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CRITERIA FOR VANDALISM PREVALENCE
AND TRENDS IN MODERN CONDITIONS

Abstract. Purpose. The purpose of the article is to study vandalism state and trends in Ukraine based
on relevant criteria. Results. The interpretation of the content of vandalism and, as a result, the use of this
concept to officially explain acts related to destructive violent behaviour has now significantly expanded
and has gone beyond the criminal law definition. A significant part of acts of vandalism due to minor
public danger remains without proper attention from law enforcement agencies, as the grounds for their
qualification under the relevant articles of the CC of Ukraine are often insufficient, and the CoAO does not
contain special rules that would allow for appropriate response measures. In this regard, it seems relevant to
study vandalism state and trends in Ukraine based on the relevant criteria. It is established that the status
and trends of vandalism in Ukraine are best determined by characterising the quantitative and qualitative
indicators of the prevalence of vandalism offences. It is substantiated that the main quantitative indicators
of vandalism should be considered: 1) the place of vandalism in the overall structure of crime; 2) the number
of vandalism offences in which persons were served with a notice of suspicion; 3) the number of proceedings in
cases of vandalism that were sent to court with an indictment; 4) the prevalence of certain types of vandalism.
The main qualitative indicators of vandalism are recognised as follows: 1) geography of vandalism; 2) time
when an act of vandalism is committed; 3) how an act of vandalism is committed; 4) means and instruments
of vandalism; 5) a place where an act of vandalism is committed. Conclusions. Common places where
vandalism is committed are cemeteries, graves, burial sites, places of worship, morgues, various religious
buildings and "sacred" places. The vast majority of cases of lucrative and religious vandalism are recorded
in such places. For example, valuable items, as well as elements of monuments and fences, are stolen from
graves and cemeteries. Moreover, it is here that various rites and ceremonies are performed, and most acts
of desecration and abuse are committed. Less common, but no less important for analysis, are places with
a special status: nature reserves, memorial complexes, cultural and archaeological heritage sites, etc. The
vast majority of acts of environmental vandalism are committed here.

Key words: types of vandalism, desecration of a grave, burial place, crime, crime rate.

1. Introduction ted, i.e. 0.45%. However, as we noted above,

In order to comprehensively depict the cur-
rent state of vandalism and its main trends in
Ukraine, we have analysed the only reports on
criminal offenses for the last five years, sum-
marised by the Prosecutor General's Office
of Ukraine and posted on its official website
(Official website of the Prosecutor General's
Office of Ukraine, 2020). The study and com-
parison of statistics made it possible to formu-
late a range of useful conclusions and generali-
sations for practical application.

Criminal offenses that we propose to qual-
ify as vandalism are a relatively small share
of the overall crime structure. For example,
while in 2014, 1763 such crimes were commit-
ted, which amounted to 0.33% of all registered
criminal offenses, in 2018, 2193 were commit-
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official statistics cannot objectively reflect
the actual prevalence of vandalism, as a signif-
icant number of acts of vandalism are classified
under such general articles as theft, hooligan-
ism, destruction and damage to property, etc.
and, accordingly, will not be taken into account
in our analysis.

The issue of vandalism has been under focus
in the works by O. Bandurka, V. Vasylevych,
O. Dzhuzha, V. Dziuba, O. Kolb, A. Neby-
tov, M. Khavroniuk, V. Shakun, and others.
Without detracting from the scientific value
of the achievements of these scientists, it
should be noted that no comprehensive study
of vandalism prevention has been conducted
in domestic science. For example, today most
issues related to determining the motives for
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vandalism, the ways and external forms of van-
dalism, the determinants that cause vandalism,
the mechanism of formation of this deviation,
measures to prevent it, etc. remain virtually
unexplored.

Therefore, the purpose of the article is to
study vandalism state and trends in Ukraine
based on relevant criteria.

