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Summary. This scholarly article examines the development
of the concept of restitution through the lens of its evolution,
with a focus on legal doctrine and international legal practice.
The study examines the historical stages of the development
of the concept of restitutio in integrum in Roman law,
the characteristics of its subsequent development in
international legal thought, and its transformation into one
of the key mechanisms for restoring violated rights within
the system of international legal responsibility of subjects
of international law. The study analyzed doctrinal approaches
to defining the conceptual framework in relation to other forms
such as reparation, compensation, satisfaction, and substitution.
The study focuses on the evolutionary stages of the concept’s
development under the influence of the practice of international
judicial institutions, in particular the decisions of the Permanent
Court of International Justice and the European Court of Human
Rights. Attention is given to the processes of codification
of international legal responsibility within the framework
of the United Nations International Law Commission.
The study identifies the specific features of applying restitution
to the return of unlawfully seized property, cultural property,
and living heritage, and analyzes contemporary challenges
in distinguishing between various forms of international
legal redress. The study’s findings indicate that the concept
of restitution has evolved through a complex yet flexible
developmental path, from an institution of Roman private law
to a universal mechanism for restoring a violated legal status
in contemporary international law. It is argued that, under
contemporary conditions, restitution remains a priority form
with a dynamic nature of development, which, by its very
nature, is capable of acting preventively.

Key words: restitutio in integrum, restitution, preventive
restitution, international legal responsibility, internationally
wrongful act, compensation for damages, cultural property,
living heritage, doctrine of international law, international legal
practice, international law, contemporary international law,
international human rights standards.

Purpose statement. The current period of dynamic change in
the international legal order which directly affects the restoration
of violated rights and the remediation of the consequences of
internationally wrongful acts is of particular significance. The
ongoing presence of armed conflicts, human rights violations,
unlawful seizure of property, destruction of wildlife, occupation
or annexation of territories, and other challenges to international

security underscore the need to seek effective legal mechanisms
for restoration and the assurance of justice. Therefore, restitution
occupies a distinctive position as one of the fundamental legal
remedies aimed at restoring the situation that existed immediately
prior to the commission of the unlawful acts.

Contemporary legal doctrine has solid grounds for holding that
the phenomenon of restitution has undergone a sufficiently long
evolutionary

development [25, pp. 1098-1099] and possesses a distinctive
legal nature. The origins of this phenomenon can be traced back to
Roman law, where the concept of restitutio in integrum was regarded
as an exceptional means of restoring violated rights and eliminating
the unjust consequences of legal facts. Over time, this legal
construct underwent significant transformations, gradually becoming
integrated into national legal systems and into international law
itself. At the same time, legal relationships evolved logically,
new forms of liability were established, and judicial mechanisms
developed all of which contributed and continue to contribute to a
rethinking of the substance and functional purpose of restitution.

Emphasizing the relevance of this study, it is worth highlighting
the fact that restitution is also undergoing certain changes in the
context of contemporary international legal practice. As of now,
restitution is viewed not only as a form of material compensation or
the return of property, but as a broad-based mechanism for restoring
the status quo [15, p. 75]. This phenomenon encompasses various
mechanisms for restoring the legal status of individuals, territories,
and states. This aspect is reflected in the practice of the International
Court of Justice of the United Nations (hereinafter “UN”), the
European Court of Human Rights (hereinafter “ECHR”), and other
international judicial bodies.

It is particularly important to emphasize that, despite the
significant number of scholarly works both Western and Ukrainian
devoted to the issue of international legal responsibility, the
evolution of the phenomenon of restitution continues to be a subject
of scholarly debate. Legal doctrine offers various approaches to
understanding the legal nature of this phenomenon, its relationship
to other forms, the criteria for its application, and its place within the
system of international legal remedies. Given the above-mentioned
aspects, examining the evolution of the phenomenon of restitution
in legal doctrine and international legal practice is timely and of
scientific significance. An examination of the historical background,
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doctrinal approaches, and contemporary practice of restitution allows
us not only to trace the patterns of restitution’s development but also
to identify prospects for its further transformation within the context
of the current international legal order.

State of the Research on the Topic. The use of scholarly works
by researchers whose work is relevant to the topic of this study
played an important role in exploring the issue. Among these, the
following should be noted: O. Barabash, G.A. Bialy, P. Gorinov,
M. Hrynyshyn, I.M. Dolyanovska, V.I. Karasov, Ya. Zhukorska,
M.M. Kamyshansky, V.V. Lykhvar, K.S. Lisova, I.V. Novosad, and
0.S. Gonchar.

