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ON THE CLASSIFICATION
OF INTERNATIONAL LEGAL STANDARDS

Abstract. Purpose. The purpose of the article is to provide the author’s classification of international
legal standards. Results. International human rights standards are based on natural law, which includes
the ideals of freedom, justice and equality, as well as establishes: general principles of natural law;
fundamental human rights and freedoms in various sectors of life; State duties to ensure and respect
human rights without discrimination; liability for human rights violations; trends in the development
and expansion of human rights and the strengthening of the monitoring mechanism for ensuring human
rights to which States consented to be bound. A specific type of international legal standards is anti-
corruption standards. It should be noted that corruption is a complex socio-economic and political
phenomenon that negatively affects all aspects of the political and socio-economic development of society
and the State and has negative effects for their development and functioning, harms people, forms
their mistrust in the State, threatens the national security and democratic development of countries
This negative phenomenon is present in all countries of the world, therefore, States have begun to
join forces in the fight against corruption. Conclusions. The human rights standards recognised by
the international community are enshrined in the legal system of each State and if a certain human
right is not constitutionally established by the individual State, it is recognised as such by international
instruments, since the primacy of international law over the domestic law on human rights is a universally
recognised principle of the international community. Therefore, human rights have been regulated by
the international community and individual States, and the scope of human rights and freedoms in
modern society is determined not only by the characteristics of a certain community of people, but also
by the development of human civilisation, by the level of integration of the international community.
International instruments enshrine universal standards of prevention of corruption manifestations in
the world, play an important role in the fight against corruption, they provide an effective legal basis for
defining the fundamental framework for anti-corruption policy of individual States, actively combating
this negative phenomenon.

Key words: rights, freedoms, duties, person, citizen, corruption.

1. Introduction The characteristics of the essence

Global trends towards globalisation, inter-
State integration and internationalisation have
a significant impact on the development of all
socio-political institutions, including the State
mechanism and the legal systems of individual
countries. These processes require States to mod-
ernise their activities, taking into account the sci-
entific and technological progress of our time,
the advanced achievements in the field of man-
agement of individual countries, and the consid-
eration of the ones developed by the international
community, its individual entities, intergov-
ernmental and non-governmental standards for
the implementation of domestic and foreign pol-
icy, for ensuring human and civil rights and free-
doms, for the exercise of people’s power, etc.
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of the standards reveal that they are diverse
and widespread in the activities of various
actors in social relations. Similarly, their vari-
ant, international legal standards, is character-
ised by multifaceted, multi-level, multi-subject,
non-public cooperation of members of the inter-
national community in the political, social,
economic, environmental, cultural, law enforce-
ment and other fields that determine the need
to classify them.

The issues related to the concept, charac-
teristic, classification of international stand-
ards have been considered by scholars such as
M. Baimuratov, V. Bryntsev, S. Liakhivnenko,
D. Martynovskyi, M. Rabinovych, K. Savchuk,
and V. Shamrai. However, the question of estab-
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lishing the types of international standards
remains open, as there are several approaches to
this problem.

The purpose of the article is to provide
the author’s classification of international legal
standards.

2. Classification of international legal
standards

In legal science, there are different bases
and characteristics of varieties of international
legal standards. For example, K. Savchuk groups
them, according to nomenologically objective
criteria, into international standards in the field
of human rights, environmental protection,
self-government, combating offences, crime pre-
vention, etc. (Shemshuchenko, 2003, p. 615).
At the same time, other legal scholars provide
a broader classification of international legal
standards. For example, S. Liakhivnenko classi-
fies international standards giving preference to
the three most important groups: standards in
the field of human rights and their protection, in
the field of local and regional democracy, as well as
the standards of the International Organization
for Standardization (ISO). However, he observes
that given the polyphony of the researchers'
views on the classification of international legal
standards, it should be noted that they can be
classified by makers, by sector, by external form
of enshrining, by legal importance, by action
on the circle of persons, by the specific charac-
teristics of the addressees of standardisation,
by the method of implementation, by the con-
tent of capabilities, etc. (Liakhivnenko, 2011).

B. Brintz classifies international stand-
ards as follows: 1) general (on State structure,
human rights and substantive law); 2) proce-
dural (administrative, economic, civil, criminal
trial standards); 3) standards of judicial system
(Bryntsev, 2010).

