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Purpose. The authors aim to disclose the anthropological dimension of ecocide during and after Russia’s war
against Ukraine, relying on the multidisciplinary practices and intellectual production of ecofeminist women think-
ers, including philosophers, sociologists, historians, psychologists, and others. The theoretical basis methodologi-
cal approaches in philosophical anthropology, phenomenology, analytical philosophy, communicative philosophy,
existentialism, ethics of justice, and ethics of care determine the study’s theoretical basis. Originality. For the first
time, a systematic analysis of the anthropological dimension of ecocide has been carried out based on ecofeminist
methodology. The specifics of the Ukrainian resistance to ecocide were revealed as part of a single struggle — an
anti-imperial and ecological struggle for independence and prosperity. It is emphasized that during the war, the op-
position to ecocide is a component of the fight for national sovereignty and territorial integrity of the country, and
therefore, the ideas of pacifism in this period are subordinated to this primary goal. After the war, preventing threats
of ecocide should become an integral part of the struggle for stable peace and prosperity. Ecofeminist pacifist per-
spectives should be a priority among the most essential goals for that period. Conclusions. Ecofeminist methodolog-
ical assessments offer valuable insights into the anthropological dimension of ecocide in wartime and post-war con-
texts, highlighting the complex interplay between gender, violence, and environmental destruction. By focusing on
the experiences and perspectives of women and marginalized communities, ecofeminist analyses contribute to a
more holistic understanding of ecocide and its impacts on both human populations and ecosystems.
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Introduction

Today, man-induced environmental problems present unprecedented challenges. Understand-
ing how humanity responds to the knowledge of these challenges is vital if humans hope to over-
come them. This is what determines the relevance of this paper. We will begin our analysis by
characterizing the anthropological dimension of ecocide in the context of anthropological philos-
ophy (Scheler, 2009). Then, we will bring to the fore the issue of ecofeminist methodology and
highlight the main ideas regarding the impact of this methodology on ecocide as a theoretical and
practical problem (Code, 2014; Hagengruber, 2023; Karpenko, 2023; Pease, 2019; Plumwood,
2002; Warren, 2000). On this basis, modern scientific research on the anthropological vicissi-
tudes of ecocide will be analysed (Nielsen, 2023;Ovchinnikov, 2023; Pezzot & Graf, 2022). We
emphasize the urgency of this problem during and after Russia’s war against Ukraine (Gar-
dashuk, 2022; Nielsen, 2023; T. Perha & Y. Perha, 2023).

A systematic approach is essential for studying the anthropological dimension of ecocide and
determining the advantages and disadvantages of anthropocentrism and ecocentrism (Braidotti,
2016; Minkova, 2023). The question of the relationship between ecocide and genocide is central to
systemic analysis (Antonelli & Thiel, 2021; Eichler, 2020; Short & Crook, 2022; Snyder, 2024).

The influence of the ecofeminist methodology on overcoming the anthropological contradictions
of ecocide is based on its holistic intentions, which are realized through the recognition and con-
sistent defence of the principle of inclusiveness (Eichler, 2020; Gallo-Cruz, 2022; Snyder, 2024),
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anti-colonial and anti-imperial ideology (Mies & Shiva, 2014; Plumwood, 2002), and respect to
the experience of small communities (Gallo-Cruz, 2022; Mies & Shiva, 2014). Ecofeminist paci-
fist perspectives are central to holistic ecofeminist analysis of the anthropological dimension of
ecocide (Kelly, 2001; Nadi¢, 2013; Vayrynen, 2023; Yermolenko, 2022).

Purpose

The authors aim to disclose the anthropological dimension of ecocide during and after Rus-
sia’s war against Ukraine, relying on the multidisciplinary practices and intellectual production
of ecofeminist women thinkers, including philosophers, sociologists, historians, psychologists,
and others.

Statement of basic materials

Russia’s full-scale war against Ukraine has had a significant impact on global concern about
the environmental crisis. The exponentially growing stream of scientific research into new envi-
ronmental threats shows that humanity is trying to find answers to new environmental challeng-
es, among which an important place is understanding the anthropological dimension of ecocide.

Almost a hundred years ago, Max Scheler (2009) wrote that "in no historical era has the hu-
man being become so much of a problem to himself as in ours™ (p. 5). His proposed solution
aims to reconstruct guiding hierarchies of values, prioritize spiritual self-improvement, and pro-
mote solidarity through compassion. These perspectives are essential for understanding the an-
thropological contradictions of ecocide. Scheler’s analysis of social and environmental problems
is deeply rooted in his personalist philosophy and phenomenology of values. In response to the
alienation and commercialization of nature, Scheler calls for deep immersion in the natural
world, guided by a belief in the interconnectedness of all living things. In this context, the speci-
ficity of the anthropological dimension of ecocide is that it simultaneously denies a particular
state of human presence in the world and illuminates its new perspectives.

