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International legal responsibility of states is one of the fundamental and oldest
institutions of international law. One of the guiding principles in modern international
law is the principle of sovereign equality. Adhering to this principle, states take part in
mutual relations and multilateral international communication, possessing sovereignty
as a political and legal property and international immunity, which express the
supremacy of each of them within the country and independence in external relations.
At the same time, the mentioned principle is not a sign of the lack of interaction and
interdependence of states, since no state can exist and develop in isolation from the
entire world community. This principle enables the state to carry out any actions that
do not contradict the established principles and norms of international law. If the state
does not fulfill or violates its obligations arising from the norms of international law,
the question of its responsibility before individual states or the world community as a
whole naturally arises. The principle of sovereign equality makes it possible to
distinguish states into the main group of subjects of international law, and therefore of
international responsibility. When studying the theory of international law, the subjects
of international legal responsibility are the subjects of international law. The current
articles adopted by the UN General Assembly are mainly devoted to the responsibility
of states to other states. However, it should be noted that the general part of the articles
also applies to the responsibility of states before other subjects of international law.

In addition to states, states that advocate self-determination and international
(intergovernmental) organizations are also considered subjects of the law of
international legal responsibility [1, p. 98]. In 2002, the UN International Law
Commission, in accordance with the resolution of the UN General Assembly, started
working on the topic "Responsibility of international organizations". The issue of legal
personality of natural persons is debatable in the theory of international law. The
majority of authors (for example, D.B. Levin, V.A. Vasylenko, V. Davyd and others)
justify the position according to which natural persons, like legal entities, are not
subjects of international legal responsibility. The question of the legal personality of
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transnational corporations is similar to the problem of the international legal
personality of an individual. The definition of "international legal responsibility"
covers legal relations arising under international law in connection with an
internationally wrongful act. Therefore, the content of international legal responsibility
consists of negative consequences that occur for the state as a result of its violation of
the norms of international law. These legal relations can be both bilateral and
multilateral (in case of an increase in the number of subjects due to the participation of
other subjects, except the injured state) [2, p. 47]. They arise both in connection with
the initial obligations of the subject's responsibility, and in connection with the use of
coercive measures by the injured party (with the aim of forcing the offending state to
fulfill the initial obligations).

The legal relations of international legal responsibility can be outlined in detail
and structured as follows: the basis of international legal responsibility of a state is its
violation of an international obligation, that is, the commission of an international
offense. In order to draw a conclusion about the presence of an international offense, it
IS necessary to establish whether there was an action or inaction by state officials or
bodies that, according to the current norms of international law, can be blamed on the
state, and such behavior violated the international obligation of this state. Since the
state can perform certain actions or not act with the help of its organs and officials, it
can be blamed for the internationally illegal behavior of only such individuals who
have the status of a state organ or its official. The action or inaction of these persons,
which violates the norm of international law, is considered in international practice as
the behavior of the state itself. A state will bear international responsibility for the
actions of its legislative body if it has adopted a law or other normative act that
contradicts the international obligations of that state. For example, the European Court
of Human Rights in the Decision in the case "Kononenko v. Ukraine" dated December
7, 2006 recognized a violation of paragraph 1 of Art. 6 of the European Convention on
the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms of 1950 and Art. 1 of the
First Protocol to this Convention on the grounds that in accordance with the Law of
Ukraine "On the Introduction of a Moratorium on the Compulsory Sale of Property"
dated December 26, 2001, a moratorium was introduced on the compulsory sale of
property of state-owned enterprises, in the statutory funds of which the state's share is
more than 25% , as a result of which the decision of the national court rendered in
favor of the applicant was not implemented for more than 7 years and 11 months [3].
The basis for the emergence of liability will be the official publication of such an act
of parliament (which in most cases is also the moment from which the normative act
enters into force). Failure by the parliament of a state to adopt a legislative act
necessary for the fulfillment of its international obligation can trigger the responsibility
of that state only if it caused moral or material damage. However, there are situations
when the state can bear responsibility for inaction as such (without the occurrence of
negative consequences), in particular, if the subject of an international agreement was
precisely the adoption of relevant legislative acts.
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IOnin CATAHJIAK

KaHouoam opuoudHuUx Hayk, 0oyeHm doyenm xageopu nyoaiunoco ma
MidcHapoOHo2o npasa Kuiecbko2o HAYIOHAILHO20 eKOHOMIYHO20 YHIgepcumenm)y iMeHi
Baouma I'emvmana

HEPCIIEKTUBU AJIMIHICTPATUBHO-ITPABOBOI'O
PEI'YJIIOBAHHS NIPABOBOI'O CTATYCY BHYTPILIHbBO-
NEPEMIIIEHUX OCIB B YKPAIHI B YMOBAX POCIMCBKOI BOEHHOI
ATPECII 3 YPAXYBAHHSAM HIMEIIBKOI'O JOCBIY

