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PREVENTING SYSTEMIC HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS:
MECHANISMS OF INTERACTION
BETWEEN THE UNITED NATIONS
AND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

AsstracT. This article critically examines the institutional and functional capacity of the
United Nations and international organizations to prevent systemic human rights violations under
conditions of increasing global instability, armed conflicts, hybrid threats, and large-scale socio-
economic transformations. The study argues that contemporary human rights violations should be
understood not as isolated legal incidents, but as systemic and interconnected phenomena generating
cumulative demographic, economic, institutional, and humanitarian consequences.

Particular attention is devoted to the mechanisms of interaction between the United Nations,
its specialized agencies, international organizations, and emerging non-state actors within the
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framework of global preventive governance. The article identifies key limitations of the contemporary
international human rights architecture, including fragmentation, institutional inertia, weak
coordination mechanisms, political asymmetry, and the predominance of reactive approaches over
preventive strategies.

In response, the study proposes a systemic analytical model linking human rights violations
with demographic degradation, economic destabilization, and long-term structural risks. The article
substantiates the need for a transition toward preventive governance based on integrated analytical
systems, early-warning mechanisms, interdisciplinary approaches, and coordinated institutional
responses at both global and national levels.

Special emphasis is placed on the role of sectoral interaction within the UN system, including
the contribution of specialized agencies and international organizations to the development of
preventive mechanisms and data-driven governance models. The case of Ukraine is examined as an
empirical example demonstrating the systemic nature of contemporary human rights violations and
the practical applicability of the proposed framework.

The paper also highlights the growing role of institutional innovation and emerging actors,
including the International Human Rights Commission (IHRC), in strengthening the analytical and
preventive capacity of global governance systems.

Keyworps: human rights; United Nations; systemic human rights violations; preventive
governance; international organizations; early-warning systems; global governance; Ukraine;
International Human Rights Commission (IHRC).

1. Introduction:
a world in a state of structural turbulence

The contemporary international system is increasingly shaped by armed
conflicts, hybrid warfare, and prolonged geopolitical tensions, blurring the
distinction between war and peace. Under these conditions, human rights
violations should be understood not as isolated legal deviations but as systemic
manifestations of global instability.

Modern risks have acquired a new qualitative dimension, including large-scale
civilian losses, environmental degradation, demographic decline, and growing
threats to long-term societal sustainability. These processes indicate that human
rights violations are embedded in broader structural transformations.

The United Nations has played a fundamental role in establishing the global
human rights regime through its normative and institutional frameworks.

However, a persistent gap remains between norm-setting, monitoring, and E
effective prevention. In practice, the system largely operates in a reactive mode, §
addressing violations after their occurrence. s

A key limitation lies in institutional constraints, including decision-making £
mechanisms that hinder timely responses to large-scale violations and crises. %

At the same time, the global human rights architecture remains fragmented, |3
lacking integrated analytical systems, rapid-response mechanisms, and effective 7
links between data, analysis, and decision-making. Existing approaches often fail z
to capture the systemic nature of contemporary threats, including hybrid conflicts, 2
environmental damage, and demographic transformations. <
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This creates a structural problem: prevention is replaced by post-factum
response, leading to the underestimation of long-term consequences and the need
for a systemic rethinking of global human rights governance.

2. Critical review of contemporary scientific literature

This section examines key theoretical and interdisciplinary approaches to
human rights and international governance, focusing on classical foundations,
contemporary Western scholarship, Ukrainian legal discourse, and the institutional
framework of the United Nations.

Classical and Contemporary Approaches

The intellectual foundations of the modern human rights system originate in
classical political and legal philosophy. The works of Locke!, Kant?, and Grotius®
established the principles of natural rights, universal law, and international legal
order, later institutionalized within the United Nations system and international
legal instruments.

Contemporary Western scholarship offers diverse interpretations of human
rights and global governance. Liberal institutionalism emphasizes international
cooperation and the role of organizations (Keohane*, Nye®, Moravcsik®), while
critical and realist approaches focus on structural inequalities, geopolitical
asymmetries, and institutional limitations (Wallerstein’, Arrighi®, Mearsheimer?,
Krasner'®). Empirical studies analyze conflict dynamics and the effectiveness of
international institutions (Fearon'', Collier & Hoeffler'?).

Despite significant contributions, existing approaches remain fragmented and
insufficient for explaining systemic human rights violations within interconnected
demographic and economic processes.