In wartime and post-war contexts, the anthropological dimension of ecocide takes on height-
ened significance, as the impacts of war on both human populations and ecosystems are particu-
larly dangerous. On August 26, 2022, Yevheniia Zasiadko, the Head of the Climate Department
at the Ecoaction Center for Environmental Initiatives, said that half a year of Russia’s full-scale
invasion of Ukraine had caused massive damage to the Ukrainian environment, which could be
characterized as ecocide. Combat action causes fires. It has taken place in forests and national
parks (such as Kinburn Spit and the Chornobyl Forest). Fires of this sort and magnitude always
lead to the destruction of ecosystems. "Damage to infrastructure, including attacks on industrial
facilities like factories, damage to sewer facilities, the destruction of pipelines, the flooding of
coal mines, and other such acts cause air, soil, and water contamination. Now we have 253 doc-
umented cases of such damage™ (Herasymchuk & Zasiadko, 2022). The data collection is ongo-
ing and legal proceedings have begun in a series of ecocide cases. "A statement by Prosecutor
General Andrei Kostin on 29 June 2023, noted 15 cases" (Ovchinnikov, 2023).

These environmental losses and harms will likewise have long-term consequences. "Such
consequences not only impact Ukrainians and all life-forms within Ukraine, but, given our global
natural and social interconnectedness, they also impact global food chains, greenhouse gas emis-
sions, and marine life in the Black Sea™ (Nielsen, 2023). "However, in order to effectively de-
mand compensation for these crimes against nature in Ukraine, ecocide must be recognized at
the international level. That is the only possible route to obtain reparations from Russia"
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(Ovchinnikov, 2023). One of the most horrific instances of ecocide in the war to date is the Rus-
sian explosion of the Kakhovka Hydroelectric Power Plant Dam. Russian military combatants
have occupied the Kakhovka Dam since the beginning of the full-scale invasion — in other words
since February 24, 2022. "Moreover, since mid-October 2022, President Zelenskyi had publicly
warned that e Russian troops had mined the dam and were planning to carry out a terrorist attack
which they would then blame on Ukraine" (Nielsen, 2023). There is evidence that Russia had the
means, motive, and opportunity to destroy the Ukraine dam (Chernov & Hinnant, 2023; Gutman-
Argemi, Ahn, & Benson, 2023).

Though the legal status of the crime of ecocide is still under discussion at the international
level, "the very term 'ecocide’ moved far beyond jurisprudence and became widespread in media,
public opinion, and the different forms of activism"” (Gardashuk, 2022). Currently, environmen-
tal crimes can be prosecuted in wartime under Article 8 of the Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Code, which prohibits launching an attack knowing it will cause "widespread, severe
and lasting damage to the natural environment". The notion of ecocide is established in Ukraini-
an legislation as mass destruction of flora and fauna, poisoning of air or water resources, and any
other actions that may cause an environmental disaster (Article 441 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine), but its functioning is limited as Ukraine did not sign the Rome Statute.

According to John H. Knox, despite the absence of a consistent international criminal law on
ecocide,

Environmental human rights law has rapidly developed over the past
25 years along three paths: (a) the widespread adoption of environmental
rights in regional treaties and national constitutions; (b) the greening of
other human rights, such as the rights to life and health, through their ap-
plication to environmental issues; and (c) the inclusion in multilateral en-
vironmental instruments of rights of access to information, public partic-
ipation, and access to justice. (Knox, 2020, p. 79)

The definition of ecocide is primarily focused on the protection of the environment and it
should be self-evident that any definition of ecocide necessarily has the self-interest of protecting
the environment in which we humans live. "The result that humans are protected indirectly does
not take away from the ecocentric focus of the definition” (Pezzot & Graf, 2022).

In the context of a systemic approach, ecocide refers to the extensive damage, destruction, or
loss of the ecosystems of a particular area, whether by humans or other causes, to such an extent
that the peaceful enjoyment of the inhabitants of that area has been significantly reduced or will
be reduced considerably. The agenda of the world community is "... not only to reform the UN
and increase the organization’s capacity, but also to find an international consensus in criminaliz-
ing Russia’s military ecocide taking in account the weakness of the international law" (T. Perha &
Y. Perha, 2023, p. 41). Ecofeminism occupies a special place in the diversity of the search for
ways to solve the problems of ecocide.

Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International
doi: https://doi.org/10.15802/ampr.v0i25.307636 © K. I. Karpenko, R. E. Hagengruber, C. R. Nielsen, 2024

86



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online)
AnTpononorivHi BuMipH ¢inocodpcbkux nociimkens, 2024, Bum. 25

Anthropological Measurements of Philosophical Research, 2024, NO. 25

SOCIAL ASPECT OF HUMAN BEING

Ecofeminist methodology provides adequate interpretive tools for analysing the anthropologi-
cal contradictions of ecocide. It is principal to emphasize that this assessment is determined not
by an essentialist understanding of the closeness of women and nature but by the methodological
approaches of ecofeminism as a theory and as "a new social movement purposefully oriented not
to political power but to life and human survival” (Karpenko, 2008, p. 36).

