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The structural-functional approach to the study of terrorist organizations is proposed in the article.
It means their consideration as social groups consisting of the following components: political, financial-
economic, integrative (disciplinary), ideological. It is shown that in most definitions of terrorism the key
concept is «violence». At the same time, the blurring of the boundaries of political and scientific discourse
is one of the main obstacles in ensuring the clarity of the notion of «terrorism». A trend of modern terrorism
is to use the concepts «republic» and «state», which serve as an ideological justification to seizure new
territories. According to the author, the formation and support of modern terrorist organizations is one of the
effective technologies of the hybrid wars in the modern world.

Y cTaTtTi 3anponoHOBaHWI CTPYKTYPHO-PYHKLiOHaNbHWIA NiAXi4 Y BUBYEHHI TEPOPUCTUYHUX OpraHisa-
Lin, wo nependavae ix po3rnsf Sk coujianbHUX rpyn, WO CKNagakTbCsl 3 HACTYMHUX KOMIMOHEHTIB: NOMiThY-
HUIA, (iIHAHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHWIA, IHTErPaTUBHUI (AMCLUMNIIHAPHWIA), ineonoriyHmiA. NokasaHo, WO y BinbLIoCTi
BM3HAYEHb TEPOPU3MY KITHOHOBUM MOHSTTSM € KHacUIbCTBOY. B TOM e yac, po3MUTICTb KOPOOHIB NOMiTUY-
HOrO i HAYKOBOIO ANCKYPCY € OAHIE0 3 TONOBHUX NEPELLKOA B 3a0e3neYeHHi SICHOCTI MOHATTS KTEPOPU3MY.
BusiBNneHO TeHAEeHLjil0 Cy4acHOro TepopuaMy y BUKOPWUCTaHHI KOHLENTIB «pecnybnika» i «gepxasay, siKi
CNyrytoTb iA€0NoriYyHMM BUNpaBOaHHAM 3axXOMfeHHA HOBUX TepuTopii. Ha aymKy aBTopa, hopMyBaHHS
i NiATPMMKa Cy4acHUX TEPOPUCTUYHMX OpraHisauii € ofHieto 3 edPeKTUBHMX TEXHOMOTIN MOPUAHMX BiViH Y
Cy4acHOMY CBITi.

B ctatbe npeanoxeH CTpyKTYpPHO-OYHKLUNOHAMNBbHBIN NOAX0 B U3YYEHUN TEPPOPUCTUYECKUX OpraHn-
3auui, 4To NpeanonaraeT UX PacCMOTPEHUe Kak coLpmarbHbIX rpynm, COCTOALWMX U3 CReayoLWmMX KOMMNOHEH-
TOB: MOMUTUYECKNA, (PUHAHCOBO-3KOHOMUYECKUI, UHTErPATUBHbIN (OUCLUNIIMHAPHBIN), NOE0N0OrMYEeCKUN.
lMokasaHo, 4YTo B BOMbLUMHCTBE ONpedeneHnin Teppopm3amMa KIYEBBLIM MOHATUEM SIBMSIETCS «HACUNune».
B TOXe BpeMsi, pasMbITOCTb rpaHuL, NOMIMTUYECKOrOo M HAay4YHOro AUCKYpca SBNSAETCA OOHWM U3 rnaBHbIX
nNpensaTcTBui B obecnevyeHny SICHOCTU NOHATUS «TEPPOPU3M». BbisiBNeHa TeHOeHUNsi COBPEMEHHOIO Tep-
popu3ma B MCMOSb30BaHUMN KOHLIEMTOB «pecnyobrnuka» 1M «rocyaapCTBO», KOTOPbIE CRyXaT maeonoruye-
CKMM OnpaBAaHMeM 3axBaTta HOBbIX TeppuTopun. o MHeHuto aBTopa, hopMUpoBaHUe 1 nogaepxka co-
BPEMEHHbIX TEPPOPUCTUHECKNX OpraHn3aunin SBnseTca OgHON N3 3EEKTUBHBIX TEXHOMOTNI TMOPUAHBIX
BOVH B COBPEMEHHOM MUpe.
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Setting of the problem. The historical context is important in the analysis of the terrorist organiza-
tions, because forms and methods of terrorism have been essentially reshaped for a time. Now the activity
of terrorist organizations acquires features of transnational corporations. These organizations are reorgan-
izing in the network structure with ideological center and mass of cells located throughout the world, that’s
why they are practically invulnerable. Building a network of supranational structures with an efficient man-
agement and permanent financing is a consequence of globalization, so it is very difficult to fight with such
terrorist organizations. Now the concept of the hybrid war is quite common in science. But the question is
what is the connection of this kind of war with forms and technology of activities of modern terrorist organ-
izations («<DNR» and «LNR» in the context of Ukrainian realities)? What is the difference between these
terrorist formations from classic terrorist movements that fought for freedom of a particular nation or for the
releasing of a specific territory? Consideration of these issues is the subject of this article.

