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Матеріали конференції узагальнюють результати наукових досліджень і практич-
них напрацювань учених, фахівців та представників професійних спільнот, виконаних 
в умовах воєнного часу та глибоких суспільних трансформацій.

У збірнику представлено широкий спектр наукових розвідок і практико-орієнто-
ваних досліджень, що охоплюють актуальні проблеми публічного та приватного права, 
функціонування держави, судової та правоохоронної системи, а також трансформації 
суспільних процесів у цифрову епоху. Значну увагу приділено питанням адміністра-
тивного, фінансового, конституційного, міжнародного, морського та митного права, а 
також сучасним викликам у сфері кримінального права, кримінального процесу, кри-
міналістики та оперативно-розшукової діяльності.

Окремі наукові секції присвячені проблемам удосконалення судоустрою, діяльності 
прокуратури, адвокатури та інших правоохоронних органів, розвитку трудового права 
і права соціального забезпечення, а також реформуванню цивільного, господарського, 
земельного, екологічного та енергетичного права. Збірник відображає також міждисци-
плінарний характер сучасних досліджень, охоплюючи питання філософії права, світо-
вих соціально-політичних процесів, соціології та психології, економіки та підприємни-
цтва в умовах війни і повоєнного відновлення. Важливе місце посідають дослідження 
у сфері інформаційних технологій, кібербезпеки, штучного інтелекту та математичного 
моделювання як ключових чинників забезпечення національної безпеки.

Крім того, у збірнику висвітлено проблематику педагогіки, лінгвістики права, пере-
кладознавства, журналістики, фізичної та військової підготовки здобувачів вищої освіти.

Збірник розрахований на науковців, викладачів, здобувачів вищої освіти та прак-
тиків у галузях права, економіки, соціології, психології, політології, інформаційних тех-
нологій і суміжних дисциплін.
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сту цивільного населення. Водночас інтеграція таких технологій у миротворчу 
діяльність зумовлює необхідність подальшого розвитку міжнародно-правового 
регулювання, спрямованого на забезпечення дотримання принципів міжнарод-
ного права, прав людини та кібербезпеки. Таким чином, цифровізація миротво-
рчих операцій ООН може розглядатися як важливий елемент трансформації 
сучасної системи міжнародної безпеки.
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ANTARCTICA, HUMAN RIGHTS AND INTERNATIONAL LEGAL 
RESPONSIBILITY: UKRAINE’S LEGAL PERSPECTIVE FROM THE 

AKADEMIK VERNADSKY STATION

Antarctica represents a sui generis legal regime in which territorial sovereignty claims 
are held in abeyance under Article IV of the Antarctic Treaty. Under this framework, 
no state may assert, expand or deny claims for the duration of the Treaty, ensuring a 
cooperative international framework among Antarctic Treaty Parties [10, p. 1-25]. 

The 1959 Antarctic Treaty, together with its associated protocols, establishes 
normative frameworks for peaceful purposes [1, art. I] and scientific cooperation 
[1, art. II]. The Environmental Protocol, introduced in 1991 as the Madrid Protocol, 
reinforces obligations for environmental protection, reflecting the evolution of 
Antarctic governance. 

 The «freezing» of territorial claims does not constitute a renunciation of sovereignty. 
Instead, it allows states like Ukraine to exercise functional ownership over stations such 
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as Akademik Vernadsky, enabling control without territorial claims. Understanding 
this distinction is critical for interpreting state legal obligations and responsibilities, 
including the protection of scientific personnel under the national and international 
law. 

Ukraine’s functional ownership under Article IV is essential for evaluating its 
legal responsibilities in Antarctica. In April 1995, Ukraine and the United Kingdom 
concluded an agreement on the transfer of the Faraday Station, which formalized 
Ukraine’s operational control while ensuring compliance with the Antarctic Treaty 
System [2]. 

The transfer included specific conditions: 
–	 Maintaining environmental standards in accordance with the Antarctic Treaty 

System and the Madrid Protocol;
–	 Preserving historic structures such as the Wordie House hut;
–	 Ensuring that all activities aligned with the principles of peaceful scientific 

cooperation. 
In 1996, Ukraine assumed ownership of the Faraday station (renamed Akademik 

Vernadsky), acquiring infrastructure and equipment, and administering station 
personnel under national law in accordance with Article IV of the Antarctic Treaty [1, 
art. IV]. Notably, the transfer conferred functional ownership rather than territorial 
sovereignty. Article IV of the Antarctic Treaty permits Ukraine to administer and 
operate the station without recognition of territorial claims. This distinction is crucial in 
interpreting the Antarctic Treaty’s suspension of sovereignty and reinforcing Ukraine’s 
status as a responsible Treaty Party rather than a sovereign claimant. 

While the Antarctic Treaty regulates state conduct, it does not confer enforceable 
rights on individuals. Researchers rely on national legal protection, including 
extraterritorial application of ICCPR (Arts. 6-9), which guarantee the right to life, 
personal security, and freedom from arbitrary detention. 

