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OF MARITAL STATE IN UKRAINE

Purpose. To develop tools, recommendations and proposals for improving international and national law in the sphere of en-
vironmental protection during the war.

Methodology. The methods used are critical analysis to establish that environmental protection during the war cannot be im-
plemented on the basis of current legislation; analysis and synthesis in the study on the state of national environmental law (EL);
system analysis in the study on the state of international EL; content analysis to study the effectiveness of the protocols of Geneva
Conventions; a systematic approach to building an EL-system, including bilateral and multilateral agreements; elementary-theo-
retical analysis to establish the narrowing of democracy in relation to punishment for environmental damage by military means;
comparison which indicates the presence of hyperbolic signs of environmental damage during hostilities; abduction that leads to
the conclusion that environmental protection should be systemic, continuous and permanent.

Findings. An analysis of national and international environmental law during the war was conducted. The following is indi-
cated: the presence of gaps in the legislation and the absence of legal norms of direct effect; the need for an information system for
environmental monitoring together with the implementation of a systematic approach based on subsystems: from the legal fixation
of environmental damage to proposals for the adoption of legal acts. Recommendations for improving environmental law were
developed.

Originality. An algorithm of the decision support system for operational management actions and strategic legal regulation of
environmental protection during hostilities was developed. It is established that the legal protection of the environment should be
systemic, continuous, and permanent.

Practical value. The proposed recommendations for improving international and national environmental law during the war
can be used by lawyers and scholars. The developed algorithm of the decision support system can be applied in managerial and
legal practice.
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Introduction. From the first hours of large-scale military op-
erations, bombing, artillery and rocket attacks on large enterpris-
es, energy facilities, and oil depots were observed. Chemical
tanks, gas pipelines were damaged, merchant vessels in the Black
Sea were destroyed. This irreparably harms the environment.

Military actions damage not only the environment and
natural resources of Ukraine, but also the biosphere of the
planet. Their influence is cross-border. The negative impact of
large-scale hostilities is present in all natural spheres: atmo-
sphere, surface and groundwater; soils; natural complexes; to-
tal disturbance of ecosystems.

Nowadays, Ukrainian reserves and sanctuaries, the flora
and fauna of which are listed in the Red List, are being de-
stroyed.

Approximately ~ 200 protected areas of the Emerald Net-
work, which is ~ 2.9 million hectares, are being destroyed, for
example, the world-famous biosphere reserve “Askaniia-No-
va”, natural parks “Azovo-Syvaskyi”, “Dzharylhatskyi”. They
need protection at the European level because they ensure the
survival of rare species.

The danger of large-scale pollution of water sources is raising
the level of mine water as a result of disruption of technological
maintenance of mines in the territories occupied by the aggressor.

Sonars are installed on the aggressor’s warships, which
generate sound waves of ~200 decibels, which leads to the
death of dolphins. Therefore, a significant reduction in the
population of Black Sea dolphins is observed.
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As of March 8, 2022, 232 fires were extinguished in the
area of more than 1,875 hectares, which is more than forty
times the figures for 2021. More than half of these fires are the
result of hostilities. During large-scale hostilities, 26 large fires
were registered in forests with a burning area of more than 5
hectares. Of these 26, 23 cases were the result of hostilities.

These threats should serve as an incentive for the forma-
tion of international legal norms on punishment for harming
the planet’s biosphere.

