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THE HEGEMONY OF A RULING PARTY
AS A COMMON ELEMENT IN THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE,
THE HOLODOMOR AND THE HOLOCAUST

With the development of comparative genocide as the second generation of genocide studies over
the last decades it became important to examine the Holodomor as a crime of genocide committed by
the Communist party of the Soviet Union in comparative perspective with other genocides. In this article,
the author offers a comparative analysis of the Holodomor with cases of genocide in the first half of
the 20™ century — namely, the Armenian genocide of the Ottoman Empire and the Holocaust of Nazi
Germany — from the perspective of perpetrators (organizers). The author compares the three genocides as
crimes under international law in terms of one of the mental elements of genocide that characterizes each
of them, noting the similarities in ruling political parties as organizers of those crimes who exercised the
collective intent in each of the case of genocide under analyses. The author argues that hegemony of
a ruling party: the Ittihadists, the Communists, and the Nazis which substituted the state organization was
a common element in the genocides perpetrated in the Ottoman Empire, the Soviet Union, and the Third
Reich. Moreover, in the ongoing Russian genocide against the Ukrainian nation with culmination since
24 February 2022, it is again the ruling party — Yedinaya Rosiya (Single Russia) which is the foundation of

Russian totalitarian regime that organized this crime of genocide.

Keywords: the Armenian Genocide, the Holodomor, the Holocaust, organizers of genocide,

the hegemony of a ruling party.

Introduction

As stated by Samuel Totten and Paul Bartrop,
“under the strictest definition of genocide the
Holodomor of the Ukrainians may be placed among
the three most significant such acts in the first half
of the 20" century — together with the Ottoman Turk
genocide of the Armenians and the Holocaust.”
These three genocides of the first half of
the 20" century — the Armenian genocide, the
Holodomor and the Holocaust may be compared on
the bases of different mental and material elements
of genocide. In my previous publications I have
compared these genocides based on specific intent
(dolus specialis) in each of them and victims of
these genocides, noting the similarities and
dissimilarities in those international crimes.? In this

! Paul R. Bartrop and Samuel Totten, “The History of Genocide:

An Overview,” in The Genocide Studies Reader, eds. Samuel Totten
and Paul R. Bartrop (New York and London: Routledge, 2009), 138.

2 Myroslava Antonovych, “Victims of genocides in the first half
of the 20" century: comparative and legal analysis,” in Proceedings of
the International  Scientific-Educational ~Working — Conference
“Genocide-Holodomor 1932—1933: The Losses of the Ukrainian
Nation (Drohobych: National Museum “Holodomor Victims
Memorial,” 2018), 71-3; Myroslava Antonovych, “The Holodomor
against the Ukrainian Nation in the Context of Genocides of the First

© Myroslava Antonovych, 2023

article I will offer analysis from the perspective of
organizers of the above-mentioned genocides,
namely the ruling political parties which substituted
state organization: the Ittihadists in the Ottoman
Empire, the Communists in the Soviet Union, and
the Nazis in the Third Reich. Those parties and their
bodies organized genocides in their states having
thoroughly planned them and implemented their
plans. Hitler as well as Stalin (and now Putin) would
hardly be able to commit genocide not having been
leaders of huge political parties.

I would argue in the article that on the level of
perpetrators, the Holodomor in Ukraine, like the
Armenian genocide and the Holocaust, was
conceived, organized, and implemented by the
monopolistic political party. Similarly to the Nazis
and the Ittihadists, the Communist party of the
Soviet Union was the actual author of the Holodomor

Half of the XX century,” in Mizhnarodna Conferentsiva “Shtuchni
Holody v Ukrayini XX stolittia”” (Kyiv: Vseukrayinska pravozakhysna
orhanizatsiya “Memorial” imeni Vasylia Stusa, 2018), 46-62;
Myroslava Antonovych, “Specific Intent (dolus specialis) in the
Armenian Genocide, the Holodomor and the Holocaust: Comparative
Analysis,” NaUKMA Research Papers. Law 3 (2019): 19-25, https://
doi.org/10.18523/2617-2607.2019.3.19-25.
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in Ukraine and held control over all other state and
legislative bodies.® Paraphrasing Prof. Vahakn
N. Dadrian and transferring his argument about
shifting state power to political parties in the
Ottoman Empire and in Nazi Germany, I would
argue that to examine and comprehend the implicit
(covert) as well as explicit (overt) aspects of these
genocides it is necessary to examine the leadership,
ideology, structure, and inner workings of political
parties that become ““substitutes for the governments
they supplanted and wusurped.”” The Central
Committee of the All-Union Communist Party of
Bolsheviks in the Soviet Union played the same role
in the Holodomor as the Ittihad Party Committee of
Union and Progress in the Armenian genocide or the
National Socialist Party in Nazi Germany.’

