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IN GLOBAL SECURITY POLICY MAINTENANCE

Globalization sets up a new range of rules and principles, under which the global
system should work. The 21" century can be considered as an era of new approaches and
concepts in the international relations. Security on both national and international levels
needs more comprehensive study. The article examines the role of international organizations
on the background of globalization and gives guidelines for the further development of
their structure.
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Tonuaposa 10., Heawenro /I., Muwyx K. Mescoynapoonuvie opeanuzayuu u ux
POtb 8 ROOOEpPICKe 2/100abHOll noumuku 6e3onachocmu. [ nobanuzayus ycmanas-
Ju8aem HoBbll CneKmp Npasuil U NPUHYUNOS, N0 KOMOPbIM OOINHCHA pabomams 2100anbHAs
cucmema. XXI 6ex MOJCHO paccmampusamsv Kax 2Py HOGbIX HOOX0008 U KOHYenyuil
8 MENCOYHAPOOHBIX OMHOUEHUsX. bezonachocme Kak HA HAYUOHAILHOM, MAK U HA MeHCO)-
HapoOHOM YPOBHAX mpeOyem 6CecmopoHHe20 usyyeHus. Paccmompena poab mexcoyHa-
POOHBIX OP2AHU3AYUL 8 YMEEPIHCOCHUU 2100ANbHOU NOAUMUKU OE30NACHOCMU HA (POoHe
2nobanuzayuy U OaHvl peKOMeHOayuy no OarbHeuuemy pa3zeumuio eé CmpyKmypol.

Kniouesvie cnosa: MCXKAyHapoaHasA OpraHusamus, FJIO63JII/I33LII/IH, MCXKAYyHa-
POAHOC 1TpaBo, rio0ansHast 6630HaCHOCTL, MCKAYHApPOAHBIC OTHOIICHUSA.

Background. Nowadays, the process of globalization has become
inevitable. In his opening address to the fifty third Annual DPI/NGO
Conference the UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan stated: «It has been said
that arguing against globalization is like arguing against the law of
gravity» [1] Thus, the time shows that globalization has no limits and
cannot be stopped once it has begun so successfully. Today, international
community has to face changes in the various spheres of life, including,
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economy, politics, environment, health, culture and security. The emergence
of interdependence forces states to take into account not only the national
interests but also the concerns of others. Globalization sets up a new range
of rules and principles, under which the global system should work.

Analysis of the researches and publications. The issue is widely
highlighted both by international legal acts such as General Assembly, OSCE
and World Summits documentation. Moreover a wide range of works of
international scientists is devoted to the problem of international organizations
and their role in global security policy maintenance such as Glenda Sluga,
Moritz P. Moelle, Yoram Z. Haftel, Stephanie C. Hofmann [2—4].

The aim of article is to examine the role of the international
organizations on the background of globalization and give guidelines for
the further development of their structure.

Materials and methods. The normative basis of the study is
mternational treaties, documentation of the UN, OSCE, NATO World Summits
and UNPD. The methodological basis of the research is the general methods
of scientific knowledge as well as those used in legal science: methods of
analysis and synthesis, formal-logical, comparative legal, statistical, etc.

Results. There are several major changes in the international relations.
Before the occurrence of the Second World War the international system
was operating in the environment of anarchy, while the Cold War created
the conditions for the bipolarity. However, the post-Cold War period allowed
the emergence of multipolarity. In other words, globalization transforms the
way the world power is distributed around the globe. Even the smallest
states became involved in the decision-making and the global process, in
which every voice is louder and has value. The powerful states cannot ignore
the interests of the minor neighbors because of the emerging ties between
the countries. There is no place for the small alliances. In turn, states need
to cooperate on the global level and have partners as much as possible in
order to successfully develop its economic policies. Thus, the global power
is no longer concentrated in the narrow circle of the influential states.

Secondly, the importance of the internal conflicts shifts from the state
to the international level. International community cannot stay apparent to
the human sufferings and civil conflicts inside the country. Furthermore, the
state government is often unable to solve the internal problems without the
interference from the outside. Thus, the concept of international responsibility
emerges. For instance, in 2001 International Commission on State and
Sovereignty proposed the notion of Responsibility to Protect (R2P). R2P
transforms the notion of state sovereignty and gives a new meaning to it.
Before, the concept of sovereignty was seen as the supreme power of the
government over its internal and external policies without any interference
from the other state. Today, sovereignty is widely considered as a responsibility
of the state to protect its citizens and to maintain their welfare. However, if
the state government is unable to promote such responsibility, it shifts to the
international community. The latter can use all the appropriate measures in
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order to eliminate the mass atrocities and protect the lives of civilians.
Furthermore, the internal conflict becomes the center of the world attention
due to the mass media and spread of information through the international
organizations. The matter of concern for the one state has also become the
challenge for the other. The internal conflicts cannot avoid the reflection
and response from the international community. The only difference is the
way the world responds to the particular conflict.