Ukrainian Legal and Institutional Discourse

Contemporary Ukrainian scholarship combines legal, economic, and
institutional perspectives on human rights under conditions of armed conflict
and structural transformation. Important contributions include studies by

J Locke, Two treatises of government (Awnsham Churchill 1689).

I Kant, Perpetual peace: A philosophical sketch (1795).

H Grotius, De jure belli ac pacis (1625).

R O Keohane, After hegemony: cooperation and discord in the world political economy (Princeton University
Press 1984) https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctt7sq9s.

R O Keohane, J S Nye, Power and interdependence: world politics in transition (Little, Brown 1977).

® A Moravcsik, ‘Taking preferences seriously: a liberal theory of international politics’ [1997] 51(4) Internation-
al Organization 513-553 https://doi.org/10.1162/002081897550447.

I Wallerstein, The modern world-system (Academic Press 1974).

G Arrighi, The long twentieth century: money, power and the origins of our times (Verso 1994).

J J Mearsheimer, The tragedy of great power politics (W.W. Norton & Company 2001).

S D Krasner, Sovereignty: organized hypocrisy (Princeton University Press 1999) https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctt-
7s9d5.

J D Fearon, ‘Rationalist explanations for war’ [1995] 49(3) International Organization 379-414 https://doi.
org/10.1017/50020818300033324.

P Collier, A Hoeffler, ‘Greed and grievance in civil war’ Oxford Economic Papers [2004] 56(4) 563-595 https://
doi.org/10.1093/0ep/gpf064.
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Shemshuchenko, Shapoval, Kopylenko”, Mamutov'® and Ustymenko,
focusing on constitutionalism, economic governance, and institutional regulation.

At the same time, the existing discourse remains predominantly normative and
lacks an integrated analytical framework linking human rights with demographic
and economic dimensions.

UN Institutional Framework

The United Nations has established an extensive normative system for human
rights protection through international legal instruments, specialized agencies, and
strategic policy documents. However, a significant gap persists between normative
commitments and operational preventive capacity.

International institutions continue to function primarily within a reactive
paradigm, while comprehensive preventive mechanisms and integrated analytical
systems remain insufficiently developed.

Interim Conclusion

The review demonstrates the absence of a comprehensive interdisciplinary
framework integrating human rights, demographic processes, economic
transformation, and preventive governance within a unified analytical model.

3. Purpose of the study

The purpose of this article is to develop a systemic framework for understanding
human rights violations as structural phenomena under conditions of global
instability, and to substantiate the role of the United Nations and international
organizations in the transition from reactive responses to preventive global
governance.

4. Scientific novelty
and practical significance of the article’s results

Scientific novelty. This study conceptualizes human rights violations as
systemic structural phenomena and proposes an integrated analytical framework
linking them with demographic degradation and economic destabilization, while
introducing the notions of structural misalignment, political economy of inaction,
and the shift from monitoring to preventive governance.

Practical significance. The proposed framework can be applied in international
and national governance systems to support early warning, risk assessment, and
preventive decision-making, including through the use of demographic indicators

3 10 Mlemrrygenko (pen), Cyuacuuil ynimapusm: dokmpuna i npaxmuxa (lOpunuana nymka 2021).

4 B Ilanosai, OcHobu koncmumyyionanismy (napucu 3 icmopii, meopii i npakmuxu) (Muranos [I. B. 2021).

15 Mapramernmapusm ma 3axonombopenns: Gubpani nexyii (O Konmierko ta in. (ynopsiz), [H-T 3akoHOmaBcTBa
BepxosHoi Panu Ykpainu 2017).

1© B MamyToB, ‘B 0cHOBI fep>kaBHOTO CyBepeHiTeTy — cyBepeHirer ekonomiunuit’ [2011] 6 Bicauk Hamionans-

Ho{ akageMmii Hayk Ykpainu 7-8.

B Ycrumenxo (pen), Tapanmii dompumantst couianvHo-eKOHOMIYHUX ma exonoziunux npab nodunu 6 ymobax

GBitinu ma noBoennoi mpancpopmauii (1Y “IEI1]] imeni B. K. MamyroBa HAH Vkpainu™ 2024).
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and the development of coordinated institutional mechanisms, with potential
contributions from organizations such as IHRC.