2. General principles of the prevalence
of vandalism in modern conditions

Despite all the shortcomings, official statis-
tical reporting allows us to identify the most
global trends in the protection of public moral-
ity:

— against an overall decrease in crime by
8% (from 529,139 crimes in 2014 to 487,133
crimes in 2018), there is a significant increase
in the level of vandalism — by almost 20%
(from 1763 crimes in 2014 to 2193 in 2018). In
the overall crime structure, the share of such
crimes increased by 0.12%;

—the largest number of acts of vandalism was
recorded in 2018 (2193 crimes), and the small-
est — in 2014 (1763 crimes). At the same time,
2053 such crimes were registered in 2015, 1782
crimes in 2016, and 1972 crimes in 2017;

— the most significant increase in the num-
ber of crimes was in the following: illegal pos-
session, desecration or destruction of religious
shrines (from 3 crimes in 2014 to 5 crimes in
2018); obstruction of a religious rite (from 1
crime in 2014 to 4 crimes in 2018); desecra-
tion of a grave, other burial place or the body
of the deceased (from 1608 crimes in 2014 to
2030 in 2018); illegal explorations at an archae-
ological heritage site, destruction, ruining of or
damage to cultural heritage sites (from 52 crimes
in 2014 to 77 crimes in 2018); destruction, dam-
age or concealment of documents or unique
documents of the National Archival Fond (from
0 crimes in 2014 to 3 crimes in 2018); public
denial or justification of fascist crimes, propa-
ganda of neo-Nazi ideology, production and/or
distribution of materials justifying the crimes
of fascists and their supporters (from 1 crime in
2014 to 38 crimes in 2018);

— the number of crimes such as damage
to religious buildings or places of worship
decreased (from 7 crimes in 2014 to 2 crimes
in 2018); intentional destruction or damage to
territories under state protection and objects
of the nature reserve fund (from 28 crimes in
2014 to 17 crimes in 2018); desecration of state
symbols (from 58 crimes in 2014 to 17 crimes
in 2018); violence against the population in
the area of military operations (from 4 crimes in
2014 to 0 crimes in 2018).

The next criterion to be analysed is the num-
ber of crimes in which individuals have been
served with a notice of suspicion. The impor-

tance of this indicator is due to actual reflection
of the number of detected crimes, i.e. crimes in
which a person has been identified. The basic
value we propose to use is the total number
of detected crimes and their ratio to the total
number of registered crimes. For example, in
2014, this ratio was 37.7%; in 2015, 33.3%; in
2016, 26.9%; in 2017, 37.9%; in 2018, 39.4%.
The average figure for the analysed period is
34.7%. With regard to vandalism, the analysis
of statistical data reveals different trends:

— compared to other crimes, the share
of detected vandalism cases is much higher,
averaging 54.2% over the analysed period. This
means that every second reported case of van-
dalism was detected, i.e. the perpetrators were
identified;

— the share of detected vandalism cases
increased by almost 10%: from 52.2% in 2014 to
61.7% in 2018. The lowest number of vandalism
cases was detected in 2016: 773 crimes, which is
43.4% of the total number of registered vandal-
ism cases;

— the high rate of vandalism crimes in which
persons were served with notices of suspicion
is relative. For example, only two types of van-
dalism are characterised by a high detection
rate that exceeds the average statistical indica-
tor (we recall that it is 34.7% for the analysed
period). For example, these are the desecra-
tion of a grave, other burial place or the body
of the deceased (57.6%) and the desecration
of state symbols (36.3%);

— the following types of vandalism have
a lower than average detection rate: damage to
religious buildings or places of worship — 30%;
illegal occupation, desecration or destruc-
tion of religious shrines — 17.9%; obstruction
of a religious rite — 10.3%; public denial or jus-
tification of the crimes of fascism, propaganda
of neo—Nazi ideology, production and /or distri-
bution of materials justifying the crimes of fas-
cists and their supporters — 10.1%,; intentional
destruction or damage to territories under state
protection and objects of the nature reserve
fund — 7.3%; illegal exploration at an archaco-
logical heritage site, destruction, ruining of or
damage to cultural heritage sites — 6.7%. At
the same time, three types of vandalism have
a zero percent detection rate, meaning that no
one has ever been served with a notice of sus-
picion of committing them during the analysed
period. These are the destruction, damage or
concealment of documents or unique docu-
ments of the National Archival Fond; looting
and violence against the population in the area
of military operations.