Thirdly, the globalization has raised the value of the international
organizations. As it was mentioned before, the emergence of multipolarity
forces the states to create an appropriate form of friendly environment. The
anarchy in the international relations shifted to the emergence of global
governance. The latter is promoted through the intergovernmental intentional
organizations, for instance, the United Nations. Moreover, globalization has
become the main catalyst for the spread of different IGOs and NGOs and
the increase in the number of their members. IGOs and NGOs play the role
of instruments, arenas and main actors in the maintenance of balance in the
international relations in the today’s global environment.

As it was mentioned before, the emerging ties between the states
force them to be involved in different spheres. The issue of security has
become one of the most relevant spheres of global cooperation. The
dramatic events of the first half of 20th century transformed the notion of
security and shifted it to the international level. From the very beginning,
the security was considered from the perspective of the one state. However,
today, security is seen as a global responsibility of every state to maintain
the peace and stability in the whole world.

Furthermore, modern world created conditions for the emergence of
the new challenges, which cannot be faced by the state alone. Such challenges
include the environmental protection, global warming and international
terrorism, rise of ethnic and religious conflicts, nuclear weapons, incurable
diseases and world economic crisis. Modern challenges and dangers do not
fit the state borders. They need the coherent and efficient response from the
international community. Therefore, the new theoretical approaches like
collective security, human security and securitization occurred.

The post-world wars period was marked by the emergence of the
international security system. The latter embraces the creation of international
law, in particular, international criminal and humanitarian law, and the
emergence of new international organizations. International or global security
obliges the states to conduct according to the internationally recognized
rules and principles. Even though, there are no effective measures to force
the states to act according to those rules and principles, still states realized
that cooperation is much more effective than confrontation.

In order to identify the role of international organizations for the global
security policy, firstly, it is needed to describe the notion of security and its
transformation; secondly, to find the roots of international security and
conditions under which it has emerged; thirdly, to find out the relations
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between the 10s and security; finally, to sum up with the evidences of the
increasing role of the international organizations in the issue of global security.

The 21% century can be considered as an era of new approaches
and concepts in the international relations. Security on both national and
international levels needs more comprehensive study. Modern threats are
much more dangerous and can lead to the disastrous consequences on the
global environment. The development of the technologies along with the
erasing borders opens the way for the spread of threats all over the world.
This fact stimulated the reproach of the security. Thus, the rapid development
of security studies allows following the transformation and broadening of
the security notion. Today, the concept of security can be observed from
two completely different perspectives. The first refers to the traditional
notion of security, while the second definition is developed as a critical
approach. Traditional notion of security was created by the proponents of
realism and neorealism. In turn, the critical approach was developed by the
Copenhagen school of security studies. Thus, today, the concept of security
is much broader than in the previous century.

The notion of international security is a creation of the second half of
the 20™ century. Before, the concept of security was considered in the context
of national or state security. In turn, the latter has its roots in the 17" century.
In 1648 the Peace of Westphalia determined the creation of future world order.
Westphalian world order embraced two main principles — the principle of
sovereignty and non-intervention. The states existed in the anarchic
environment, in which the national interests had always a primary position.
Prior to the Second World War, the anarchy dominated in the international
relations. The existed environment allowed to create a traditional notion of
security, which puts the state and its nation to the center: «A nation is secure to
the extent to which it is not in danger of having to sacrifice core values if it
wished to avoid warm and is able, if challenged, to maintain them by
victory in such a war». Walter Lippmann considers the notion of security
from the point of view of the particular nation, which should protect its self-
identity and core values. He sees the external threat, but ignores the existence
of the internal conflicts which can be sometimes much more violent than
foreign aggression [5].

