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The article is dedicated to the study of issues
related to multiple citizenship in the context of
international law and security. In the current
conditions of increasing globalization, the regulation
of multiple citizenship is becoming ever more
relevant, particularly in terms of national security
and state sovereignty. The article examines key
challenges associated with the involvement of
individuals with multiple citizenship in armed forces
during military conflicts, potential conflicts of
interest that may arise in such cases, and the risks
of other states interfering in internal affairs under
the pretext of protecting the rights of their citizens.

Special attention is given to the analysis of
legal practices for the protection of citizens in
cases of multiple citizenship, specifically through
the lens of the “effective citizenship” concept
formulated by the International Court of Justice
in the ,Notteboom™ case. The article also explores
the economic aspects of multiple citizenship,
including issues of double taxation and possible
ways to resolve these issues through international
agreements.

Based onananalysisof nationalandinternational
legal systems, the authors conclude that there is a
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need to improve legal regulation of citizenship to
avoid legal conflicts and ensure a stable political
situation in the context of globalization. Particular
attention is given to aspects of state sovereignty,
which are increasingly under threat due to the
growing number of individuals with multiple
citizenships.

The article offers recommendations to enhance
international legal regulation to protect state
sovereignty and the rights of individuals with
multiple citizenship in the face of modern global
challenges.

In the context of martial law, the issue of
maintaining ties with the Ukrainian diaspora
around the world and preserving social capital
is examined. Emphasis is placed on multiple
citizenship, which is often seen as a result of
conflicts between the laws of different countries.
One of the risks to national security, both for the
state of residence and the state of origin, is the
issue of preserving state secrets and ensuring
the inviolability of borders for individuals with
multiple citizenships. To maintain close contact
with Ukrainian refugees, the host countries and
Ukraine must cooperate to strengthen financial
ties, promote the reduction of remittance costs,
and prevent double taxation. The need for effective
cooperation between Ukraine and other states to
create a legal framework for legal migration and
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cross-border mobility of Ukrainians after the war
is substantiated.

It has been proven that for the sake of security,
control over migration processes, and post-war
reconstruction after the Russia-Ukraine war, the
legalization of multiple citizenship in Ukraine is the
optimal step.

Key words: multiple citizenship, multi-
patriotism, migration, Russia-Ukraine war, national
security, social capital.

OeHucrok C., KoHoHeko B., Pe3eHkiHa H.
MHO)>XWHHE TrpoOMaAsAHCTBO: Mi>XKHapOAHUM
AocBia i peanisauia B YkpaiHi (eKOHOMIi4Hi,
noniTU4Hi Ta 6e3neKoBi acnekTun).

CraTtTa npucBsiyeHa [oChigXXeHH npobnem
MHOXWHHOIO rpoOMaAsHCTBA Y KOHTEKCTi MiXHa-
poAHOro npaea Ta 6e3neku. Y cyyacHux yMmoBax
3pocTatoyoi rnobanizauii, NMTaHHA perysBaH-
HS MHOXWHHOIO rpoMagsHcTBa Habysae paepani
6inbwoi akTyanbHOCTI, 0co6/IMBO B acnekTax Ha-
LioHanbHOI 6e3nekn Ta cyBepeHiTeTy aepxas. Y
CTaTTi pPO3rNSHYTO KJ/IHOYOBIi BUKIMKK, MOB’'A3aHi 3
3a5y4yeHHsaM 0Ci6 3 MHOXWHHMM TpOMAASHCTBOM
[0 36poMHKUX CUN Nig Yac BiNCbKOBUX KOHMNIKTIB,
MOXJIMBI KOHMMIKTM iHTEpeciB, AKi MOXYTb BUHWU-
KaTu y Takux BMNaaKax, a TakoxX pu3nkKu, noB’sa3a-
Hi i3 BTpPYYaHHSAM iHWKNX AepXXaB Y BHYTPILIHI cripa-
BW Mig rac/ioM 3aXMUCTy npas CBOIX rpoMajsH.

OcobnuBa yBara npwuaineHa aHanizy npaso-
BOi MPaKTUKM 3axuUCTy rpoMaasiH y Bunagkax 3
MHOXWHHUM rpOMagsHCTBOM, 30KpeMma, u4epes
npu3My KoHuenuii edeKTUBHOro rpoMaasiHCTBa,
ska 6yna cdopmynboBaHa Cyaom OOH y crnipa-
Bi «Nottebohm». Y cTaTTi Takox AocnigxXyrTbcs
€KOHOMIiYHi acnekTM MHOXWHHOro rpoMajsiHCTBa,
BKOYaumM npobnemMn NoABiHONO onoAdaTKyBaH-
HS Ta MOXAMBI wWisAxu po3Blla3aHHS UMX MUTaHb
yepes MiXKHapoAHi yroau.