The Armenian case

In the Armenian case, after the Young Turk
Revolution of 1908, the new Ottoman rulers under
the Committee of Union and Progress (CUP), called
Unionists, were split into liberal-democrats and
authoritarian factions. In January 1913, the extremist
CUP faction with its leading “pan-Turkish” ideology
and the vision of a renewed empire, launched a coup
against the moderates and established a de facto
dictatorship. The ruling triumvirate — Minister of
Interior Talaat, Minister of War Enver, and Minister
of the Navy Jemal — “would plan and oversee the
Armenian genocide, with the Special Organization’s
affiliates in the Anatolia region serving as ground-
level organizers.”®

After the beginning of World War I, the Unionists
exercised near total control in the government.
“Party functionaries have been appointed to posts
all across the empire. Unionist cells had been
organized in every major town and city. Unionist
officers commanded virtually all of the Ottoman
army. The cabinet was entirely beholden to the CUP.
Key decisions were made by the triumvirs in
consultation with their party ideologues and in
conformity with overt and covert party objectives.”’

3 Antonovych, “Specific Intent (dolus specialis) in the
Armenian Genocide, the Holodomor and the Holocaust: Comparative
Analysis,” 23.

4 Vahakn N. Dadrian, “Patterns of Twentieth Century Genocides:
The Armenian, Jewish, and Rwandan Cases,” in Genocide and Mass
Violence in the 20" and 21 Centuries: An Introduction. Criteria,
Common Elements, and Patterns. Comparative Genocide Studies 1,
ed. Christian P. Scherrer (Moers: IFEK-IRECOR, 2005), 55.

> Antonovych, “Specific Intent (dolus specialis) in the
Armenian Genocide, the Holodomor and the Holocaust: Comparative
Analysis,” 23.

¢ Adam Jones, Genocide: A Comprehensive Introduction
(London and New York: Routledge, 2006), 105.

7 Rouben Paul Adalian, “The Armenian Genocide,” in Century
of Genocide. Critical Essays and Eyewitness Accounts, 3" ed.,
eds. Samuel Totten and William S. Parsons (New York and London:
Routledge Taylor and Francis, 2009), 56.

The intent of the Young Turks Ittihadists to
destroy Armenians appeared at the very outset when
orders were given for deportations. Helen Fein
refers to statements of Turkish officials to protesting
diplomats as evidence of intent published in the
British Blue Book, namely to an interview with
Talaat Bey “(one of the ruling triumvirate) in 1916
in the Berliner Tageblatt. “We have been reproached
for making no distinction between the innocent
Armenians and the guilty; but that was utterly
impossible, in view of the fact that those who
were innocent today might be guilty tomorrow”
(Bryce and Toynbee 1916, 633 ...). US Ambassador
Henry Morgenthau protested in Constantinople to
Talaat (who also assured him that their policy was to
eliminate all Armenians).”®

As stated by Rouben Paul Adalian, “at every level
of the operation against the Armenians, party
functionaries relayed, received, and enforced the
orders of the government. ... The Ministries of the
Interior and of War were charged with the task of
expelling the Armenians from their homes and
driving them into the Syrian desert ... The army
detailed soldiers and officers to oversee the
deportation process. ... Killing units were organized
to slaughter the Armenians...” Behind all those
crimes there stood the CUP which bore the main
share of responsibility for the Armenian genocide.

The Holodomor Case

In the Holodomor-genocide case, it’s worth
starting with Lenin’s Bolshevik party in Russia,
which was a marginal force, however after the coup
against the weakened Kerensky regime in 1917 the
Bolsheviks found themselves in power. In the civil
war between the “Whites” and the Bolsheviks
(“Reds”) Stalin and his henchmen emerged as
leaders of the red forces who imposed “war
communism,” “an economic policy that repealed
peasants’ land seizures, forcibly stripped the
countryside of grain to feed city dwellers, and
suppressed private commerce.”® All who opposed
those policies were “enemies of the people.” And
number one in the list of enemies were Ukrainians
with their strive for independence.