The purpose of this scholarly article is to conduct a
comprehensive study of the development of the phenomenon of
restitution in legal doctrine and international legal practice, and
to identify the evolutionary preconditions for the formation and
development of the concept of restitutio in integrum from its earliest
origins to its contemporary understanding as a form of restoration
of violated rights.

Presentation of the Main Material. It appears that clarifying
the legal nature of restitution is impossible without referring to its
origins, which are rooted in Roman law. Therefore, the prevailing
view among scholars is that the concept of restitutio in integrum was
developed within the Roman legal tradition [14, p. 115]. This fact
confirms the existence of the first legal mechanisms for restoring
violated rights and returning a person to the position that existed
prior to the occurrence of unlawful actions. Despite its centuries-
long evolutionary path, the institution of restitution has not lost
its relevance in the modern legal landscape. This phenomenon
continues to be an important element of civil law regulation while
also retaining significance for the development of international legal
mechanisms for the restoration of violated rights. It appears that this
approach allows not only for an understanding of the contemporary
legal nature of restitution but also for tracing the patterns of
development of mechanisms for restoring violated rights in national
and international law [16, p. 38].

It is worth noting that there is a certain dilemma in legal
doctrine regarding the definition of the concept of “restitution,”
which gives rise to several approaches to understanding the
substance and legal nature of this phenomenon. Etymologically,
the term derives from the Latin word restitutio, which means
“restoration” or “return” [12, p. 290]. As we established earlier,
the concept of restitutio in integrum has its origins in Roman law,
where this phenomenon was viewed as an obligation to restore the
situation that existed prior to the commission of an unlawful act.
Therefore, in international law, restitution traditionally serves to
restore a violated right by returning property, territories, or other
material assets that, for example, were unlawfully seized, occupied,
or transferred as a result of an unlawful act. Contemporary and,
to a certain extent, transitional realities provide examples such as
the return of property unlawfully transferred by one entity from
the territory of another for example, during an armed conflict, the
nature of which may be international or non-international. At this
stage, restitution can serve as one of the characteristic mechanisms
for restoring the violated rights and eliminating the consequences
of internationally wrongful conduct [18, p. 50].

By examining the evolutionary development of this
phenomenon, it becomes entirely possible to emphasize that
restitution applies not only to property located on the territory of
a particular entity, such as a state involved in an armed conflict,

but also to objects that, as a result of unlawful actions, have come
into the possession of or are under the control of even third parties.
And it is at this stage that we would like to note that the return of
cultural property occupies a special place within the institution of
restitution. In legal doctrine, the restitution of cultural property
is regarded as a special type of restitution involving the return of
objects of historical, cultural, artistic, scientific, or religious heritage
that were unlawfully removed and transferred. Therefore, the return
of cultural property is one of the priority areas for the development
of international legal regulation of restitution relations [19, p. 318]. A
distinct focus on this category of property can already be traced back
to international treaties concluded after World War 1. In particular,
a number of treaties under the Versailles system contained special
provisions aimed at regulating the return of cultural property and
other objects of exceptional historical and cultural significance.
This step represents a stage in the formation of the international
legal foundations for restitution and the further development of
mechanisms for the protection of cultural heritage in the context of
armed conflicts [4, p. 100].

When examining this doctrine, scholars traditionally distinguish
between the material and non-material liability of states for the
commission of internationally wrongful acts [8, p. 37]. Material
liability, in particular, is aimed at eliminating the consequences
of the harm caused and restoring the legal status quo that was
violated. Its main forms generally include restitution, substitution,
and reparation, each of which has its own specific characteristics
depending on the nature of the harm caused and the possibilities
for its compensation. It appears that restitution occupies a central
place among these forms; it consists of restoring the situation that
existed prior to the commission of the internationally wrongful act
and, in turn, requires the elimination or minimization of the harm
caused [7, p. 58]. And it is precisely here that it is important to note
the main purpose of restitution, which is to restore the previous
legal and factual state. Substitution is considered one of the forms
of restitution. Its application is necessary in cases where the return
of specific property to its original state is impossible for example,
due to destruction, loss, or significant damage. An examination of
international practice reveals that circumstances often arise in which
neither one form of liability nor another is capable of ensuring the
restoration of the violated state. In such cases, the legal instrument
of reparation is applied as an independent form of material liability
under international law. The essence of this phenomenon lies in
compensating for the harm caused through the provision of monetary
payments, goods, services, or other forms of material compensation.
Reparation is intended to compensate for the negative consequences
of an international wrongful act and for lost property, with the aim
of ensuring the principle of just compensation in legal relations
[11,p. 131].

