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«Laws and institutions must go hand in hand with the progress of the human mind.> - Thomas Jefferson.

Recently, increasing fragmentation of international law — expressed in the growing number of special-
ized norms, international organizations, and judicial bodies — has led to challenges in the global security
system. This article offers a critical examination of fragmentation as a multidimensional phenomenon
that encompasses normative, institutional, and procedural aspects of international legal regulation.

The aim of the article is to reconsider fragmentation through the lens of institutional crisis and
to explore its potential to create a flexible, multi-layered legal architecture at both global and regional
levels. The author argues that while fragmentation may undermine the coherence of international law,
it also offers a pragmatic framework for adapting legal systems in response to geopolitical instability and
normative diversity.

The study presents a structural analysis of fragmentation based on jurisprudence, treaty regimes, and
doctrinal sources. The novelty lies in viewing fragmentation as a manifestation of legal pluralism — one
that may function as a stabilizing force amid institutional decline and rising regionalism. Particular atten-
tion is paid to the role of fragmentation in the formation of regional and specialized security instruments.
It is argued that, under conditions of institutional crisis, fragmentation can serve as an effective model for
conflict resolution and sustained legal cooperation.

Key words: international law, international courts, international relations, policy, fragmentation, regional-
ism, organizations, the United Nations, lex specialis, state.

Introduction

Today, when studying global issues, we can face urgent problems in the sphere of international
security and law, which exhibit significant legal, political, and institutional instability. In this regard, the
tendencies, which in the scientific literature are called fragmentation of international law — the splitting of
a single legal space into separate, often highly specialized and local normative systems — are intensifying.
Whereas previously this was viewed mainly as a negative phenomenon - as a danger to the integrity
and predictability of international law — today, revision of this phenomenon is becoming fundamentally
important in the context of building reliable global security strategies. During the confrontation between
Europe and the USA against the USSR, more than 6000 multilateral treaties were signed in the twentieth
century, 30% of which were open for accession by all states [1, p. 10]. In this regard, the issues that were
the subject of public international law are now regulated by separate subsystems of international law.

Materials and Methods
In preparing this article, the author employed a range of methods commonly used in academic
research. The empirical component included observation, comparison, and expert discussions with
professors and specialists in Kazakhstan in the field of international law. The theoretical component com-
prised analysis and synthesis, idealization, induction and deduction, mental modeling, and the logical
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progression from abstract concepts to concrete propositions. This article was prepared on the basis of
legal doctrines, regulatory acts, international treaties, and foreign legal literature.