As stated by James Mace, in the summer of 1932
with Ukraine on the edge of mass starvation, Stalin’s
top assistants Prime Minister Viacheslav Molotov
and Agriculture Minister Lazar Kaganovich

8 Helen Fein, Denying Genocide from Armenia to Bosnia: A
Lecture Delivered at the London School of Economics and Political
Science on 22 January 2001 (Occasional Papers in Comparative
and International Politics 1) (London School of Economics and
Political Science, 2001), 12.

°  Adalian, “The Armenian Genocide,” 57.

10 Jones, Genocide: A Comprehensive Introduction, 126.
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announced that Ukraine’s quotas for bread grain
deliveries would stand at the level announced the
previous May, however there wasn’t enough grain
to meet the quota.'! On December 14, 1932 Stalin
called the top leaders of Ukraine, the North Caucasus
and the Western District to Moscow, where a secret
decree was signed by Stalin and Molotov “On grain-
collection in Ukraine, the North Caucasus and in the
Western region”,'? in which the Central Committee
(CC) of the All-Union Communist Party of
Bolsheviks (AUCPB) and Council of People’s
Commissars (CPC) of the USSR directed the
Communist Party and government leadership of
Ukraine and the North Caucasus to resolutely root
out the counterrevolutionary elements by means of
their arrest, long sentences of confinement in
concentration camps.'® That decree of the CC of the
AUCPB and CPC of the USSR was one of numerous
resolutions and directives which caused famine and
were not only economic ones but had a clear link
with the Ukrainian national issue. The resolution
(postanova) demonstrates that the government
feared the results of Ukrainization. It was believed
that this policy of Ukrainization was implemented
beyond the “allowed margins” and grain collection
was to become a method of suppressing social and
national resistance. This resolution clearly testifies
that there was a direct connection between the
policy of grain storage and the results of
Ukrainization. In order to eliminate resistance to
grain storage by “kulak elements and their party and
non-party flunkeys,” CC of AUCPB and CPC of the
USSR approved inter alia to propose CC of the
Communist Party of Bolsheviks (CPB) and CPC of
the Ukrainian SSR to pay serious attention to the
proper implementation of Ukrainization, to
eliminate its mechanical realization, to expel
Petliurites and other bourgeois and nationalistic
elements from party and state organizations, to
thoroughly choose and bring up Ukrainian Bolshevik
cadres, to guarantee systematic party leadership and
control over the implementation of Ukrainization.'

' James Mace, “Soviet Man-Made Famine in Ukraine,” in
Century of Genocide: Eye Witness Accounts and Critical Views,
eds. Samuel Totten, William S. Parsons, Israel W. Charny (New York:
Garland Publishing, 1997), 102.

12 Resolution of the CC AUCP(B) and CPC USSR on grain
procurements in Ukraine, the North Caucasus and the Western Oblast.
In Holodomor of 1932-33 in Ukraine. Excepts (2008), 65-68; In
The Holodomor reader: a sourcebook on the Famine of 1932—1933 in
Ukraine, compiled and ed. by Bohdan Klid and Alexander J. Motyl
(Edmonton, Toronto: Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies Press,
2012), 245-47.

13 Mace, “Soviet Man-Made Famine in Ukraine,” 102-103.

14 Resolution of the CC AUCP(B) and CPC USSR on grain
procurements in Ukraine, the North Caucasus and the Western
Oblast, 247.

On 22 January 1933, Stalin sent a secret directive
ordering Ukraine, Belarus, and the neighboring
regions of the RSFSR to prevent the exodus of
peasants from Kuban and Ukraine to the nearby
regions of Russia and Belarus. The directive insisted
that the exodus was organized by Polish agents and
enemies of the Soviet regime to agitate against
collective farms and the Soviet system. Local
authorities and the OGPU were ordered to prevent
mass departures and to immediately arrest the
“peasants” of Ukraine and North Caucasus who
made their way north.”® Roman Serbyn considers
this directive to be “perhaps the best available
evidence of the dictator’s genocidal intent against
the Ukrainian people.”!