Another criterion for evaluating statistics
on vandalism is the number of proceedings that
were sent to court with an indictment. On aver-
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age, the share of such proceedings is 88.1%
of the total number of criminal offenses in which
persons were served with notices of suspicion,
or 30.6% of the total number of recorded crim-
inal offenses. The highest analysed indicator
was in 2018 and amounted to 90.3% and 35.6%,
respectively; and the lowest 86.7% — in 2016 —
and 23.3%, respectively. With regard to van-
dalism, we can observe different correlations
and trends:

— compared to other crimes, the share
of vandalism proceedings that were sent to court
with an indictment was significantly higher
and averaged 90.7% of the total number of crim-
inal offenses in which persons were served with
anotice of suspicion of committing vandalism, or
49.1% of the total number of registered vandal-
ism cases in the analysed period. These figures
were highest in 2015 (96.3 and 53.8%, respec-
tively) and lowest in 2016 (80.1 and 34.7%,
respectively);

— compared to 2014, in 2018, the share
of vandalism proceedings that were sent to
court with an indictment increased by more
than 11% (from 83.9% and 43.8% to 95.6%
and 58.9%, respectively);

— the relative nature of statistical data char-
acterising the ratio of the number of vandal-
ism proceedings that were sent to court with
an indictment to such indicators as the num-
ber of detected vandalism cases and the total
number of registered vandalism cases is worthy
of attention. For example, only one type of van-
dalism is characterised by a high rate of refer-
rals to court with an indictment that exceeds
the average statistical indicator (we recall that
during the analysed period it accounted for
88.1% of the total number of criminal offenses
in which persons were served with a notice
of suspicion and 30.6% of the total number
of recorded criminal offenses). For example, it
is the desecration of a grave, other burial place
or the body of the deceased: 90.9% and 52.3%
respectively. Another type of vandalism has
only one of the two indicators slightly higher
than the average: it is the deliberate destruction
or damage of territories under state protection
and objects of the nature reserve fund: 88.9%
and 6.5% respectively;

— the following types of vandalism have
lower than average statistical indicators: dam-
age to religious buildings or places of wor-
ship — 83.3% and 25.0%, respectively; illegal
explorations at an archaeological heritage site,
destruction, ruining or damage to cultural
heritage sites — 86.3% and 5.8%, respectively;
illegal possession, desecration or destruction
of religious shrines — 80.0% and 14.3% respec-
tively; desecration of state symbols — 77.8%
and 28.2% respectively; public denial or justi-
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fication of the crimes of fascism, propaganda
of neo—Nazi ideology, production and/or dis-
tribution of materials justifying the crimes
of fascists and their supporters — 77.8 and 7.9%
respectively; obstruction of religious rites —
50.0 and 5.3% respectively;

— three types of vandalism are characterised
by zero rates of referrals to court with indict-
ments. For example, these are destruction, dam-
age or concealment of documents or unique
documents of the National Archival Fond; loot-
ing; violence against the population in the area
of military operations.

In more detail, the quantitative characteris-
tics of vandalism can be assessed by comparing
statistical data that reflect the prevalence of each
of the types of vandalism we have identified,
namely:

— the most common type of vandalism is
desecration of a grave, other burial place or
the body of the deceased (Article 297 of the CC
of Ukraine). The share of registered crimes
under this article in the overall structure
of vandalism is 92.4%. Moreover, against a gen-
eral decrease in the crime rate in 2014-2018
(by 8%), a significant increase in the number
of registered cases of desecration of a grave,
other burial place or the body of the deceased
can be noted (by 422 crimes, i.e. by 20.7%).
The lowest number of crimes under Article 297
of the CC of Ukraine was registered in 2014 —
1608, and the highest in 2018 — 2030. On aver-
age, 1 to 4 crimes under Part 4 of Article 297
of the CC of Ukraine were recorded per year, but
in 2015, there was an almost 4-fold increase (15
crimes). On average, a person was served with
a notice of suspicion of committing this crime
in 57.6% of cases. This figure was the lowest in
2016 — 45.9%, and the highest in 2018 — 65.4%.
Approximately 52.3% of proceedings of the total
number of criminal offenses under Article 297
of the CC of Ukraine were sent to court with
an indictment. The lowest figure was in 2016 —
36.8%, and the highest — in 2018 — 62.5%;

— the second most common type of vandal-
ism is the illegal explorations at an archaco-
logical heritage site, destruction, ruining of or
damage to cultural heritage sites (Article 298
of the CC of Ukraine). The share of registered
crimes under this article in the overall struc-
ture of vandalism is 3.4%. Over the past 5
years, the number of registered cases of illegal
explorations at an archaeological heritage site,
destruction, ruining or damage to cultural her-
itage sites has increased by 32.5% (25 crimes).
The lowest number of crimes under Article 298
of the CC of Ukraine was registered in 2014 —
52, and the highest — in 2017 — 78. The detec-
tion rate of these crimes is extremely low. For
example, on average, a notice of suspicion was
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served to a person in 6.7% of cases. This figure
was the lowest in 2016 — 1.5%, and the highest
in 2018 — 11.7%. About 5.8% of proceedings
of the total number of criminal offenses under
Article 298 of the CC of Ukraine were sent
to court with an indictment. This figure was
the lowest in 2016 — 1.5%, and the highest in
2018 — 11.7%;