Incidents such as the 2025 detention of L. Pshenichnov [4] illustrate gaps in 
personnel protection. Current safety protocols are nationally regulated rather than 
standardized internationally, underscoring the fragmented legal framework in which 
state responsibility exists, but individual rights are insufficiently institutionalized. 

The protection of Antarctic researchers is informed indirectly by international 
law principles, including customary law and analogies like the personal inviolability 
in the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations (Arts. 29-30). While not directly 
applicable, these analogies highlight minimum standards for personnel protection in 
areas not covered by specialized treaties. 

Ukraine meets its obligations under Article II of the Antarctic Treaty by:
–	 Participating in joint expeditions; 
–	 Sharing scientific data with the international community as reinforced under 

the 1995 UK – Ukraine Agreement;
–	 Contributing atmospheric and climate data to global monitoring programs 

coordinated by the World Meteorological Organization [5];
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–	 Engaging in multinational research collaborations with European and Latin 
American research institutions. 

Article VII governs inspection mechanisms, transparency, and jurisdiction over 
stations and personnel. While Ukraine implements environmental obligations under 
the Madrid Protocol (1991), provisions specifically ensuring personnel safety remain 
limited, reflecting the predominantly state focused nature of the Antarctic Treaty. 
From the perspective of international law, this reflects the operation of the lex specialis 
principle, whereby the Treaty establishes a specialized regime governing state conduct, 
while general human rights law remains only indirectly applicable. 

Potential violations of environmental or expedition related obligations can be 
assessed under ARSIWA, which establishes: 

–	 Attribution of acts to the states (Arts. 4-11)
–	 Identification of breaches (Art. 12)
–	 Consequences of responsibility (Art. 30 – 31), including cessation, repatriation 

and guarantees of non-repetition. 
Critical issues under the Antarctic Treaty include: 
–	 Violations of environmental protection norms (Environmental Protocol, 

Art. 7). 
–	 Breaches of obligations of cooperation and transparency (Antarctic Treaty, 

Art. III). 
–	 Unlawful interference with scientific expeditions (Art. IX). 
Enforcement of Antarctic Treaty obligations relies primarily through political 

mechanisms, such as diplomatic pressure or sanctions or judicial mechanisms, such as 
the International Courte of Justice, though adjudication required ICJ, could theoretically 
adjudicate require state consent. This highlighting the limited enforceability of both 
environmental obligations and protections for scientific personnel. 

Importantly, the absence of compulsory disputes settlement mechanisms within 
the Antarctic Treaty System limits the justiciability of disputes, reinforcing reliance 
on diplomatic negotiations rather than binding adjudication. This weakens the 
enforceability of both environment obligations and obligations indirectly affecting the 
protection of scientific personnel. 

Current developments highlight several key challenges: 
–	 The need to develop new international protocols; 
–	 Establishing global safety standards for Antarctic personnel; 
–	 Intensifying Ukraine’s cooperation with international institutions; 
–	 Implementing advanced monitoring technologies to detect and address 

violations. 
In this regard, the creation of supplementary protocol on the protection of scientific 

personnel within the Antarctic Treaty System could address this regulatory gap and 
strengthen the legal guarantees of researchers’ rights and safety. Such a protocol should 
establish standardized protections, including enforceable safety standards, minimum due 
process guarantees, and real-time monitoring obligations for station-operating states. 
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Advanced monitoring technologies could play a role in supporting this protocol. 
Satellite-based environmental monitoring can provide real-time reporting of ecological 
disturbances, while digital tracking and safety reporting systems can ensure personnel 
protection. These measurements build on prior UN discussions concerning personnel 
in international zones [7] and offer practical framework for codifying enforceable 
safety and monitoring obligations within the Antarctic Treaty System. Ukraine could 
lead such efforts by codifying enforceable safety and monitoring measures within the 
Antarctic Treaty System, hence reinforcing its role. As a responsible Treaty Party and 
global scientific contributor. 

Although Ukraine currently demonstrates compliance with its Antarctic Treaty 
obligations, additional measures are required to strengthen the legal protection of 
scientific personnel. Enhanced international protocols and robust national safeguards 
could fill this regulatory gap. 

Simultaneously, there remains a pressing need to improve the international legal 
regulation of researchers’ rights and safety. Mechanisms of states’ international legal 
framework governing researchers’ rights and safety, ensuring that mechanisms of state 
responsibility effectively protect both the natural environment and personnel. The 
operational experience of the Akademik Vernadsky Station underscores Ukraine’s 
contribution to global scientific cooperation and highlights the importance of codifying 
binding protection for Antarctic researchers. 

Adoption of a supplementary Antarctic Treaty protocol should be proposed by 
establishing standardized protections for scientific personnel, including enforceable 
safety standards, minimum due process guarantees, and real-time monitoring 
obligations for station-operating states. 
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