Key findings
Fragmentation of international law as a challenge to universalism

Indeed, each subsystem of international law has adopted its own rules, rule-making methods and
adjudication mechanism [2, p. 55]. The tendency and manifestation of fragmentation in international
relations have caused concern and apprehension on the part of Western scholars, who see it as a tension
and anxiety of the stagnant level of integrity and unity of international law. In my opinion, in the above
context, Roman Anatolievich Kolodkin, former member of the International Law Commission of the
United Nations Organizations, interestingly noted: «Fragmentation or at least its threat is seen in the
proliferation of international legal norms and institutions, in the ‘autonomy’ or «self-sufficiency> of
some international legal regimes, in the spread of international law to those spheres of relations that
previously were not considered suitable for international legal regulation> [3, p. 39]. Such fears have
a place, because in the new conditions of geopolitical realities, countries from different continents are
setting a course to ensure security not at the level of comprehensive and global importance, but rather
at the regional level. International regional organizations, international legal regimes and acts of regional
significance have already been formed, which give regionalization and specialization of international law
in such aspects as ensuring human rights, establishment of international trade at an appropriate level.
Regional international organizations (hereinafter — RIO) are created, reorganized and abolished for var-
ious reasons of member-states. Usually, such organizations can be political, military, economic, scientific
and technical and the like. The main, and at the same time formal, attribute of RIO is considered to
be the belonging of member-states of the organization to a certain geographical space. Such initiatives
are not punishable, but on the contrary, are welcomed, for example, within the framework of paragraph
1 of Article 52 of the UN Charter: «This Charter shall in no way preclude the existence of regional
arrangements or bodies for the settlement of such matters relating to the maintenance of international
peace and security as are appropriate for regional action, provided that such arrangements or bodies and
their activities are compatible with the Purposes and Principles of the Organization» [4]. Even though
there is a legal basis for the existence of fragmentation, this situation has given rise to the phenomenon
of regionalism. Regionalism is the desire to achieve geographical exceptions to universal norms of inter-
national law. It can be analyzed: a) in a positive sense — as a norm or principle having a regional scope
in comparison with any universal norm or principle; or b) in a negative sense — as a norm or principle
imposing a limitation on the validity of a universal norm or principle [S, p. 214]. Developing the regional
direction in the positive sense, such an aspect will be binding only on the states of a particular region,
while in the negative case all the same states will not have dependence on the mandatory application of
a universal norm or rule. On the negative side, it is observed that it is impossible not to depend on the
single question of all kinds of advantages and consequences of the regional lex specialis (principle of law):
the state on the basis of which a regional act or treaty does not deny the appearance of a derogation from
the universal norm. However, such aspiration is extremely unfavorable, because forming and basing only
on regional legal acts can lead to a shaky balance and balance in the international legal system, as well as
to unforeseen consequences, namely, the formation oflegal conflict in the international arena. It is noted
that all this leads to conflicts between norms and regimes, the interpretation and application of the same
norms in different situations, and the disintegration of a coherent and homogeneous international legal
system. Simply put, fragmentation is the result of the expansion of the subject matter of international law
and the strengthening of the functional specialization of its branches. As M. Koskenniemi points out, in
the conditions of globalization «in each of the autonomous spheres of law — be it trade, human rights or
security — private interests seek to gain universal status» [6, p. 109]. This shows that the system of inter-
national law can in no way have a lopsided and strict character in the course of international dialogues
and trade, as well as the impossibility of a clear structured hierarchy of international legal acts. At the
proper level, we can cite the interpretation of Professor Gerhard Hafner: «The system of international
law consists of disorderly parts and elements with different structures, and therefore it is hardly possible
to speak of a homogeneous character of international law> [7, c. 369]. In my opinion, the fragmentation
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of international law; its discussion and paradoxical nature is the end product of globalization of the entire
international community, especially when issues in the field of trade and economic relations are involved.
Foreign international law specialists argue that fragmentation is the result of the development of narrowly
focusedinstitutions of international law. Some international lawyers argue that fragmentation is a technical
problem formed from procedural aspects that threaten stability in the field of legal order. For example, the
European scholar Bruno Simma notes the following: ... The phenomenon described as the ‘fragmentation’
of international law is nothing other than the result of the transfer of functional differences in governance
from the national to the international plane; which means that international law today increasingly reflects
the differentiation of branches of law that are familiar to us from the domestic sphere” [8, p. 270]. Based
on this, fragmentation is understood as a pattern of diversity of acts of transition of legal technique when
moving from the national legal to the international legal context. Another scholar, Sahib Singh, describes
fragmentation in an equally fascinating way: “..First, fragmentation should be defined as the normative
disaggregation or conflict resulting from the continuous functional specialization of general international
law. This is the normative effect of the emergence of special regimes” [9, p. 25]. The difficulties caused
by the fragmentation of international law were also studied by candidate oflegal sciences A.S. Smbatyan,
who noted the following: “It is obvious that the bodies of international justice recognize the status of
the International Court of Justice as primus inter pares (first among equals). Practice shows that when
considering issues on which a decision has already been made or an advisory opinion of the Court, other
bodies of justice in most cases refer to the Court’s conclusions and do not adhere to them only if there are
sufficient grounds for it” [ 10, p. 46]. Such a statement essentially describes the beginning of the growing
danger of the formation of institutional fragmentation, expressed in the non-uniform, heterogeneous
activities of an increasing number of international judicial and arbitration bodies, as well as the threat
of material fragmentation associated with conflicts between the norms of international law. There are
already “live” court cases confirming the fragmentation of international law.

In the area of proliferation, international courts point to the contradictions between the view
expressed by the International Court of Justice in the 1986 United States Military and Paramilitary Activ-
ities in Nicaragua case (Nicaragua v. United States) and the 1996 International Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia (ICTY) opinion in the Tadi¢ case. The ICJ clarified that a state is responsible for paramilitary
operations on the territory of another state if it exercises “effective control” over those operations. In
doing so, the ICJ emphasized the importance of the degree of control [11]. The ICTY has held that it is
sufficient for a state to attribute responsibility for such actions if it exercises “overall control”’[12]. Based
on the above decisions, we come to this conclusion that the two courts have interpreted and applied the
same norm of international law differently. Another negative aspect of proliferation is the possibility of
finding a suitable court, the so-called “convenient court”, which in English-language literature has the
name of “forum shopping”. Its essence lies in the fact that each member of the judicial process is looking
for the most advantageous international judicial body [13, pp. 258-259].