All in all, in January 1933, Stalin took direct
control of the Ukrainian Communist Party apparatus.
His appointees, accompanied by tens of thousands
of subordinates, initiated a campaign that led to the
destruction of nationally self-assertive Ukrainian
elite, the end of the Ukrainization policy and
virtually all Ukrainian cultural self-expression, and
the gradual return to the exclusive use of the Russian
language in Ukraine’s cities and educational
institutions.'”

The Holocaust Case

What concerns Nazi Germany, the defeat in the
first World War resulted in political extremism in
this state. As Adam Jones writes, its prime architect
and beneficiary was the National Socialist (or
“Nazi”) party, founded by Adolf Hitler and sundry
alienated colleagues. Hitler, a decorated First World
War veteran and failed artist from Vienna, assumed
the task of resurrecting Germany and imposing its
hegemony on all Europe. This vision would lead to
the deaths of tens of millions of people. But it was
underpinned in Hitler’s mind by an epic hatred of
Jews whom he called “these black parasites of the
nation.”!®

As the failed putsch indicated, Hitler’s path to
power was far from direct — by 1932, he seemed to
many to have passed his peak. The Nazis won only a
minority of parliamentary seats in that year’s elections;
more Germans voted for parties of the Left than of the

5" Roman Serbyn, “Holodomor: The Ukrainian Genocide,”

Central and Eastern European Online Library PISM Series
(PISM Series) 1 (2010): 224, https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-
detail?id=86294, who cites Tragediia sovietskoi derevni:
Kollektivizatsiia i raskulachivanie 1927-1939 gg: Dokumenty
i materialy, vol. 3, 634—635. An English translation is in Terry
Martin, The Affirmative Action Empire: Nations and Nationalism
in the Soviet Union, 1923—1939 (Ithaca, 2001), 306-307.

1 Ibid.

17 U.S. Commission on the Ukraine Famine. Report to Congress
(Washington: US Government Printing Office, 1988), xi—xvii.

18 Jones, Genocide: A Comprehensive Introduction, 15.
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Right, but divisions between the Socialists and
Communists made the Nazis the largest single party in
the Reichstag and allowed Hitler to become Chancellor
in January 1933. Once installed in power, the Nazis
proved unstoppable and within three months, they had
seized “total control of [the] German state, abolishing
its federalist structure, dismantling democratic
government and outlawing political parties and trade
unions.” The Enabling Act of March 23, 1933 gave
Hitler “carte blanche to terrorize and neutralize all
effective political opposition.”"

As stated by Adam Jones, immediately thereafter,
the Nazis’ persecutory stance towards Jews became
plain. Within a few months, Jews saw their
businesses placed under Nazi boycott; their mass
dismissal from hospitals, the schools, and the civil
service; and public book-burnings of Jewish and
other “degenerate” works. The Nuremberg Laws of
1935 stripped Jews of citizenship and gave legal
shapeto the Nazis’race-based theories: intermarriage
or sexual intercourse between non-Jews and Jews
was prohibited.?

According to Donald L. Niewyk, genocide was
implicit in Hitler’s ideology, and it became explicit
as part of the events surrounding Operation
Barbarossa, the attack on the USSR in 1941.2! After
Hitler’s invasion of the Soviet Union, emigration of
Jews gave way to their extermination. This policy
resulted in the mobile killer bands, the death camps
in Nazi Germany and in other states. Reinhard
Heydrich, the most powerful SS leader after
Himmler, submitted his plan at a conference of top
Nazi officials in Wannsee in January 1942, which
called for concentrating all the Jews under German
control in Eastern European ghettos and labor
camps.? Thus, the responsibility for mass murder of
Jews was placed by Nazi leaders in the hands of the
SS (Schutzstaftel).

The collective intent to commit genocide

The ruling political monopolistic parties in three
analyzed cases of genocide played the key role in
formulating the intent to commit genocide. That
was a “state level” of genocide which might be
planned and organized by a few individuals who are
acting as highest state organs.”® The concept of

! Ronnie S. Landau, The Nazi Holocaust (Chicago, IL:
Ivan R. Dee, 1994), 317, 122.