A. Thnatiev proposes to classify interna-
tional legal standards as follows:

1) By scope of action into two groups:

— Universal, that is, standards produced by
the United Nations;

— Regional, produced by the Council
of Europe and other regional associations
of States.

2) By specialisation of international instru-
ments containing international legal standards
into two classes:

— General acts containing separate stand-
ards but not intended to regulate;

— Acts of a specialised nature aimed at set-
ting standards.

3) By the binding effect on States Parties
into two main classes of international legal
standards:

— Binding norms — principles and general
provisions;

— Specific standards — non-binding recom-
mendations (Ignat'ev, 1997, p. 37).

The domestic representatives of the legal
doctrine of P. M. Rabinovych and M. 1. Hav-
roniuk classify international legal standards
according to the following criteria:

1) Depending on ontological status:

— Nominal (i.e. Terminological, textual),
such as the very titles, that is, a list of nomen-
clature (cadastre) of human and civil rights,
freedoms and duties, which are used in a variety
of international documents;

— Actual (substantive), that is, formally
recorded in these sources, including the content,
volume and quantity of such rights and free-
doms;

2) By the scope (area) of action:

- Worldwide (universal, collective, global);

- Regional (including continental);

3) By nature of binding implementation:

— Legal, implementation of which is for-
mally binding for certain States and is ensured
by the application of international sanctions (on
the basis of the binding compliance by States
with their international legal obligations under
the international treaties signed. — The author);

- Moral and political, non-binding formally
(Rabinovych, Khavroniuk, 2004, p. 20).

O. Salenko proposes to classify interna-
tional standards: 1) according to the content
and method of establishment: objectives, prin-
ciples, norms; 2) by scope: universal, regional,
particular; 3) by legal force: mandatory, dis-
positive; 4) by functions in the mechanism
of international legal regulation: substantial
and procedural; 5) by way of making and form
of implementation: customary, contractual
and those contained in decisions of interna-
tional organisations (Salenko, 2014).

According to N. Stavniichuk, regulatory
and legal standards can be classified: by mak-
ers into the standards of the Council of Europe
(CoE), the European Union (EU), the Organi-
sation for Security and Cooperation in Europe
(OSCE) etc; by the sector into constitu-
tional, civil, criminal, etc.; by the external form
of establishment into provided for by interna-
tional treaties, the case law of the European
Court of Human Rights and the legal regula-
tions of international organisations relating to
sources of law (Stavniichuk, 2010).

Following M. Baimuratov and D. Mar-
tynovskyi, international legal standards can be
classified also by focusing on the composition
of actors, legal status or conduct thereof are reg-
ulated or harmonised by such international legal
standards, or simultaneously regulated and har-
monised, for example, international legal stand-
ards concerning children, women, persons with
disabilities, pensioners, military personnel, pris-
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oners, youth, foreigners, non-citizens, etc. These
scholars argue that nomenological features to
identify the ILS are, first of all, a variety of titles
of documents and acts that explicitly refer to
the international standards contained in them:

- Basic Principles, for example, on the Inde-
pendence of the Judiciary;

- Body of Principles, for example, for
the Protection of Persons;

- Codes of Conduct, for example, for Law
Enforcement Officials;

- Principles, such as the Principle of Coop-
eration in a certain field of medical ethics;

- UN Minimum Rules;

- UN Rules, for example, for the Protection
of Juveniles Deprived of their Liberty;

- The Tokyo Rules, for example, on
the Administration of Juvenile Justice.

At the same time, the same nomenclature
enables to incorporate into the system of interna-
tional instruments in force universalinternational
instruments adopted by the United Nations,
on the basis of the following classifications:

1. General acts:

—The 1948 Universal Declaration of Human
Rights;

— The 1966 Covenant on Economic, Social
and Cultural Rights;

- The 1966 Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights;

- The United Nations Declaration on
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrim-
ination, 1963;

- The 1971 Declaration on the Rights
of Mentally Retarded Persons;

- The 1975 Declaration on the Rights of Per-
sons with Disabilities.

2. Specialised acts:

- The 1975 Declaration on the Protection
of All Persons from Torture and Other Cruel,
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punish-
ment;

- The 1984 European Convention for
the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment;

- The 1979 Code of Conduct for Public
Order Officials;

- 1982 Principles of Medical Ethics rele-
vant to the Role of Health Personnel, particu-
larly Physicians, in the Protection of Prisoners
and Detainees against Torture and Other Cruel,
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punish-
ment;

- The 1989 Body of Principles for the Protec-
tion of All Persons under Any Form of Deten-
tion or Imprisonment, etc.