If we look at the diversification of international law, or more precisely in the context of the dynamic
development of its humanistic branch, we note the difficult situation of reservations to international
human rights treaties. Roman Anatolyevich Kolodkin draws attention to the fact that the regime of reser-
vations and objections to them set out in the 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties(VCLT) is
not used when the topic of international human rights treaties is raised. However, reference was made to
the position taken on reservations by the bodies established by those treaties. Another illustrative exam-
ple of the undermining of the unity and integrity of international law is the establishment of autonomous
or autonomous international legal regimes. Many international law specialists cite the example of such
a reservations regime to the human rights treaties or the legal system of the World Trade Organization
(WTO). When studying the law of regulation and the very essence of the WTO, the expression “The
devil lies in the details” immediately comes to mind. For, that in the documents of this organization
and the decisions of its dispute settlement body do not perceive a full reflection of the order of general
international law. There is also parallel regulation of the same issues at the universal and regional levels.
Speaking about the post-Soviet doctrine in the field of international law nothing has changed: the basic
principles are the most important, fundamental universally recognized norms of international law, which
have the highest legal authority [14, p. 41].
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Thus, the fragmentation of international law is such a phenomenon that cannot be overlooked or
not recognized as a key component of global society. Of course, fragmentation itself and its phenomenon
implies the division and fragmentation of the whole norm into several parts, which to some extent may
be independent of each other and it is justifiably perceived negatively and negatively by international
lawyers, specialists in the field of international law, because now we have legal conflicts in the field of
international law, there is no clear hierarchy of international legal acts and regimes, coherence of interna-
tional judicial bodies, which leads to the development of regionalization and specialization Also negative
consequences of fragmentation are: loss of coherence of system components in the settlement of gaps in
the field of international law; fragmentation and excessive proliferation of international law can lead to its
deformation and eventually lead to the decline and destruction of international law; formation of super-
fluous institutions and norms, which will be conflicting on the relationship. However, the phenomenon
itself originated through court cases decided directly by the UN ICJ, ICTY and other judicial bodies.

Proliferation as a positive aspect of the current state of international law

Let us once again turn to the thought expressed at the beginning of the article — a quote by US
President Thomas Jefferson — it fully reveals the essence of the current state of international law. Law is
modernizing simultaneously with humanity, which is constantly making all kinds of changes in social
relations, which it undertakes to control. In addition, given the modern and rapid changes in political,
economic, trade and all sorts of different spheres associated with such phenomenon as globalization, we
can well say about the compulsion of states to adopt international treaties for the unimpeded movement
of people, capital, services and capital at the international level [15, p. 48]. The area of application of
international law is continuously increasing, including areas that were previously considered as purely
internal issues of states and were under the exclusive jurisdiction of national bodies. Today, international
law actively regulates relations in the spheres of environmental protection, information security, human
rights, as well as in the field of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. In addition, the positive and constant
dynamics of international cooperation has led to the formation of common ideals in areas such as human
rights and, consequently, to the adoption of new rules [ 16, pp. 1004-1008]. New legal norms appear, and
the existing ones undergo adaptation, integrating modern standards and humanitarian guidelines [17, p.
791-807]. The same G. Hafner notes that fragmentation is not any dangerous element of international
law, but on the contrary, it was formed due to the need of society to obtain justice and solve certain
disputes that can be settled in different and convenient institutions for specific cases [ 18]. Consequently,
it is possible to use special rules (lex specialis), which will be adapted to the conditions of certain cases
and will allow for a more efficient solution of the causes. For example, in the case of Kadi v. Council and
Commission, the European Court of Justice (EC]J) considered the conflict between the UN Security
Council resolutions and the fundamental rights enshrined in the EU law. The Court ruled that the EU
norms on the protection of fundamental rights have priority over international obligations, regardless of
the fact that they are based on UN resolutions, applying the principle of lex specialis in favor of the EU
constitutional norms [19, p. 229]. The same infamous court cases of the ICTY and the International
Tribunal for Rwanda are also examples of fragmentation. At the same time, we should not forget that
during the ruthless and bloody twentieth century, which saw two monstrous world wars, the confron-
tation of two great powers and regional conflicts, the same period is marked as the era of the perfection
of universal international law. And fragmentation in this period is the most positive phenomenon rather
than negative in international law, countering the threat of “false universalism”, embedded in the theory of
global constitutionalism and governance [20, p. 100]. It is also important that the UN International Law
Commission conducted an in-depth analysis and published a report on the essence and importance of
fragmentation in international law, politics and relations, to be more precise: UN General Assembly Res-
olution of November 26, 2001: Report of the International Law Commission “Article 55: Lex specialis:
These articles do not apply if and to the extent that the conditions for the existence of an internationally
wrongful act or the content of a State’s international responsibility or its implementation are determined
by special rules between the international community and the international community [21].

