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ECOLOGICAL TERRORISM IS AN ACTUAL CHALLENGE OF OUR TIME
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ABSTRACT

Purpose. The article discusses issues related to the development of a multidimensional concept of
"environmental" terrorism. Analysis of the genesis of the norms establishing criminal responsibility for
environmental terrorism. The study of historical legislative and practical pgroblems of law enforcement, the search
for ways to solve the gaps and imperfections of the current criminal legislation of the Russian Federation (Article
205 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation). Methodology: induction, deduction, analysis, synthesis,
formal-logical and historical methods. Findings. 1.Analysis of scientific findings on the concept of ecological
terrorism, including its variety —ecocide. 2. On the basis of the conducted research, amendments are proposed to
article 205 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation. Scientific and practical significance. The research
carried out in the article gives an idea of the genesis and development of the concept of ecological terrorism,
reveals to the reader his views, gives examples from practice related to modern manifestations of ecological
terrorism. This study is devoted to the transformation of this concept and its types in dynamics under the influence
of foreign policy and internal factors. The work, in our opinion, can be useful for a wide range of readers: from
university students, graduate students, teachers and researchers, to practitioners, law enforcement officers, lawyers,

prosecutors and judges who perform qualifications on a professional basis.
Key words: Ecological terrorism, its types, Criminal Code, ecocide, social danger, natural environment,

qualification.

In the right opinion, the term environmental
terrorism can be understood in the following two
senses:

1) ecocide is (deliberate large-scale environmental
pollution). From the criminal-legal point of view,
Ecocide is close to genocide in nature and degree of
international danger.

The legal definition of ecocide as a crime against
the safety of mankind (article 358 of the Criminal Code
of the Russian Federation) originates in the documents
regulating the rules of conduct of armed conflicts.

Thus, part 3 of article 35 of Additional Protocol 1
to the Geneva Convention of 1977 prohibits the use of
"methods or means of warfare which are intended to
cause or may be expected to cause extensive, long-term
and serious damage to the natural environment”. And
in article 55 of the same document, the parties to the
armed conflict are required to show "concern for the
protection of the natural environment from extensive,
long-term and serious damage. Such protection
includes the prohibition of the use of methods or means
of warfare which are intended to cause, or may be
expected to cause, such damage to the natural
environment and thus to the health or survival of the
population”[7, p.238].

Then, the understanding of the ecocide evolved in
the direction of its recognition not just a war crime, but
a crime against the security of all mankind.

Thus, the Convention on Effects on the
Environment establishes the obligation not to resort to
military or any other hostile use of means of influencing

the natural environment, “which have wide, long-term
or serious consequences, as methods of destruction,
damage or harm to any other State participant” (Art. 1).
The term "means of influencing the natural
environment” refers to any means of changing by
deliberately  controlling natural processes, the
dynamics, composition or structure of the Earth,
including its biota, lithosphere, hydrosphere and
atmosphere, or outer space (Art. 2).

Thus, committing an act of an ecocide has become
regarded as a crime against the security of mankind,
regardless of whether it is committed in time of war or
peacetime, and without compulsory linking it with an
armed conflict. [2]

2) radical actions of groups and people fighting for
animal rights, and advocating for the release of animals
[10], as well as of any "green"

Individual animal rights advocates, supporters of
biocentrism, are grouped into groups that commit
provocative, including illegal actions against animal
cruelty. [5] The FBI USA defines environmental
terrorism in this context as the use or threat of criminal
violence against innocent victims or property of
citizens from environmentally oriented, transnational
groups for environmental and political reasons, or
aimed at attracting attention. According to the FBI,
since the beginning of the 21st century, the activities
and tactics of a number of such activist groups have
undergone significant changes and become dangerous
for society. The first such unlawful actions, according
to the FBI, were taken in 1977, when Greenpeace
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activists and organizations of the Marine Fauna
Protection Society cut fishing nets.

Radical environmental organizations are engaged
in eco-terrorism in order to influence public opinion.

They even introduced a new term, ecotage
(environmental sabotage) [6].
The FBI calls the activities of militant

environmentalists and animal advocates "the biggest
terrorist threat in the United States" and considers them
the threat of a nation [6]. It accuses eco-terrorists of
arson of residential buildings, research laboratories and
car dealerships, the organization of explosions in
offices. [6]. According to experts, the damage from the
actions of "green" exceeded $ 100 million, and it is only
a matter of time when such criminal activity will lead
to the death of people.

The US Department of Homeland Security also
considers some environmental organizations to be
terrorist [9].