In addition, it should also be stressed that
a wide variety of international norms differ
in legal force, in scope (Baimuratov, Mar-
tynovskyi, 2021).
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To sum up, the analysis of doctrinal
approaches to the classification of inter-
national legal standards reveals the lack
of a common vision of their types, the diver-
sity of approaches to their classification,
including a large number of characteristics
and depending on the purely subjective posi-
tion of their authors, based on their under-
standing of the role and importance of inter-
national legal standards for individual States
and the international community.

We argue that international legal standards
can be classified as follows:

I) According to the nomenologically objec-
tive criteria into:

— international
of human rights,

- international standards of local self-
government,

- international standards
of health,

- international legal standards of environ-
mental protection,

- international legal standards of combating
offences and preventing crime;

IT) According to action in space on:

- universal, applicable worldwide,

- regional, limited to a certain region
of the globe;

I1T) Depending on the legal nature and spe-
cialisation of international instruments con-
taining international legal standards, into:

- general standards;

- specific standards, representing standards
in a certain field (sector);

IV) Depending on the effect on a certain
group of persons, into:

- general standards concerning an undefined
number of persons

- special standards for specific categories
of the population;

V) According to legal importance:

- formally binding,

- recommendatory (so-called “soft” law);

VI) According to the sector, constitutional
law, civil law, criminal law, etc.;

VII) According to external form of estab-
lishment, into provided for by:

- Declarations,

- International covenants;

- Conventions,

- Recommendations,

- Rules,

- Codes,

- Final documents adopted at inter-State
conferences;

VIII) According to degree of certainty
of content:

- basic, absolutely definite,

- additional, clarifying (velatively defined);

standards in the field

in the field
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IX) According to structure:

- simple,

- complex.

3. International human rights standards

According to the nomenologically objec-
tive criteria, international human rights stand-
ards are the most prevalent. They are reflected
in a number of important international legal
instruments that have established fundamental
human rights and freedoms as universal human
values, establishing boundaries beyond which
States cannot transcend. These international
instruments include the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights (1948), mentioned above,
the International Covenant on Civil and Polit-
ical Rights (1966), the International Cove-
nant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
(1966), the Optional Protocol to the Interna-
tional Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
(1966), and about 300 other instruments, con-
stituting a universal set of fundamental rights
and freedoms which should ensure the normal
functioning of the individual. They proclaimed
the natural human rights and incorporated gen-
eral principles and concepts without defining
their class characteristics, giving human rights
a universal democratic and human meaning
that is receptive to all States. The set of interna-
tionally defined human rights and freedoms ini-
tially covered civil, political, economic, social,
cultural rights and freedoms, or so-called first-
and second-generation human rights. It has
been expanded to include third-generation
human rights.

In general, international human rights
standards are based on natural law, which
includes the ideals of freedom, justice and equal-
ity, as well as establishes:

- General principles of natural law;

- Fundamental human rights and freedoms
in various sectors of life;

- State duties to ensure and respect human
rights without discrimination;

- Liability for human rights violations;

- Trends in the development and expan-
sion of human rights and the strengthening
of the monitoring mechanism for ensuring
human rights to which States consented to be
bound.

In addition, international human rights
standards  contain  democratic  principles
and norms for the organisation and operation
of State power, the main ones being the peo-
ple’s power, the recognition of the individual
as the supreme social value, the distribution
of power, the rule of law, the proclamation
of the people as the sole source of power
and the existence of justice institutions inde-
pendent of authority, which are important factors
in ensuring human and civil rights and freedoms.

The human rights standards recognised by
the international community are enshrined in
the legal system of each State and if a certain
human right is not constitutionally established
by the individual State, it is recognised as such
by international instruments, since the pri-
macy of international law over the domestic
law on human rights is a universally recog-
nised principle of the international community.
Therefore, human rights have been regulated
by the international community and indi-
vidual States, and the scope of human rights
and freedoms in modern society is determined
not only by the characteristics of a certain com-
munity of people, but also by the development
of human civilisation, by the level of integration
of the international community.