The analysis of researches and publications. Acuteness of the problem of activity of terrorist
organizations on global scale takes to leading position in the question of social security related to counter-
terrorism efforts. This topic is relevant in the context of articles dedicated to the problems of modern state
and modernization [6; 7].
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A lot of literature has been devoted to the problem of terrorism. Unfortunately, there is no effective
theory of terrorism so far. There are many different approaches to the definition of terrorism, nameless
classifications of causes of this social phenomenon in jurisprudence, sociology and other sciences. Scien-
tists disagree what is a fundamental question of terrorism studies. Researcher Daaze considers that the
central debate in this problem takes place between the supporters of psychological versions of terrorism
and supporters of rational choice theory [2]. In line with this discourse the article of Roznatovsky who is one
of the few Ukrainian researchers of the phenomenon of terrorism should be outlined [9]. Relevant is his
sporadic attempts in Ukraine to develop sociological approaches to the study of terrorism, setting heuristic
hypotheses [10; 11]. The sociological researches of Roznatovsksy stand out against the general trend to
focus on the criminal aspects of terrorism [3; 15] and narrow perspectives to consider sociological approach
(monograph of Gorbunov) in studying terrorism only in frames of poverty, inequality, ignorance and mar-
ginalization [1, p. 55-56]. Typically, classification approaches to explain the nature and causes of terrorism
are limited and rather artificial. As an example, classification of the approaches to terrorism of Gorbunov
consists of sociological, civilization (explanation of terrorism through values conflict of civilizations, includ-
ing Christian and Muslim), politological (terrorism as a means of achieving political goals) and psychosocial
(explanation of terrorist activities on the basis of motives and psychological characteristics) [1, p. 53-64].
Conceptual weakness of the topic of terrorism is explained by heterogeneity of phenomenon. On the other
hand, when wave of terrorism swept in West Europe in 60-80 years of XX century, usually it has been seen
as a random manifestation of the ill will of political extremists, which can be managed by police methods.

The spread of modern terrorism’s definition is as follows: «Terrorism is the strategically indiscriminate
harming or threat of harming others within a target group in order to advance some political, ideological,
social, economic, or religious agenda by influencing members of an audience group in ways believed to be
conducive to the advancement of that agenda» [16].

In the most definitions of terrorism, the key concept is «violence». Violence is not always end in itself
for terrorists. Sometimes it is enough to use threats of violence to achieve the desired result for them. For
example, the Russian researcher Shvets, comparing various definitions of terrorism, considers the follow-
ing definition: «... terrorism is a repeated violent act carried out by a person who is in an illegal (semi-legal)
position, by a group or persons acting on behalf of the state for political, criminal reasons or because of the
rejection of the surrounding world» [13].

The object of violence can be power in the person of individual civil servants as well as in the entire
state institutions, society in the person of individual citizens, business entities, large industrial enterprises
and small private firms, and computer networks (cyber terrorism) as the trend of modernity. The purpose of
violence is to achieve the desired development for the terrorists: the change of power, the destabilization of
society, the undermining of economic and information stability of both the states as a whole and individual
segments in their economy in particular.

The purpose of this article is a review of the characteristics of modern terrorist organizations and
social technologies in conditions of the hybrid war.

Main story. To study and understand of contemporary terrorist organizations, in our opinion, it is pro-
ductive to use different sociological methodologies, exchange theory, conflict theory, theory of background
practices and structural-functional methodology. The structural-functional methodology will be briefly dis-
cussed in the article.

As it is well known, Parsons tried to find a single theoretical approach to the study of society as a
whole and its segments in the face of large and small groups.