Ecofeminism links patriarchal oppression of women and nature as one and the same system
that exploits and oppresses women and degrades the environment. Prominent ecofeminist phi-
losopher and grass-root activist Karen Warren argues, that "woman" and "nature™ should be un-
derstood not as fixed, ahistorical concepts (contrary to the early essentialist ecofeminist writ-
ings), but rather as socially constructed by an androcentric, anthropocentric culture. One of War-
ren’s central ecofeminist claims is that understanding the domination of nature will help illumi-
nate the oppression of women, just as understanding gender oppression will shed light on how
nature has been exploited. "The justification for this reconceptualization is that both sexism (and
mail-gender bias) and naturalism (and naturalist bias) are conceptually linked through an oppres-
sive and patriarchal conceptual framework, mediated by a logic of domination™ (Warren, 2000,
p. 63). Criticizing the capitalist system of division of labour, Maria Mayes emphasizes that
"women’s household labour is defined as non-productive and hence not remunerated. Women
are defined as housewives (sic) and their work is omitted from GNP calculations. Women can
therefore be called the internal colony of the system" (Mies & Shiva, 2014, p. 58). Vandana Shi-
va focused on the impact of globalization and corporate interests on the environment and society.
She has written about the violence inherent in the industrial exploitation of natural resources and
has advocated for sustainable, community-based alternatives that prioritize environmental pro-
tection and social justice (Mies & Shiva, 2014).

The theoretical conclusions submitted above are crucial in assessing ecofeminist methodolo-
gy’s role in articulating prospects for solving ecocide problems in wartime. War is also a patriar-
chal effort that reinforces the masculine over the feminine. Ecofeminist philosophers and scien-
tists see the war as a patriarchal institution of domination that values the masculine over the fem-
inine. War usually exploits women, other marginalized groups, and nature. Ecofeminist analysis
allows citizens to become more aware and informed about the destructive nature of war. Russia’s
full-scale war against Ukraine intensified discussions about ecocide, including its ecofeminist
context.

In her book "Feminism and the Mastery of Nature", Val Plumwood developed critiques of an-
thropocentrism, capitalism, and the domination of nature. Her exploration of the "logic of colo-
nization" and its implications for how humans perceive and interact with the natural world are
essential for understanding the ecocide. Val Plumwood argued that Western philosophy, particu-
larly its dualistic and hierarchical thinking, has normalized and justified the domination and ex-
ploitation of both human and non-human beings.

Central to Plumwood’s critique was the idea that Western thinking tends to separate humans
from nature, placing humans above and apart from the rest of the natural world. This separation,
she argued, leads to an instrumental view of nature, where it is seen merely as a resource to be
exploited for human benefit. Moreover, she highlighted how this mindset justifies the subjuga-
tion of not only the environment but also marginalized human groups, such as women, indige-
nous peoples, and people of colour. It is also appropriate to transfer these ideas into the plane of
the problem of ecocide as a form of ecological terrorism in the conditions of Russia’s war
against Ukraine.
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Ecocide as ecological terrorism is not only a supplement but also an essential tactical element
of Russia’s war against Ukraine. Unable to break the resistance of the people of Ukraine, the
Russian invaders mass-murder the civilian population, destroy Ukrainian nature, and wipe
Ukrainian cities off the face of the earth. At the same time, they cynically claim in the spirit of
patriarchal chauvinism that they are helping Ukrainians and Ukrainian nature to return home.
Only the question arises: To which home? To Putin’s "dreamed" neo-colonial state? In this situa-
tion, Plumwood’s approach to challenge and deconstruct the logic of colonization to foster more
sustainable and equitable relationships between humans and the rest of the natural world is very
relevant. She called for a re-evaluation of the patriarchal currents of Western philosophical tradi-
tions and advocated for alternative perspectives that acknowledge the interconnectedness and
interdependence of all beings, including respect for freedom and national independence.
V. Plumwood declares:

In a mutual and reciprocal relationship with nature, there may be areas of
land and life where humans are sovereign, as far as they may be without
denying dependency, and there may also be a whole fruitful domain
where they may undertake together with earth others 'the dance of inter-
action’, being both transforming and transformed, sustaining, and sus-
tained. But a respectful and mutual relationship must also leave a space
for the other. (Plumwood, 2002, p. 164)

Ecofeminism argues that militarism — as an ideological, political, and economic system — and
war are based on an unequal distribution of vulnerabilities, exploitation of natural resources,
domination of nature, and marginalization of non-instrumental knowledge systems. Ecofeminist
epistemologist Lorraine Code suggests that knowledge production should be viewed as a dynam-
ic and interconnected process involving multiple perspectives and forms of expertise. Just as
ecosystems thrive on diversity and interdependence, so too should our understanding of
knowledge and authority encompass a variety of voices and perspectives. In her article "Culpable
Ignorance?", she explores issues related to ignorance, responsibility, and epistemic injustice. She
argues that ignorance is not always innocent or unavoidable but can be culpable, especially when
it is wilful or results from the suppression of alternative viewpoints. Her ecological approach
emphasizes the interconnectedness of knowledge and the need to cultivate more equitable and
just forms of epistemic authority (Code, 2014). The concept of three-limbed epistemology de-
velops this approach.

