MIHICTEPCTBO OCBITU I HAYKI YKPATHU

Hanionanpanii yHiBepcureT «OpiecbKa I0pUANYHA aKaJeMis»

COUIAALHO-TTIOAITUYHA TA
NMPABOBA CMCTEMA YKPAIHMU
B UNDPOBY EINNOXY:
CYYACHI BUKAUKHA

MATEPIATIN
MiXXHapOAHOI HAyKOBO-IIPAKTUYHOI KOH(pepeHIIii

Odeca, 22 keimus 2026 poky

Tom 1

Opeca
2026



VIK 34:004:316.4(477)

C70

C70

Pexomendosarno 0o Opyky 6ueroro padoio
Hauionanvroeo ynisepcumemy «Odecvka 10puoutna akaoemisi»
(npomoxon Ne 8 6i0 23.04.2026 p.)

3a 3aranpHOIO pemakiieio akagemika C. B. Kieanosa

ConiaTbHO-OMITHYHA Ta IPABOBa CICTeMa YKpaiHu B unQpoBy enoxy:
Cy4acHi BUK/IMKY : MaTepiamt MbKHap. Hayk.-11pakT. KoH. (M. Opeca, 22 KBiT-
Hs 2026 p.) / 3ar. pen. C. KiBanosa ; HY «Opec. opug. akagemis». — Opeca :
Penikc, 2026. - T. 1. - 704 c.

ISBN 978-617-8763-15-2

Marepianu KoH(epeHIIii y3araJbHIOITh Pe3yIbTaTil HayKOBUX JHOC/IKeHb i mpakTmy-
HJIX HaIlpal[l0BaHb yueHNuX, (axiBILiB Ta IPeACTaBHMUKIB MPpOdeciiiHNX CIiINBHOT, BUKOHAHUX
B yMOBaX BOEHHOTO Yacy Ta I/IMOOKMX CYCIIbHUX TpaHCdopMaliil.

Y 36ipHMKY IIpefCTaB/IeHO IIMPOKIII CIIEKTP HAYKOBUX PO3BIfJOK i IPAKTUKO-OPIEHTO-
BAaHMX JJOC/IKEHb, 1[0 OXOIUTIOITH aKTYa/IbHi po6/1eMy y6/1ivHOrO Ta IIPUBATHOTO IIPaBa,
YHKIIIOHYBaHHA Jlep)KaBl, CY[OBOI Ta TPAaBOOXOPOHHOI CHCTEMM, a TaKOX TpaHchopMmarrii
CycHinbHUX mponecis y unudpoBy enoxy. 3HauHy yBary HpUJileHO IUTaHHAM afMiHicTpa-
TUBHOTO, (piHAHCOBOr0, KOHCTUTYLITHOr0, MDKHAPOZHOIO, MOPCHKOT'O Ta MITHOTIO IIPaBa, a
TaKOX CYYaCHVM BMK/INKaM y cdepi KpMMiHAaIbHOTO MpaBa, KPUMiHA/IbHOTO IIPOIeCy, Kpi-
MiHAJIiCTUKY Ta OIlePaTUBHO-PO3UIYKOBOI [Jis/IbHOCTI.

OxpeMmi HayKoOBi ceKIIii IpucBsAYeHi npo6nemMaM yI0CKOHaIEHHSA CYA0YCTPOIO, HiAMbHOCTI
NIPOKYpPaTypH, aiBOKATypPy Ta iHIIMX IPAaBOOXOPOHHMX OPraHiB, PO3BUTKY TPYHAOBOrO IIpaBa
i mpaBa couianbHOro 3abesnedeHHs, a TAKOXK peOpPMyBaHHIO LUBIILHOTO, TOCIIOAAPCHKOTO,
3eMeJIbHOT0, eKOJIOTIYHOTO Ta eHepPreTIIHOro IpaBa. 36iPHNUK BioOpaskae TAKOK MDKAMCIIN-
IUTiIHAPHWIT XapaKTep Cy4acHMUX AOCTI/KEeHb, OXOIUII0IYM NUTaHHs (inocodil mpasa, cBiTo-
BMX COLia/IbHO-TIO/IITMYHNMX IIPOLIECiB, COL[IO/OTiI Ta IICMXO/IOTil, EKOHOMIKM Ta MiIIPUEMHMN-
LITBa B YMOBaX BiifHM i TOBOEHHOTO BifIHOB/IEHHA. Bak/iBe Miclie MOCITaI0Th JOCIIPKEeHHS
y cepi iHpopmaniiHIX TeXHOMOTii, KiGepbesneK, TYYHOrO IHTEIEKTY Ta MATEMATUYHOTO
MOJIe/IIOBAHHSA K K/IIOYOBIUX YMHHUKIB 3a6e3MedeHHs Hal[ioHa/IbHOI Ge3IeK.