Moreover, the Westphalian order allowed the theory of realism to
dominant the international relations. Realism, which was widely promoted
by Hans Mongenthau [6], put the emphasis on the state existence and its
interests. The state should be perpetuated by any possible means and tools.
From the realist perspective, the concept of security refers to the military
capability of the state and its capacity to confront any external aggression:
«The international system was viewed as a rather brutal arena in which
states would seek to achieve their own security at the expense of their
neighbors» [7]. Even the creation of the League of Nations after the First
World War became the failed attempt to shift the way international relations
were conducted from realism to idealism. The founder of neorealism Kenneth
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Waltz in his Theory of International Relations describes the security as the
«highest end of the state». For him the security is the equal to the survival,
while the latter is the guarantor of the state’s welfare: «Only if survival is
assured can states seek such other goals as tranquility, profit, and power» [8].
Thus, the security from the realist perspective can be considered as a state
centric concept.

Furthermore, the dominance of the realism on the international scene
spread the idea of security dilemma. This term was created by the German
scholar John Herz. He argues that in anarchic society states are afraid of being
attacked by others. Therefore, they accumulate power and constantly increase
their military capacity. However, such defensive measures may lead to the false
impression of offensive intentions and force the other state to accumulate
power in the same way: «In turn, renders the others more insecure and
compels them to prepare for the worst. Since none can ever feel entirely secure
in such a world of competing units, power competition ensues, and the vicious
circle of security and power accumulation is on» [6, p. 157]. Thus, the
Westphalian world order put the emphasis on the state security, leaving aside
any attempt to cooperate in order to avoid wars. In turn, states were ready to
face the threat and to begin the military campaign against the other country
instead of maintaining a peace and stability in the global environment.

The changing point occurred after the Second World War, which
embodied the whole scale of human suffering. Even though, the war was
conducted mostly on the European ground, the whole world felt the
consequences of it. The end of the Second World War marked the beginning
of the new security concepts and approaches. The international community
realized its responsibility to maintain the world peace and stability. Thus,
there were two possible ways to create a new world order, in which every
state would try to guarantee its non-aggressive behavior and secure its own
citizens. The first way was the further development and recognition of the
international criminal and humanitarian law. Moreover, it was supported by
the increased importance of the human rights. The center of attention was
shifted from the state to the individual. Human life was recognized as the
highest value. The responsibility of every state was to secure the civilians
and promote their welfare. Thus, for the first time, the 1948 Universal
Declaration of Human Rights put the emphasis on the protection of people.

The other way, which could be used to allow the new world order to
emerge, was the creation of international organizations, in particular United
Nations and NATO. Both of these organizations were aimed to avoid the new
world war and the same scale of human suffering, which was experienced
in the first half of 20™ century. Even the failure with the League of Nations
could not prevent the international attempt to face the future threats.

However, the development of Cold War temporarily shifted attention
of the world from the issues of international security and protection of
human rights to the possible emergence of a third world war. The newly
established international organizations could not operate under the conditions
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of bipolar world, where two super powers divided the spheres of influences.
Till the 1990s the minor states did not have any voice in the international
arena. The states like Korea, Vietnam and Afghanistan became the battle
grounds for the Soviet Union and the US to show their military capacities.
Only the end of the Cold War and the collapse of the Soviet Union returned
the issue of the international security to the agenda.

The whole historical process of the second half of 20" century
created completely new vision of the security notion. Firstly, international
community realized the importance of the security studies. One of the major
determinates for the development of this particular field of studies was the
occurrence of humanitarian crisis in Yugoslavia, Rwanda and Somali. The
end of the Cold War was the perfect time for the reemergence of the
international organizations and increase in their power. However, international
community, embodied in the UN, failed to respond in coherent and efficient
manner to the events of 1990s. Therefore, firstly, security needed a new
broader interpretation. Secondly, it had to be adopted into the work of
international organizations as the major actors in a new world order.

The development of security studies allowed the creation of completely
new visions of the issue. The traditional realistic approach transformed into
the theory of global or collective security. Furthermore, the state centric
security changed into the concept of human security, in which human life
received much more value than the interests of the country. The broader
interpretation of the security studies was proposed by the professor of
international relations Barry Buzan. His book People, States and fear; the
national security problem in international relations became the incentive for
the development of the Copenghahen school. The latter adopted a critical
approach towards the notion of security and tries to broaden its traditional
vision. Considering the issue of security Buzan states: «in the case of
security, the discussion is about the pursuit of freedom from threat. When
this discussion is in the context of the international system, security is about
the ability of states and societies to maintain their independent identity and
their functional integrity». Buzan divides security to three different levels,
in particular, individual, state and international. Furthermore, he adds new
sectors to the notion of security, for instance, the political, military
economic societal and environmental (Stone 2009). Thus, Buzan broadens
the scopes of security studies [9].