Ha OCHOBIi aHani3zy HauioHanbHUX Ta MiXXHapoA4-
HMX NpPaBOBUX CUCTEM, aBTOpW pobNsATb BUCHOBKMU
WwoAo HeobXigHOCTI yAOCKOHANeHHS MNpaBOBOro
peryntoBaHHS rpoMagsiHCTBa A1 YHUKHEHHS npa-
BOBMX KONi3ih Ta 3abe3nevyeHHsa cTabinbHOi noni-
TUYHOI cuTyauii B ymoBax rnob6anizauii. Okpemo
BUAINIEHO acCneKTW CyBepeHiTeTy AepXaB, AKi ne-
pebyBatoTb ni4 3arpo30t BHACAIAOK 3pOCTaHHSA
KiNbKOCTi 0Ci6 i3 MHOXXWHHUM rpOMaASHCTBOM.

CTaTTa NpONOHYE peKoMeHaaulii ANns NnoKpalleH-
HS MDKHapoAHOrO NMpaBOBOro perysiloBaHHA 3 Me-
TOK 3aXUCTy CYBEpPEHITeTy Aepxkas i npas ocib i3
MHOXWHHUM TFpPOMaAsiHCTBOM B YyMOBaX Cy4aCHUX
rnobanbHUX BUKIUKIB.

Po3rnsHyTOo nuTaHHSA 36epexxeHHs 3B'A3KiB i3
yKpaiHCbKOI Aiacnopoto y CBiTi B YMOBaX BOEH-
HOro CTaHy couiasibHOro Kanitany. AKUEHTYETbCA
yBara Ha MHOXWHHOMY rpOMajgsHCTBi, fKe 4acTo
pO3rnNAAa€ETbCA AK HACMIAO0K KONMi3il MiXX 3aKOoHOAaB-
CTBOM pi3HUX Aepxas CBiTy. OAHWM i3 puU3uKiB ANs
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HauioHanbHOI 6e3nekn K Aep>XaBW MPOXMBAHHS,
Tak i AepXXaBu MOXOAXKEHHS € NUTaHHS 36epexeH-
HA ocobaMW 3 MHOXWHHUM TFPOMAASHCTBOM Aep-
)K@aBHOI TaeMHMUi Ta 3abe3neyeHHs HeMOpyLIHO-
CTi KOpAOHiB. Anga niATPUMKKM TICHUX KOHTAKTIB i3
YKpaiHCbKMMMK BixxeHUsMKN, KpaiHu ix nepebyBaHHS
Ta YKpaiHa NOBMUHHI cniBnpauoBaTh y 3MiLHEHHI
diHaHCOBMX 3B'A3KiIB, CNPUATU 3HUXEHHIO BapTO-
CTi rpowoBux nepekasiB, 3anobiratm nNoABiIHO-
My onoAaaTkyBaHHI0. O6rpyHTOBaHa HeObXiAHICTb
edeKTUBHOI cniBnpaui YKpaiHu 3 iHWKUMK Aepxa-
BaMW ANS CTBOPEHHS NpaBoBoi 6a3u Ans neranbHOI
Mirpauii Ta TpaHCKOPAOHHOT MOBINbLHOCTI yKpaiHUiB
nicna 3akiH4YeHHSs BiliHU.

[JoBeneHo, wo 3apaan 6e3nekn, KOHTPOSIO Haja
MirpauinHMMn npouecamu Ta BiabynoBwu aepxasu
nicns pocicbko-yKpaiHCbKOI BilMHM neranizauis
MHOXWHHOIO rpOMaAsiHCTBA B YKpaiHi € onTuManb-
HUM KPOKOM.

Knwo4uoBi cnoBa: MHOXWHHE rpoMaasHCTBO,
MynbTUMATPU3M, Mirpauis, pocincbko-yKpaiHCbKa
BiliHa, HauioHanbHa 6e3neka, couianbHU KaniTan.