— the third most widespread type
of vandalism is the desecration of state sym-
bols (Article 338 of the CC of Ukraine). The
share of registered crimes under this article
in the overall structure of vandalism is 1.3%.
Unlike the previous types of vandalism we ana-
lysed, over the past 5 years the number of reg-
istered cases of desecration of state symbols
has decreased by 70.1% (by 41 crimes). The
lowest number of crimes under Article 338
of the CC of Ukraine was registered in 2016 —
10, and the highest — in 2014 — 58. The detection
rate of these crimes is relatively high. On aver-
age, a notice of suspicion was served to a per-
son in 36.3% of cases. This figure was the low-
est in 2016 at 19.0%, and the highest in 2015
at 53.8%. Approximately 28.2% of proceedings
out of the total number of criminal offenses
under Article 338 of the CC of Ukraine were
sent to court with an indictment. This figure
was the lowest in 2014 — 13.8%, and the highest
in 2018 — 47.1%;

— the fourth most widespread type of van-
dalism is the intentional destruction or damage
to territories under state protection and objects
of the nature reserve fund (Article 252 of the CC
of Ukraine). The share of registered crimes
under this article in the overall structure of van-
dalism is 1.3%. Over the last 5 years, the num-
ber of registered cases of intentional destruction
or damage to territories under state protection
and nature reserve fund objects decreased
by 39.3% (by 11 crimes). The lowest number
of crimes under Art. 252 of the CC of Ukraine
was registered in 2015 — 16, and the highest —
in 2016 — 36. Traditionally, the level of solving
these crimes is low. For example, on average,
a notice of suspicion was served to a person in
7.3% of cases. This figure was the highest in
2014 — 28.6%, while in 2015, 2016 and 2018, no
suspicion was served on any of the facts of com-
mitting this crime. Approximately 6.5% of pro-
ceedings out of the total number of criminal
offenses under Article 252 of the CC of Ukraine
were sent to court with an indictment. This fig-
ure was the highest in 2014 — 28.6%, while from
2015 to 2018, no proceedings under this article
were sent to court with an indictment;

— the fifth most widespread type of van-
dalism is public denial or justification of fas-
cist crimes, propaganda of neo-Nazi ideology,
production and/or distribution of materials

justifying the crimes of fascists and their sup-
porters (Article 436—1 of the CC of Ukraine).
The share of registered crimes under this arti-
cle in the overall structure of vandalism is 0.9%.
Over the past 5 years, the number of registered
cases of public denial or justification of fascist
crimes, propaganda of neo-Nazi ideology, pro-
duction and/or distribution of materials justi-
fying the crimes of fascists and their supporters
has increased by as much as 37 times (from 1 to
38 crimes). The lowest number of crimes under
Article 436-1 of the CC of Ukraine was regis-
tered in 2014 — 1, and the highest —in 2018 — 38.
The detection rate of these crimes is extremely
low. For example, on average, a notice of suspi-
cion was served to a person in 10.1% of cases.
This figure was the highest in 2015 — 25.0%,
while in 2014 and 2016 no suspicion was served
on any fact of committing this crime. Approx-
imately 7.9% of proceedings out of the total
number of criminal offenses under Article 436-1
of the CC of Ukraine were sent to court with
an indictment. This figure was the highest in
2015 — 25.0%, while in 2014 and 2016 no pro-
ceedings under this article were sent to court
with an indictment;

— the sixth most widespread type of van-
dalism is the illegal maintenance, desecration
or destruction of religious shrines (Article 179
of the CC of Ukraine). The share of registered
crimes under this article in the overall struc-
ture of vandalism is 0.3%. Over the past 5 years,
the number of registered cases of illegal pos-
session, desecration or destruction of religious
shrines has increased by 40.0% (by 2 crimes —
from 3 to 5). The lowest number of crimes under
Article 179 of the CC of Ukraine was regis-
tered in 2014 and 2015 — 3, and the highest —
in 2016 — 10. Traditionally, the detection rate
of these crimes is low. For example, on average,
a notice of suspicion was served to a person in
17.9% of cases. This figure was the highest in
2018 — 40.0%, while in 2015 no suspicion was
served on any fact of committing this crime.
Approximately 14.3% of proceedings out
of the total number of criminal offenses under
Article 179 of the CC of Ukraine were sent
to court with an indictment. This figure was
the highest in 2018 — 40.0%, while in 2015
and 2017 no proceedings under this article were
sent to court with an indictment;