5. MAIN RESULTS OF THE STUDY

This section focuses on the critical analysis of the United Nations system in
preventing systemic human rights violations, identifying its structural limitations,
and substantiating the transition toward a preventive model of global governance.

5.1. Critical Analysis of the United Nations System

The United Nations represents the most comprehensive institutional framework
for human rights protection, having established universal normative standards
through international legal instruments. However, a fundamental contradiction
persists between the normative strength of the system and its limited operational
capacity to prevent violations. In practice, the existing institutional architecture
remains predominantly reactive, addressing violations after their occurrence
rather than preventing them.

The United Nations system includes more than 30 entities, including
15 specialized agencies operating in areas such as labor, education, migration,
health, and humanitarian protection'. Despite broad institutional integration,
human rights governance remains fragmented and lacks unified analytical and
preventive mechanisms capable of transforming information into coordinated
action.

A key limitation lies in the functioning of the Security Council, where the
veto power of permanent members constrains timely and coordinated responses
to large-scale violations. This institutional design, rooted in mid-twentieth-
century geopolitical realities, is increasingly incompatible with the complexity of
contemporary global risks.

Elements of such procedural mechanisms already exist within several UN-
affiliated institutions. Within the International Labor Organization (ILO), the
Decent Work Agenda establishes standards for labor rights protection, while recent
developments recognize safe and healthy working conditions as a fundamental
right”. UNESCO applies procedural mechanisms related to freedom of expression
and the right to education, including the so-called “Procedure 104”*.

In the field of migration governance, the International Organization for
Migration (IOM) applies the Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM), enabling
real-time monitoring of population movements and humanitarian needs?'.

'8 Specialized agencies and related organizations maintaining liaison offices at Headquarters (United Nations)
<https://www.un.org/en/about-us/specialized-agencies> (accessed 27.05.2026).

1 Decent work and the 2030 Agenda for sustainable development (International Labour Organization (ILO))
<https://www.ilo.org/topics-and-sectors/decent-work-and-2030-agenda-sustainable-development#introduc-
tion> (accessed 27.05.2026).

% Examination of communications relating to human rights in UNESCO’s fields of competence (104 Procedure)
(UNESCO) <https://www.unesco.org/en/communication-information/procedure104> (accessed 27.05.2026).

I Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM) (International Organization for Migration (IOM)) <https://dtm.iom.
int> (accessed 27.05.2026).
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These examples demonstrate that elements of data-driven and procedural
governance already exist across different sectors of the UN system, although
they remain fragmented and insufficiently coordinated. At the same time, the
comprehensive systematization of such protocols across all UN entities constitutes
a separate field of research and goes beyond the scope of the present study?®.

At the same time, the UN system lacks integrated mechanisms for risk
identification, forecasting, and preventive coordination. Existing approaches
remain largely descriptive and retrospective, while institutional responses are
delayed and insufficiently adaptive to rapidly evolving threats.

Thus, the UN system remains normatively advanced but structurally insufficient
for preventing systemic human rights violations. Its principal limitations include
fragmentation, institutional inertia, weak predictive capacity, and the dominance
of reactive logic.

5.2. Directions of the Transition toward an Efficient Human Rights Architecture

The identified limitations indicate not the failure of the United Nations as an
institution, but the need for a qualitative transformation of the global human
rights architecture. Contemporary risks are systemic, multidimensional, and
rapidly evolving, whereas existing institutional structures remain state-centered,
procedurally rigid, and politically constrained. This creates a structural mismatch
between the nature of modern threats and the institutional mechanisms designed
to address them.

An additional limitation is the persistence of the reactive paradigm, in which
monitoring and documentation are often substituted for prevention. Although
the UN system has developed extensive reporting mechanisms, these instruments
do not automatically generate timely preventive responses. As a result, violations
continue to escalate while institutional interventions remain delayed.

The study substantiates the need for a transition toward preventive governance
based on integrated analytical systems, early-warning mechanisms, predictive
analytics, and coordinated institutional responses. In this context, the proposed
World Council for the Prevention of Human Rights Violations is conceived as a
complementary analytical and coordination mechanism operating in cooperation
with the UN General Assembly, international organizations, academic institutions,

and civil society. Its functions would include risk assessment, forecasting, and 5
coordination of preventive responses. z
To strengthen the preventive capacity of the UN system, it is proposed to %
initiate the development and submission to the United Nations General Assembly =
of a dedicated resolution tentatively titled: “Resolution on Strengthening Preventive =
Governance Mechanisms in the Field of Systemic Human Rights Violations”. S
Such a resolution could establish a normative framework for the transition 3
from reactive to preventive approaches, including the formalization of early- B
22 Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement (United Nations) <https://www.unhcr.org/media/guiding-prin- E
ciples-internal-displacement> (accessed 27.05.2026). N
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warning systems, integrated analytical mechanisms, and coordinated decision-
making procedures across the UN system.

