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UN SECREGEAREERAL Ant - ni o Manuel® de (

statementnappthcabilit-detodr miheatpiromct @ |
i n Crimea and Donbass has been official
by the authors of this publication. |t
journal il omoapHderbe. The gener al cencl us
geneér &lt atements on this iIissue arBheanten
aut hocerls eve, however, t hat this cruci al
anal ysi s, aesc tist tchier efcuttluyr ea foff our couni

Ukrai ne.

The UN today often demonstrates a de
Western cound rpreismarsy tcdhendmMNs. This i s pi
the Iissue offdettlee miin@ht ono odelDonbass, Nc

Meanwhi | e, a systematic analysis of
practice of the International Court of
taking into accoumsstelemeingt otihealsepmad ¢
territory of Ukraine (the Autonomous R

and Donetsk, Lugansk, Kherson, and Zapo



I nto Russia shoul d bes epoanrsatdieane df rao nmea nh
or secession through the exercise of
determination via a referendum.

The right of residents of Cr i@me a,
Republics, and Kher s ocne s andbe tZsaagplofir ma thiy @
conditioned by the existence of extreme
violations of human rights and fr eedoms
systematic discrimination  ragdiomstest Iba s
nationality, | anguage, religion, and |
consistent denial of the right to natio
as oppression.

These speci fic actions dir aésaoel 9§96¢c o1

Constitution and its | egislation, but a
Uni ver sal Decl aration of Human Right s,
and Political Right s, the 1966 Inndt er na

Cul tural Rights, and the 1995 Framewor Kk
Mi norities.

Taken together, these circumstances
gua non for residents ofs tRepubDdnmetss K Kdnn
Zaporozhye Provinces, and Crimea -to be

determinati on.

Il n this context, i1t I s necessary to
aspects that all ow autdledres mi m adys @aarnt mdtyf
I n exceptional <cases.

Al | of this created the | egal basi s

the incorporation of certain territorie



The Science of International Relations:
Problems of Formation andStructure

L. Klepatsky

Key woirrdtse r nraetli aoticaol redmicset, if necattoulreecsii eallat i ons
ent iatciteaso,spadl i t i cs

| NTERNATI ONAL rel ations are at a ge

scholarship has a gobedowhaaperofhctdegel o

trends, content , and evolution. Some 1
Al exey Bogaturov, assessing the state
relati ons, critically acokrnroowtiendgg eadnd cplr
i nterpretation/ assimilation of the theo

Il n this context, one challenge -is to
Saxon theoretical constructsmdédustldt en a
ot hers. This is not about rejecting thc¢
trut h. Neverthel ess, profound <critical
required, especially since the assi mil a

How does this relate to interstate 1in
knowl edge requires systematization and
shape t he moder n system of i nternati c
gl obalizaitngnt hei rbrewagl uti on to a fork

ternati onal rel ati ons be democrati c

n
domi nance of a chosen few or respect fo
he planet? dMamnyamsd cphr qluleeshs coul d be |
The evolution of humanity as a coll e
by a growing number of threats as a r
devel opment . These threats cveen i thioonest |

societies Iin various countri es. But air



for exampl e, affect everyone. These th
And their scale is growing.

Their minimization andeltequnaéesonhepr |
all actors: the state, TNCs, and variou
humani tari an, etc. ). The state acts a:

(creating a | egal f ramewaoddkp ttihorno uagfh a dhr

and ot her document s, defining mechani s
financing, etc. ), since it deter mi nes
degree, | evel , and scale of angievemtt lon
relations, and, consequently, the | evel

Nonstate actors serve her e as experts

oversight of the activities of states a

The i nteratoiont of miahil miaze and el i mi
threats 1 s, I n my Vview, the subject ma
i nternational rel ati ons science. Ther e

research here.
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THE transformation of the system of

| ati ons as we observe it today is a ¢
oeconomic processes and the destruct.i
at hds fexi sthe | ast 80 vyear s, we ar e
ndamentally new devel opment environme
parate economics, politics, and socio
wWhkbuesvadg dtatsers f or t he further consol
ture worl d.

Prevailing senti ments refl ect di si |l
terdependence wd @ rhtirmi ct h(ef u Achlmanreaead)a | |
onomy as the basl spmemnt syhergsstint¢ i #
able architecture of i nternational p
hi eveod |biyimtgo bsaocnke previ ous model s or p
The aonbhershat the i1 ssuyadeafti thesforlf

ct that the modern world i s -iadewadriltd el
hi bits an el ement of c¢chaos, i f not sp
ctor saasfdrhestbatsa competitiveness in t
I s creates certain social, sociocultu
e possible filling of the soci al s p
nstodctciom | i cts between them.



These, unf ortunately, Il nclude the pe
iRe dssnvh i bfeer, which there is no real soc
periodic recurrence of thingidagnfvlaicatumin
only the phantoms of bygone historical
of Il nvitation ‘twhieolt|l ave ofleehi maisse®ci a
through fact btfo rexpared cteh ail ra mleitvurnng nsa
contribute to the fragmentation of the
emer ge.

The formatdemtiofi @@€0 which under <con
must become synergistic, I's al wagnsda be
I n reakti bgedopoami cBuuctt itohni.s i mpl i es, firs
at the | evel of the values content of
i dentities are for med, rather than mer
maang e me nt of already established entit

contemporary socioeconomic and sociopol
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MARCH 30, 2026, mar ked the 65th anni

of Il nt er Adatuigo ncad o paemrtait i on, t hoen 1NDa6rlic oS ii
Drugs (CND), which forms the basis of t

To develop a new document , a UN conf
from January 24 to March 25, 1961, with
o f specnaérmatdi onal organi zations. The

Narcotic Drugs was agreed upon as a res
document on July 31, 1961, and Russi a,

I s a partnpento. this docu

The Convention superseded all previ
consolidating and expanding their prov
186 states, |l ays tdeufgocomdpteir an i fomr, gled
of relembarstate regulatory and monitor
control over narcotic substances.

Russia considers its primary task to
the Single Convention and therevbkbat &ah
dilution or duplication of the mandate
coordinating international efforts to
necessary to continue to uphqgludlicdwmlurb
responsi bl e for monitoring compliance

i nternational | egal Il nstrument s
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TODAY, we are witnessing an accel er at
gl obalizati on. Both the scale and traj e

no doubée ohaerved negative trends wil/

consequence of this 1 s the weakening
i ncluding their role in addressing sec
l evel s. Thisevamevi tabl ywoée of regional
coll ective threats.

|t i's also worth recalling that al r

Wbver, and Jaap de Wi lde of the Copenha

t hat t her eseetcsurd e ¢l arhed by gl obal actor
Participants in the symagmfpaliojectler @eat s
i nstrument al soci al construct. This 1is
states appeoprghtihg arbitrarily interf
regions, as wel | as to iIimpose a partic
actors.

The weakening influence of gl obal ac
t hem, ariengcotna rtilbeutest abl i shment of reg
An RSC is a group of international acto
by geograpfhimncs Waamerersesrthat, for vari

of any RSC.