Kpim Toro, y 36ipHMKY BUCBIT/IIEHO IIPOO/IEMATIKY IIeJaroriki, TIHIBICTUKI IIPaBa, Iepe-
K/IaJI03HABCTBA, )KYPHAMCTUKH, Pi3sNIHOI Ta BilIcbKOBOI ITi/[TOTOBKM 3;[06yBa‘{iB BUUIOL OCBITH.

36ipHUK pOo3paxoBaHMil HA HAyKOBLB, BUK/IaadiB, 3500yBadiB BUILOI OCBITH Ta IpaK-
THUKIB y Iajly3sX [IpaBa, EKOHOMiKM, COLII0JIOTi, IICUXOJIOTii, IIO/IiTOMOr I, iHpopMaILiTHNX TexX-
HOJIOTii i CyMDKHMX IMCLIMAITIH.

YIK 34:004:316.4(477)

Binmnosiganpuuit 3a Buiryck npodecop M. P. Apaxensn

Mamepianu 8udano 6 asmopcvkiti pedaxuii.

© HY «Opecbka lopyuandHa akazgeMis, 2026

ISBN 978-617-8763-15-2 © ABropu crareit, 2026



Hrebeniuk Dmytro
BETWEEN UNIVERSALISM AND FRAGMENTATION: THE EVOLUTION OF INTERNATIONAL

HUMAN RIGHTS STANDARDS . . ..o e 225
Byzaeuv Anvona Cepeiiena
LIM@OPOBISALIA CYCITUIBCTBA. . .o e e 228

Bonoaprox Onvea Oneziena
BIJITIOBIJJAJIBHICTD 3A BUKPATEHHS IITEN Y MDKHAPOJHOMY TA HAIIIOHAJIBHOMY

Tanam Bnaducnae Izoposuu
3AKOHOJJABYA EBOJIIOLISI CTATTI 25 KOHBEHIIIT OOH ITPO MDKHAPOJHY KYIIIB/IIO-

ITPOJAK TOBAPIB: BIJT ITIPOEKTY JO CYYACHOT'O ®OPMVYJIIOBAHHA ................... 234
JKaxyn Mapzapuma IOpiiena
BOEHHA IUIIJIOMATIA B YMOBAX IIM®POBI3AII! 3BPOVTHUX KOHOJIKTIB. . ........... 237
Tsaxuenxo Enu. a Onexc

xr
CTAHOBJIEHHS HOPMATVBHMX TA IHCTUTYUIMHNX 3ACA]Jl 3ABE3IIEYEHHSA 3AXVCTY
[TPAB JKTHOK B YMOBAX 3BPOVMHIX KOH®JIIKTIB Y XIX — ITEPIIIN [TOJTOBMHI XX
CTOTIITTS . oo e e e e et 241

Kosanvuyx Anopiii Tpoxumosuu
MDKHAPOJIHE CIHIBPOBITHMIITBO Y COEPI 3AXVCTY KPUTUYHOI EHEPTETMYHOI
IHOPACTPYKTYPU B YMOBAX CYYACHVIX BIMCBKOBUX 3ATPO3 . ... eeve e 245

Omenvuenxo Iean Izoposuu
CTAHOBJIEHHA ITPMHUMITY [TPOITIOPHIMHOCTI B MDKHAPOJHOMY I'YMAHITAPHOMY

Ocmposepxuii Onexcanop Onexcanoposuu

MIPUTATHEHHA 1O BIATIOBITAIBHOCTI HAVBUIIOTO KEPIBHMIITBA IEPYKABH 3A
3JIOUMH ATPECITY XXI CTOJIITTI . ettt ettt e e e et e e 251
Pa3zooposxcruii Iepman FOpiiiosuy