From 1997 to 1999, the Earth Liberation Front
(ELF) activists caused damage in the amount of $ 40
million, having made 33 actions, including the arson of
a ski resort in Veyle (1996), the arson of the land
management bureau in the state of Oregon and the
ranger offices of the Federal Forest Service in Oak
Ridge ($ 9 million damage), arson of the slaughter in
Redmond, California ($ 1.3 million damage, 1997), the
explosion and the total destruction of the office of Boise
Cascade, which planned to start building a
woodworking machinery complex in Chile (1999 ),
arson of the residential complex in San Diego,
California (2003) [4].

The goal of the Front’s activists is to restore the
original ecosystems, which “were destroyed by the
unscrupulous and egoistic actions of the human race.”
According to the leaders of ELF, "the highest goal
justifies the means, and no sacrifice (the so-called side
effect) should stop us." A very superficial acquaintance
of “green” terrorists with environmental science and a
modern mechanism of state policy leads to a moral
breakdown and cynicism of fighters for the revival of
virgin nature . [8]

At the end of the 20th century, activists of the
organization united with the Animal Liberation Front
(ALF). The FBI in 2001 added it to the list of terrorist
organizations. The branch of the organization operates
in Russia.

In October 2008, hearings in the case of animal
rights activists began in the UK. They are accused of
spreading information for 6 years, defaming the staff of
the British Biomedical Center of Huntingdon Life
Sciences and threatening to crack down on their
families. Five of the eight defendants are members of
Stop Huntingdon Animal Cruelty (“Stop Huntingdon
Animal Cruelty”). Animal rights activists are accused
of allegedly sending threatening letters and fake bombs
to the center’s employees, spoiling their cars, writing
on the walls of their houses and entrances stating that
“pedophiles live here” or “killers of puppies live here.
" Animal rights advocates promised to leave biomedics
alone only if they refuse to work with Huntingdon Life
Sciences.

In January 2009, seven animal protection activists
in the UK received prison sentences of 4 to 11 years for
blackmailing scientific and pharmaceutical companies.
They were found guilty of organizing campaigns
against firms using animal experiments. As the court
determined, the group’s actions were aimed at stopping
laboratory experiments with animals and the criminals
tried to create an “atmosphere of fear” in scientific
institutions and pharmaceutical companies. According
to the police, these sentences "have bled the movement
of extremist animal rights activists in Britain".

In 2004, a group of unknowns made a series of
attacks on the biological faculty of Lomonosov
Moscow State University, kidnapping a number of
experimental animals from the Department of Zoology
of Vertebrate Animals and the Department of Higher
Nervous Activity. Crows, a large number of rats, and
five rabbits disappeared from the laboratories (probably
released). The walls were inscribed and logos
indicating the organization "Animal Liberation Front",
but the suspicion also fell on the students themselves or
the staff of the biological faculty (due to the fact that
the kidnappers had intruded the faculty and opened the
door with a key) [1].

A little earlier, in February 2004, 119 frogs were
released from K. Anokhin research institute under
similar circumstances, r.

The staff noted that if the animals are really
released, they will inevitably die, because of their
inability to live in the wild, and in some cases — due to
the special nature of the experiments already conducted
on them, excluding the possibility of further
independent existence without medical control (such as
implantation of electrodes, forced accustoming to
alcoholism and drug addiction, etc.).

In February 2012, in the US, 27-year-old Meredith
Lowell from Ohio tried to hire a Kkiller through
Facebook to kill a man dressed in furs. The girl needed
a pretext to distribute leaflets about animal abuse. She
was detained by the FBI.

Thus, it can be concluded that the concept of
environmental terrorism (in its various forms) exists as
a significant threat.

It is noteworthy that in 2019 in the Republic of
Kazakhstan the CODE of the REPUBLIC OF
KAZAKHSTAN - ehe ENVIRONMENTAL CODE
OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN (as
amended and revised as of April 11, 2019) was adopted.
Of course, it does not criminalize environmental
terrorism (this is a task ma epy Criminal Code), but
legislates many terms related to the basic terms of
environmental law. Such legislation in our country has
not yet been adopted.

In order to resolve the issue of correctly qualifying
the actions of the guilty who committed a terrorist act
on the territory of the Russian Federation, we propose
the following.