Problem Statement. Multiple citizenship in
Ukraine is a complex and controversial issue. This
topic encompasses a range of different aspects,
including certain legal restrictions and socio-
economic and political factors. As is known,
under the current legislation of Ukraine (the
Constitution and the Law on Ukrainian Citizenship
[1]) individuals who acquire citizenship of another
state automatically lose their Ukrainian citizenship.
Multipatriotism is the status of citizenship whereby
a person is simultaneously recognized as a citizen
of two or more states according to their laws. This
status can create difficulties for Ukrainians living
abroad or those with family ties in other countries.

Regarding socio-economic factors, many
Ukrainians have relatives in other countries.
Accordingly, the possibility of holding multiple
citizenships simplifies access to education, work,
and social services for them. Multiple citizenship
can be a factor that fosters the development of
various international connections for Ukraine.
Finally, the political aspects are most evident in
issues related to national security and integration
into the European Union. Here, there is a need for
a more flexible approach to citizenship.

Thus, the need for research into this topic is
underscored by the increasing cases of multiple
citizenship. However, different countries have
varying approaches to regulating multiple
citizenship, which creates legal challenges and
contradictions.

The aim of the study is to provide a
comprehensive analysis of the phenomenon of
multiple citizenship in the context of international
law and practice, as well as its implementation
within the legal system of Ukraine. The research
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involves examining the international experiences
of countries regarding multiple citizenship,
identifying challenges related to its legal
regulation, and determining ways to optimize
Ukrainian legislation for the effective integration
of the concept of multiple citizenship into the
Ukrainian legal system.

The current state of research on the topic.
It is known that some politicians, scholars, and
experts advocate for the legalization of multiple
citizenship, while others believe it may pose risks
to statehood. The study of multiple citizenship has
become an important area in academic circles,
particularly in jurisprudence, sociology, political
science, and international relations. Specifically,
A. Quinn has researched issues related to citizen
rights in the context of multiple citizenship.
R. Mandeville analyzed the impact of multiple
citizenship on national identity. P. Bloom studied
the legal aspects and policies of various countries
regarding multiple citizenship. Notable works
include those by T. Panchenko [2], O. Poidynok [3],
C. Chekhovych [4], L. Henel, K. Ohanesyan, D. Bilyk
[5], N. Konstantinov's [6] and many others.

Presentation of the main material. The
doctrine views multiple citizenship ambivalently,
as it pertains, on one hand, to the rights and
freedoms of individuals and citizens, and on the
other hand, to the interests of the state and its
security [7, c. 124].

Dual citizenship (hereinafter referred to as
bi-nationality) refers to an individual holding
citizenship in two or more states. A person may
become a bi-national either by their own desire
or due to conflicts in the national laws regarding
citizenship of different countries. For example, a
woman may marry a foreigner, and the laws of
his country automatically grant her his citizenship
(Brazil has such legislation), while she retains her
own citizenship. A child whose parents are citizens
of a country that recognizes the «right of blood»
and is born in a country that applies the «right of
soil» also becomes a bi-national.

Countries define their stance on dual citizenship
in their legislation, and many do not recognize it.
If a citizen of such a country possesses a second
citizenship, this legal circumstance is often
disregarded. The individual will be considered
solely a citizen of that country. This provision
is enshrined in the Hague Convention, which
regulates certain issues related to the conflict of
laws concerning citizenship from 1930.

The status of a person holding citizenship in two
or more states presents certain negative aspects.
First and foremost, this relates to the diplomatic
protection afforded to such individuals and their
obligations regarding military service.

The essence of the first issue can be illustrated
by the well-known Notteboom case. In 1951,
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the government of Liechtenstein brought a case
against Guatemala before the International
Court of Justice, demanding restitution and
compensation for Mr. Notteboom due to actions
taken by Guatemala that Liechtenstein believed
were contrary to international law. Guatemala,
in turn, argued that Notteboom could hardly be
considered a citizen of Liechtenstein, and thus,
the latter could not provide him with diplomatic
protection. Mr. Notteboom was born in Germany
in 1881 and obtained Liechtenstein citizenship
by naturalization in 1939. However, from 1905
to 1943, he lived permanently in Guatemala and
engaged in business there. During World War II,
Notteboom was deported from Guatemala. The
Court emphasized that Liechtenstein, like any
other state, has the authority to establish its rules
for acquiring citizenship; however, the crux of
the issue was that, in this case, Guatemala was
obliged to recognize Notteboom’s Liechtenstein
citizenship. Since the matter escalated to the level
of providing diplomatic protection, this case shifted
from the realm of domestic law to international
law.