The main conclusions of the commission are that fragmentation is recognized, and special rules take
precedence over general ones, if they are present. The lex specialis principle does not slow down the pro-
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cess and development of international law and the community in any way, since it does not repeal general
norms in the case of the application of special norms and is not automatically applied in a specific case.
In addition, when applying a special provision, it should also be taken into account that in some court
cases a special provision is undertaken to clarify the general provision, and in some cases to contradict
it [22, p. 425-427]. In such a case, when the lex specialis clarifies the general position and contributes to
the achievement of the purpose of the general position, the general and special rules will be interpreted
in the same direction and in harmony with each other. For example, in the case of New Zealand and
Australia v. Japan, the court rejected Japan’s claim that the 1993 Convention on the Conservation of
Southern Bluefin Tuna contains more specific and subsequent provisions than the 1982 United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea, and that only this Convention should apply to this case [23, p. 23].

The application of specific treaties to a matter covered by a general strict treaty prescribing inter-
national obligations does not eliminate the obligations imposed by the general treaty. In this case, the
Arbitration Board decided to apply both conventions to the case. The advantage of the special rule over
the general rule is explained by the expectation that the special rule is more clearly formulated, as well as
more specifically takes into account the interests of the parties and therefore will lead to positive results.
The entire international community recognizes the fragmented nature of the global legal order, where
special norms can coexist hand in hand with universal ones. But the most crucial point is article 55 itself,
which officially and documentarily recognizes the very nature of fragmentation.

Discussions and debates

Nevertheless, fragmentation itself is the result of historical development. The manifestations of
fragmentation, whether explicit or hidden, are noticeable in the resolution of international legal disputes
considered by specialized international justice institutions. These include, for example, the International
Court of Justice, the International Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda, the International
Criminal Court, as well as regional courts such as the Court of the Eurasian Economic Union and the
CIS Economic Court, etc. Turning to the historical aspect, fragmentation is a decentralized phenomenon
that has helped develop various judicial bodies at the regional and international levels in every possible
way. This allows us to talk about increasing the efficiency of the judicial authorities (diversification). As
researcher Orlova E.S. notes, the decentralization of international law, an unlimited number of bodies
of international justice, and also, importantly, the possibility for international judges and arbitrators to
express different opinions on the interpretation of international legal norms and principles contribute to
the development of law and its adaptation to changing conditions of international life [24, pp. 254-255].
In addition, international law has adopted the principle that in the case of two international treaties on
the same issue with the same parties, priority is given to a later treaty (lex posterior derogat legi priori)
(25, p. 94].

In the course of regulating any relations, whether economic or humanitarian, between countries,
problems may arise, especially when the previous agreement is more specialized than the later one, or
when the later agreement does not cover all aspects of the earlier agreement. On the other hand, if the
parties to the subsequent agreement do not coincide with the parties to the previous agreement, the lex
posterior principle is difficult to apply [26, pp. 620-639]. In this regard, Talat Kaya notes the following:
“Within this framework, articles 30 and 41 of the VCLT provide guidance on how to resolve conflicts
arising between the previous and subsequent treaties. If article 30 of the Convention regulates the
application of subsequent treaties on the same issue, then article 41 regulates agreements concluded by
some parties to a multilateral treaty in order to change the application of this treaty among themselves”
[27, p. 163]. In addition, the continuous development of international law, i.e., diversification, is legally
prescribed in art. 31 VCLT, on the basis of which many international judicial authorities have made their
decisions. Since the issues of the approach to the interpretation of norms, the appeal to an international
judicial body, the judge and his qualifications for a particular case, freedom of interpretation are very
important aspects both in international law and in politics.