Modern epistemology assumes diversity, inclusiveness, and ethical responsibility in forming
epistemic practices. It can also challenge traditional notions of epistemic authority and
knowledge production, emphasizing, in addition to rationality, the importance of intuition and
emotion. "These alternative concepts of knowledge today give clues as to how we can design a
world of knowledge that organizes the construction of knowledge in a far more dynamic way"
(Hagengruber, 2023, p. 120).
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The conscious destruction of nature today does not find an adequate assessment, that is, the
understanding that everyone must survive this situation to continue living. Here, anthropological
aspects are also evident. People need emotional triggers that encourage decision-making to coun-
ter ecocide. We receive it from intuition and negative emotions. Russia’s war in Ukraine creates
a nuclear threat. Ecofeminists around the world remain deeply troubled by President Putin’s
threats of nuclear escalation in the initial stages of the Russian invasion. Today, more than two
years later, atomic blackmail continues, and the situation around the Zaporizhzhia Nuclear Pow-
er Plant (NPP) in Ukraine remains emotionally tense and unstable. In this situation, Scheller’s
call to reconstruct the guiding hierarchy of values, to give priority to spiritual self-improvement,
and to promote solidarity through compassion acquires decisive significance.

The ecofeminist methodology’s task is to move away from the paradigm of consciousness as
the central pillar of classical humanism and the key to its implicit anthropocentrism. In the eco-
feminist theory, it is replaced by process ontology. This ontology supports a new materialism as
"a collaborative vision of the evolution of species” (Braidotti, 2016) and "the relational dimen-
sions of human, non-human, and more-than-human experiences™ (Braidotti, 2013).

In fact, new materialism represents anti-anthropocentrism and posthumanism. But in the eco-
feminist methodology, anti-anthropocentrism and posthumanism do not mean devaluing human
life. Instead, they mean developing a new ethic of care that articulates the possibility of mutual
understanding and recognition of the importance of ecological aspirations for both women and
men. It is important to note that the discourse of male philosophers also tends to support and
deepen ecofeminism. This discourse recognizes that the dominant masculinity is based on the
desire to control nature. Therefore, men’s new environmental practices must challenge not only
masculinity but also patriarchy. In John Barry’s (1998) research, for example, the focus is con-
centrated more on justifying ecofeminist methodological advantages. According to Bob Pease,

Men can work within feminist environmentalism by developing a more
empathic role in relating to nature that will enable them to move beyond
the practices of objectifying and subjugating nature. Men thus need to be
encouraged to experience emotional and physical vulnerability in re-
sponse to nature. (Pease, 2019)

Bob Pease sees his task in criticizing gender biases and stereotypes in social work regarding
protecting nature and, above all, climate threats. So, ecofeminism is woven into the complex
economic, political, technical, technological, and interpersonal system.

In the growing recognition of gender equality, solving environmental problems is a joint task
for women and men. But the principle of social exclusion, which was constructed in conditions
of exclusion, denial, and humiliation of the female sphere, the natural sphere, and the sphere re-
lated to the provision of everyday existence, sounds a particular echo in the modern philosophi-
cal discourse. Interest in ecofeminist methodology is growing because of the aggravation of en-
vironmental problems during Russia’s war against Ukraine. This is because it combines theory
and practice of the struggle for inclusiveness. It is both a historical achievement of the ecofemi-
nist movement and a theoretically grounded methodological postulate of the modern theory of
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ecofeminism. Any contrasts, exclusions, or searches for a country, community, ethnic group, or
nationality that suffers more from ecocide are methodologically incorrect and dangerous in prac-
tice. The inclusiveness of the analysis of the ecocide phenomenon activates the synergy of efforts
of different countries and communities, where women’s voices are heard, considered, and in-
volved in making fateful decisions.

A particular methodological disagreement arises regarding the paper "Awaiting Spring and
War: Insights from Ecofeminism”. Selina Gallo-Cruz wrote this paper in the first months of the
war in Ukraine for the journal’s issue, which was dedicated to this horrible event. But unexpect-
edly she claimed:

Following the Russian invasion of Ukraine in 2022, pundits have pro-
claimed a new era of war, an era they say has ushered in a "colder than
Cold War". While the world watches the war in Ukraine, others suffer
through lesser recognized conflicts in Ethiopia, Western Sahara, and
Yemen, citizens of Sri Lanka face devastating economic crises, and citi-
zens of India and Pakistan endure record-breaking heat waves. At the
same time, African nations brace themselves against crippling price hikes
and reduced access to essential grain supplies. The relative invisibility of
these nations’ plights deepens both the violence and marginalization they
continue to be confronted with, further disrupting the cadences of life.
(Gallo-Cruz, 2022, p. 93)

In general, Gallo-Cruz’s article contains well-founded theoretical conclusions. She has con-
sistently and convincingly pushed for visibility and inclusivity in her scholarly publications and
community engagement. However, in some comments, the author contradicts herself. The narra-
tive at the beginning of the article mentioned above underestimates the visibility of Ukraine’s
environmental tragedy.