When examining the development of the institution of
restitution and other forms of liability, it is necessary to take into
account the inseparable link with the evolution of the very concept
of states’ liability under international law. The establishment of
relevant mechanisms was largely influenced by the principle of
state sovereignty, which for a long time defined the nature of
international relations and the limits of states’ legal obligations. At
the same time, the evolution of the international legal order led to the
gradual establishment of universally binding norms and principles
of international law, in particular the norms of jus cogens, which are
today regarded as the fundamental basis of the modern international
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legal system. The evolutionary origins of the concept of reparations
in international law are traditionally associated with Hugo Grotius. In
his 1625 work De jure belli ac pacis, the philosopher established the
existence of a legal connection between the breach of international
or treaty obligations and the emergence of a duty to remedy the
consequences of such a breach; this aspect is typically examined
through the lens of the means of waging war and the moment of the
establishment of peace [17, pp. 123-124]. It is worth noting that the
existing terminology, in particular the concept of “restitution,” had
not yet been established during that period. In light of the above, it
is possible to emphasize that the theoretical approaches developed
by the thinker became an important foundation for the further
development of international legal responsibility [5, p. 28].

This stage of the study allows us to note that the development of
the responsibility of the principal subjects of international law was
accompanied by a shift in approaches to redressing harm caused by
internationally wrongful acts. One such example is contribution,
which was predominantly tort-based in nature and was widely
applied in interstate relations until the beginning of the last century.
The specific nature of this phenomenon lay in the victorious state’s
imposition, by coercion, of an obligation on the defeated state to
make monetary or property payments regardless of the actual extent
of the damage caused [10, p. 815]. This practice remained for a long
time one of the consequences of armed conflicts; therefore, one can
find the view in legal doctrine that contribution, as an independent
form of international liability, effectively ceased to exist after 1919.
In contrast, in modern international law, compensation for damage
caused by an internationally wrongful act is primarily linked to the
institution of restitution. We have now reached the next stage in
this evolution, where we can see that international legal doctrine
distinguishes between restitution in kind that is, restitutio in integrum
and restoration restitutio in pristinum. Restitution in kind entails
restoring, to the greatest extent possible, the material situation that
existed prior to the commission of the internationally wrongful act,
through the return of property, territories, or other objects unlawfully
taken or seized as a result of the wrongful act. It is this type of
restitution that most fully reflects the fundamental principle of
international legal responsibility, according to which the violated
right must be restored to the extent that this is factually and legally
possible [6, p. 164].

The next stage in the development of the doctrine of state
responsibility is the practice of international judicial decisions, in
particular those of the Permanent Court of International Justice in
the Factory at Chorzow case [20]. In academic circles, this case
is considered one of the fundamental precedents in this field. It
was in this decision that one of the defining principles of modern
international law was formulated, according to which a breach of
an international obligation gives rise to an obligation on the part of
the breaching state to remedy the consequences of such a breach
by fully compensating for the damage caused. The judgment in the
Factory at Chorzow case [20] significantly influenced the further
development of the concept of reparations in international law. The
Court effectively held that compensation must cover the full extent
of the negative consequences of the wrongful act, including not
only direct material damages but also other losses causally linked
to the unlawful act. This approach marked a significant step in the
development of state liability and largely shaped the subsequent
evolution of the institutions of restitution, compensation, and other
forms [1, p. 361].

The current reality demonstrates the significant development
of the institution of international legal responsibility and its legal
consolidation within the system of modern international law. This
aspect concerns such interrelated concepts as reparation, restitution,
compensation, and satisfaction, the legal distinctions between which
are not always clear-cut in either doctrine or practice. Decisions by
international judicial bodies shape the contemporary understanding
of the phenomenon we are examining; in particular, this also pertains
to the ECHR. At this stage, it is worth noting the case of Brumérescu
v. Romania, in which the court states that “If the nature of the
violation allows for the restoration of the previous state (restitutio
in integrum), then the respondent State is obligated to do so” [27].
In other words, we also see here a certain influence and development
of the standard of human rights protection, because in this context,
the High Contracting Parties are obligated to uphold the rights
guaranteed by the Convention, and the concept of restitution serves
as a significant aid in this regard.