2 Jones, Genocide: A Comprehensive Introduction, 236.

2! Donald L. Niewyk, “Holocaust: The Genocide of the Jews,”
in Century of Genocide: Eye Witness Accounts and Critical Views,
eds. Samuel Totten, William S. Parsons, Israel W. Charny (New
York: Garland Publishing, 1997), 132.

2 Jbid., 129-30.

% Lauri Milksoo, “Soviet Genocide? Communist Mass
Deportations in the Baltic States and International Law,” Leiden
Journal of International Law 14 (2001): 780.

“collective intent” is not clearly determined in
international law. As stated by Larry May,
“[sJometimes the term is used to mean that a number
of people are working loosely toward the same end,
perhaps unbeknownst to one another. To say that
there is a collective intent in this sense is just to say
that a number of individuals all have roughly the
same intent to accomplish the same end. Sometimes
the term is used to mean that there is concerted
action in that the individual acts of many people are
coordinated so as to achieve a single end.”**

Following L. May’s view, if to see genocide on
the model of the Holocaust, the collective intent
element seems to be easily met by showing that
Hitler and his henchmen planned the extermination
of the Jews in detail and then initiated their plan.
“The plan plus the initiation is a form of collective
intent in that the plan organizes the acts of many
people and directs those acts toward the destruction
of a group.”

It is worth mentioning that the Ruling of the
Kyiv Court of Appeal on 13 January 2010
ascertained that the Communist party of the USSR
and the Communist party of Ukraine (Stalin,
Molotov, Kaganovich, Postyshev, Kossior, Chubar,
and Khatayevich) with the purpose of suppressing
the national liberation movement in Ukraine and
preventing the restoration and consolidation of an
independent Ukrainian State, masterminded the
genocide of a part of Ukrainian national group by
creating conditions of life calculated to bring
about its destruction through the Holodomor of
1932-1933 (emphasis added).?

It was a collective special intent of the leaders of
AUCPB to destroy a Ukrainian ethnic group in part.
This plan did not appear in 1932 — the national
liberation movement in the Ukrainian SSR started
immediately after joining Ukraine to the USSR.
That is why the time frames of the Soviet genocide
in Ukraine should be expanded to the period from
beginning of 1920s with the culmination in 1932—-1933,
following the scheme of the Soviet genocide in
Ukraine proposed by the author of the term
“genocide” Rafael Lemkin. The intent of the
AUCPB to selectively exterminate Ukrainians,
according to Rafael Lemkin’s view, appeared from
the beginning of 1920s, when in 1920, 1926 and
again in 1930-33, teachers, writers, artists, thinkers,

2 Larry May, Genocide: A Normative Account (Cambridge
University Press, 2010), 115-6.

% Ibid., 116.

% Ruling of the Kyiv-Court of Appeals concerning the committing
of the crime of genocide, 13 January 2010, in The Holodomor of
1932-1933 in Ukraine as a Crime of Genocide under International
Law, eds. Volodymyr Vasylenko and Myroslava Antonovych (Kyiv:
Kyiv-Mohyla Academy Publishing House, 2016), 294, 356.
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political leaders — the national brains — were
liquidated, imprisoned, or deported. Later an
offensive against the national churches — the
‘soul’ of Ukraine — was committed, when between
1926 and 1932, the Ukrainian Orthodox Auto-
cephalous Church, its Metropolitan (Lypkivsky),
and 10,000 clergy were liquidated. In 1945, when
the Soviets established themselves in Western
Ukraine, a similar fate was meted out to the
Ukrainian Catholic Church. The next step was the
starvation to death of a significant part of the
Ukrainian peasantry — the repository of the national
spirit of Ukraine; followed by the fragmentation of
the Ukrainian people at once by the addition to
Ukraine of foreign peoples and by the dispersion
of the Ukrainians throughout Eastern Europe. In
this way, ethnic unity was destroyed.”’