The war conditions in Ukraine make the practical necessity of inclusive unity particularly ob-
vious. Russian aggression threatens to disrupt supplies of Ukrainian grain to the countries to
which this author’s narrative is dedicated. Women’s fate as the family’s primary breadwinners in
these countries largely depends on the lack of grain due to deep environmental problems. Van-
dana Shiva points out that the degree of food sovereignty achieved by Indian women farmers de-
pends on their mutual support and inclusiveness regarding shared interests in this field (Mies &
Shiva, 2014). Extrapolating Vandana Shiva’s conclusion about the positive influence of the prin-
ciple of inclusiveness on the distribution of world attention to the situation of women in the war
in Ukraine and the situation of women in third-world countries, we can conclude that the synergy
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of ecofeminist inclusiveness practices between countries is more appropriate than their opposi-
tion and exclusion. So, ecofeminist theory and practice contribute to the national and internation-
al visibility of ecological problems and the problem of war in the context of ecocide.

A systematic analysis of the anthropological dimension of ecocide provides an answer to the
question of the relationship between ecocide and genocide as central. The phenomenological ap-
proach, addressing these interrelated problems, "becomes a kind of research strategy that creates
a contextually working model of their awareness and identification of prospects for their solu-
tion" (Karpenko, 2023, p. 60).

The concept of ecocide as a form of genocide is a relatively recent development in legal and
academic discourse. While genocide traditionally refers to the intentional destruction, in whole
or in part, of a specific group of people based on ethnicity, religion, nationality, or other identify-
ing factors, the notion of ecocide expands this definition to include the destruction of ecosystems
and the harm it inflicts on human populations.

In the context of the ecofeminist approach, ecocide can be seen as a form of genocide because en-
vironmental destruction can lead to severe harm or even the extinction of human communities that
rely on those ecosystems for their livelihoods, sustenance, and cultural identity. For example, wide-
spread pollution of water sources or deforestation can deprive communities of access to clean water,
food, and shelter, leading to displacement, malnutrition, and even death (Short & Crook, 2022).

Advocates for recognizing ecocide as a form of genocide argue that it should be addressed as
a serious human rights issue and that perpetrators should be held accountable under international
law. Lauren J. Eichler (2020) states: "Recognizing that ecocide is a form of genocide challenges
the anthropocentrism embedded in the current definition of genocide and expands the concept of
genocide without substantially changing its official legal definition”. In her opinion, expanding
the concept of genocide to include ecocide does not weaken the legal definition of genocide.
Moreover, this inclusion deepens the term’s interpretation, strengthening its legal legitimacy and
social recognition. If justice is to be achieved for Indigenous peoples through the United Na-
tions’ ability to prosecute genocide, then the definition of genocide needs to — at a minimum —
include ecocide as a recognized act.

However, there is ongoing debate about whether ecocide should be formally recognized as a
separate crime under international law and how it should be defined and prosecuted. Liana
Georgieva Minkova critiques the anthropocentric element in the definition of ecocide. She
writes: "The incorporation of a cost-benefit analysis in Article 8ter perpetuates the flawed as-
sumption that the welfare of the environment and the welfare of human beings are separate, and
thus, negatively affects the expressivist power of international criminal law" (Minkova, 2023).
Alexandre Antonelli and Pella Thiel (2021) claim that "Ecocide must be listed alongside geno-
cide as an international crime. Large-scale environmental destruction affects the future of all life
on our planet. Criminalizing it would finally hold decision-makers to account".

The concept of ecocide as a form of genocide in wartime raises important legal, ethical, and
humanitarian questions. It underscores the interconnectedness of human populations with the
natural world and highlights the devastating consequences of environmental destruction on both
human and non-human life. Recognizing ecocide as a form of genocide in wartime could lead to
increased accountability for individuals and governments responsible for environmental atroci-
ties and promote greater protection of the environment during armed conflicts. Yet, implement-
ing such recognition and holding perpetrators accountable would require significant legal and
institutional frameworks at the national and international levels.
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Timothy Snyder points out that the deportation of Ukrainian children by the Russian occupi-
ers, gender-based violence in the most brutal forms, and destruction or appropriation of Ukraini-
an cultural heritage aim to destroy the Ukrainian nation. In his opinion,

Where Ukraine holds territory, which is most of the country, people are
saving themselves. Ukrainians have shown that genocide can be stopped
— with the right help. When we stop this help, as we did, we allow the
genocide to continue. This is not only a horror in itself, but also a prece-
dent. (Snyder, 2024)