It is worth noting that the concept of reparation in international
law can be used in both a broad and a narrow sense. Focusing on the
concept of restitution, the nature of this aspect is aimed at restoring
the situation that existed prior to the commission of the unlawful act;
compensation consists of reimbursement for damages in monetary
or other material form, while satisfaction involves the application
of non-material measures aimed at restoring the violated justice
and the international standing of the aggrieved party. Therefore, the
existence of a multifaceted approach to interpreting these categories
often gives rise to both doctrinal dilemmas and practical difficulties
in resolving disputes of both an international and non-international
nature. As a result, differences may arise in international practice
regarding the scope of the offending state’s obligations, the choice
of an appropriate form of reparation, and the criteria for assessing
the harm caused. Therefore, the practical distinction between forms
of international legal responsibility and their application remains
one of the key areas of development in contemporary international
legal doctrine [3, p. 500].

The development of the international legal responsibility of
subjects of international law has been a gradual process and is
directly linked to the overall evolution of international law. To a
certain extent, mechanisms of responsibility serve as a factor in
strengthening the international legal order. In classical international
law, the responsibility of states was largely viewed through the
lens of compensation for harm caused to foreign citizens or
property [2, p. 689]. It is noteworthy that during this period, the
principle gradually took shape according to which a breach of an
international obligation gives rise to the legal responsibility of
the breaching state. This approach was reflected in international
practice and became an important element in the formation
of the general concept of international legal responsibility.
In fact, the next stage in the development of the institution of
international legal responsibility occurred in the 20th century,
when the codification of international law gained momentum
and the role of another category of subjects of international law
namely, international organizations grew. The activities of the
United Nations International Law Commission were of paramount
importance in this process. This body undertook the systematization
and doctrinal analysis of the norms governing the responsibility of
states for internationally wrongful acts. Consequently, we now see
the formation of a modern conceptual model of international legal
responsibility, within the framework of which its main structural
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elements have been defined. These include the existence of an
internationally wrongful act and the occurrence of international
legal consequences, which entail the obligation to remedy the
consequences of the violation and ensure adequate compensation
for the harm caused. Consequently, these components have become
the foundation of the modern understanding of the mechanisms
of restitution, compensation, and other forms of reparation in
international law [13, p. 11].

Contemporary reality demonstrates that restitution is most
commonly applied in the context of the return of cultural property
that has been unlawfully removed or displaced as a result of armed
conflicts or other internationally wrongful acts. The very issue of
restoring states’ control over cultural heritage objects has become
one of the key areas of development for restitution mechanisms
in international law. As a rule, the subject of restitution in such
cases is cultural property of special historical, religious, or other
significant importance. It is necessary to cite examples here, such
as museum exhibits, archival documents, works of art, religious
artifacts, and other cultural heritage objects that constitute an
important part of a state’s national identity and historical memory.
The international community’s heightened focus on the return of
cultural property stems not only from its material value but also from
its exceptional importance for preserving the cultural identity of
peoples. Therefore, it should be added here that restitution can serve
not only a compensatory function but also a cultural-restorative one,
contributing to the restoration of historical justice and the protection
of the world’s cultural heritage [9, p. 147].

The next step in the research is aimed at broadening our
understanding of the phenomenon of restitution, with a focus on
reflections regarding the conservation of fauna. Studies of Raphus
cucullatus (the dodo) and the Kanaani cat provide grounds for
rethinking traditional approaches to understanding restitution and
for developing a conceptual approach to the preventive restitution
of living heritage. A distinctive feature of the study is the fact that
the Kanaani is an extremely rare Israel cat breed [26]. There is also
a contrast between these two examples namely, the dodo serves
as a symbol of the irreversible loss of biological diversity and a
reminder of humanity’s inability to preserve a unique element of
the natural heritage of the present in a timely manner, whereas
the case of the Kanaani demonstrates the possibility of applying
preventive mechanisms aimed at preserving objects threatened
with extinction.