The Court noted that, according to state
practice, citizenship constitutes a legal bond
between a person and the state that granted the
citizenship, as well as an acknowledgment that the
individual has a closer connection with that state
than with any other. Based on this premise, the
Court pointed out the very weak link between Mr.
Notteboom and Liechtenstein, contrasting it with
his strong connection to Guatemala, where he
had lived for over 30 years. Due to the absence
of a «real connection» between Notteboom and
Liechtenstein, the Court did not recognize the
latter’'s right to provide diplomatic protection
to Mr. Notteboom. Although this ruling by the
International Court of Justice faced criticism from
several international law experts, the doctrine of
«real connection» or «effective nationality» gained
prominence regarding the provision of diplomatic
protection to dual nationals. Its essence is that
a dual national can expect diplomatic protection
from the state of effective nationality, meaning
the state with which they have genuine ties. More
often than not, such a state is determined by
the individual’s place of permanent residence [8,
c. 166-167].

Since the practice of the International Court of
Justice has a precedent-setting nature [9, c. 223],
its legal positions are significant for the study of
the issue of multiple citizenship, even considering
the fair criticism of the UN and its bodies [10,
c. 166-167].

To implement multiculturalism in practice,
it is necessary for states to enter into bilateral
agreements with each other, in which they
mutually recognize the status of individuals
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with dual citizenship, along with their rights and
obligations. Additionally, the Law of Ukraine
on Citizenship establishes the grounds for
renunciation of citizenship, its loss, or its official
termination. For example, a person can lose their
Ukrainian citizenship if they voluntarily acquire
another citizenship, enlist in the military service
of another country, or obtain Ukrainian citizenship
based on false information. Notably, it was under
this provision that former Georgian President
Mikheil Saakashvili was stripped of his citizenship
at one time [11].

However, the Constitution of Ukraine (Article 4)
states that there is a single citizenship in Ukraine,
and Article 25 stipulates that a citizen of Ukraine
cannot be deprived of citizenship or the right to
change citizenship. Thus, these two provisions
are contradictory. Although the law establishes
deprivation of citizenship if a person obtains
a passport of another state, the Constitution
explicitly prohibits this. Therefore, there is a
certain legal conflict in Ukraine, and lawyers often
point out that in reality, multiple citizenship exists
in Ukraine, although it is legally prohibited.

Let us consider different perspectives on this
status. Multiple citizenship is often perceived by
analysts and politicians as an undesirable legal
status for an individual in their relationship with
a particular state. From the perspective of the
nation-state’s interests, multiple citizenship is
also seen primarily as a potential threat or risk to
state security and national unity. After all, there is
no distinction between belonging to a nation and
belonging to a state, and a person should have
one citizenship, one homeland, and one native
language [2, c. 39].

In this context, multiple citizenship is often
seen as a result of the collision between the
laws of various countries around the world, as it
grants both rights and obligations to individuals.
This includes obligations such as military service,
tax payments, and others. Therefore, multiple
citizenship comes with many advantages as
well as risks for both individuals and states. As
T. Panchenko rightly points out, individuals with
multiple citizenship can be held legally accountable
by one of the states whose obligations they are
evading. Furthermore, such individuals cannot
rely on diplomatic protection from the state of
one of their citizenships while in the territory of
another citizenship. A dual citizen cannot equally
fulfill their obligations or participate in the socio-
political life of several states. Typically, such an
individual will tend to favor one state over others,
thereby weakening the institution of citizenship in
the other state [2, c. 40].

It is emphasized that there are risks to national
security for both the country of residence and
the country of origin regarding the preservation
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of state secrets by individuals with multiple
citizenships and ensuring the inviolability of
borders. In conditions of armed conflicts, it is quite
difficult to form armed forces from individuals with
dual citizenship. This leads to a reduction in the
state’s defense capability and creates risks of one
state interfering in the internal affairs of another
when it comes to protecting the violated rights
of individuals with multiple citizenships. This can
even become a basis for the escalation of military
conflict under the guise of protecting its citizens.

Instead, the issue of forming armed forces
should not be automatically associated with the
risks of dual citizenship. In many states, such
as France, Israel, and the United States, citizens
with dual citizenship actively serve in the armed
forces. The state has mechanisms to verify loyalty,
which help avoid problems related to conflicts of
interest. The presence of dual citizenship does
not necessarily imply a potential conflict between
obligations to different states.