Its implementation would require the development of functional and sector-
specific protocols regulating the activities of specialized agencies, funds, and
programmes. These protocols should define standardized approaches to risk
identification, data exchange, analytical coordination, and preventive response.

Elements of such procedural mechanisms already exist within several UN-
affiliated institutions. Within the International Labor Organization (ILO),
the Decent Work Agenda establishes standards for protection of labor rights,
while recent developments recognize safe and healthy working conditions as a
fundamental right. UNESCO applies procedural mechanisms related to freedom
of expression and the right to education, including the so-called “Procedure 104”.
In the field of migration governance, the International Organization for Migration
(IOM) applies the Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM), enabling real-time
monitoring of population movements and humanitarian needs.

These examples demonstrate that elements of data-driven and procedural
governance already exist across different sectors of the UN system, although
they remain fragmented and insufficiently coordinated. At the same time, the
comprehensive systematization of such protocols across all UN entities constitutes
a separate field of research and goes beyond the scope of the present study.

5.3. Systemic Model: Human Rights, Demography, and Economic Transformation

Traditional approaches primarily interpret human rights violations as legal
or humanitarian problems. However, under conditions of global instability,
such violations should also be understood as systemic phenomena generating
interconnected demographic, economic, and institutional consequences.

The proposed analytical model is based on the following causal chain:

human rights violations —
demographic degradation —
economic destabilization —
structural societal risks

Within this framework, human rights violations function as an initial systemic
shock producing cumulative effects across multiple domains. Their consequences
include declining birth rates, excess mortality, migration pressures, deterioration
of public health, and structural demographic imbalances.

Demographic degradation, in turn, generates long-term economic consequences
through the loss of human capital, declining productivity, fiscal pressure,
weakening investment activity, and distortion of development priorities. Human
rights violations therefore operate not only as legal phenomena but also as hidden
macroeconomic variables influencing long-term development trajectories.
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An important feature of the model is the existence of feedback mechanisms:
economic decline reduces state capacity, which contributes to further violations
and accelerates demographic deterioration. This creates a self-reinforcing cycle of
instability.

The proposed framework demonstrates that effective prevention requires the
integration of human rights into broader systems of economic governance, strategic
planning, and institutional forecasting. Preventive governance must therefore rely
on interdisciplinary approaches, quantitative indicators, and integrated analytical
mechanisms.

The case of Ukraine provides an empirical example illustrating the systemic
nature of contemporary human rights violations and their measurable demographic
and economic consequences.

6. Ukraine as a case study of systemic human rights violations

The ongoing armed conflict in Ukraine provides an important empirical basis
for analyzing human rights violations as a systemic and multi-level phenomenon.
Unlike localized crises, the Ukrainian case is characterized by nationwide scope,
prolonged duration, and structural complexity encompassing legal, demographic,
economic, and environmental dimensions. This makes Ukraine not only an object
of humanitarian concern, but also a methodological prototype for developing a
broader analytical framework.

6.1. Hierarchical Structure of Violations

The Ukrainian case reveals a hierarchical structure of human rights violations.
At the first level, violations of non-derogable rights — including the right to life,
prohibition of torture, and physical integrity — constitute the core of systemic
degradation, as reflected in attacks on civilian infrastructure and civilian
casualties.

At the second level, violations affect civil and family rights, including freedom
of movement, private life, and protection from forced displacement, resulting in
disruption of family structures and large-scale internal migration.

At the third level, socio-economic rights are undermined through destruction

of housing, infrastructure, healthcare, education, and employment systems. E
Vulnerable groups, including children, elderly persons, persons with disabilities, 3
and internally displaced persons, experience disproportionate cumulative impacts. 5

At the fourth level, environmental rights are affected through land %
contamination, ecosystem destruction, and long-term environmental degradation =
with consequences for future generations. S

6.2. Interconnected Nature of Violations :

A defining feature of the Ukrainian case is the interconnectedness of violations. |5,
Infrastructure destruction reduces access to healthcare and increases mortality; (2
displacement contributes to unemployment, poverty, and social exclusion; &
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environmental degradation undermines livelihoods and accelerates demographic
decline.