Therefore, it is necessary here to focus on the evolution of
the very concept of restitution, which, during the era of classical
international law, was primarily associated with the return of
tangible objects resulting from internationally wrongful acts,
examples of which were mentioned earlier. However, contemporary
developments in international legal doctrine and interdisciplinary
research indicate a gradual expansion of the substantive scope
of this category and its adaptation to the new challenges of a
globalized world. Unlike classical forms of restitution, and in the
case of wildlife conservation, the focus is not on the return of a value
that has already been lost, but on creating conditions specifically
for conservation and continued existence. In such circumstances,
restitution acquires the capacity to act preventively and is carried
out through various measures aimed at documenting the origin
of the object, securing international recognition, providing legal
protection, and facilitating institutional restoration. This conceptual
proposal allows us to view restitution not only as a mechanism for

remedying the consequences of a violation that has already occurred,
but also as a tool for preventing the irreversible loss of objects that
represent distinctive cultural, religious, historical, or natural value.
Therefore, in our view, the idea of preventive restitution of fauna or
living heritage broadens traditional conceptions of the meaning and
functions of restitution already present in contemporary international
law, shifting the emphasis from an exclusively restorative function to
the preservation and protection of unique objects until the moment
of their potential loss [23, p. 169].

In light of the above, the development of contemporary
international law demonstrates a gradual shift in approaches to the
management and protection of heritage. Whereas such functions
were traditionally the exclusive responsibility of states, non-state
or transnational actors are now playing an increasingly significant
role. International organizations, research institutions, professional
associations, charitable foundations, and other institutions are
becoming increasingly involved in the processes of preserving
cultural and biological heritage and developing international
standards for the protection of both human and living heritage.

The findings of this scholarly article lead us to conclude that
restitution is more than a legal doctrine; this phenomenon directly
embodies the very purpose reflected in this legal concept. That
is, when it comes to a normative legal act, the primary mission
regarding restitution lies not only in identifying injustice but, on the
contrary, in ensuring that the current legal framework is capable of
acting preventively [24]. This component illustrates the evolution
of international legal regulation to its current state, within which
the preservation of unique heritage sites is ensured through the
cooperation of state, intergovernmental, and non-state actors at the
global level [22, pp. 124-125]. In this regard, non-governmental
actors such as the WCF can play a significant role; therefore, while
on the one hand this remains a matter of debate regarding “soft
power,” the current legal reality is transforming this approach, as
this category of actors promotes and protects sites within their sphere
of activity [21].

Conclusions. It should be noted that this study leads to the
conclusion that the phenomenon of restitution has undergone and
continues to undergo a long and complex evolutionary process,
transforming from a legal construct of Roman private law into
one of the key mechanisms of international legal liability. It has
been established that the concept of restitutio in integrum, which
originated in Roman law, laid the foundation for the restoration of
a violated legal status and had a decisive influence on the further
development of both national legal systems and international law.
The study revealed that the formation of the modern understanding of
restitution occurred in parallel with the emergence of the institution
of states’ international legal responsibility. From classical notions
of the obligation to remedy the consequences of a legal violation,
the doctrine of international law has gradually evolved into a
comprehensive system of redress, within which restitution has taken
a leading role alongside compensation and satisfaction. As a result
of the study of doctrinal approaches, it has been established that,
despite the widespread use of the term “restitution” in international
law, controversial issues still arise. Particular attention is paid to the
study of the practice of applying restitution with regard to the return
of unlawfully seized property and cultural property. It has been
established that the sphere of cultural heritage protection has become
one of the most important areas of development for restitution
mechanisms in international law. The return of cultural property is

186



ISSN 2307-1745 HaykoBui BicHMK MixHapoaHOro rymaHitapHoro yHisepcutety. Cep.: HOpucnpyaeHuia. 2026 Ne 82

now viewed not only as a form of material compensation but also
as an instrument for restoring historical justice, protecting national
identity, and preserving humanity’s cultural heritage. Furthermore,
as part of this study, the author has formulated a proposal to refine
the contemporary understanding of restitution so that it can serve not
only a restorative function but also a preventive one, basing this on
the Latin expression jus est ars boni et aequi.
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I'pedenrok M., Caaitra M. EBoawounia ¢penomeny
pectiTyuii y npaBoBiii 1okTpuHi Ta Mi:KHApoaHiii mpaBoBiii
NpaKTHI