The assertion that citizens with multiple (or
dual) citizenship automatically reduce a state’s
defense capability is overly generalized. In reality,
national security depends on the effectiveness of
military governance, technological advancement,
the level of military training, and other factors.
Dual citizenship, in itself, is not a key risk.

It is also important to note that the majority
of international treaties and national legislations
have provisions regulating the legal responsibility
of individuals with dual citizenship. In the case
of armed conflicts, foreign states may demand
the protection of their citizens, but this does not
always lead to the escalation of military conflicts.
International law and diplomatic channels serve as
effective tools for resolving such issues.

Therefore, the problem of dual citizenship in
the context of armed conflicts is significantly more
complex and cannot be viewed as a primary factor
in diminishing defense capabilities.

We believe that involving individuals with
dual citizenship in military service during armed
conflicts cannot be regarded as an automatic threat
to a state’s defense capabilities. While there are
certain risks associated with conflicts of interest or
foreign interference, many countries successfully
integrate citizens with dual citizenship into their
armed forces. Effective legal and administrative
mechanisms, such as loyalty checks, can minimize
these risks. The main risks can be politicized and
used as a pretext for aggression, requiring careful
legal regulation at the international level.

However, for various reasons, including
the Russo-Ukrainian war, many citizens live in
different countries around the world for extended
periods, work, adapt, and have the opportunity
to acquire citizenship in another state. It is
known that in January 2024, Ukrainian President
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Volodymyr Zelensky submitted a draft law to the
Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, which regulates «dual
citizenship.» Currently, in Ukraine, the institution
of citizenship is governed by the Law of Ukraine on
Citizenship No. 2235-III of January 18, 2001, and
the European Convention on Citizenship, ratified
by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine on September
20, 2006. This document establishes the principle
of single citizenship; however, it does not contain
a provision prohibiting dual citizenship. Thus, the
law does not forbid dual citizenship but merely
does not recognize it. Therefore, if a citizen of
Ukraine holds citizenship in another state, the laws
apply to them just as they do to other citizens of
Ukraine [7].

That is, such a person is recognized as a citizen
of Ukraine in legal relations with Ukraine. However,
according to the law of Ukraine on citizenship, it is
stated that Ukrainians can acquire the citizenship
of other states. If a citizen of Ukraine acquires the
citizenship of other states, they are not deprived
of their Ukrainian citizenship and are recognized
solely as a citizen of Ukraine. Since there is no
established procedure for declaring another
citizenship in Ukraine, it is practically impossible
to prove the existence of another citizenship.

Let’s systematize the legal risks of multiple
citizenships for Ukrainians, taking into account
the current socio-political situation in Ukraine.
If a person holds Ukrainian citizenship as well
as citizenship of another state, this may lead to
conflicts regarding the fulfillment of military duty.
The prolonged course of the Russian-Ukrainian war
has created an acute need for human resources. For
instance, Ukrainians who have military obligations
may face legal problems if the second state also
requires them to serve in the military [8].

Of course, in the context of war, there can be
difficulties in protecting the rights of individuals
with multiple citizenships. For instance, it may
be challenging to obtain consular assistance or
support from another country. One of the issues
could be restrictions on movement between
countries that are experiencing political conflict.
This can lead to serious legal difficulties [9].

The issue of legalization is also relevant.
Changes in legislation related to military actions
may complicate the procedures for legalization,
obtaining documents, or recognizing citizenship
status. One of the concerns is the conflict of laws.
Situations may arise where the laws of the two
countries of which a person is a citizen contradict
each other, leading to legal collisions [10].

In some cases, individuals with multiple
citizenships may become targets of political
repression or bias from one of the countries due to
their status. Moreover, in times of war, laws may
be enacted that alter the conditions for granting or
revoking citizenship, which can affect the status of
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individuals with multiple citizenships. Therefore,
it is important for Ukrainians with multiple
citizenships to be attentive to the legal aspects
that may arise in the current circumstances
and, if possible, to consult with lawyers to avoid
complications [11].

Despite the challenges, in practice, many
Ukrainians hold multiple citizenships since the
state does not control or record cases of acquiring
a second citizenship. This is especially common
among people who have emigrated.

International experience shows that having two
passports is allowed in more than 130 countries
worldwide. These countries include Belgium,
Bulgaria, the Vatican, the United Kingdom,
Denmark, Canada, Cyprus, Latvia, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Germany, Spain, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Serbia, the United States of America,
Croatia, the Czech Republic, Finland, France,
Hungary, Sweden, and Switzerland.