Local government standards  (local
and regional democracy standards), derived
from the European Outline Convention on
Transfrontier Co-operation between Ter-
ritorial Communities or Authorities of 21
May 1980, are a variant of international legal
standards (European Outline Convention
on Transfrontier Co-operation between Ter-
ritorial Communities or Authorities, 1980),
European Charter of Local Self-Government
of October 15, 1985 (European Charter of Local
Self-Government, 1985), Worldwide Decla-
ration of Local Self-Government of Septem-
ber 26, 1985 (Worldwide Declaration of Local
Self-Government). Then the international
community adopted the Helsinki Declara-
tion on Regional Self-Government of 28 June
2002, the Utrecht Declaration on Good Local
and Regional Governance in Turbulent Times:
the Challenge of Change of 17 November 2009,
the Strategy for Innovation and Good Gov-
ernance at Local Level of 15-16 October 2007,
the Council of Europe Committee of Ministers’
Recommendation CM/Rec(2007)12 to Mem-
ber States on Capacity Building at Local And
Regional Level of October 10, 2007, the Euro-
pean Congress of Local and Regional Authori-
ties’ Recommendation 240 (2008) On the Draft
European Charter of Regional Democracy
of May 28, 2008, the Charter of the Congress
of Local and Regional Authorities of the Coun-
cil of Europe of 19 January 2011, the Additional
Protocol to the European Charter of Local
Self-Government on the Right to Participate
in the Affairs of a Local Authority, Recom-
mendation Rec (2001) 19 of the Commit-
tee of Ministers of the Council of Europe On
the participation of citizens in local public life
of December 6, 2001, Recommendation 113
(2002) of the Congress of Local and Regional
Authorities of Europe on relations between
the public, the local assembly and the exec-
utive in local democracy (the institutional
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framework of local democracy) of June 4, 2002,
Recommendation 139 (2003) of the Congress
of Local and Regional Authorities of Europe
On Non-governmental Organisations and Local
and Regional Democracy of 26 November 2003,
Recommendation 182 (2005) of the Congress
of Local and Regional Authorities of Europe On
public participation in local affairs and elections
of May 17, 2005, etc. (Borodin, Kvitka, Tara-
senko, 2019).

These acts regulate the approaches and prin-
ciples jointly developed by States for the estab-
lishment, formation and functioning of the insti-
tution of local self-government in the territories
of specific States. They reflected the integra-
tion processes in the territories of the Western
European States and had begun with the estab-
lishment of the Council of Europe, which had
proclaimed the principles of the organisation
of local authorities respected by all the demo-
cratic States of Europe.

For example, the European Charter of Local
Self-Government not only defines local self-gov-
ernment as the right and the ability of local
authorities, within the limits of the law, to reg-
ulate and manage a substantial share of public
affairs under their own responsibility and in
the interests of the local population, exercised
by councils or assemblies composed of mem-
bers freely elected by secret ballot on the basis
of direct, equal, universal suffrage, and which
may possess executive organs responsible to
them (this provision shall in no way affect
recourse to assemblies of citizens, referendums
or any other form of direct citizen participation
where it is permitted by law) (European Char-
ter of Local Self-Government, 1985), but also
embodies the concentrated European experi-
ence of establishing an effective system of local
and regional governance as one of the main pil-
lars of the democratic structure of the State. The
Charter obliges the parties to apply the basic
rules guaranteeing the political, administrative
and financial independence of local self-gov-
ernment bodies. Therefore, the development
and adoption of the Charter, as well as other
international instruments regulating standards
of local self-government, according to some
scholars, is a demonstration of the political will
of European States to give practical signifi-
cance, at all levels of territorial administration,
to the principles for the protection of democ-
racy developed at the time of the establishment
of the Council of Europe. The principles of local
democracy in the Charter are considered not in
relation to the population of a particular ter-
ritory, but through the prism of local self-gov-
ernment bodies, their competence, the man-
ner of exercising powers and using funds. The
document therefore contains the principles
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of representative democracy, while the principles
of direct democracy are implicitly enshrined.
This is confirmed by the legal regulations of for-
eign States, most of which enshrine the princi-
ple of the autonomy of local self-government,
but it is interpreted primarily as the auton-
omy of the organisational structures of local
self-government. European Legal Standards
of Local Self-Government are principles
and methods of organisation and implemen-
tation of local self-government enshrined in
international documents, treaties and agree-
ments of European countries (Kyrylova, 2015).