AHoTamisi. Y HayKoOBi#l cTaTTi 3’SICOBAHO PO3BUTOK
SBULIA PECTUTYLISI KPi3b HPHU3MYy €BOJIOLIl 3a GOKycoM
Ha MPABOBY AOKTPHUHY Ta MIKHApOIHO-IIPABOBY MPAaKTHKY.
JocniKyBaaucs iCTOPUYHI €Tamd PO3BUTKY KOHIIETIil
restitutio in integrum y puMChbKOMY IpaBi, 0COOJIMBOCTI
MOJaJIBIIIOTO PO3BUTKY B MIKHApPOJHO-NPABOBINA JyMIli
Ta TpaHchopMalilo B OAMH i3 KJIIOYOBHUX MEXaHI3MiB
BIJTHOBJICHHSI TOPYLICHUX IpaB y CUCTEMi MIXKHAPOJIHO-
IpaBoOBOI BIAMOBIJAaNBHOCTI Cy0’€KTIB MIXKXHapOIXHOTO
npaBa. IlpoanHanizoBaHO AOKTPHHAJIbHI MiAXOOH IO
BU3HAUCHHS MOHATIHHOTO amapara y CIHIBBIJIHOIICHHI
3 iHmUMU GopMaMu TakuM K pernapalis, KOMIeHcallis,
carucdakuiss tTa cydbcturyuis. JlOCHiAHUIBKY yBary
MPUALICHO €BOJIIOIIHHUM eTanaM pO3BUTKY KOHIEMNUIT i
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BINTUBOM MPaKTUKH MDXHAPOMHHUX CYJOBUX IHCTUTYMIi,
30kpema pimenH [locTiiHOT manaTu MiXKHapOIHOTO
npaBocynas Ta €BpOmeichbKOTO cyaa 3 MpaB JIOAUHU.
AKIIEHTY€ThCS yBara npouecaM koaudikauii Mi>KHapoaHO-
MpaBOBOT BIAMOBINANBHOCTI B Mexax AisuibHOCTI Komicii
MixHapogHoro npaBa OOH. BusznaueHo 0coG1uBOCTI
3aCTOCYBaHHSI PECTUTYLIl 00 MOBEPHEHHS HE3aKOHHO
BUJIYYEHOTO MaiiHa, KyJbTyPHHUX IIHHOCTEH Ta KHUBOI
CIaJIIMHK, & TAKOXX IPOaHaJi30BaHO CydyacHi mpoliemu
pO3MeXyBaHHs PI3HUX (HOPM MINKHAPOAHO-TIPABOBOTO
BIIIIKOAYBaHHSA. 3a pe3yabTaTaMu JOCIIIXKEHHS BCTAHOBJIEHO,
[0 SBUIIE PECTUTYIiS GOPMYETHCS KPi3b CKIAJHUHN ale
y TOH e 4ac THYYKHH HOUISX PO3BHUTKY BiJ 1HCTHUTYTY
PUMCBKOTO IPUBATHOTO IpaBa A0 YHIBEPCAIbHOTO MEXaHi3My
BiJIHOBJICHHSI TOPYIIEHOTO MPABOBOTO CTaHY Yy CYy4acHOMY
MIKHapoJgHoMy IpaBi. OOGIpyHTOBaHO, L0 B Cy4acCHHX

@ CTaTTA MOLUMPIOETHCA HA YMOBAX
@ niyeHsii BigKpuToro goctyny
(CCBY 4.0)
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YMOBax PECTUTYIIS 3JIUIIAETHCS MPIOPUTETHOIO (HOPMOIO
3 TUHAMIYHUM XapaKTepPOM PO3BUTKY, sIKa 38 CBOE MPHUPOIOT0
3/1aTHa MPEBEHTHBHO JiSTH.

KutouoBi cioBa: restitutio in integrum, pecTUTyLis,
MpEeBEHTUBHA PECTUTYIisg, MIKHapOoJIHO-NIpaBOBa
BiJIMOBIJAJILHICTh, MI)KHapOJHO-IIPOTUIIPABHE MisSHHS,
BIiJIIIKO/TyBaHHSI IIIKOJTH, KYJIBTYpHI IIIHHOCTI, )KMBa CHa/IIINHA,
MI)KHApOJIHO-IIPaBOBa IOKTPHHA, MIKHAPOJAHO-TIPaBOBA
MpaKTHKa, MDKHAPOIHE MPABO, CydyacHe MIKHAPOIHE MPaBo,
MDKHAPOJIHI CTaHAapPTH 3aXUCTY MPAB JFOIUHH.

Buxopucranns mryunoro intenexty. [lix yac miarotosku
CTATT] IHCTPYMEHTH IUTYYHOTO IHTENEKTY BUKOPHCTOBYBAINICS BHU-
KJTIOYHO /ISl MOBHOTO PEZIaryBaHHs, NEPEBIPKH IPaMaTHKH, Tepe-
K1ajry abo iHIINX JOMOMIKHIX 3aBIaHb, 0e3 BUKOPHCTAHHS 3TeHe-
POBaHUX HUMH 00 €KTIB K PE3Y/BTATIB AKaIEMIYHOI TISITBHOCTI
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