These interdependencies demonstrate that human rights violations form a self-
reinforcing systemic network rather than isolated legal incidents.

6.3. Demographic and Economic Consequences

Ukraine demonstrates significant demographic transformations under
conditions of systemic violations, including declining birth rates, excess
mortality, reduced life expectancy, migration, and deterioration of mental health.
Demographic indicators provide measurable evidence of long-term structural
effects and enable the transition from qualitative assessments to quantitative
analysis.

These processes generate substantial economic consequences, including
contraction of the labor force, declining productivity, increased fiscal pressure,
structural reorientation toward military needs, and reduced investment
attractiveness. Human rights violations therefore function not only ashumanitarian
problems but also as drivers of macroeconomic destabilization.

6.4. Role of International Organizations

The Ukrainian case highlights both the importance and the limitations of
international organizations. Humanitarian assistance, monitoring, and support
for displaced populations remain significant; however, institutional responses are
often delayed, fragmented, and insufficiently preventive.

This confirms the predominance of reactive approaches within the
contemporary global governance system.

6.5. Ukraine as a Methodological Prototype

Beyond its national context, Ukraine provides a basis for developing a replicable
analytical model for studying systemic human rights violations. Its significance lies
in the integration of legal, demographic, economic, and institutional dimensions,
as well as in identifying causal relationships and feedback mechanisms applicable
to other conflict zones.

6.6. Policy and Institutional Implications for Ukraine

The proposed analytical framework has direct implications for national
governance and human rights policy in Ukraine. Under conditions of continuing
security challenges, the transition from reactive responses to preventive governance
becomes particularly important.

Priority areas include the institutionalization of early-warning systems,
integration of demographic indicators into strategic planning, development
of interagency coordination mechanisms, and strengthening cooperation with
international organizations and analytical platforms.

Special importance should be attached to the development of digital and
analytical capacities, including the use of big data, artificial intelligence, and
geospatial analysis for monitoring and forecasting systemic risks.
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Theimplementation of preventive governance also requires broader institutional
cooperation involving research institutions, think tanks, and non-state actors
capable of contributing analytical expertise and innovative approaches.

6.7. Interim Conclusion

The Ukrainian case demonstrates that systemic human rights violations
generate interconnected demographic, economic, and institutional consequences
extending far beyond the legal sphere.

At the same time, Ukraine serves not only as a case of crisis, but also as a
methodological prototype illustrating how systemic analysis of human rights
violations can support both global institutional design and practical policy
transformation within national governance systems.

7. Institutional mechanisms for the prevention of systemic human rights violations

The analysis conducted demonstrates that the contemporary global system
remains predominantly reactive. Under these conditions, the key institutional
challenge is the transition toward preventive governance based on early
identification of systemic risks, continuous monitoring, and coordinated
preventive responses.

Global Early Warning System

A central element of the proposed framework is the establishment of a Global
Early Warning System (GEWS) for systemic human rights violations. Its functions
should include the identification of high-risk regions, monitoring of key indicators,
detection of escalation signals, and forecasting of risk scenarios.

The system should integrate legal, demographic, economic, and environmental
data using predictive analytics and digital monitoring tools, transforming
fragmented information into actionable knowledge.

Integrated Analytical and Governance Mechanisms

Preventive governance requires integrated analytical platforms uniting
international organizations, academic institutions, and research centers. Such
platforms would support interdisciplinary analysis, real-time data exchange, and
coordinated strategic planning.

A key innovation is the institutionalization of a continuous analytical cycle:

=

&

data — analysis — forecasting — decision-making °

=

o

This conceptual model enables the transition from delayed crisis response to %
adaptive and evidence-based governance. =
Within this architecture, the proposed World Council for the Prevention &
of Human Rights Violations would function as a coordination and analytical :
mechanism responsible for risk assessment, integration of analytical outputs, and &
coordination of preventive actions in cooperation with the UN General Assembly ﬂ
and international organizations. Q
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Technological and Institutional Dimensions

Modern preventive systems increasingly rely on big data analytics, artificial
intelligence, geospatial monitoring, and digital platforms capable of supporting
real-time analysis and forecasting.