— other types of vandalism are the least
common, and therefore their commission does
not significantly affect official statistical report-
ing. For example, damage to religious buildings
or places of worship accounts for only 0.2%
of the total vandalism; obstruction of religious
rites — 0.2%; destruction, damage or con-
cealment of documents or unique documents
of the National Archival Fond — 0.03%; loot-
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ing — 0.01%; violence against the population
in the area of military operations — 0.09%. All
of them are characterised by a rather low level
of detection and referral to court with an indict-
ment.

Therefore, the analysed official statistics
enables to determine the prevalence and dynam-
ics of vandalism over the past five years. At
the same time, the above data and our conclu-
sions are not enough to provide a holistic pic-
ture of modern domestic vandalism. A number
of its qualitative indicators need to be further
disclosed. However, it is impossible to do this
on the basis of official statistics review: first, offi-
cial statistics do not separate vandalism crimes
into a separate group; second, it does not record
a number of indicators that play a secondary
role in the overall crime structure but are quite
important for developing measures to counter
and prevent vandalism. In this regard, our fur-
ther research will be based on the data obtained
as a result of studying the materials of criminal
proceedings on vandalism, on the conclusions
drawn by other scholars, experts and specialists,
as well as on the results of a sociological survey.

3. Particularities of the places of commit-
ting vandalism

The study enables to make some conclu-
sions, which are organised into several inde-
pendent blocks for ease of perception.

Geography of vandalism. The prevalence
and steadily increasing number of criminalised
acts of vandalism is observed in all regions with-
out exception. The level of vandalism is some-
what higher in Luhansk and Donetsk regions, as
well as in the areas bordering the Autonomous
Republic of Crimea, compared to the overall
statistical indicators. This is primarily due to
a rather high level of aggressive xenophobia
and national intolerance in these regions, which
is a consequence of the occupation and actual
hostilities. In the western regions of Ukraine,
the level of vandalism also remains consistently
high, due to the active work of various nation-
al-democratic and chauvinistic movements. In
general, our study did not show any significant
geographic differences in the prevalence of van-
dalism in Ukraine. The only differences are in
the direct objects of attack, as well as the emo-
tional and motivational atmosphere of vandal-
ism.

There are certain differences between urban
and rural vandalism. For example, in large cit-
ies, which are more saturated with public infra-
structure, vandalism of the following types
prevails: graffiti, petty and malicious hooli-
ganism, destruction and damage to property.
Obscene inscriptions, immoral images, smashed
payphones, broken windows, damaged public
transportation equipment, etc. are all typical
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of urban vandalism. In small towns and villages,
vandalism is more likely to be motivated by
lucrative motives, due to the relatively low soci-
oeconomic level of life. For example, there are
frequent cases of destruction of graves and cem-
eteries, and theft of various valuable materials
from burial sites. In addition, various natural
resources, garden and park and architectural
ensembles, green spaces, etc. are often targeted
for destruction. In other words, public, nation-
alist, political, and anarcho-nihilistic types
of vandalism are more common in cities, while
religious, cemetery, lucrative, and environmen-
tal vandalism is more common in villages.

Time when an act of vandalism is commit-
ted. The results of our study show that acts
of vandalism are committed with approxi-
mately the same level of intensity throughout
the year. At the same time, certain differences
in the structure of vandalism depending on
the time of year can be identified. For exam-
ple, acts of lucrative vandalism are most often
committed in winter and in the first two months
of spring. Some scholars explain this depend-
ence by the fact that in the warm season it is
easier to find seasonal work or other one-time
income and fresh vegetables, fruits, mushrooms
appear, thus partially solving the food prob-
lem for low-income people who are most prone
to lucrative vandalism (Husak, 2015, p. 144).
Public vandalism, on the contrary, is more com-
mon in the summertime. This is due to the fact
that teenagers, who are mostly prone to it, have
a lot of time free from school and controlled
leisure. Nationalist and political vandalism
becomes more active in the fall, due to the end
of the vacation period and the general increase
in political and economic activity in the coun-
try. The most "favourable” period for environ-
mental vandalism is the second half of spring,
summer and the first half of autumn, which is
associated with active agricultural work.