On November 24, 2016, during a live televised awards ceremony for geography students in
Moscow, the Russian president asked a nine-year-old boy: "Where does Russia’s border end?"
The child answered, "At the Bering Strait with the United States™. In response to this, Putin has
said Russia’s borders "do not end anywhere" ("Russia’s border”, 2016). It is not difficult to un-
derstand that this dialogue was aimed at "education™ to "justify" the dictator’s conquering ambi-
tions because the event took place two years after the beginning of the first stage of the Russian
intervention in Ukraine. Before that, Russia seized separate territories of Georgia, Chechnya,
Moldova, and other countries. Patriarchal dominance and colonial logic are apparent there. "The
actualization of the idea of no borders brings us back to the primordial opposition between the
active male principle, which tries to expand and often destroys the boundaries, and the more con-
servative female principle, which protects the inner space” (Karpenko, 2005). In this context,
ecocide requires rehabilitation, increasing the value of the feminine principle that creates the in-
ner space, takes care of it, and preserves culture from confusion and destruction.

On April 27, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe recognized the deporta-
tion and forcible transfer of Ukrainian children to the territory of the Russian Federation with
subsequent "Russification™ as genocide ("PACE vyznala", 2023).

The abduction and deportation of children, particularly in the context of forcibly separating
them from their families or communities, can also be considered a form of ecocide, albeit indi-
rectly. While ecocide traditionally focuses on the destruction of ecosystems and the harm it in-
flicts on human populations, forcibly removing children from their natural environments can
have severe and lasting ecological impacts.

The abduction and deportation of children could contribute to ecocide in different ways. First,
it means the disruption of communities. Removing children from their families and communities
disrupts social structures and traditional knowledge systems, leading to destabilization and po-
tential long-term harm to the social fabric of ecosystems. The consequence of this is also the loss
of cultural heritage. Indigenous and local communities often have deep cultural connections to
their land and ecosystems. Abducting and deporting children can sever these connections, lead-
ing to the erosion of cultural practices, languages, and traditional ecological knowledge that are
essential for sustainable stewardship of the environment. In addition, it affects future genera-
tions. Depriving children of their connection to their natural environment can hinder their ability
to develop a sense of responsibility toward the land, potentially perpetuating harmful practices
that contribute to ecocide in the future.
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An equally threatening consequence is psychological and emotional trauma. Forced separa-
tion from their families and communities can have profound psychological and emotional effects
on children, affecting their well-being and resilience. The abduction of Ukrainian children is
Russia’s technique for breaking identity. This trauma can impair their ability to engage positive-
ly with their environment and contribute to sustainable practices. In this situation, Roberto As-
sagioli’s teaching on psychosynthesis, which combines various psychotherapeutic practices of
overcoming disidentification, has "a new push for development in the conditions of wars, disas-
ters, loneliness, and related psychological disorders” (Popov & Popova, 2023, p. 15).

While abduction and deportation of children may not fit neatly into the traditional definition of
ecocide, they are certainly intertwined with broader issues of environmental degradation, cultural
erosion, and human rights violations. Addressing these interconnected challenges requires holistic
approaches that prioritize the well-being of both children and the ecosystems they inhabit.

So, the abduction and deportation of children, particularly in the context of forcibly separat-
ing them from their families or communities, can indeed be considered a form of ecocide, albeit
indirectly. Overall, the concept of ecocide as a form of genocide highlights the interconnected-
ness of environmental destruction and human rights violations, emphasizing the need for holistic
approaches to protecting both ecosystems and vulnerable communities.

The complex political, ethical, and environmental aspects of Russia’s war against Ukraine
provide a context for discussing the appropriateness of pacifism during and after this war.

Ecofeminist pacifism and ecocide. Contextual understanding of the Russian-Ukrainian war
includes its political roots, key events, and impact on Ukrainian society and the environment
(Gardashuk, 2022; T. Perha & Y. Perha, 2023). Firstly, conquering Russian aggression and mili-
tary actions escalate tensions and destroy the environment in Ukraine. At the same time, the core
principles of ecofeminism emphasize the interconnectedness of social, environmental, and gen-
der justice. Ecofeminists advocate nonviolence, sustainable development, and holistic approach-
es to solving problems of systemic injustice.

In this contradictory situation, critiques of pacifism presented from ecofeminist positions in
the context of the Russian-Ukrainian war suggest that radical pacifism may be inappropriate or
insufficient in response to insidious aggression and violence by such a powerful adversary as
Russia.

However, specific positive trends can be found in the modern ecofeminist pacifist discourse.
Pacifism works in everyday practices with both the human and the non-human. "Instead of being
an abstract ethical principle, feminist environmental pacifism is an affective and material way of
being in and knowing the world characterized by contingent, repetitive, and attentive doings of
care" (Vayrynen, 2023).