[Ticns macmTabHOi BiiickkoBOi arpecii P@ B VYkpaini 24.02.2022 p. monu B
VYKkpaiHi ONUHUIUCA B HOBIM peaIbHOCTI, aJKe T 3arpo30I0 3HAXOISThCS 0a30Bi
mpaBa JIIOAMHUA HA JKATTA Ta Oesmeky. Haxanb, 3 ypaxyBaHHAM HOBHX BifCHKOBO-
MOJITUYHUX peaniil, aepxaBa He Moxe Ha 100% 3abe3neuyBatu 11 0a30Bl IpaBa
moneit. Ille He 3po3ymino, Y MOXKHA 1€ CTaH Ha3BaTH HOBOKO MOJIITUKO-NPABOBOIO
CUTYAIli€l0, ajie T, 10 B HAC 3 SIBUJIOCS JOCTATHbO MHUTAHb, SIKI MOTPEOYIOTH HOBOTO 1
MOJITHYHOTO, EKOHOMIYHOTO 1 IPABOBOT'O BUPILIEHHS, Y 3B’ 53Ky 13 BINCBKOBUMU J1SIMU
Ha TepuTopii YKpaiHUM, MU MYCHMO II€ BH3HATH. SIK BIJIOMO, KEPIBHHUIITBO KpaiHU
PUIHSIIO PIllIEHHS BBECTH HA TEPUTOPIi HAIIOI JAep)KaBU BOeHHUM cTaH 3 24.02.2022
p. (VII Ne64/2022) [1], mo B>ke TOBOPUTH MPO OCOOJIMBOCTI peanizarii IpUpOIHUX
npaB Jrojed 1 rpoMajsH B Ykpaini Ha 1meil mepioa. IIporte, ronoBHOI0 3amayeto
Jiep>kaBu OyJI0 1 3aJIMIIAETHCS 30€PIrTH KUTTS CBOIX I'POMAJSH Ta 3a0€3MEeUUTH iX
0a30B1 moTpeOu, abu He IOMYCTUTH TyMaHITapHOi KaracTpodu, sika Oyae MaTu
HACJIIJIKK HE JulIe B YKpaiHi, ajne il rio0albHO MOBILIMBAE HA COI1aJIbHO-E€KOHOMIYH1
Ta MOJIITUYHI IPOLIECH Y BCbOMY CBITI.

3a pganumMu MiHIiCcTepcTBa 3 MUTaHb pEIHTErpalli TUMYAacOBO OKYIMOBAHHMX
TepuTopii Ykpainu cranoM Ha 11.05. 2022 p. KUIbKICTh BHYTPIIIHBO HNEPEMIIIEHUX
oci6 (BIIO) B VYkpaini nepeumuna 8 muH. jrofed. Haitoinema kinekicts BITO
criocTepiraiach 13 Takux obOjactei: XapkiBcbka -21 %, M. KuiB — 19%, KuiBchka —
18%, Jomeupka — 15%, Jlyranceka — 5%. HatomicTh, 3a JaHUMH BiJIOMCTBA,
HaWO1IbIIIe MpUMaITK JTIoIel B Takux oOnacTsax: JninponerpoBbeka — 11%, KuiBchka
— 10%, JIbBiBCchKa — 9%, Binaumpska — 7%, IlontaBcbka - 7% (odimiiinuii cailt
MisnpeinTerparii) [2].

B Toii xe yac inTepHeT-pecypc ( Www.lb.ua/society), mocunarourch Ha BiIOMOCTI
BEPXOBHOTO Komicapa 3 muTaHb OivkeHIiB OOH, moBimomuB mpo Te, mo 9 MIH.
YKpAaiHIlIB BUIXaJIA 3 KpaiHU 3 TTOYAaTKOM BiitHU [3].

Ile man3BuyaiiHO BenMKi IU(pPU, 0OCOOIUBO, B KOHTEKCTI TOTO, 110 MU MaEMO
PO3YMITH, JIOAH, HAPOJ — II€ OJHA 13 XapaKTepHUX PHUC JEPKaBHOCTI, TUM Tade, II0
TEepUTOplaibHa LUIICHICTh KpaiHU nopyuieHa. ToOTO ABI HalOUIbLI rio0aabHI PUCH,
SIK1 IpUTAaMaHH1 JIepKaBHOCTI, Hapa3l B YKpaiHi ONMUHWIKCS Mij 3arpO30I0 — HApOJ Ta
TEPUTOPIS.


http://www.lb.ua/society