In addition to seasonality, the inten-
sity of vandalism depends on the time of day.
There is no clear gradation and no clear prior-
ity, while it is possible to state a dependence
on a certain type of vandalism. For example,
lucrative vandalism is mostly committed in
the evening and much less often during lunch-
time and at night. This is primarily due to
the specificities of visiting cemeteries, burial
sites and other public places, from the territory
of which valuable objects or their parts are most
often stolen. Breaking windows, damaging pay-
phones, painting fences and other cases of pub-
lic vandalism are mostly committed at night,
and less frequently during the day and evening.
This is due to the specificities of visiting pub-
lic places, as well as the availability of free time
among young people who are prone to this type
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of vandalism. Demonstrative cases of political
and nationalist vandalism are mostly recorded
during the day, during various political rallies
and public events, while vandalism by radical-
ised informal groups, on the contrary, inten-
sifies in the evening and at night, after sports
matches, concerts and performances.

How an act of vandalism is committed. A
characteristic feature of modern vandalism is
how extraordinary it can be committed. More-
over, the choice of how to impact a protected
object depends on many factors: the personal-
ity of the vandal and the availability of special
skills; the specifics of the object of the attack;
the place and time of the crime; the expected
goal, etc. In total, more than 50 different ways
of committing vandalism can be identified.
However, according to the results of the crim-
inal proceedings we have studied, there are sev-
eral of the most popular among them.

First, acts of vandalism can involve inflict-
ing various damages to protected objects. For
example, this includes its complete destruction
(by breaking, tearing, dissolving, etc.), demoli-
tion, dismantling, breakage, removal of struc-
tural parts and elements, painting or pouring
various substances, pollution, excavation, arson,
explosion.

Second, acts of vandalism can involve
the misuse of the object. The most popular
of these is stealing the object, removing cloth-
ing, jewellery or awards from the body, for
example for the purpose of further sale. Less
frequently, stolen objects are used for other pur-
poses: for rituals, ceremonies, revenge, etc.

Third, acts of vandalism can express
a vandal’s negative attitude towards someone
or something, which is almost as prevalent.
The most popular are the following: painting
the object, applying obscene inscriptions, inde-
cent images, or offensive symbols to the object,
adding additional elements of an immoral or
cynical nature to the object, pasting posters
and leaflets. Sometimes, vandalism is commit-
ted by public ridicule, demonstration of con-
tempt, mockery of the object or events related
to it, as well as by gross violation of the order
of ceremonies, rituals, rites, etc.

Fourth, acts of vandalism can allow the van-
dal to satisfy his or her needs due to sexual or
other mental disorders. Among them are dis-
memberment or disfigurement of the body, ille-
gal exhumation, necrophilia, eating of remains,
relieving natural needs on or with the object,
and other lewd and immoral acts. Since the share
of such acts of vandalism in the overall structure
of vandalism is insignificant, these methods are
extremely rare.

Means and instruments of vandalism. The
choice of means and tools used to unlawfully

affect protected facilities always depends on
the method of committing the crime chosen
by the vandal. And since, as we have shown
above, among all possible methods of vandal-
ism, the most popular are those that involve
inflicting various damages to protected objects,
frequently, vandals use destructive tools such as
sledgehammers, hammers, knives, saws, drills,
chisels and other tools that can cause various
mechanical or physical damage to an object. No
less popular are various chemicals, including
paints, solvents, combustibles, fuel oil, reagents,
chemicals, etc. Sometimes domestic animals,
including dogs and cattle, are used as tools.

Our analysis of the ways in which vandal-
ism is committed has shown that a significant
number of them are caused by the direct activ-
ity of the perpetrator and do not involve the use
of any special or additional means and tools. For
example, a vandal can personally damage a pro-
tected object, break, tear, or trample it. More-
over, theft of an object often does not require
the use of any tools. Thus, the above gives
grounds to assert that the means and instru-
ments of vandalism should be considered as its
optional feature.

A place where an act of vandalism is commit-
ted. The extraordinary variety of external forms
of vandalism, as well as its prevalence, deter-
mines the special nature of the places where it
is committed.