American scientist described the nature of social systems through the development of subsystems
that specialize on a specific function in action system as a whole and integrative mechanisms which com-
bine functionally differentiated system. Management (political) aspects of activity within his analytic scheme
stand out against the need of social system in maintaining the integrity of differentiated groups (function of
pursuing a goal) [12, p. 29-31]. Adaptive function is connected with a rational organization and distribution
of material, human and cultural resources. Function of integrative subsystem is to maintain internal unity,
solidarity and determination of role responsibilities [12, p. 25]. This function is carried out by the institutions
of social control through creating and maintaining common standards and values. The function of cultural
subsystems, related to aspects of societal normative order, lies in maintaining core samples institutional-
ized in society values, motivation activity during performance of social roles [12, p. 27-28].

Under this approach, any terrorist groups have several integral functional components. The political
component is the presence of management subsystem, conscious activity of individuals aimed at regulating
and organizing social relations, in the course of significant goals of organizations is achieved. Economi-
cal component is used for financial schemes to make money. Integrative (disciplinary) component exists
through spreading of role requirements and control means. It allows supporting a discipline, to provide the
internal unity of the organization. The ideological component — any terrorist organization needs a complex
of values and norms that mobilize it to work to achieve a common goal.
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DNR and LNR are not classical terrorists’ movements who are fighting for freedom of a particular
nation or for the releasing of a specific territory. For example, the Irish Republican army fought for the inde-
pendence of the Northern Ireland or Palestinian organizations on the Middle East fight for the independ-
ence of Palestine. Ukraine deals with terrorism like Islamic terrorism. It is directed against the West for all
Muslims not for a specific nation. According to Ahmad S. Moussaili «Islamic state may be seen as an early
manifestation of the mass social movements articulating religious and civilizational aspirations and ques-
tioning fundamental issues surrounding the morality of technology, the capitalist mode of distribution and
upholding popular empowerment, non-state legitimacy, and the none-nation-state paradigms» [13, p. 2]. It
has some idealistic purpose — to defeat and destroy the West and the USA. This terrorism has a purpose
to capture a new territory. This new terrorism has a main difference from the so-called classical terrorism.
The latest trend of modern terrorism is using of the concept «state». The terrorist organizations now are not
just some ephemeral structures, they are specific territorial units. The most striking example is an «Islamic
state» (Islamist international organization operating primarily in Iraq and Syria).

One of the latest organizational achievements in the field of terrorism is the emergence of the Islamic
state of Iraq and the Levant (now simply called the Islamic state). This is a new step in the development of
terrorism — the word «state» in the name of this organization. And we can draw an analogy with the creation
of DNR and LNR in the East of Ukraine. The presence of the words «republic» and «state» (in case of the
Middle East) in the names of the terrorist organizations is not just rhetoric or a figure of speech. Abbrevia-
tions DNR/LNR were not accidental; therefore, they show that they are a part of state, not just organization
from the outside. Using concept «state» the militants of DNR and LNR (like the terrorists of the Islamic
state) justify capturing new territories.

The purpose of the terrorists of DNR/LNR (like Islamic terrorists) is maximal intimidating of the Ukrain-
ian population, occupation more territory than they control, to get political concessions or to demoralize the
central government and world community. It is happening now in the East of Ukraine: the militants do not
simply capture new territories; they threaten to get to Kyiv and Lvov, to reshape and change a modern
Ukraine. Islamic terrorists act the same way.

Militants of the «Islamic state» captured large areas of the north and west of Iraq in the summer of
2014, as well as a part of the territory in Syria [14, p. 185-187]. The terrorists announced the creation in
their regions of «Islamic caliphate». Messages about their intentions to capture new territories «From Mosul
(Iraq) to Jerusalem (Israel)» are constantly appearing. It is believed that the purpose of the organization is
the elimination of the boundaries established through the division of the Ottoman Caliphate and the crea-
tion of an Orthodox Islamic state at least in Iraq, Syria, Lebanon, Israel, Palestine, Jordan, Turkey, Cyprus,
Egypt (at least the Sinai Peninsula; the maximum is the entire Islamic world) [15].