Literature review. The dilemma between the need to help
the military waging war against the aggressor and the need to
protect the environment in the legal framework is raised in
many scientific works, in particular in [1]. The difficulty of re-
solving the dilemma lies in the need to apply an interdisciplin-
ary approach and find new forms of cooperation based on in-
ternational law [2]. A limiting factor in the legal framework is
also the fact that the international environmental law applies
only in peacetime. And during the armed conflict, interna-
tional humanitarian law (IHL) is enforced, which only indi-
rectly implements the protection of the environment during
the war [3]. The details of the IHL enforcement using the ex-
amples of the analysis of the Hague and Geneva law are given
in [4]. In [5] it is proposed to take soft safety measures and to
use the International Court of the Environment to ensure
compliance with legally binding rules, which contradicts the
provisions given in [3]. The concept of ecological peacebuild-
ing proposed in [6] also looks unrealistic because for its imple-
mentation all parties to the conflict must have environmental
protection, and this does not happen in practice. Environ-
mental characteristics are not “incentives for cooperation and
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peace, not violence and competition” as declared in [7].
Therefore, the concept of ecological peacebuilding, despite at-
tempts to implement it in IHL, is unproductive. At present,
the fragmented IHL documents on combating threats to the
environment and human security do not have a comprehen-
sive conceptual framework that would include issues related to
active conflicts, as noted in [8]. Many approaches have been
proposed as a basis for the formation of the IHL system of le-
gal documents, in particular in [9], the time frame of war ecol-
ogy has been formalized as an “ongoing process of three inter-
secting stages: preparation, war (armed conflict) and postwar
activities”; in works [10, 11] monitoring of environmental
damage is defined as an instrument of reasoned legal position.
In [10], the Geographical Information System for Environ-
mental Monitoring in Wartime, which can be used to calculate
the environmental risk indicator and manage it and which is
used in our work, is proposed. Research [11] proposed meth-
odological approaches to monitoring three common forms of
environmental degradation, which was also used in our study.
Work [12] discusses legal mechanisms that provide opportuni-
ties for political intervention to mitigate the effects of hostili-
ties. Unfortunately, the proposals [12] are too general. Schol-
ars point out [13] the fragmentation, dispersion and non-com-
pliance of existing IHL documents related to environmental
protection during the war. This applies even to local, non-in-
ternational armed conflicts, which is considered in [14]. A spe-
cific example is the analysis [15] of the results of the activities
of the International Legal Commission (ILC) [16] on environ-
mental protection in connection with the armed conflict and
the inability to use ILC decisions as legal documents of direct
effect. Before the start of the large-scale war in Ukraine and
the total violation of all the norms of war by the aggressor, no
one was ready for the need to directly use legal norms to pro-
tect the population and the environment. The situation is
similar in the national legal framework. This is evidenced even
by studies of Ukrainian scientists, which were conducted be-
fore the start of a large-scale war. In particular, [17] points to
the limited conceptual framework of legal regulation of envi-
ronmental safety in the war zone, [18] states the inconsistency
of Ukrainian legal documents with a fairly segmented IHL on
environmental protection during the war, [19, 20] indicate the
limited tools of public administration in the environmental
sphere during the war due to lack of legal mechanisms.

Unsolved aspects of the problem. The analysis of scientific
works indicates significant gaps in the international and na-
tional legal framework to address the problem of environmen-
tal protection during hostilities. Therefore, the task of elimi-
nating fragmentation, dispersion and non-compliance with
existing legal documents arises as well as the need to develop
tools, recommendations and proposals for improving interna-
tional and national law in the sphere of environmental protec-
tion during the war.

The purpose of the article. To develop tools, recommenda-
tions and proposals for improving international and national
law in the sphere of environmental protection during the war.

Methods. Using the method of critical analysis, it is estab-
lished that nowadays the problem of environmental protection
during hostilities cannot be solved on the basis of current laws
and regulations governing environmental protection, in par-
ticular, Resolutions of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
(CMU), as they do not provide for martial law. The applica-
tion of the method of analysis and synthesis in the study on the
state of the national legal sphere of environmental protection
allowed establishing the still unregulated legal aspects, in par-
ticular: the legislative and regulatory acts do not take into ac-
count the consequences of violations for the environment;
unsatisfactory condition of the system of state monitoring of
the ecological state of the environment; ineffective control
over compliance with legislation in the sphere of environmen-
tal protection and failure to ensure the inevitability of liability
for environmental damage: the emergencies that are present in