Pacifism overlooks or downplays the environmental devastation caused by military action,
including the destruction of fertile black soil, air pollution, deforestation, and habitat destruction
(Simonov, 2023). War disproportionately affects women and marginalized communities, who
face particular environmental and socioeconomic vulnerabilities. Pacifist approaches do not al-
ways consider these gendered aspects of violence and environmental injustice. Women’s experi-
ences and responses to the challenges of war vary according to factors such as historical period,
nationality, ethnicity, class, and geographic location. Ecofeminist activism can amplify the voic-
es and perspectives of diverse women affected by war. To understand the ambiguity of ecofemi-
nist pacifist ideas and practices, it is appropriate to turn to the experience of the German ecofem-
inist and activist of the pacifist movement, Petra Kelly.
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In his relevant study on "Ecofeminist Ideology of Petra Kelly: The Challenges of Modern Po-
litical Thought", Darko Nadi¢ emphasized, that

She called for the rejection of war as a political instrument; radical dis-
armament; removal of foreign military bases; replacing military defence
in civil defence welfare; the abolition of military alliances; elimination of
production, testing, sales, and use of nuclear biological and chemical
weapons; the abolition of the global arms trade, and the transformation of
industry and military budgets in favour of social and economic needs.
(Nadi¢, 2013, p. 65)

Indeed, all the listed areas of Petra Kelly’s activity are relevant and can be discussed today.
However, in the context of the obvious imperial, neo-colonialist goals of Russia’s war against
Ukraine, aimed at seizing the territories of a sovereign state and destroying the Ukrainian nation,
it is purposeful to highlight also other nuances of her ecofeminist and pacifist concepts.

Neither ecofeminism nor pacifism were ends in themselves for Kelly. She considered them in
interconnection and mutual conditionality. She called for solidarity and participation of people
across national borders and through ecological, ecofeminist, and political problem areas. Petra
Kelly (2001) insisted: "The means and the ends must be parallel. You cannot reach a peaceful
end with violent means, and you cannot reach a just end with unjust means” (p. 26). In her opin-
ion, "A truly free society must also mean that we do not want the peace that oppresses us. We
must learn on our terms what peace and freedom mean together" (Kelly, 2001, p. 64).

In this context, the ideas of Petra Kelly correlate with the answer of the director of the Institute
of Philosophy of the Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Anatoly Yermolenko (2022), to the founder
of communicative practical philosophy, Jirgen Habermas, regarding his remark: "The dilemma
facing the West is obvious, it consists in the need to choose between two risky alternatives, i.e. be-
tween the two evils — the defeat of Ukraine or the escalation of a limited conflict to the third world
war". A. Yermolenko emphasized that he fully supports the ideas of communicative practical phi-
losophy, ideas of intersubjectivity, and ethics of discourse, which Habermas always advocated.
The ideas of an unrestricted horizon of communication, the victory of the better argument instead
of violence, and a view of communication as the basis of all ethics have given us many new an-
swers to difficult questions. In his opinion, the philosophy of intersubjectivity has done quite a lot
for the establishment of democracy in Germany and abroad, including in Ukraine.

But he is convinced that "...there are moments when the infinite horizon of communication
has its limits: you cannot talk to a murderer and a rapist, you must resist him. You cannot wait
for what actions he will resort to — you have these stop the actions and make them impossible in
the future”. A. Yermolenko disagrees with the opinion of a recognized philosopher that the loss
of Ukraine in this war is no worse than the escalation of the Third World War.

Anatoly Yermolenko’s conclusion that we all need a joint victory over the evil that is Rus-
sia’s war against Ukraine, and the world should unite for this, coincides with Petra Kelly’s call to
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unite for the sake of peace, which necessarily involves freedom and independence. In the context
of the said controversy, we are inclined to conclude that the strategy and tactics of the struggle
for peace are different during wartime and peacetime.

There are moments when "infinite intersubjectivity™ has its limits. When
it is necessary to become a subject again, to find the courage to reason
again, and not only to communicative but also to strategic reason "in or-
der to continue the real (echten) human life on earth™ ("Permanenz echten
menschlichen Leben auf Erden™) (H. Jonas). (Yermolenko, 2022)

Therefore, ecological pacifism as an ideology and a social movement has limited opportuni-
ties during the war, but in the post-war period, it, like other pacifist movements, becomes the
driving force of the struggle for a stable peace and sufficient conditions for opposing ecocide and
the threat of war.

Also, alternative ecofeminist responses to war that go beyond pacifism but still embody prin-
ciples of nonviolence, justice, and sustainability should not be ignored. These include supporting
peace-building efforts, promoting environmental conservation and restoration initiatives, and
supporting grassroots movements for social and environmental sustainability.

After summarizing the key arguments, we conclude that environmental pacifism is an ideolo-
gy and a social movement whose effectiveness is limited during wartime. However, in the after-
math of war, alongside other pacifist endeavours, it emerges as a pivotal force in advocating for
enduring peace and establishing favourable conditions to combat ecocide and the looming spec-
tre of warfare. Recognizing the challenges and tensions inherent in ecofeminist responses to war
and violence in the context of the Russian-Ukrainian war, we emphasize the importance of criti-
cal dialogue and solidarity among ecofeminists in addressing the multifaceted impact of war on
people, the environment, and future generations.