However, between Islamic terrorism and terrorism of LNR and DNR there is the difference. LNR and
DNR have a specific external sponsor who oversees them. Obviously Russia created DNR/LNR and con-
tinues to support them by weapons, manpower and finances. In practice, Ukraine opposes Russia. DNR
and LNR are mediators in this war. Example of the war through mediator in the Middle East is a terrorist
organization «Hezbollah» which is a puppet of Iran (Iran is funding and supplying weapons for them), in
2006 it started a war against Israel. Iran has «Hezbollah», Russia — DNR and LNR — puppets who terrorize
certain regions but their main purpose is destabilizing situation on a global scale: Iran through «Hezbollah»
intends to destroy Israel, and Russia through DNR / LNR — Ukraine.

The main sources of financing terrorists of «Islamic state» are the proceeds of their criminal activity:
a systematic and organizing looting, ransom for kidnapped people. Cash also come from the sale of oil
because the terrorists seized several large fields. They sell oil at deep discounts, sometimes charging the
price 2 times smaller from the market price.

The militants of DNR and LNR are engaged in robbery, looting in large enterprises. There are con-
stant reports about terroristic groups of Donbas stealing cars, robbing houses and apartments of local
people.

Regarding to financing sources DNR and LNR are more similar to the terrorist organization «Hez-
bollah» where Iran is the main external source of funding. As a result we have a hybrid: the main funding
scheme of DNR and LNR is built on the principle of «Hezbollah» but the militants are actively using meth-
ods of terrorists of «Islamic state».

Islamic terrorism is a variant of a religious terrorism but the religious component is on the second
place in recent years. The main idea of modern Islamic terrorists lies in hatred of Western values and West-
ern societies. A large number of mercenaries who came to fight sincerely believe that they are going to fight
against the United States and Europe.

The behaviour of militants of DNR and LNR is exactly the same as of the Islamic militants, only the
first focus is on the Orthodox faith and values. They understand Islam and Orthodoxy as something funda-
mentally deeply anti-Western. It is some great value which is inaccessible to unmoral West. In this sense,
Islamic and Orthodox terrorism are almost identical.
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It should also be noted that terrorist groups in the Middle East are more blindly faithful than terrorist
groups in Donbas where local population is still much more cynical. Because of its militants DNR and LNR
try to enforce the local population to loyalty. The ideological similarity of projects of Islamic terrorism and
DNR/LNR is anti-Western and anti-globalization trend. This is their key motivation with the idea of Russian
and Orthodox world. The Islamic world is fighting for the Union territories, the creation of Islamic state with
the right faith, rules and orders. It is based on religion (Islam) and the Arabic language. The Russian world is
fighting for the Union of territories, the resumption of the Great Russian Empire. This is based on the idea of
offense and humiliation of Russian language and religion (Orthodoxy). The models are absolutely identical:
reunion of the territories with a common faith and one language.

A lot of similarities can be found in the methods of war of Islamic terrorists and militants of DNR/LNR.
First of all, the cult of violence: the constant shells, abductions, torture, threats, violence. The common prac-
tice of Islamic militants is the using of suicide bombers who are ready for “the right thing” to give their lives.
Militants of DNR/LNR also decided to learn this wild and barbarous method. Holding parades prisoners of
war is also part of the cult of Islamic terrorists.

Nowadays, terrorist organizations are one of the technologies of the hybrid war in the modern world.
War in Donbas has been often described as the hybrid war in Ukrainian public and political discourse. This
type of war is not yet clearly defined in social science but different experts agree that it is using social tech-
nologies against Ukrainian state, research and prevention of which is the basis of the national security. In
our opinion, the hybrid war can be defined as a aggression of one state against another through non formal
groups represented by the military (often by guerrilla warriors) and non-governmental organizations, local
communities, communication with which is formally denied. The state, which leads the hybrid war is not
positioning itself as a member of a military conflict, describing it as a civilian one.

Despite the fact that events in Donbas, which preceded the war, are observed as spontaneous
actions of the ordinary people, it was a ruled process of implementation of complex social technologies: the
information war, the distortion of democratic procedures, the use of terrorism tactics, combat operations in
populated areas etc.

The first — this is the information war, which aims to manipulate public consciousness and rise civil
hatred. Seizing of local television stations by organized groups, blocking of opposition media and public
access to an objective information are taking place for this purpose. Thus, the main feature of this war
is that it takes place not on the streets but in the minds of people primarily, resulting in forming the fifth
column — the population rejects their country and supports the aggressor (in Crimea the usage of military
force was excessive in this case). It is constructing specific ideological images in this information war (in
the Ukrainian version — it is «banderovets», «fascist», «natsyk», «traitor» etc.), which are the source in the
«Galician» and «Donetsk» ideological projects which had regionally narrow, but significant mobilization and
confrontational potential.