Two and a half years after the large-scale
Russian invasion of Ukraine, the issue of multiple
citizenship for Ukrainians is highly relevant. A
law on multiple citizenship could help resolve
the problem of the state’s migration policy.
It is important to maintain legal ties with
Ukrainian refugees, develop connections with
the diaspora, and involve foreigners in the post-
war reconstruction of Ukraine. It can be assumed
that such a law is also intended to institutionalize
interaction with Ukrainian diasporas worldwide.

Moreover, citizens of 33 countries have the
opportunity to obtain a Ukrainian passport through
a simplified procedure. This applies to citizens of
Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, the United Kingdom,
Greece, Denmark, Estonia, Ireland, Spain, Italy,
Canada, Cyprus, Norway, Latvia, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Malta, the Netherlands, Germany,
Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia,
the United States of America, Hungary, Finland,
France, Croatia, the Czech Republic, Sweden,
Switzerland, and Japan. Their citizens only need
to submit a declaration recognizing themselves
as citizens of Ukraine without renouncing their
first citizenship. However, in legal relations with
Ukraine, they will recognize themselves solely as
citizens of Ukraine [12].

To revive Ukraine after the war and prevent
a mass exodus of Ukrainians abroad, multiple
citizenship may serve as an effective remedy.
According to forecasts from the United Nations
High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the
number of Ukrainian refugees in Europe will remain
significant in 2024 due to the prolonged conflict,
with estimates of approximately 5.9 million
individuals. Among them, 39% are women of
working age, 38% are children under 18 years old,
14% are individuals over 60 years old, and 10%
are men. Additionally, 51% of the refugees have



PO341J1 XI. MDDXKHAPOA4HE NMPABO

higher education, while 28% possess vocational
training [13].

To maintain close contacts with refugees, host
countries of Ukrainians and Ukraine itself must
cooperate to strengthen the financial connections
of refugees with Ukraine, facilitate the reduction
of money transfer costs, prevent double taxation,
and so on. Certainly, effective collaboration is
necessary to create a legal framework for the legal
migration and cross-border mobility of Ukrainians
after the war ends. It can be assumed that
Ukrainian refugees will be more actively returning
to their homeland after the war if they have the
opportunity to travel abroad again.

Conclusions.

1. The phenomenon of multiple citizenship
raises significant concerns regarding national
security, particularly during armed conflicts.
Individuals with multiple citizenships may face
conflicting obligations, especially concerning
military service. This potential conflict could
weaken the defense capability of a state if loyalty
to one country contradicts that to another. The
presence of individuals with multiple citizenships
in armed forces can lead to divided loyalties, and
multiple citizenship increases the risk of foreign
interference under the pretext of protecting
citizens.

2. Multiple citizenship complicates diplomatic
protection. The doctrine of «effective nationality»
states that diplomatic protection can only be
granted by the state with which the individual has
the most substantial connection. This can result
in situations where a person with dual citizenship
remains unprotected, especially if one country
questions the citizenship status granted by
another. Such legal ambiguity presents challenges
to the implementation of international treaties and
norms.

3. From an economic perspective, multiple
citizenship can provide benefits such as enhanced
mobility for business and access to broader social
services and markets. However, it also presents
challenges in the form of double taxation, which
may lead to tax evasion in the absence of clear
agreements between the involved countries.
Managing the economic implications for such
individuals requires careful bilateral negotiations
to avoid financial disputes and maintain fiscal
responsibility.

4. In the context of wartime challenges,
changing approaches to citizenship acquisition
should serve as an effective tool for addressing
many pressing state issues. Conversely, the
issuance of passports alone will not resolve the
problem of population decline in Ukraine post-war.

5. Engaging foreign workers for the purpose of
restoring Ukraine’s economy and improving the
demographic situation will necessitate a departure
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from conservative immigration policies. The
establishment of a multiple citizenship institution
presents significant advantages and risks that have
not been fully considered in the proposed draft law
before the Verkhovna Rada. One possible solution
to this situation could be the implementation
of a document similar to the Polish Card, which
confirms the Polish origin and affiliation of a
foreigner with the Polish nation without granting
Polish citizenship.

6. Citizenship is an agreement between an
individual and the state, where both parties have
rights and obligations that must be respected.
Therefore, in the context of martial law in Ukraine,
the creation and implementation of a multiple
citizenship institution should be approached
with maximum caution, taking into account both
potential benefits and future risks..
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