A specific type of international legal stand-
ards is anti-corruption standards. It should be
noted that corruption is a complex socio-eco-
nomic and political phenomenon that negatively
affects all aspects of the political and socio-eco-
nomic development of society and the State
and has negative effects for their development
and functioning, harms people, forms their mis-
trust in the State, threatens the national secu-
rity and democratic development of countries.
This negative phenomenon is present in all
countries of the world; therefore, States have
begun to join forces in the fight against corrup-
tion. The researchers emphasise that the fac-
tors of successful anti-corruption are known
and tested by the international community.
These include, first and foremost, the openness
of the authorities, the transparency and com-
prehensibility of public decision-making pro-
cedures, effective mechanisms for monitoring
the activities of State bodies by civil society,
freedom of speech, freedom and independence
of the media. Moreover, combating corrup-
tion is under focus at the regional level. Inter-
national legal instruments of both universal
and regional have developed legal provisions,
guidelines and principles that are necessary or
recommended to be embodied in the national
anti-corruption legislation (Zadorozhnii, 2016).

The important international instruments
that set standards in the fight against corruption
are, first of all, UN Resolution on Practical meas-
ures against corruption adopted at the VIII UN
Congress on Crime Prevention (Havana, 1990),
which defines the essence of corruption as “vio-
lation of ethical (moral), disciplinary, adminis-
trative, criminal nature, manifested in the ille-
gal use of their official position by the subject
of corruption”, the United Nations Framework
Convention against Organised Crime, the UN
Convention against Transnational Organised
Crime (2000), the Criminal Law Convention
on Corruption, the UN Convention against
Corruption (2003), the Civil Law Convention
on Corruption, Guidelines for the Effective
Implementation of the Code of Conduct for
Law Enforcement Officials (1989); the General
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Assembly Resolution on Action against corrup-
tion (1996), the International Code of Conduct
for Officials (1996), the UN Declaration against
Corruption and Bribery in International Com-
mercial Transactions (1996), Convention on
Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials
in International Business Transactions. These
instruments have become the basis for the crea-
tion of regional international legal instruments
that have established universal standards
for the prevention and combating of corrup-
tion. These include the Programme of Action
against Corruption adopted by the Committee
of Ministers of the Council of Europe (1996),
the Resolution of the Committee of Ministers
of the Council of Europe on Twenty Guide-
lines for the Fight against Corruption (1997),
which was one of the first international instru-
ments of a regional character, establishing
international standards in this field, the Crim-
inal Convention against Corruption, the Civil
Convention against Corruption, the Addi-
tional Protocol to the Criminal Convention
against Corruption (2003) and other Acts

of the Council of Europe, as well as regional
international organisations, such as the Organi-
sation for Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment, the European Union, the African Union,
Organisations of American States, etc. These
international instruments enshrine universal
standards of prevention of corruption mani-
festations in the world, play an important role
in the fight against corruption, they provide
an effective legal basis for defining the funda-
mental framework for anti-corruption policy
of individual States, actively combating this
negative phenomenon.

4. Conclusions

However, it should be noted that such a gen-
eral characterisation of types of international
legal standards does not exclude other vari-
eties of them, which characterise the diverse
legal nature of these standards, their role in
the functioning of the international community
on a democratic basis, emphasise the specifici-
ties of introducing legal values developed by
the world community into the practice of State
formation by individual countries.
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J10 INTAHHS KJIACUDIKAIIIL
MIGKHAPOJHUX ITPABOBUX CTAHIAPTIB