The notion of international security revived the aspirations of collective
security, which were promoted by the League of Nations Covenant and give
the incentive for the development of new concepts, for instance, the human
security. Today, the collective security is embodied in the Responsibility to
Protect doctrine, which was adopted by the UN in 2005 World Summit
Outcome document. R2P recognizes the responsibility of the every state to
protect its citizens. however, when is unable to follow its obligations, the whole
responsibility shifts to the international community, embodied in the UN,
which can «use appropriate diplomatic, humanitarian and other peaceful means,
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in accordance with Chapters VI and VIII of the Charter, to help protect
populations from genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing and crimes against
humanity» (Article 139 Outcome Document 2005). In turn, the concept of
human security was introduced and broadly described in the Human
Development Report issued by the UN Development Programme (UNDP)
in 1994. Human Security recognizes the human life as the highest value and
put it in prior to the principles of state sovereignty and non-interventions.
Besides that, UDNP document identifies the new areas of threat which include
the economic, food, health, personal, and political (UNDP 1994) [10].
Human security concept was constructed under the several determinants,
including, the end of the Cold War, emergence of the new democratic
states, mass atrocities in Balkans and Africa, and finally revived importance
of human rights protection. As with the case of R2P, human security shifts
the main interests from the state to its citizens. It contradicts the principles
of realism, putting the state actions under question if they threaten the well-
being of people: «The traditional security discourse has changed in line
with the idea of human security from military conflict between sovereign
states towards the well-being of citizens within statesy». Thus, new security
concepts give a way for the further development of international cooperation
in the sphere of peace and stability building [11].

Conclusion. With the emergence of completely new vision of security
and with the rapid development of security studies, it became obvious that
states cannot deal with the new challenges alone. There are several
determinants that prevent the states to be in isolationist position and force
them to abide the rules of new world order. Firstly, today international
relations are conducted according to the existing international law. Therefore,
the actions or inactivity of the states can lead to the responsibility before the
international community and some sorts of sanctions. Secondly, the notion
of security was broaden as a response to new threats: «Current threats to
world peace are manifold and enduring: the continued presence of nuclear
weapons in countries with political instability; the proliferation of weapons of
mass destruction to non-superpower states; indigenous Third World disputes;
intra-state, trans border conflict; and ecological threats to security» [12]. All
these issues have to be covered by the whole international community. The
process of globalization erased the borders. Therefore, every internal crisis
became the global issue. For instance, the Arab Spring was followed by the
destabilization of the whole Middle East region and further militarization of
the conflict in Syria. Furthermore, today’s conflict in Ukraine involves the
security issues of the whole Europe and post-soviet states. The multipolarity
needs the coherent and strong global government. The latter cannot be
effective without the international organizations. Finally, the experience of
wars and interventions prevent the powerful states to take the full responsibility
for maintaining peace. For instance, the wars in Iraq, Afghanistan, and the
war on terror prevented the US to take the leadership in the 2011 Libyan
intervention. In turn, the US had a supportive role. Thus, the modern
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environment created a chain in which global government, new world order
and international organizations make the system workable and stable.

Nowadays, the issue of security is covered by the global and powerful
intergovernmental organizations that include the UN, NATO, OSCE, Interpol
and law enforcement organizations, for instance, International Criminal Court
and International Court of Justice. The global security is one of the most
important and relevant issues in the modern environment. Therefore, 10s
permanently develop the tools and measures to overcome the modern threats.

The United Nations is «the major IGO at present concerned with
international peace and security» [13]. The UN acts according to its Charter,
which identifies the maintenance of peace as the main goal of the organization
(1 Article 1945). Furthermore, the UN has the whole dimension of tools to
prevent or react to the existing threats, including the mechanisms of preventive
measures, peacekeeping missions, peacebuilding capacity, countering terrorism
and disarmament. All these issues are covered by the special offices, for
instance the Peacebuilding Commission and office for Disarmament Affairs.
Chapter VII of the UN Charter affirms the authority of UN Security Council in
the security matters. Security Council can use different measures, including
sanctions and interventions, in order to maintain peace and stability. The
doctrine of R2P, which was mentioned before, recognizes the Security
Council as the only legitimate authority that can implement it. Thus, today,
UN plays the role of global authority in the issues of international security.