environmental legislation do not include consequences for the
ecology due to hostilities. The application of systems analysis
has established that this problem is not properly regulated in
international law also. Moreover, even the basic principles of
environmental protection during large-scale hostilities have
not been embodied in legal documents, except for general pro-
visions. In particular, this is evidenced by the use of the meth-
od of content analysis of the Additional Protocol of 1977 to the
Geneva Conventions of 1949 on the protection of victims of
international armed conflicts). For example, Article 35 of this
document formulates the principle that the choice of methods
or means of waging war is not unlimited. Part 3 of Article 35 of
this document prohibits those methods of warfare that have
the purpose of special wide, long-term and significant damage
to the environment or this damage is expected using the meth-
ods. But the implementation of these norms in legal practice
has not taken place properly. That is, they do not have the
force of direct effect. The results of the Rio Declaration on
Environment and Development, which does not seem to en-
sure the formation of legal doctrine but considers only a list of
principles of environmental law, in fact have long been in the
discussion. This is especially true for the formation of legal
standards of environmental law during large-scale hostilities.

There are provisions relating to the protection of the envi-
ronment during war only in the field of international humani-
tarian law on armed conflict.

The application of a systematic approach indicates the
need to build a system of norms for environmental protection
during hostilities, based on the basic provision that an integral
factor of such a system is the obligation to protect the environ-
ment, and the use of bilateral and multilateral agreements that
directly regulate the environment as elements of this system.

This is painstaking and long-term work, which is made
impossible by the fact that the issue of environmental protec-
tion during the active phase of the war has not yet been consid-
ered relevant in international political relations, which, in
turn, did not prompt consideration of international law relat-
ing to this issue.

The absence of these norms in international law, as de lege
lata norms that ensure the lawfulness of legal documents, their
actual enforcement in legal practice, indicates only the possi-
bility of relying on legal norms to be created — de lege ferenda.

The application of the method of elementary-theoretical
analysis indicates that in the absence of even axiological provi-
sions that should form the legal basis for environmental protec-
tion during large-scale hostilities, democracy is narrowed to
punish those who massively and purposefully destroy the bio-
sphere. This leads to the absence of penalties even for the delib-
erate destruction of the biosphere and speculation by the aggres-
sor of environmental issues as a means of pressure on the victim
of aggression and to blackmail the world community. This is also
facilitated by the fact that international law does not resolve the
dilemma of implementing tasks due to military expediency and
ensuring environmental protection. In practical terms — wheth-
er a threat of military defeat is worth the destruction of several
hectares of forest, for example. Especially this concerns the side
of the conflict, which ignores all the provisions of international
law on humanity and the norms and rules of hostilities.

The method of comparison indicates the presence of hy-
perbolic signs of damage to the environment during hostilities,
due to the fact that international law in this sphere has many
gaps. In particular, this applies to the existing outdated regula-
tions with different objective and subjective conceptual appa-
ratus in this sphere of international law.

The application of the abduction method leads to the con-
clusion that the proper protection of the environment should
be systemic, continuous, permanent. That is, the legal basis
for environmental protection should not consider separate pe-
riods of peace and war (without division into non-internation-
al and world conflicts) while ensuring the basic principles of
the environmental law.
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Results. Analysis of the current legal status of the problem
of environmental protection during hostilities indicates that
environmental security and its legal protection as an integral
part of national security is mentioned in the legal framework.
In particular, paragraph 9 of the Law of Ukraine “On Nation-
al Security” states: Ukraine’s security — protection of state
sovereignty, territorial integrity, democratic constitutional or-
der and other national interests of Ukraine from real and po-
tential threats”. That is, legal norms for the protection of envi-
ronmental security should be considered as part of the legal
system of national security. According to the Law of Ukraine
“On Environmental Protection” — “ensuring the environ-
mental safety of human life — an integral condition for sus-
tainable economic and social development of Ukraine”. This
Law (Article 3) formulates the principles of environmental
protection, in particular: “the priority of environmental safety
requirements, ... guaranteeing an environmentally safe envi-
ronment for human life and health; mandatory assessment of
environmental impact; compensation for damage caused by
violation of environmental legislation”, and others.

