the American document has different
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legal nature and meaning. American NSS
is a report mandated by Section 603 of
the Goldwater-Nichols Department of
Defense Reorganization Act of 1986
(Public Law 99-433). The NSS has been
transmitted annually since 1987, but fre-
quently reports come in late or not at all.
Usually, NSS is adopted every three to
four years. To this date, eighteen such
strategies have been adopted altogether,
with the first one starting with the Rea-
gan administration in 1987 and the last
one dated October 2022, created by the
Joe Biden Administration [11].

By its legislative design, the NSS has
to be sent from the President to Congress
in order to communicate the executive
branch’s national security vision to the
legislative branch. The NSS provides a
discussion on proposed uses of all facets
of U.S. power needed to achieve the
nation’s security goals. The report must
include a discussion of the United States’
international interests, commitments, ob-
jectives, and policies, along with defense
capabilities necessary to deter threats and
also to implement U.S. security plans.

I will provide an example to the
point at hand. The current 2022 NSS out-
lines the Biden-Harris Administration’s
approach to safeguarding U.S. interests
in a rapidly changing global landscape. It
emphasizes strategic competition with
major powers, particularly China and
Russia, and addresses transnational chal-
lenges such as climate change, pan-
demics, and economic inequality. The
broad strategic approach reflected in the
document is based on four key points.

o Integrated Deterrence: combining
military capabilities with diplomatic and
economic tools to prevent aggression;

e Strengthening Alliances: reinfor-
cing partnerships with NATO, the Euro-
pean Union, and Indo-Pacific allies to
address shared security concerns;

e Investing in Innovation: advancing
technological development in areas like

artificial intelligence and quantum com-
puting to maintain strategic advantages;

¢ Promoting Inclusive Growth: ensu-
ring that economic benefits are broadly
shared, both domestically and interna-
tionally.

The current American NSS under-
scores the interconnectedness of domestic
strength and global leadership, while
asserting that investments at home bolster
the U.S. position abroad. It calls for a
comprehensive approach that leverages all
aspects of national power to navigate the
complexities of the XXI century security
environment [ 12].

In the conclusive part of the 2022
NSS, an emphasis is placed on the
provision that the United States, with its
allies and partners, is committed to estab-
lishing a free, open, prosperous, and
secure global order. The national strategy
addresses two key challenges: competing
with rivals to shape the international
order and addressing shared global issues
like climate change, pandemic prepared-
ness, and food security. The goal is to
strengthen democracy, modernize multi-
lateral institutions, and set fair techno-
logy, cybersecurity, trade, and econo-
mics rules.

By the end of the current decade, the
U.S. aims to strengthen its economy,
democracy, and global credibility largely
by investing in industry, people, and ad-
vanced technologies. Deepened diplo-
macy with allies and partners will foster
cooperation and shape favorable compe-
tition with rivals. Military modernization
and collective action will, as expected,
enhance national defense, tackle global
challenges, and promote a secure, pros-
perous world. America is determined to
act swiftly to achieve these goals.

As a reader can see from the text
above, this document is primarily decla-
ratory in nature, it does not provide any
specifics or authorize any government
agencies to take any specific actions.
This probably makes sense, since NSS is
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just a roadmap — other national stake-
holders have to consider it in their poli-
cymaking and specific law enforcement
initiatives.

The research paper “Strategic Analy-
sis of Ukraine’s Security Environment”
by O. Reznikova, published by the Na-
tional Institute for Strategic Studies
(NISS), offers a comprehensive evalua-
tion of Ukraine’s current and future secu-
rity challenges. Using SWOT (Strengths,
Weaknesses, Opportunities, Threats) ana-
lysis, it highlights Ukraine’s strategic
environment, focusing on internal and
external factors affecting its security.
The research presents the findings of a
strategic analysis of Ukraine’s security
environment utilizing a SWOT frame-
work. It examines the security landscape
on the eve of Russia’s large-scale inva-
sion of Ukraine in February 2022 and its
subsequent evolution. The author fore-
casts post-war trends in Ukraine’s secu-
rity by identifying key threats, vulne-
rabilities, strengths, and opportunities for
state and societal development under
new conditions. The study predicts that
the sources of major threats to Ukraine’s
national security will transform in the
post-war period.