YYACTD AJIBOKATIB Y ITPABOBIVI CUCTEMI YKPATHV B YMOBAX IIVI®POBI3AITIT:

CYYACHI BUKJIVIK/ TA MDKHAPOJTHO-TIPABOBI TAPAHTIL. . ..o 253

Peouenko Spocnae Onexcandposuy

MDKHAPOTHO-ITPABOBE PET'Y/IIOBAHHA LIM®POBMX BAJIIOT Y KOHTEKCTI PO3BUTKY
3AKOHOJABCTBA YKPATHML. ...t 255
Pyzano Bozoan Anopiiiosuu

IITYYHUM IHTEJTEKT I MATEMATUYHE MOJIE/TIOBAHHS B YMOBAX BOEHHIX TA
BE3IIEKOBMX BUK/IVIKIB: MDKHAPOIHO-TIPABOBUI ACTIEKT ..ot 259
Camoiimox Imumpo Iennaditiosuu

OOPMYBAHHA IHCTUTYTY JOKA3YBAHHA B MDKHAPOJHOMY KPMIMIHAJIbBHOMY
TTPOIIECT . ..ot 262
Taylor Alla Valeriivna

UNIVERSAL PERIODIC REVIEW AS A MECHANISM FOR MONITORING HUMAN RIGHTS IN
ISLAMIC STATES ...t 265
Daciit Anacmacis Bonooumupisna

ITPABOBE PEI'Y/IIOBAHHA ITPMMYCOBOTO JIIKYBAHHSA B YMOBAX I'YMAHITAPHMX KPI3:
KOHBEPTEHIIIXI MDKHAPOJHOTI'O T'YMAHITAPHOTI'O ITPABA TA CTAHIAPTIB OXOPOHI
TICUXTIHOTO 3IOPOB ST . ..ottt ettt e e e e e e e e e e e 268

Yepuaecokuii Mapk Bimaniiioeuu

LVI®POBI3ALIII MVIPOTBOPUYMX OITEPAIIIN OOH K HOBVMM EJIEMEHT CMUCTEMU
MDKHAPOJIHOT BESTIEKYI B MDKHAPOITHOMY TIPABL. . ... oteve et e e eeeeeeeaeaen 272
Ciornii Inesa

ANTARCTICA, HUMAN RIGHTS AND INTERNATIONAL LEGAL RESPONSIBILITY: UKRAINE’S
LEGAL PERSPECTIVE FROM THE AKADEMIK VERNADSKY STATION ........................ 274



Hrebeniuk Dmytro
National university «Odesa law academy»,
PhD, Associate Professor of the Department of International and European Law

BETWEEN UNIVERSALISM AND FRAGMENTATION: THE EVOLUTION
OF INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS STANDARDS

In the current context of the transformation of the international legal order,
discussions regarding the relationship between universalism and fragmentation in the
field of human rights protection have taken on particular academic relevance. Various
specific factors of the modern era have created conditions for the formation of a global
system of international human rights standards, which took place under the influence
of the concept of universality-that is, the recognition of the inalienable rights of every
individual regardless of borders, cultural, or religious differences. At the same time, the
further development of international law, the formation of regional mechanisms, and
the emergence of specialized legal regimes have led to a trend toward the fragmentation
of these standards.

On the one hand, universalism is reflected in the codification of fundamental
human rights, the creation of universal monitoring mechanisms, and the formulation
of universally recognized principles. On the other hand, regionalization - that is,
the pluralism of legal cultures-as well as the development of sectoral subsystems of
international law — in this context, it is worth noting that in the fields of international
humanitarian law, refugee law, or international criminal law contribute to the emergence
of diverse standards that are not always consistent with one another. It should be
emphasized that in legal scholarship, the concept of «standard of law» is interpreted as
a legal standard or criterion that serves as a benchmark for assessing and harmonizing
legal phenomena. In the context of international law, standardization entails, first, the
establishment of normative requirements for the conduct of legal relations, and second,
the formation of harmonized rules of conduct based on the common will of states [4,
p. 10]. This approach reflects the aspiration toward the unification of legal regulation,
which is a key element in the development of universal human rights standards amid a
simultaneous trend toward their fragmentation.