The examples given in this article show that the
commission of terrorist acts often leads to
environmental disasters, namely the destruction and
pollution of the environment. In this regard, we
consider it necessary to introduce an environmental
category as an additional object of a terrorist act
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(Article 205 of the Criminal Code of the Russian
Federation). The analysis of the considered cases
indicates the need for a legislative initiative related to
the introduction in parts 2 and 3 of article 205 of the
Criminal Code of the Russian Federation of such a
qualifying attribute as "environmental harm"
depending on the severity of the committed act,
respectively.
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IMPABOBOI AHAJIN3 ®OPMUPOBAHUS 3AKOHOJATEJBCTBA O TOCYJIAPCTBEHHOM
YIPABJIEHUM U CAMOYIIPABJIEHUU B KbIPTBI3CKOM PECITYBJIMKE

AHHOTAIUA

Tabanouee Hypoex Anumobexosuu
npenooagamens Kageopul

Meopuu u UCMopul 20Cy0apcmea u npaesd,
OuicKutl 20Cy0apcmeen bitl YHU8epcumem
Keipevisckasn Pecnybnuka
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B crarbe naercs nCTOPUKO-pETPOCIIEKTUBHBINA aHaIN3 (hopMHpoBaHus B KbIprel3cTaHe 3aKOHOIATEIECTBA O
MECTHOM I'OCYIapCTBEHHOM YIIPaBJICHUU M CAMOYIIPABICHUU.

ABTOp, C MO3MIMENl COBPEMEHHOH NPaBOBOH AEHCTBUTENIBHOCTH, PACCMAaTPHUBAET 3BOJIIOLHUIO MPAaBOBOTO
HMHCTUTYTa MECTHOT'O CaMOYIIpaBJICHUA W T'OCYAapCTBCHHOT'O YIPaBJICHUA, OTMEYasd, IIPU 3TOM, BO3MOXHOCTH
BOCHPHUATUA OTACIBHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB NapTHUIHUIIAIIMN U COBETCKOTO NTIE€PpUOIA.

KaoueBbl ciaoBa: CoBerckas BIIacThb,

KOHCTUTYLUA,

rOCYJIapCTBEHHOE YIpPABICHHE, MECTHOE

CaMOYIIpaBJICHUEC, 3aKOHOAATCIbCTBO, ITOJIUTUKO-IIPABOBBIC NPOLICCChI, KOMIICTCHI M.

B coBerckoil Teopun U IpaBa UTHOPUPOBAIIOCH
pasfeneHue BIACTeH, HO 3TO MPOMCXOAWIO MO PALY
HNPUYMH, MOCKOJBbKY TOCYJApCTBO pPaccMaTpHUBalOCh
KaK MEXaHHM3M OCYLIECTBIEHHS BJIACTH, MOTIOTUBIICH
MOJIMTUYECKUE  CTPYKTyphl. IlepBble  coBerckue
KOHCTUTYI U yCTaHaBJIMBaJIn HE TOJIBKO
eanHoBnacTre COBETOB, HO M IpaBa TPYAAILINXCS Ha
MIOJIF30BAHUE 3eMIICH, ydacTue B paboyeM KOHTPOJIE U
YHpaBJICHUU IIPOU3BOACTBOM, B HCIIOJIb30BAHNN
cB00O/TBI MHEHUH, COI030B, COOpaHHiA, N30MpaTEIBHBIX
npas.

CoBerckas MoOAenb  YCTPOHCTBA  MECTHOTO
YIpaBJICHUs, MPOTHUBONOCTABIECHHAs OypXKyasHOMY
MECTHOMY CaMOYIIPABJICHUIO, CTajla MOPOXKIECHUEM
obIiecTBa TOTAJIMTApHOTO THIIA, NPEBpaTWIach B
BAKHBIN WHCTPYMEHT  CBEPXLIEHTPAJIM30BAHHOU

CHCTEMBI yNIPaBICHUs CTpaHOH [1].

[epuon ¢ 1921r. mo 1927r. cran nepuoaom
MOMCKa IMyTeH CcOo3/laHusl palMOHAJIbLHOW CHCTEMBI, B
KOTOPOH IIEHTpalIM30BaHHAs BIACTh COYETaach OBI C
CaMOYTIPaBIICHUEM. CkagpIBaeTCst cucreMa
COBETCKOTO MECTHOTO CaMOYIPaBJICHHS, CTaBIIas
PE3YJIbTATOM KOMIIPOMHCCA MEXIY MepBOHAYATHHBIM
KypcoM OOJBIIIEBUKOB Ha CBEPXIEHTPATN30BAHHOE
TOCYAapCTBEHHOE yIpaBJieHHE u HOBOM
SKOHOMHUUYECKOH MOJIMTUKOM.

Hauano 20-x -30-x romoB XX Beka ObLIO
NepuoJoM, B  KOTOPOM  CJIOXHJIACh  CHCTEMa
pecmyOIuKaHCKIX 3aKOHOATENbHBIX aKTOB,
BCECTOPOHHE PErJIAMEHTUPOBABIIUX IOJHOMOYUS U
JIeSITEIbBHOCTh MECTHBIX OpraHoB COBETCKOM BJACTH.
Hmenno K ATOMY BpeMEHHU OTHOCHTCS
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