Individual intent in genocide of ordinary party
members depends upon their knowledge of the
collective intent to destroy a group and participation
in implementing this plan. “The question is not
whether the individual has a genocidal intent, but
whether there is a collective plan that the individual
intends to participate in and knows the aims of,
including the destruction of a group.”* It is obvious
that leaders of a ruling party who plan, initiate, or
incite to commit genocide more clearly instantiates
the collective intent than a person who is just
participating in committing a crime. That is why, as
L. May explains, the planners and inciters “should
be more clearly responsible for the collective crime
than are those who participate, although those who
participate can also instantiate the collective intent
as well.” Put it differently, “the planner plays
a more significant role in the sharing of this intent
than does the one who merely knows that he or she
intends to contribute and knows of what is
planned.”? That means that share of participants is
present in the intent, however lesser than share of
organizers and inciters who were the leaders of
ruling political parties in the three genocides
mentioned above.

The connection between individual and
collective intent is not always easy to establish.
Answering the question if an individual intent can
be the same as a collective intent, L. May analyzes
mmkin, “Soviet Genocide in Ukraine,” in Rafael
Lemkin. Soviet Genocide in Ukraine. Article in 28 languages,
ed. Roman Serbyn (Kyiv: Maisternia Knyhy, 2009), 32-5.

2 May, Genocide: A Normative Account, 121-2.

¥ Ibid., 122-3.
0 Ibid., 123.

putative and likely intentions of Hitler: “As he set
out the plan of the Holocaust there seems to have
been both a collective intent through establishing
a master plan to destroy the Jewish people and also
a personal intent to aim at the same end”.?' It is
difficult to state whether the main organizer of the
Holodomor-genocide, the leader of the AUCPB
Stalin was as personally committed to a plan to
partially destroy the Ukrainian people during the
Holodomor as was Hitler during the Holocaust.
Stalin hardly had any personal motives, but his key
role in formulating the collective intent through
planning and organizing the Holodomor is obvious.*

Conclusion

Thus, even this short comparison of totalitarian
political regimes in the Ottoman Empire, the Soviet
Union and in Nazi Germany prove that, in general,
the Armenian genocide, the Holodomor and the
Holocaust happened because of different “isms,” be
it ittihadism, communism, nazism which were the
ideologies of ruling monopolistic political parties.
In their desire to build a new society from scratch,
they led to destruction of national, ethnic, racial, or
religious groups as such. There was much in
common between analyzed genocides in terms of
organizers or the primary agents of genocide which
were the organizations — ruling monopolistic parties.
Nowadays the analogous ideology is rashism which
was recognized by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine
on 2 May 2023 in a resolution which defined
Russia’s political regime as rashism and condemned
its ideological principles and social practices as
totalitarian and hateful.*® Therefore, one may draw
to the conclusion that the major source of the crime
of genocide might be defined as monopolistic
ideologies, and the genocides under comparison
appeared to be primarily ideological. Russian
genocide against Ukrainians which is ongoing with
the culmination after 24" February 2022, no doubt,
shares the key common element with other
genocides — monopolistic ideology, hegemony of
a ruling party and totalitarianism.

3t Ibid., 124.

32 Myroslava Antonovych, “Individual and Collective Intent in
the Crime of Genocide (on the Example of the Holodomor-Genocide
against the Ukrainian Nation),” Actual Problems of International
Relations 145 (2020): 58.

3 Denys Glushko, “Ukrainian Parliament to Recognize Rashism
as a Russian Political Regime,” Gwara Media, May 2, 2023,
https://gwaramedia.com/en/ukrainian-parliament-to-recognize-
rashism-as-a-russian-political-regime/
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TETEMOHISI KEPIBHOI ITAPTII SIK CIIIJIbHUM EJIEMEHT
Y BIPMEHCBKOMY I'rEHOIIM AL, I'OJIOAOMOPI TA I'OJIOKOCTI