The second is the distortion of democratic procedures expressed in referendums through arbitrary
interpretation of rules of national and international law, appeals to transcendence of «popular will». Thus,
the referendum in Crimea and Donbas was legitimized through the right of nations to self-determination
(Declaration of United Nations organization). Calculation of the aggressor in this case is based on the fact
that the issue of dividing lines between the national liberation movement and separatism is politicized and
linked to the political situation, because there is a contradiction between the implementation of people’s
right to self-determination and the principle of territorial integrity, which involves the inability to change the
territory of the State without its consent.

An effective way of forming public opinion towards rejection of Ukrainian authorities and the Ukrain-
ian state was to hold democratic, mass scale «people» actions involving organized groups of provocateurs,
gangs and civilians, who do not have a stable national identity, calls for separatism and rejection of the
new government and Ukrainian state. In the regional centres of Southern and Eastern Ukraine (Luhansk,
Donetsk, Kharkiv, Odessa) these actions took the form of anti-fascist rallies.

The third is to use the tactics of terrorism acts by terroristic organizations (capturing administrative
buildings, commercial organizations, banks, etc.). During the demonstrations operational substitution tasks
took place: converting a peaceful rally in criminal crowd. For this purpose members were given a lift from the
territories of the neighbouring state, which together with local provocateurs («titushky») and pro-Russian
population, including party activists, had intention to take by force the state power structures.

The fourth is conducting warfare operations in populated areas, hiding behind civilians with further
involvement of the mass media to falsify facts and promoting the idea of deliberate genocide by the Ukrain-
ian authorities of their people (combination of technologies of information war with direct military action).

The fifth — the diplomatic technologies which involve convincing political elite of the international
community in the existence of a pattern of reality (like the Nazi revolution in Ukraine, spreading neo-
Nazism), intimidation of administrative officials and business elite, which is dependent on the Russian
economy, creating alliances with part of the Ukrainian political and business elite that was pushed from
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power as a result of political events for maximum mobilization of material, financial and administrative
resources in war and psychological pressure through moving much of the military equipment close to the
enemy abroad (violent intimidation).

It cannot be said that the hybrid war is a unique phenomenon in Ukraine. Similar technologies were
constructed and tempted in different variations long before the events of 2014 (participation of USSR and
the USA in war in Korea, Vietham, revolutions in Europe, Asia, Africa and Latin America). On the other
hand, our country intellectually and organizationally was unprepared to counter this particular subversive
social technologies purpose of which was anti-national social mobilization, disruption of society, public insti-
tutions of which have been weakened as a result of the revolutionary events, demoralization leadership,
inciting civil strife and war, warning mechanisms of self-organization of nation for protection of the national
security, preparation the springboard for military intervention [16].

Conclusions. In the most definitions of terrorism the key concept is «violence», but because of the
blurring of the boundaries of political and scientific discourse, it is not possible to provide conceptual clarity
of this concept in the near future. The structural-functional approach to the study of terrorist organizations
is based on consideration of terrorist organizations as social groups consisting of the following components:
political, economic, integrative (disciplinary), ideological. For the study of modern terrorism the analytical
tools of structural-functional approach is not enough. In particular, it is necessary to use the conflict par-
adigm that would allow considering the origin and development of terrorist organizations as a conflict of
interests of the ruling classes, their activity as a catalyst for social change in countries which are donating
terrorism and countries which are the object of aggression. Theory of background practices would be useful
to uncover the motivation of terrorists, their awareness of everyday life, the degree of their involvement in
the struggle and commitment to ideological patterns.

The terrorist organizations now are not just some ephemeral structures, they are specific territorial
units and important technology in the hybrid war. It is not possible to transfer the past experience of the
struggle against terror in modern realities, as terrorist organizations in the past, as a rule, created and
functioned within the framework of national states. Events of 2014 in Ukraine showed the need to create
appropriate research institutes or departments for deep study of the problems of national security and
explosive social technologies, integrated development of informational, educational, legislative, enforce-
ment measures of their response.
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