The author emphasizes that timely
identification of existing and potential
threats, coupled with an understanding of
national strengths and opportunities, is
crucial for protecting Ukraine’s interests.
By analyzing trends in the security envi-
ronment, this approach lays the ground-
work for defining strategic goals and
priorities in the national security policy.

The research concludes that Ukrai-
ne’s primary strategic goal is to develop
sufficient domestic capabilities in order
to ensure security and resilience. Key
policy directions for the post-war period
include enhancing defense capacity, im-
proving crisis response readiness, secu-
ring external guarantees beyond NATO,
strengthening bilateral relations with
strategic partners, revitalizing economic

and human development, and increasing
public governance efficiency.

The mentioned strategic analysis
underscores the importance of a multi-
dimensional approach to strengthen
Ukraine’s security framework in a rapid-
ly changing geopolitical landscape [13].

Overall, any unbiased reader can
observe that the number of written scho-
larly works on the issues of national
security is much higher in Ukraine than
it is in the United States. It is even more
the case now, during the active phase of
the ongoing war. In contrast, American
commentators refer to the Presidential
NSSs much less regularly. This is pro-
bably because, in America, this is more
of a declaratory document, which does
not trigger any legal obligations.

Conclusions. Several key observa-
tions should be reflected here based on
the results of my analyses.

To evaluate if a National Security
Strategy is the “right” one, such as meets
both the national goals and challenges,
the President, the Parliament, or other
policymakers should consider two key
elements: process and resources.

1. Process. A flawed process, such
as excluding key participants, often leads
to a flawed strategy. However, the lack
of transparency in formulating the NSS
makes assessing this difficult. Typically,
at least in the American official environ-
ment, the NSS emerges from complex,
opaque negotiations among security lea-
ders, led by the national security advisor
and the NSC.

2. Resources. A strategy needs ade-
quate financial support and other reso-
urces to succeed. While the NSS rarely
addresses affordability directly, aligning
its objectives with the government’s
budget is essential here. Comparing the
NSS’s goals with budget allocations is
critical in assessing its feasibility.

As for the Ukrainian part of my
analyses above, when understanding the
nature and content of the 2020 Strategy,
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we see that ensuring national security is
based on an understanding of the key
issue, which is the need to ensure
(achieve) national security through the
fight against various outside threats and
dangers. The key objective of the Natio-
nal Security Strategy of Ukraine is a
well-prepared and comprehensively pro-
vided defense of Ukraine on the prin-
ciples of deterrence, stability and coope-
ration, which ensures military security,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of the
state in accordance with the Constitution
of Ukraine and within the state border of
Ukraine, promotes Ukraine’s integration
into the Euro-Atlantic security space and
acquisition of NATO membership, and
provides for active participation in inter-
national peace and security operations.
Deterrence in the context of Ukrai-
ne’s comprehensive defense at the cur-
rent stage of statehood development
involves the readiness of the Ukrainian
defense forces, the national economy, the
population, and the entire state to repel
armed aggression against Ukraine, in-
crease the capabilities of the air defense

system, create an integrated territorial
defense system, take preventive measu-
res to counter military threats, achieve
and maintain the capabilities to inflict
unacceptable political, economic, mili-
tary, and other losses on the enemy,
because of which he will be forced to
abandon escalation or stop armed aggres-
sion against Ukraine.

The Ukrainian Government and Uk-
rainian citizens have already done a lot in
the direction of developing a compre-
hensive model of National Security. Still,
a lot has to be done shortly.

As I envision it, the new promising
vector of future research in national
security development will be comparing
Ukrainian NSS doctrine with those in
several European jurisdictions. Such aca-
demic endeavor seems even more promi-
sing when considering Ukraine’s aspi-
rations for European integration. The
author of these lines has already made
some first research steps in this direc-
tion [14].
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CTPATETI'ISA HAIIIOHAJIBHOI BE3NEKU SK I[OTY)KHI/Iﬁ IHCTPYMEHT
3AXUCTY JEPKABHOCTI: MOPIBHAJIbHUI AHAJI3 YKPATHCHKHX