3 pPO3BUTKOM B OCTAaHHI JCCATWIITTA MNOPIBHSAIIBHUX TEHOIMIHHUX CTyHiH $K APYroro MOKOMiHHS
TEHOLUIHUX CTYA1} BasKIIMBO ITpoaHaNi3yBaT [ 01010MOp SK 3104MH TeHOIU Y, BaMHEeHUH KoMyHICTHUHOIO
naptieto PansHcbkoro Coro3y, y MOpIBHSHHI 3 iHIIMMU TeHOIMAAMHU. Y ILiif CTATTi aBTOpPKA MPOIOHYE
NMOpiBHSJIBHUK aHamiz [omomoMopy 3 reHonumamu mepiroi moioBuHH XX CT., a came BipMeHChbKUM
redoruaoM OtToMaHChKol iMmepii 1 ['omokocToM HammcTchkoi HiMewunHu 3 morsay iXHIX BUKOHABIIIB
(opranizatopiB). ABTOpKa MOPIBHIOE I1i TPU TEHOIMIW K 3J0YMHHU 32 MIKHAPOIHUM TPaBOM B aCTIEKTi
OJTHOTO 13 Cy0’€KTUBHMX E€JIEMEHTIB I'€HOLIUY, 10 € XapaKTePHUM JAJISI KOXKHOTO 3 HUX, 3a3HAUYAI0UN CXOXKE
1 BIIMIHHE B KEpiBHUX MOJITHYHHUX MAapTiAX SIK OPraHi3aTopax IMX 3J0YHHIB, SKi 3AIHCHMIM CBil
KOJIKTHBHHMI HaMip y KO)KHOMY 3 aHaJli30BaHUX reHoiuaiB. Came opraHizaTopu 3J04HHY T€HOIUY, SIKi €
JIiiepaMu KepiBHUX MOJITHYHUX MapTiil, HECYTh OCHOBHY BiINOBIAAIBHICTH 32 3I0YMH FCHOLUAY, OCKITIBKH
iXHSI poSb y MOUIMPEHHI TeHOUNAHOTO HaMipy BH3HAYaJIbHA MOPIBHSIHO 3 THMHU, XTO 3HA€ MPO i1CHYBAHHS
TaKOTO HaMipy i crpusie HOro BTINIEHHIO.

ABTOpKa JIOBOJIUTh, 110 TET€MOHIsI KePIBHOI MAapTii: ITMXaIUCTIB, KOMYHICTIB 1 HAIIUCTIB, SIK1 M AMIHUIN
co00K0 JIep)KaBHY OpraHizaiito, Oynaa CHITbHHM €JIeMEHTOM TeHouuaiB B OTTOMaHCHKiH immepii,
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Pansacpkomy Cotosi Ta Tpethomy Peiixy. HUHI aHATOTTYHOIO 11€0JIOTIE0 € pamu3M, SKuid OyB 3aCy/KeHUH
nmoctaHoBoro BepxoBHoi Pamu Vkpainm 2 TpaBHs 2023 p. sK pOCIHCHKHN TOMITHYHHNA PEXKHAM, IO
XapaKTePU3YETHCS TAKIMH COIIaTbHUMH MPAKTHKAMH, K TOTATITAPHU3M 1 JIIOMHHOHECHABUCHHIITBO.

Ha migcraBi mpoBeneHOro aHamizy aBTOpPKa JOXOAWTH BHCHOBKY PO T, IO OCHOBHHM JKECPEIIOM
3JI0YMHY TEHOIIUY MOXKHA BU3HAYUTH MOHOIIOJIBHI 17I€0JIOTI1, a IPOaHaIi30BaHi TeHOLM/IH OYIJIH TIepEI0BCIiM
17ICOJIOTIYHUMH. Y TPHUBAJIOMY POCIHCHKOMY TEHOLHMJI TPOTH YKpaiHChKOI HaIlii, KyJbMIHAIS SIKOTO
po3nouanack 24 motoro 2022 p., 3HOBY HassBHa KepiBHA MmapTis «E€niHas Poccisy, sika cTBoproe GyHIaMEeHT
POCIMCBHKOTO TOTATIITAPHOTO PEXKHUMY, 1110 OPTaHi3yBaB IeH 3JI04MH. [ eHOIN I yKpaiHIliB 3 00Ky pOCIHCHKOTO
PEKUMY, IO TPHBAE JTOCI, TAKOK MA€ 3a3HAYCHUH CIIUIPHUH SIIEMEHT 3 1HIIIMMU T€HOIHIaMH — MOHOIIOIBHY
17IC0JIOTI0, TETEeMOHIF0 KepiBHOT MapTii 1 TOTAITapU3M.

Kuarouosi ciioBa: Bipmenchkuii reHorua, [omomomop, [0I0KOCT, opraHi3aTopu 3JI0YHWHY TECHOILHTY,
TereMOHisl KepiBHOT maprii.

Mamepian nadivuos 17.07.2023
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