Thus, special rules can play the role of a permanent stabilizer and regulate certain aspects that, at
least, cannot exceed the threshold of what is permissible. Thus, fragmentation is a characteristic response
of international law to the aggravation and difficulty of global interaction.
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Conclusion

Despite the existing major geopolitical conflicts, fragmentation makes it possible to develop and
modernize international law by introducing more and more updated norms. This helps to involve a
wider range of actors in norm-setting, expands the horizons of cooperation and, as a result, strengthens
voluntary compliance with international obligations. This study has demonstrated that the negative and
positive sides of the fragmentation of international law and its impact on the current state of the interna-
tional legal order were presented. It is also worth paying attention to the fact that a priori there is no clear
hierarchical system of international legal acts in international law, since the formation of such a phenom-
enon would lead to legal dissonance. Naturally, the presence of diverse regimes, institutions, and norms
leads to paradoxical and contradictory regulations, but this makes it possible to strengthen international
relations and the legal system. Because when designing certain regional regimes or institutions, the will
and interests of each party are taken into account. Consequently, fragmentation becomes more important
for all participants in a cross-border dialogue, which is equivalent to an attempt to streamline the world.

A.C. Kamapos, CabaxarruH 3amm arbIiHAArpl bIcTaHOYyA yHHMBepcHTeTiHIH AOKTOPAHTBI,
(Typxmsa Pecrry6ankacsi, blctan6yak. ) : IHCTHTYIHOHAAABIK AQFAQPBICKAFAQMBIHAA XaABIKAPAABIK
KYKBIKTbIH 0OANIEKTeHYi.

JKakpiHAQG MaMaHAQHABIPBIAFAH HOPMAaAApPABIH, XaABIKAPAABIK YHBIMAAP MEH COT OPraHAApPBIHBIH
KobeloiHeH KOpPIHeTiH XaABIKAPAABIK KYKBIKTBIH ©CIIT KeAe >KaTKaH ¢parMeHTAImsichl >kahaHABIK
KayiICisaik oKyHeciHpe np06AeMaAapra aKkeAal. Bya Makasapa XaABIKapaABIK-KYKBIKTBIK PeTTEYAIH
HOPMATHBTIK, HHCTHTYIIHOHAAABIK JK9HE IPOLIEAYPAABIK ACIIEKTIAePiH KAMTHTBIH KOIT OAIIEMAL K¥6bIAbIC
peTiHAe pparMeHTaIMAFa CBIHU TAAAQY YCBIHBIAAADL

MaxaAaHBIH MaKCaThI-HHCTUTYLHOHAAABIK AQFAAPBIC OOBEKTHBI apKbIAbI OOAIIEKTEHYAL KApaCTHIPY
JKOHe OHBIH XahaHADIK )koHe afiMaKThIK AeHTefAe HKeMAI, KOII ACHI'€FAl KYKBIKTHIK APXUTEKTYPaHbI KYPY
9A€YeTiH 3epTTey. ABTOP PpparMeHTaIlHs XaAbIKaPaABIK KYKBIKTBIH AQMEKTiAiriHe HyKCaH KeATipyi MyMKiH
00ACa A3, OA T€0CAsICH TYPAKCHIBABIK ITeH HOPMATHBTIK dPTYPAIAIKKe JKayall peTiHAe KYKBIKTBIK JKYHeAepAL
6eﬁiMAeyAiH MparMaTHKAABIK HETi3iH KAMTaMaChI3 €TeAl ACHAL

3epTTey COT NPaKTHKAChIHA, KEAiCIMITAPTTHIK PeXHUMAEpPre >9He AOKTPHHAABIK AepeKKespepre
HerispeAreH QpparMeHTalMsSHbIH KYPBIABIMADBIK TaAAQybIH YChIHaABL JKaHaABIK MbIHAAQ, PpparMeHTaIMs
HMHCTUTYLIMOHAAABIK, KYAABIPAY MEH ©OCiIl KeAe XKaTKaH PEerMOHAAU3M JKAFAAMbIHAQ TYPaKTaHABIPYIIBI
KYII pPeTiHAE€ OpeKeT eTe aAaThIH KYKBIKTBIK IAIOPAAM3MHIH KOpiHiCi peTiHAe KapaCThIPBIAAADL
KayircisaikTi KaMTaMachI3 eTyAiH aliMaKThIK XKoHe MaMaHAAHABIPBIAFAH KYPaAAAPBIH KaABITTACTBIPYAAFDI
$parMeHTAIMAHBIH, peAiHe epekile Hasap ayAapblaaabl. MIHCTMTYLIMOHAAABIK AQFAAPBIC JKAaFAQMBIHAQ
$parMeHTaIUs KaKTHIFBICTAPADBI IIENIYAIH SK9He TYPAKThl KYKBIKTBIK BIHTBIMAKTACTBIKTBIH THIMAL MOAGAI
00Aa aAAADI ACII AFTHIAAABL

Tyiiindi cosdep: Xarvikaparvik KyKvik, XAAbIKAPAALLK, COMMAP, XAAIKAPALLIK KAMbIHACMAD, cascam,
Ppazmenmayus, pecuonasusm, yitomoap, Bipikken Yammap Yiloimoy, lex specialis, memaexem.