Originality

For the first time, a systematic analysis of the anthropological dimension of ecocide has been
carried out based on ecofeminist methodology. The specifics of the Ukrainian resistance to eco-
cide were revealed as part of a single struggle — an anti-imperial and ecological struggle for in-
dependence and prosperity. It is emphasized that during the war, the opposition to ecocide is a
component of the fight for national independence and territorial integrity of the country, and
therefore, the ideas of pacifism in this period are subordinated to this primary goal. After the
war, preventing threats of ecocide should become an integral part of the struggle for stable peace
and prosperity. Ecofeminist pacifist ideas are more appropriate and valuable for this period.

Conclusions

Ecofeminist methodological assessments offer valuable insights into the anthropological di-
mension of ecocide in wartime and post-war contexts, highlighting the complex interplay be-
tween gender, violence, and environmental destruction. By focusing on the experiences and per-
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spectives of women and marginalized communities, ecofeminist analyses contribute to a more
holistic understanding of ecocide and its impacts on both human populations and ecosystems.
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AHTPONOJIOTiYHUH BUMipP BOEHHOI'0 eKOUMAY: eKodeMiHiCTUYHI
METO/10JIOTIYHI OLIHKH

MeTa. ABTOpHY MalOTh Ha METi PO3KPHUTH aHTPOIIOJIOTIYHUI BUMIp €KOIMAY Iij] 4ac Ta micis BiiHu Pocii nmpotu
VYkpaiHd, CHHparodnch Ha MYJIBTHANCHWIUTIHAPHI TPAKTHKH Ta I1HTENEKTyalbHY TNPOAYKIiI0 eKo(heMiHiCTOK-
MHUCJIUTENHOK, 30KpeMa (pitocohrHb, COIIONOTHHB, ICTOPUKHHB, IICUXOJIOTHHE Too. TeopeTnunuii 6a3uc. Jlocmi-
JOKCHHSI CITUPAETHCS Ha Pi3HI METOJMOJIOTIUHI Miaxoau ¢igocodchkoi aHTporonorii, GeHoMeHoorii, aHaTiTHIHOT
¢inocodii, koMmyHikaTHBHOI (inocodii, eK3ucTeHmiani3My, €THKHA CIPaBeJIMBOCTI Ta eTHkH TypOotu. HaykoBa
HOBH3HA. YTEpIIe HA OCHOBI E€KO(PEMIiHICTHYHOI METOIOJIOTII 3MIHCHEHO CHCTEMHHMU aHali3 aHTPOIMOJOTIYHOTO
BuMipy exouuay. Crienngika yKpaiHCHKOTO CIIPOTHBY €KOLIM/IY BHSBJIEHA B paMKax €IMHOI O0OpOTHOU — aHTHIMIIEp-
CBKOI Ta €KOJIOTIYHOT OOpOTHOM 3a HE3aJEXHICTh 1 MpolBiTaHHsA. HarosomeHo, mo mig yac BifHM MPOTHUCTOSIHHS
EKOLMJly € CKJIaJIOBOI0 OOpOTHOM 3a HalliOHAIBHY HE3aJEXHICTh 1 TepUTOpialibHy LJIICHICTh KpaiHu, a oTxe, inel
nanugizMy B Leil nepioj miAnopsiKoBaHi wil nepiodeprosiii Meti. [licns BiitHK 3amo0iraHHs 3arpo3aM eKoLuay
Ma€ CTAaTH HEBiJ €MHOIO YacTHHOI O00poTHOM 3a cTabinpHHN Mup 1 10OpoOyT. ExodeminicTryuni manudicTcehki igel
OUTBII TOpeYHi Ta IiHHI AN Hboro mepioxy. BucHoBku. ExodemiHiCTHUHI METOMOJOTIUHI OI[IHKH MPOIOHYIOTH
LIHHE YSBICHHS PO aHTPOIIOJIOTIYHUIA BUMIp SKOIMAY Y BOEHHOMY Ta MICISIBOEHHOMY KOHTEKCTaX, BUCBITIIIOIOUH
CKIIaJHy B3a€MOJII0 MiX TeHICPOM, HACHIBCTBOM Ta PyHHYBAaHHSAM HaBKOJHIIHBOTO CEpEeIOBHIIA. 30CEPEIIKYIO-
YHCh Ha JIOCBiJI Ta MEPCIeKTHBAaX JKIHOK i MapriHANI30BaHMUX CIIBHOT, eKOQEMIHICTHIHNHN aHami3 CIpuse OLTbIT
LUTICHOMY PO3YMIHHIO €KOLIUTY Ta HOTO BIIMBY SIK Ha HACEJICHHS, TaK 1 HA €KOCHCTEMH.

Kniouosi cnoea: exounp; ekodeMiHi3M; aHTPOIOJIOTIYHMN BUMIp; 'Jorika KoJOHI3awii'"; TeHOLM[; 1HKIIO-
3MBHICTh; €KCKJIIO3UBHICTh; EKOTEPOPH3M; HalK]i3M; TPUUICHHA eMiCTEMOJIOTis
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