This component gives rise to a number of theoretical and practical challenges,
ranging from the problem of conflicts of laws and jurisdictions to the question of the
legitimacy and effectiveness of international human rights protection mechanisms.
In this context, the study of the evolution of international standards as a process that
simultaneously combines trends toward the unification and differentiation of legal
regulation takes on particular significance.

International legal standards in the field of human rights have emerged as a result of
a long process of coordination among states, aimed at developing common approaches
to their interpretation and enforcement. In this process, states are guided by recognized
universal values, striving to guarantee respect for and effective protection of human
rights through existing legal and institutional mechanisms [5, p. 412]. The problem of
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the relationship between universality and relativism in defining the nature of human
rights is one of the main theoretical conundrums that contemporary international
human rights law faces. More particularly, the points is that rights proclaimed at the
general level as universally binding and inalienable undergo substantial transformation
as they are carried out at sub-regional (regional and national) levels. In particular, the
historical traditions of states, their religious beliefs and legal systems have made it
possible for universal human rights standards to be interpreted through the prism of
local values and practices. This leads to a kind of «adaptation» of universal (but they
never are and can be?) norms, weakening their unified content, turning them relative. A
strained dynamic is hence emerging in public international human rights law between
a universalist tendency whose aim it to make sure that standards do not splinter and
trends pointing toward fragmentation, which expresses the diversity of legal cultures
and models of understanding legalité. This, in turn, requires a reconsideration of the
boundaries of universality of human rights and an acceptable degree of their variability
in a globalized but hierarchical legal space [1, p. 5].

Signs of universality are also inherent in certain global ideological systems,
particularly the religious doctrines and ethical principles of the world’s major religions,
which shape the behavioral patterns of their followers in various regions of the
world. Such systems appeal to universal human moral values and claim normative
comprehensiveness, which superficially brings them closer to universalist discourse.
At the same time, despite the presence of relevant features, these ideological constructs
cannot be fully regarded as universal in the context of human rights. This is because they
generally do not proceed from the unconditional recognition of every human being
and their life as the highest value. Instead, an individual’s status and «value» are often
determined by their membership in a particular social group, religious community, or
system of beliefs. Moreover, within certain such approaches, a person may be viewed
not as an autonomous value but as an instrument for realizing collective or transcendent
goals formulated as moral imperatives. This fundamentally distinguishes such systems
from the contemporary international legal understanding of human rights, which is
based on the idea of their inalienability, equality, and universal applicability regardless
of any identifying characteristics of the individual [3, p. 32].

In contemporary legal discourse, the use of the category «universal legal values»
is quite widespread; despite its conceptual appeal, this category is characterized by
substantive complexity and a certain degree of ambiguity. This refers to a set of basic
guidelines for legal development that claim to be of a universal human nature and are
regarded as reflecting the fundamental principles of humanity’s existence and evolution.
Such an approach reflects the scholarly position according to which it is the system of
values that determines the main vector of legal and social progress. In this context,
human rights are traditionally interpreted as one of the key universal legal values of the
modern era. They find their philosophical and legal essence in the acknowledgment
of the uniqueness of these rights as pre-political, inseparable, absolute pillars on
which modern statehood is built. They are not just legally enshrined guarantees but
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the principles of legitimation of public authority. Thus, human rights gain the form
of laws and independent standards through which the action of state in making and
implementing law is assessed. It is specifically from this aspect of the above mentioned
standards, that legislation, government policies and methods of functioning of other
institutions of public authority may be criticized, allowing human rights to play the
role of a universal criterion making humans legitimate in modern international and
national legal order [2 p. 81].

Ultimately, the development of international human rights standards is not a
linear process - it unfolds in the space between universalism and fragmentation with
consideration to vertical pull exerted by different legal cultures, political systems, and
socio-political situations. Universal standards, which must be based on common values
and will of the states acting jointly, continue to be platforms for the international legal
order, although practical implementation would inevitably have diverse modes. This
dynamic is not a denial of human rights universality, but its adaptation to the reality of
the pluralistic world, where finding a balance between unity and diversity of standards
serves as an indispensable condition for efficient human rights protection.
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