A.C. Kamapos, aokropanr CramOyapckoro ymmBepcurera mMeHn CabaxarrmHa 3amma,
(Typenxas Peciry6anka, r. Crambya): @parmMeHTaINs MeKAYHAPOAHOTO MPABa B YCAOBHSIX HHCTH-
TYIZHOHAABHOTO KPH3HCa.

B mocaepHee BpeMsi pacTymast ¢pparMeHTaLUsl MeXAYHAPOAHOIO IIPaBa, BBIPAKAIONIASCS B yBe-
AMYEHVH YHCA2 CIE[MAAUSHPOBAHHBIX HOPM, MEXAYHAPOAHBIX OPraHM3ALMI U CYA€OHBIX OPraHOB,
IpHBeAa K BOSHUKHOBEHHIO IPOHAEM B TAOOAABHOM cHcTeMe 6e30IacHOCTH. B AQHHO cTaTbe Ipepaara-
eTCsl KPUTHIECKHH aHAAM3 PpparMeHTaIlM| Kak MHOTOMEPHOT'O SIBACHHSI, OXBAaThIBAIOIEr0 HOPMaTHUBHbIE,
HMHCTHUTYL[HOHAABHBIE U [IPOLIEAYPHbIE ACIIEKTHI MEXAYHAPOAHO-IIPABOBOTO PErYAUPOBAHISL

ITeAb cTaTbu — paccMOTpeTh PpparMeHTALUIO Yepes IPU3MY UHCTUTYIIMOHAABHOTO KPU3HCa M U3YUUTD
ee TIOTEHIIHAA AASL CO3AQHIS TMOKOM, MHOTOYPOBHEBOI IIPaBOBOM apXUTEKTYPHI KaK Ha TAOOAABHOM, TaK
U Ha PETHOHAABHOM YPOBHSX. ABTOP YTBEP)KAAQET, UTO, XOTS GpparMeHTAIMsI MOXKET IIOAOPBaTb COTAACO-
BaHHOCTb MEXAYHApOAHOTO IIpaBa, OHA TakKe O0eCIevrBaeT IIPArMaTHYecKyl0 OCHOBY AASI AAQIITALIAM
IPaBOBBIX CUCTEM B OTBET Ha T€OIIOAUTHYECKYIO HECTAOMABHOCTD 1 HOPMATUBHOE Pa3HOObpasHe.
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B MccAeAOBaHME NPEACTAaBACH CTPYKTYPHBINA aHAAU3 (PparMeHTAL[MH, OCHOBAHHBIA Ha CYAeOHOI
IIPaKTHKe, AOTOBOPHBIX PEXHMMAX M AOKTPUHAABHBIX MCTOYHHMKAX. HOBU3HA 3aKAIOYAETCS B TOM, 4YTO
{parMeHTaLMS PACCMATPUBAETCS KaK MPOSBACHHE MPABOBOIO MAIOPAAM3MA, KOTOPBIA MOXKET BBICTY-
Iarb B KayecTBe CTAOMAMBHPYIOIIEIl CHABI B YCAOBHSX HHCTUTYLJMOHAABHOIO YIIAAKA U PACTYILEro
pernoHasnsma. Ocoboe BHUMAHUE YAEASETCS POAU $pparMeHTaluy B pOPMHUPOBAHUM PETHOHAABHBIX
U CIEIMAAUSUPOBAHHBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB ObecIedeHms 6e30IIaCHOCTH. YTBEPKAAETCS, YTO B YCAOBHSIX
HHCTUTYIIMOHAABHOTO KPU3HCA PPArMEHTAIMsI MOXKET CAYXHTb d3PEKTUBHON MOAEABIO PaspelleHHs
KOHQAVMKTOB U yCTONYMBOTIO IPABOBOTO COTPYAHHYECTBA.

Kawouesvie crosa: mexdynapodnoe npaso, memdyHapoonvie cyovl, mendyHapooHvie OMHOUWEHUS, NOAU-
muxa, ¢pazmenmayus, pezuonasusm, opzanusayuu, Opzanusayus Obvedunennvix Hayuil, lex specialis,
eocydapcmeo.
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