At the same time, effective implementation requires concentration of
intellectual, financial, and organizational resources, as well as stronger coordination
between global, regional, and national levels of governance.

Non-state actors and analytical organizations, including IHRC, may contribute
through methodological development, research cooperation, and participation in
global analytical initiatives.

Interim Conclusion

The transition toward preventive governance requires integrated institutional
structures, interdisciplinary cooperation, advanced analytical systems, and
coordinated political action. Without such transformation, the global human
rights system will remain fragmented, reactive, and insufficiently effective.

8. Conclusions

The conducted analysis allows drawing the following conclusions.

1. The contemporary global human rights system has entered a stage of
structural inadequacy, as its institutional configuration no longer corresponds
to the complexity and dynamics of contemporary global risks. This limits the
capacity of international institutions to respond effectively to systemic violations.

2. Despite significant normative achievements, the United Nations-centered
architecture remains constrained by fragmentation, political conditionality, and
institutional inertia, reducing its preventive effectiveness.

3. Human rights violations should be understood as systemic structural
phenomena embedded in broader demographic, economic, and institutional
processes. Their cumulative effects extend far beyond the legal sphere and directly
affect long-term societal stability.

4. The study substantiates a multi-level analytical model linking human
rights violations with demographic degradation and economic destabilization.
This framework explains how localized violations evolve into systemic macro-level
risks.

5. Systemic human rights violations function not only as consequences of
instability, but also as drivers of structural transformation weakening institutional
resilience and sustainable development.

6. The persistence of a reactive paradigm remains a major limitation of global
governance. Delayed responses and fragmented actions transform the system into
a mechanism of crisis management rather than prevention.

7. A fundamental problem lies in the mismatch between contemporary
global risks and the institutional design of international organizations. This
reduces adaptability and limits effective responses to rapidly evolving threats.
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8.  The political economy of inaction contributes to selective and inconsistent
international responses, undermining the universality and credibility of the global
human rights system.

9. Monitoring should not be equated with prevention. Without mechanisms
capable of transforming analytical information into timely action, monitoring
alone remains insufficient.

10. Preventive governance requires the integration of data collection, analysis,
forecasting, and decision-making into a continuous institutional cycle supported
by interdisciplinary and evidence-based approaches.

11. Global early-warning systems constitute an essential instrument for
identifying systemic risks, coordinating preventive responses, and strengthening
multi-level governance capacity.

12. Institutional innovation and integrated analytical platforms are necessary
for bridging the gap between analysis and action and improving the coherence of
preventive strategies.

13. Non-state actors, including organizations such as the International
Human Rights Commission (IHRC), may contribute to the development of
preventive governance through analytical cooperation, knowledge exchange, and
methodological support.

14. The case of Ukraine confirms that systemic human rights violations
generate measurable demographic and economic consequences and demonstrates
the practical applicability of the proposed analytical framework.

15. The proposed model has important policy implications for national
governance systems, including the development of early-warning mechanisms,
interagency coordination, and data-driven decision-making aimed at strengthening
national resilience.

16. The future effectiveness of human rights protection depends on the ability
of international and national institutions to adopt integrated, preventive, and
analytically grounded governance models adapted to the challenges of the twenty-
first century.
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SAITIOBITAHHA CUCTEMHMM ITOPYINEHHAM ITPAB JITOJWHU:
MEXAHI3ZMU B3AEMO/IIT OPTAHI3ALIII OB’€MIHAHUX HALIIN
I MDKHAPOJITHUX OPTAHI3ALIIN

AHoTALIA. Y CcTaTTi 3[ifICHEHO KPUTHYHUI aHAI3 IHCTUTYLIIHOI Ta (DY HKITIOHAIBHOI CIIPOMOK-
vocTi Opranisauii O6’emqnannx Hariit i MDKHapOIHUX OpraHisariil oo 3ano6iraHHst CHCTEMHUM
MOPYIIEHHSM IIPaB JIOAUHHE B YMOBaX 3pOCTai0voi I106aabHOI HeCTaOLIBHOCTI, 30POMHIX KOH-
iikTiB, ri6pUAHUX 3arpo3 Ta MACIITAOHUX COLIAIBHO-eKOHOMIYHUX TpaHcdopmariii. O6rpyH-
TOBYETBCH, 110 Cy4YacHI MOPYIIeHHS MPaB JIOAUHHA CJIiJ] PO3ITIANATH HE AK i3071bOBaHI IOPUANIHI
BUIIANKY, A SIK CUCTEMH] Ta B3a€MO3B SI3aHI SIBUIIIA, 1[0 IIOPOKYIOTh KyMYJLITUBHI nemorpadidsi,
€KOHOMIYHI, IHCTUTYIIiHI Ta TYMaHITapHI HACJTiIKH.