TA AMEPUKAHCBKHUX JTOKYMEHTIB

V crarti nocnigxeno Crparerito HanionanbHoi 6e3nexku (CHB) ik ocHOBHUI iHCTPYMEHT
IUIS 3aXUCTy CYBEPEHITEeTy Hamii Ta mpocyBaHHS ii IHTEpeciB, 30CEpeKYyI0UHCh Ha TOPIB-
HSIbHOMY aHani3i migxoniB Ykpainu ta Amepuxu. Y PHBO Ykpainu, 30kpeMa B 1OKyMEHTI
2020 poxy «besneka moannu — Oe3neka KpaiHnW», MPIOPUTETaMH € MU, BITHOBJIECHHS CyBe-
pEeHITeTy Ta MpOTHUIis POCIChKil arpecii uepe3 cTpuMyBaHHsI, cTabiNbHICTS 1 criBnpanio. Bin
HaroJionye Ha kibepoOesmnerri, nupoizaiii Ta CKOOPIUHOBaHIM BIAMOBIII Ha TaKi 3arpo3u, K
npomnaranza, TepopusM i cenapatusm. Hasmaku, CHb CILIA, ska perynspHO OHOBIIOETHCS
KOXKHOIO aJIMIHICTpalli€to, 3a0e3neuye cTpaTeriune OaueHHs, nepeadadyeHe 3aKOHOM, 1 Haro-
JIONIy€e Ha IHTETPOBAHOMY CTPHMYBaHHI, albsiHCAX, IHHOBAIIISIX Ta IHKJIIO3UBHOMY 3POCTaHHI.

Icropuunuii ananiz CHb Ykpainu nemMoHCTpye MOCTYNOBY 3MiHY (JOKYCY: Bif Teoro-
mitmaHOi ctparerii 3a IIpesuaenta B. FOmenka (2007) mo eBpoaTiaaHTHYHOI iHTerpamii 3a
[pesunenta I1. [Topowenka (2015), kynpMiHaIi€I0 K0T cTana KoMIiekcHa obopona 3a [lpe-
sunenTa B. 3enenceroro (2020). Amepuxanceki CYD, ax-oT Bepcis 2022 poky, BUCBITIIOIOTH
CTpaTeriuHy KOHKYPEHIIiI0 3 TakuMu JepxaBamu, sk Kurtaii i Pocis, i TpaHCHaIioHanbHI
npoOieMu, Taki SIK 3MiHa KJIimMary. BusnaueHo, mo B Toi dyac sk CHb Ykpainu HamineHa Ha
nieBi pamkn ynpasininai, CHb CIHIA € pekinapaTMBHUM AOKYMEHTOM, SIKHH CIIPSIMOBY€E
TOJIITHYHI Ta 3aKOHOIABY1 3y CHILIS.

VY mpoMy AOCTiIKeHHI BH3HAueHO mpobiemu B ympoBamkeHHI NSS B 000x kpainax,
BKJTIOUAI0OYX OIOPOKpaTHUHY Hee(eKTHUBHICTh 1 Y3TOMKEHHS CTpaTeriif 3 pecypcamu. AHai3
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ninkpeciioe esomonito CHbB sk aganTuBHO1 peakuii Ha r700anbHy Ta perioHaabHy AUHAMIKY.
Crnuparounch Ha yKpalHChKHUN Ta aMepUKaHCHKHUI JIOCBIJ, JOCITIKEHHS TIPONIOHYE PO3YMIHHS
TOTO, SIK TMOTPIOHO po3poOIIOBaTH e(DEKTHBHI CTpaTeETii, SKi BiNMOBIMAOTh HAIOHATEHAM Ta
MIKHAPOAHUM LTSI,

JlocmimKeHHS TakoX 3aKJIMKae A0 MOCHICHHS MIXIHCITUIUIIHAPHOT CITIBIIpAI MiX eKc-
MepTaMu 3 MpaBa, CKOHOMIKH Ta MOMITUKY st BrockoHaneHHs CHB Ykpainu BifmoBigHo 10
€BPOIHTErpaIlifHUX NMparHeHb. Ha 3aBepIieHHs BiH BUCTYTIA€ 3a TIOPIBHAIIBHY OIIHKY €BPOTICH -
cokux CHbB n7s iHpopmyBaHHs po MaiiOyTHI cTpaTerii Ykpainu. 3arajgom y TOKyMEHTI Hif-
KpECITIOEThCS poiib CTparerii K JOPOKHBOT KapTH HAIlIOHATHLHOTO PO3BUTKY Ta CUTHATY CTpa-
TET1YHHUX NPIOPUTETIB Ha TI100aNbHIN apeHi.