Anorauis. Mema. MeToio cTarTi € HajlaHHS aBTOPCHKOI Kjacuikarii MiXKHAPOAHUX MPABOBUX
craunapris. Pesyavmamu. OCHOBY MiXKHADOJHUX CTaHAAPTIB Y cdepi NMpaB JIOJMHU CTAHOBJSTD HOP-
MU [IPUPOHOTO IPABA, 1[0 BKIIOYAKOTD ijleai CBOOOIH, CIPABEIMBOCTI Ta PIBHOCTI, Ta BCTAHOBJIIOKOTD:
3arajibHi MPUHIIUITE TPUPOHOTO TIPaBa; GyHAaMEHTaIbHI [PaBa Ta CBOOON JIIOAMHU B PI3HOMAHITHUX
cepax KUTTEAIAIBHOCTI; 000B'SI3KU [IePKaBU 13 3a0€3MeUeHHs Ta JOTPUMAHHSI IIPaB JIOANHY 0e3 Oy/ib-
SIKO1 IMCKPUMIiHAI1; BiZIMOBITANBHICTD 32 TIOPYIIEHHS IPaB JIOAWHU; HAPSIMU PO3BUTKY 1 PO3IIMPEH-
He chepy IpaB JIOJMHY Ta TTOCHJIEHHS KOHTPOJILHOTO MEXaHi3My 32 BUKOHAHHSAM JIeP:KaBaMy B3ATHX Ha
cebe 30008’s13aHb y cepi npas moguHn. OcobMMBIM PI3HOBUIOM MIZKHAPOAHUX NPABOBUX CTAHAAPTIB
€ crannapru y cepi 60porsbu 3 Kopymiieo. Corijl BII3HAYUTH, 110 KOPYIILLst — 1€ CKJIAHUII COL[ialbHO-
€KOHOMIUHWIA i TOMTI THYHUI (heHOMEH, STKUI HeTaTUBHO BIIMBAE HA BCi ACTIEKTH MO THYHOTO i COIialbHO-
€KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY CYCIIIJIbCTBA TA JIEPKABY | MA€ HETaTUBHI HACJIIKY /IS IX PO3BUTKY Ta (DYHKILi-
OHYBaHHS, 3aB/IA€ MIKOJU JIIOJSIM, CTBOPIOE Y HUX HEMOBIPY /10 JIEP:KaBU, peabHy 3arpo3y HaIllOHAIbHIN
Gesrielri Ta 1IeMOKPaTHYHOMY PO3BUTKY KpaiH. [{e HeraTuBHe IBHUIIE IPUCYTHE Y BCiX (Ge3 BUHATKY KpaiHax
CBIiTY 1 TOMY JlepKaBu po3nodanu o0’eHyBaTu 3ycuiisi y 60poTh0i 3 Kopymuicto. Bucnosxu. BusHaui
Mi>KHAPOJIHOIO CITJIBHOTOIO CTAHAAPTH Y cepi IPaB JIOANHY 3aKPITISIOTHCS TIPABOBOIO CUCTEMOIO KOXK-
HOT IepsKaBH i SIKIIO TIeBHE TTPaBO JIOAWHY He OTPUMAJI0 KOHCTUTYIIHOTO 3aKPiMIeHHsT 3 H0KY OKpeMoi
JiepskaBH, BOHO BU3HAETHCS TAKUM HA OCHOBI MIXKHAPOJHUX aKTiB, OCKUJIBKU TIPIOPUTET MiKHAPOAHOTO
IIpaBa [0/[0 BHY TPIlIHBOAEPKABHOTO Y cepi [TPaB JIIOANHH € 3araJIbHOBU3HAHUM ITPUHIIUIIOM MiXKHAPO/I-
HOTO CIiBTOBapKCTBA. TAKIM YIHOM, TIpaBa JIOANHHU CTAIH 00’'€KTOM PeryIiOBaHHs i MiKHAPOIHOTO CITiB-
TOBAPUCTBA, | OKPEMUX JIEPKAB, @ 00CAT IPaB i CBOOO JIOAMHU Y CYYACHOMY CYCILJIbCTBI BUSHAYAETHCS
He JInIie 0coOIMBOCTIAME TIEBHOTO CIIIBTOBAPKMCTBA JIOJAEH, a i PO3SBUTKOM JIIOACHKOI IIUBIIi3allil 3araioM,
piBHEM iHTETPOBAHOCTI Mi>KHAPOAHOTO CIiBTOBapucTBA. MisKHAPOAHI aKTH 3aKPiILTIOIOTh YHiBEPCATbHI
CTaHJapPTH 3a1100iraHHst KOPYII[IHHUM TIPOSIBAM Y CBITI, BIZlirpar0Th BaroMy poJib y 60poTh0i 3 KOPYIILi€Ho,
BOHU SIBJSIIOTH CO00I0 e(heKTUBHY IIPABOBY OCHOBY sl BU3HAUEHHS] (DYHIAMEHTAJIBHUX 3acajl aHTUKO-
PYIIIAHOI ITOJIITUKY OKPEMUX JEPKaB, SIKi aKTUBHO GOPIOTHCA 3 [IUM HETATUBHUM SIBULIEM.
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