Security issues in the global and regional levels have become the part
of NATO and OSCE. NATO became the strong promoter of western values.
The end of the Cold War threatened the existence of NATO, because the
major threat of that time had disappeared. However, in 21% century NATO
has to revive its security role on the global level. For instance, in 2011
NATO led the humanitarian intervention in Libya. Moreover, the emerging
threat from Russia forces NATO to rebuild its capacity and guarantee the
security for the western and central Europe. In turn, OSCE with 57 participating
states is one of the largest organizations in the world in the sphere of security.
Creation of the forum for the considerations is the main function of OSCE.
It covers the different dimensions of security, including, the «arms control,
terrorism, good governance, energy security, human trafficking, democratization,
media freedom and minority rights» [13]. Today, its missions are involved in
conflict in Ukraine, even though, its role there is rather contradictory issue.

ICC and ICJ are the law enforcement bodies, which functions as
independent actors in the international relations. Both of them are involved
in litigations concerning the crimes against humanity, war crimes, mass
atrocities, human rights violations. Furthermore, they play the preventive
role, increasing the value of the international law.

There are several determinants that create the environment in which
global security cannot be maintained without the international organizations.
Firstly, the end of the Cold War aspired the development of security studies
and emergence of a broaden notion of the security. Secondly, the new world
order needs the existence of the strong global governance. The latter is
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ineffective without the special arenas, which are embodied in IO0s. The UN
continues to follow its role of the main peace maintaining and stability
building body. Modern threats cannot be overcome without the global
cooperation, which is possible only on the level of 10s. The process of
globalization strengthens the ties between the states and creates the conditions
of interdependence. There are no longer internal conflicts, as they have
reflections on the international level. International community cannot stay
apparent to the security threats. Therefore, globalization strengthens the role
of the international organizations and gives a strong incentive for the further
development of their structure. Thus, today, IOs are the main actors in the
international security.
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T'onuapoea I0., Isawienko /., Miwyyk K. Mixcnapooni opzanizauii ma ix pons
y niompumuyi 2noo6anvHoi nonimuxku d6e3nexu.

Ilocmanoeka npodnemu. I06anizayis 6CMAHOBIOE HOBULL CNEKIND NPABUIL | NPUH-
yunie, AKi Kepyromy 2100anvHo0 cucmemoro. XXI cmonimms ModicHa po3ensioamu K epy
HOBUX Ni0X00i8 i KOHYenyil y MIdDCHApOOHUX 8iOHOocunax. besneka sk Ha HayioHAbLHOMY,
Max i Ha MidCHAPOOHOMY DIBHAX BUMAAE BCEOIUHO20 GUBHEHHL.

Ananiz ocmanuix Oocnioxycenv i nyonixkayin. I[lumanus OisinbHoCmi MIdICHA-
POOHUX Op2aHiz3ayill WUPOKO GUCBIMICHO Y NPABOBUX AKMAX MINCHAPOOHUX Op2aHizayill
ma O0CAI0INCEHHAX 3aPYOIJICHUX BUEHUX.

Memoio cmammi € 6UBYEHHSI POAI MINCHAPOOHUX Op2aHi3ayitl y RiOMpumMyi
2n06a1bHOI cucmemu Oe3nexu.

Memooonoziunoto 0cHo8010 00CNIONCEHHSA € 3a2dbHI MEMOOU HAYKOBO20 3HAHH,
a maKoxic Memoou, w0 GUKOPUCMOBYIOMbCA 6 IOPUOUYHIN HAYYI: aHANI3Y mda CUHME3Y,
Ghopmanvro-102iuni, NOPIGHATLHO-NPABOGI, CIATMUCTNUYHI MA TH.

Pezynomamu 0ocnioncennsn. Y misxcnapoonux sionocunax y XX—XXI cm. 6i00y-
JIUCSL ceplio3Hi sminu: 0o nouamky [pyeoi c8imosoi gilihu MidCHApoOHa cucmema Oisid
8 yM0o8ax anapxii, modi sK X0100HA GitiHa cmeopuia ymosu 0 oinoraprocmi. Toomo
enobanizayis 3MiHULA Cnocio, y AKUL C8IMo8a CUid pOo3NOOLULACA NO BCbOMY CGImY.
Hagimb Havivenwi Oepocasu cmanu 3aayuamucs 00 RPUUHAMMA piuleHs | 2100a1bHO20
npoyecy, 8 AKOMY KOXMCEH 20110C MA€ 3HaueHHs. [lomyocHi Oeparcasu He MOXCYmy ieHOpY-
eamu inmepecu cycioig, sKi € He HACMITLKU eKOHOMIUHO po3guHenumu. 1 10banvra éi1ada
Oinvute He 30cepeddcera )y 8Y3bKOMY KO BNIUBOBUX 0ePIHCAB.