The results of our research show that most
acts of vandalism are committed in public
places (train stations, airports, parks, streets,
stadiums, entrances, shopping centres, cinemas,
educational institutions, sports grounds, public
transport, etc.) First, this is due to an important
feature of vandal behaviour such as demonstra-
tive nature (vandals usually seek to give their
actions as much publicity as possible, and there-
fore prefer publicly accessible objects); second,
the fact that a significant number of objects that
are subject to vandalism are integral elements
of public places (benches in parks, seats in pub-
lic transport, windows and walls in entrances,
elevator cabins, etc. are subject to destructive
impact); third, the fact that the intention to
commit acts of vandalism in many cases arises
suddenly, for example during a mass event, after
drinking alcohol, during joint leisure activities,
etc. (such forms of behaviour are typical for
public places).

The specific nature of many targets (spe-
cial historical, artistic, architectural, religious
or other value for a significant number of peo-
ple) causes the prevalence of acts of vandalism
in places where such objects are compactly
located: in museums, libraries, exhibition halls,
and other educational, scientific and cultural
institutions.
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Common places of committing vandalism are
cemeteries, graves, burial sites, places of worship,
morgues, various religious buildings and "sacred”
places. The vast majority of cases of lucrative
and religious vandalism are recorded in such places.
For example, valuable items, as well as elements
of monuments and fences, are stolen from graves
and cemeteries. Moreover, it is here that various
rites and ceremonies are performed, and most acts
of desecration and abuse are committed. Less com-
mon, but no less important for analysis, are places
with a special status: nature reserves, memorial
complexes, cultural and archaeological heritage
sites, etc. The vast majority of acts of environmen-
tal vandalism are committed here.

Less common, but no less important for
analysis, are places with a special status:
nature reserves, memorial complexes, cultural
and archaeological heritage sites, etc. The vast
majority of acts of environmental vandalism are
committed here.

A relatively significant number of acts
of vandalism are committed in abandoned,
neglected places (at stopped construction sites,
in abandoned residential buildings, in the poor-
est residential neighbourhoods, at previously
damaged and mutilated objects). To explain this
trend, some scholars use the "broken windows
theory", the essence of which is that vandalism
is to some extent encouraged by the situation
at the scene: the more disorderly and littered

the place, the more likely it is to be commit-
ted (Latysh, 2016, p. 52; Reynald, Elffers,
2009, p. 27).

4. Conclusions

Above, we have already analysed the criteria
enabling to get only a general idea of the state
of and trends in vandalism in the current
socio-political and economic environment.
Moreover, the data on which our study is based
are relative, as most of them are the result of our
review of the materials of criminal proceedings
for vandalism, and not officially recorded statis-
tical indicators. All of this affects the accuracy
of our calculations, as well as the objectivity
and reliability of our conclusions.

However, it should be noted that there are
no other ways to study vandalism today: neither
the National Police of Ukraine nor other law
enforcement bodies or NGOs currently keep
records of vandalism. Scholars and interna-
tional experts in their few reports on vandalism
rely only on official statistics, which do not focus
on vandalism. Therefore, they take as a basis
different corpus delicti, which, in their subjec-
tive opinion, are manifestations of vandalism.
Obviously, under such conditions, the results
obtained differ significantly, and the conclusions
and generalisations based on them do not reflect
the real scale and consequences of vandalism, do
not allow us to trace their dynamics and make
reliable forecasts.
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KPUTEPIi CTAHY TA TEH[EHIIII IIONMINPEHHA BAHIAJI3MY