Oco6auBy yBary mpumineHo MexaHismMaM B3aemopii Mbk Opraunisarieto O6’ennanux Hariit, ii
Creniaai3oBaHUMH YCTaHOBAMM, MDKHAPOTHUMHU OPTaHi3aliIMH Ta HOBUMH HeJlep>KaBHUMH aKTO-
paMu B MeXax IJ1006aIbHOTO IPEeBEHTHBHOTO YIIPABIIIHHA. Y CTaTTi BUSHAYEHO KJIIOYOBI 0OMEXKeH-
HsI Cy9acHOI MDKHAapOIHOI apXiTeKTyPU 3aXUCTy IIPaB JIOIUHY, 30KpeMa hparMeHTapHICTh, IHCTH-
TYLINHY IHepIIiio, CJIa0KiCTh KOOPANHAIIMHNX MeXaHi3MiB, OJIITHYHY aCUMETPIIO Ta TOMiHyBaHHS
PeaKTUBHUX IiIXO/IiB Hall IPEeBEHTUBHUMH CTPATErisAMU.

Y BifIIOBifb 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHO CUCTEMHY aHATITHIHY MOJIENIb, SIKa IIOB I3y€ MOPYIICHHS IIPaB
JIOIMHY 3 JieMorpadivyHo0 merpananiero, eKOHOMIYHOWO fiecTabiisalielo Ta JOBroCTPOKOBHUMHU
CTPYKTYpHHMHU pusnkamMu. OO6IPyHTOBaHO HEOOXITHICTD Iepexomy 10 IMPeBeHTHBHOTO yIIPaBIIiH-
Hsl, 34CHOBAHOT'O HA IHTErPOBAHUX aHATITUYHUX CUCTEMAX, MEXaHi3MaX PaHHBOTO IIOIIePe/KEeHHS,
MDKIMCIUIUIIHAPHUX ITIIXONaX | CKOOPAMHOBAHUX IHCTUTYIITHUX PIlIEHHSIX K Ha IJI06aIbHOMY,
TaK i Ha HaIllOHAJTbHOMY PiBHSX.

Oco6uBHiT aKIIeHT 3p0o0JIeHO Ha poJli ceKTopaibHOI B3aemonil B cucremi OOH, BriIO9aroun
BHECOK CIIelliaJli30BaHUX YCTAaHOB I MIKHApOJHUX OpraHi3aliif y PO3BUTOK IPEBEHTUBHUX Me-
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XaHI3MiB Ta MojieJIell yIIPaBIIiHHs, 3aCHOBAHMX Ha aHami3l gaHuX. Keic YkpaiHu po3mismaeTscs K
eMITIPUYHUI NIPUKIIAJ, IO TeMOHCTPYE CUCTEMHUI XapaKTep Cy4aCHUX MOPYIIEHb IIPaB JIOAUHU
Ta MPAKTUIHY 3aCTOCOBHICTB 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHOTO MiIXOMY.

Takoy y cTaTTi BUCBITJIEHO 3POCTAIOYY POJIb IHCTUTYIIHIX IHHOBAIIIll 1 HOBUX aKTOPIB, 30Kpe-
Ma MixzapoznHoi KoMicii 3 npas mogunu (IHRC), y mocuieHHi aHaIITUIHOTO Ta IPEBEHTUBHOTO
MOTEHIIIAIy CUCTeM II00aJIBHOTO YIIPABIIiHHS.

Kimouost ciioBa: mipasa siropnayu; Oprasnizanis O6 ennanux Hariit; cucremsi MOPYILIEHH IIPaB
JIONVHY; TIPeBeHTUBHE YIIPABJIIHHSA; MIKHAPOJHI OpraHisailii; CHCTeMU PaHHBOTO IIOTIePe/KeHHS;
rinobanbHe yIpaBiiHHs; Ykpaina; MikHapongHa Komicis 3 mpas yopunu (IHRC).
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