Misicnapoone cnismosapucmeo He modice Oymu OCHOPOHb JTHOOCHKUX CIMPAXCOab
i epoMaodAHCHKUX KOHDIKMI6 ycepeduri 0y0b-5K0i Kpainu, a 0epicasHa 61aod, y 800
uepey, 4acmo He 8 3MO3I SUpIUMU 6HYMPIWHI npobiemu 6e3 mpyyaHHs 3306HL. 3 02nA0y
Ha ye, Mixicnapoonoio Komiciero 3 numansb oepicasnoco cysepenimemy y 2001 p. sanpo-
NOHOBAHO NOHAMMSA Gionogioanvrocmi 3a 3axucm (R2P). Konyenyis R2P, wo naoae
HOBULL 3MICTN NOHAMMIO 0EPACABHO20 CYBepeHimemy, AKUL paniue po3aisioascs K uya
61a0a ypsoy Hao il BHympiuHb00 ma 308HIUHBOI0 ROIMUKOI0 Oe3 0Y0b-9K020 6MpyUatHsL
3 OOKY THWOT Oepacasu, CbO200HI PO32TSOAEMbCIL SIK BIONOGIOAILHICMb OePHCABU 34 3AXUCI
CB80ix epomadsn i 30epexcents ixHboco 000pobymy. OOHAK, AKWO 0epIcasHa 61a0a He
8 3MO3I HeCcmu MaKy 8I0N0BIOANILHOCHI, BOHA 36EPMAEMbCA 00 MINCHAPOOHO20 CNIBMOBA-
pucmea, wo modice BUKOPUCOB8Y8AMU 6CI GIONOGIOHI 3ax00u 015 JNIKeI0ayii Macosux
3/104UHIG [ 3AXUCTY HCUMMST YUBLILHUX OCIO.

Bucnoeku. Jlepacasu y cyuacromy enobanizo8anomy ceimi nooouryi He 30amHi
NPOMUCMOAMU HOBUM BUKIUKAM, HE MOJICYMb nepedysamu 8 30JYioHICMCbKIU no3uyii
i 3Myuwieni 0OmpumMy8amucs npasuil HOBO20 C8IM08020 NOPAOKY, OCKIIbKU, No-nepuie, ix
0ii’ abo 6e30iANbHICMb MONCYMb NPU3EECmu 00 GIONOGIOANbHOCIIE Neped MIdNCHAPOOHUM
CRi8MOBAPUCMBOM, a NO-Opyee, NOHAMMA Oe3neKu po3uUpeHo K 8i0N08i0b HA pi3HOMA-
HIMHI ma cmitiki 3a2po3u: NOCMIUHA HASABHICMb 10epHOoi 30poi Y Kpainax 3 NoaimuyHo0
HeCmabiibHiCMIO, PO3NOBCI0JICEHHSL 30POI MACOBO20 YPANCEHHS HEOEPHCAGHUMU YINBOPEH-
HAMU; CHOPU KOPIHHO20 MPemv020 C8Imy, GHYMPIUHbOOEPHCABHUU, MPAHCKOPOOHHUL
KOHGixm, exonoeiuni 3azpo3u bezneyi. OCKinbku enobanizayis cmupae KopooHu, KOJICHA
BHYMPIWHA KPU3Ad cmae 2100anbHoio npoobnemoro. Mynbmunoaapricms nompebye nociioos-
HO20 I CUTbHO20 2100aIbHO20 YAy, AKULL He Modice Oymu eeKmusHUM Oe3 MINCHaAPOOHUX
opeanizayiu, soxpema, OOH, HATO, OBbCE, [nmepnon ma maxux npagooxopoHHUX
opeaunizayiu, ax, Hanpukiao, Mixcuapoonui kpuminanoruli cyo ma Mixcuapoouuii cyo.
Inobanvua be3nexa — o0He 3 HAUOINbUW BANCIUBUX | AKMYANLHUX NUMAHL Y CYUYACHUX
YMOBAX, MOMY MINCHAPOOHI Op2anizayii NOCMIUHO pOo3pPOOAAIOMb THCMPYMEHMU ma
3ax00U 0151 NOOOJIAHHS CYHACHUX 3A2PO3.

Knwuyosi crosa: MikHaApOIHA opraHizallis, riodarizaiis, Mi>KHapoHe MPaBo,
riobanpHa Ge3rneKa, MiXKHapOIHI BiTHOCHHH.
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