Knwuosi cnosa: Cmpamezis nayionanvnoi Oesneku, cimoguil nopsooK, HAYIOHANbHI
iHmepecu, cysepenimem, NOPIGHANLHUL AHATI3.
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IIJIAXU 3ABE3NEYEHHSA AKOCTI BULIOT OCBITH
V BUIMX BIICHbKOBUX HABUAJLHUX 3AKJATAX
TA 3AKJAJIAX BUIOT OCBITH

31 CHELM®IYHUMU YMOBAMU HABYAHHS

Bumma ocBita, 0co0MMBO y BifiChKOBMX HaBUANBHUX 3aKJa/(ax 13aKianax 3i CnenupiaHuMH
yMOBaMH HaBYaHHS, Bigirpae KIOYOBY poJib y hopMyBaHHI podeciiinux 3ai0HOCTelH Ta 0co-
OUCTICHOTO PO3BUTKY KypcaHTIB. 3a0e3meueHHs SKOCTi OCBITH B TaKMX yCTaHOBax € Mpio-
pPUTETHUM 3aBAaHHAM, OCKIIbKH BOHO BIUIMBAE HAa MiArOTOBKY (axiBLiB, sKi MPU3HAUCHI IS
BUKOHAHHS BXJIMBUX QYHKIIH y CyCHUIbCTBI Ta 000pOHI YKpaiHH.

Opramnizaigis cucteMu 3a0e3leueHHs SKOCTI BKIOYAE PO3POOJICHHS Ta BIPOBAKEHHS
CTaHAapTiB, AKi BiAMOBINAIOTH crieruini BUIOi BIICEKOBOT OCBITH 200 OCBITH 31 crerudiy-
HUMHU yMOBaMH, 3a0e31euye OAHAKOBUH piBEHb SIKOCTI HABYAaHHSA, MPOBEICHHS CHCTEMAaTHY -
HUX BHYTPIIIHIX 1 30BHINIHIX OLIHIOBaHb, 1[0 JOIOMAra€ BUSBJIATH CUJIbHI Ta cJ1a0Ki CTOPOHU
OCBITHBOTO TIPOIIECY W IIYKaTH IUIAXHM HOTO BIOCKOHAJCHHS, MOCTIHHE MiIBUICHHS KBAJi-
¢ikamii Ta akTyamizamii MPaKTUYHUX HABHYOK HAYKOBO-TIEAATOTITHOTO CKJIATy, 3alyUCHHS
CTEHKXOJIEPiB 1 KypCaHTIB 0 MPOIECY OIIHKH SKOCTi HABYaHHS 4yepe3 onutyBaHHA. OOro-
BOPEHHS Ta y4acTh Y poOOYHX IPyMax Ja€ 3MOTY OTpUMAaTH 00’ €KTUBHI BIATYKH Ta HPOMO3ULIT
IOJI0 MOKPAalLIeHHs OCBITHHOTO Tporecy. BpaxyBanHs BUMOT poOOTOAABLIB A0 MalOyTHIX
(baxiBIiB I03BOJISE aANTYBATH MPOTPaMH TIATOTOBKU 3/100yBaviB BUILOI OCBITH O MOTPEO
PHUHKY TIparii.

BukopuctanHs cydacHHX iHPOPMAMIMHAX TEXHOJOTIH y HAaBYAJIHHOMY IMPOIECi CIPHUSIE
MiIBUIIEHHIO e()eKTUBHOCTI Ta JOCTYITHOCTI OCBITH. 3aJIly4eHHS KYpPCaHTIB JI0 pealbHIX YMOB
HECEHHS CIyO0H Ta CHMYJSALIMHUX BIpaB JONOMAarae po3BUBAaTH iXHi MPAaKTHYHI HABUYKH Ta
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