B CYUYACHUX YMOBAX

Anorauis. Mema. MeToto cTatTi € I0CI/PKEHHS CTaHy 1 TeHEHI BaHAaIi3My B YKpaiHi Ha OCHOBI
BIZINOBIZIHUX KpUTepiiB. Pe3yavmamu. TiaymMaueHHs 3MICTY BaHJQII3MY 1, SIK HACJI/IOK, BKUBAHHS 11bOTO
MOHATTS [T OPilliiHOTO TTOSICHEHHS JIisTHb, OB’ I3aHUX i3 IECTPYKTUBHOIO HACUIBHUIIBKOIO PYIHIBHOIO
TOBE/IIHKOIO, Ha ChOTO/IHI CYTTEBO POSIIMPUIIOCS Ta CATHYJIO 38 MeKi KpUMiHAIBHO-IIPABOBOTO BU3HAYECH-
Hsl. 3HAYHA YAaCTUHA AKTiB BAH/IAJIbHOT [IOBE/IIHKI YePe3 He3HAUHY CYCIILIbHY HeOe3MeKy 3auaeTbes 6e3
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HaJIe;KHOI yBaru 3 60Ky PaBOOXOPOHHHX OPTaHiB, OCKIIBKH TiACTaB UIs X KBasTi(iKaliii 3a BiAMOBI IHIMI
crarravu KK Ykpainu gacto ne gocuts, a KYnAII B3arai ne MicTUTD crieniaTbHUX HOPM, SKi 6 103BOJISA-
JIV BKMTH BiJITOBITHUX 3aX0/1iB pearyBaHHs. Y 3B’3KY 3 [IM aKTYaJIbHUM BUIAETHCS TOCHIIKCHHS CTaHY
i TEHJIEHTIIIl BaH/ai3My B YKpaiHi Ha OCHOBI BiiIMOBiZIHUX KPUTePiiB. Beranosieno, 1Mo cTan i TeHIeH-
1l Banami3amMy B Ykpaini HalGiIbIn JIOMIIBHO BU3HAYATH YePe3 XapaKTePUCTUKY KiMbKICHHUX 1 sIKICHUX
[OKA3HUKIB MOMUPEHHs! 3JI0YNHIB BAHIAIbHOI ciipsiMoBaHOCTi. OGIPYHTOBAHO, 1[0 OCHOBHUMH KiJIbKic-
HUMU MTOKa3HUKAMU BaH/IaTi3My CJTiJT BBaXKaTu: 1) Miciie BaHa/Ii3My B 3araibHill CTPYKTYPi 3JI0YMHHOCTI;
2) KiJIbKICTb 3JI04KMHIB BaHAAIBHOI CIIPSIMOBAHOCTI, Y SIKMX 0C00aM BPYUYEHO TOBIZIOMJIEHHST TIPO iZ03PY;
3) KUIbKICTh MPOBA/KEHD Y CIIPABaX PO 3JI0YUHI BAHIAIBHOI CIIPSIMOBAHOCTI, siKi OyJIM HAlIPaBJIEH] 110
CyIy 3 0OBHHYBAJBHUM aKTOM; 4) PiBeHb TOIMMPEHOCTI OKPEMUX BUJIB 3JI0YMHIB BaHAAIBHOI CIIPSIMO-
BanocTi. OCHOBHUMM SIKICHUMH TMOKAa3HUKAaMW BaHZAATi3My BH3HAHO Taki sk: 1) reorpadis Banmgamismy;
2) yac yuMHEHHsI BaHAIi3My; 3) I10ci6 yYMHEHHS BaHAAMI3MYy; 4) 3ac00U Ta 3HAPSIIs BANHEHHS BaH/1a-
JliaMy; 5) Micile BUNHEHHST BaHa1i3My. Bucnosxu. [lonmipeHrmu MicTisiMi BUNHEHHS BaH/IaIi3My € KJia-
JIOBUIILA, MOTHJIH, MICI[s 3aXOPOHEHHSI, KYJIbTOBI OYIMHKH, IPUMIICHHsT MOPTiB, PI3HOMAaHITHI pesririiini
CIIOPY/IU T «CAKPAIbHI» MICIsL. Y TAKUX MiCISX (BiKCYIOTh OLIbIIICTD BUIAAKIB KOPUCIMBOTO Ta PEJIiriii-
HOTO BaHATi3My. 30KPeMa, 3 MOTHJI i KJIA/IOBUII BUKPAIAIOThH IIHHI Pedi, a TAKOK eJleMEeHTHU MaM SITHUKIB
Ta oropok. Takoxk came TYT IPOBOASTHCS PISHOMAHITHI OOPSIM Ta 11ePeMOHIl, BUMHSIETbCS OiIbIIICTD
aKTiB HapyTu # ocKBepHeHHs. MeHI MOMupeHNMH, ajle He MeHII BaKJIUBUME /IS aHali3y, € Micid 3i
CHeI[ialbHIM CTaTyCOM: 3aMOBIIHIKH, MEMOPialbHi KOMIIIEKCH, 00’€KTH KYJBTYPHOI Ta apXeoJOTiqHOT
CHAUIMHNU TOWTO. TYT BUMHAETCS OLIBIIICTD aKTIB €KOJOTTYHOIO BAHIAI3MY.

KiiouoBi ciioBa: pisHOBHM BaH/IaJIi3My, HApyra Haji MOTHJIO, MiCIle TIOXOBaHHsI, 3/I04NH, PiBEHb
3JI0YMHHOCTI.
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