But adherence to these principles during hostilities is
problematic. It is pointless to demand from the aggressor to
comply with them. That is, the war creates new realities that
require rapid adaptation of the legislative and regulatory
framework.

There is some progress in this direction. For example, the
Law “On Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts of Ukraine
on Environmental Activities and Civil Protection for the Peri-
od of Martial Law and in the Reconstruction Period” was ad-
opted, but, in our opinion, this Law needs to be improved due
to the complexity of the problem.

In general, there are currently no direct norms on causing
environmental damage during hostilities in Ukrainian legisla-
tion. There are only indirect rules, for example, regarding the
acquisition of a state of the natural environment that poses a
threat to public health (according to Article 50 of the Law of
Ukraine “On Environmental Protection”). Indirect norms
make it much more difficult to apply laws in legal practice.

There is a need to include military action in the list of en-
vironmental emergencies in the Law of Ukraine “On the envi-
ronmental emergency zone”. This Law, in particular, formu-
lates “the grounds and procedure for declaring a certain area a
zone of ecological emergency; legal regime of the zone, condi-
tions of its change and termination; implementation of envi-
ronmental monitoring; grounds for recognizing legal entities
and individuals as victims and compensating them for the
damage caused; responsibility for violating the legal regime in
this area”. Resolutions of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
need similar adjustment: “On approval of the Regulations on
the state environmental monitoring system”, “On approval of
the Concept of protection and reproduction of the environ-
ment of the Azov and Black Seas”, “On approval of the Regu-
lations on the State Environmental Protection Fund”, “On
Procedure development and approval of standards of ecologi-
cal safety of atmospheric air”.

Legislation on air pollutant emissions, state environmental
control, environmental audit procedures, legal support of citi-
zens’ constitutional rights to a safe environment through pollu-
tion control, guarantees of compensation for damage caused by
actions that lead to environmental hazards need to be revised.

It is necessary to speed up the adoption of the resolution of
the Cabinet of Ministers “On some issues of deforestation in
Ukraine and forest inventory under martial law” and amend-
ments to the Code of Administrative Offenses and the Crimi-
nal Code of Ukraine to strengthen liability for damage to flora
during hostilities.

Budget items on environmental protection and restoration
are not legally protected. This is confirmed by significant fluc-
tuations in capital investment in the protection and restoration
of the environment (Fig. 1) even before the active phase of
hostilities.
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Fig. 1. Dynamics of capital investment in environmental pro-
tection and restoration, thousand UAH

This is also confirmed by the analysis of the dynamics of
expenses in actual prices for environmental protection by types
of environmental measures before the period of large-scale hos-
tilities (Table), which indicates their significant unevenness,
especially in terms of capital investment, which certainly did
not contribute to environmental measures. With the beginning
of large-scale military operations and the mobilization of finan-
cial resources of the state to provide the army and assistance to
the population and sectors of the economy in the case of de-
struction, the implementation of programs to finance environ-
mental activities has been significantly reduced. That is, the
declaration of environmental protection is not supported by the
necessary financial resources. For future periods, it is necessary
to strengthen public and legal control over the observance of the
appropriate level of financing of environmental measures.

A general analysis of the international environmental law
during hostilities has led to the following recommendations:

- there is a gap in the system of international law regarding
the protection of the environment during hostilities because
the existing legal norms relevant to this area are characterized
by rudimentary nature, which, in particular, is due to the fact
that environmental protection is neither the subject nor the
object of existing regulations;

- legal instruments on this issue are scattered in various
treaties, conventions, protocols, which causes a significant de-
gree of inconsistency between them, and does not lead to an
adequate level of legal protection of the environment;

- international legal documents in the sphere of the envi-
ronmental law are not able to ensure the protection of the en-
vironment during large-scale hostilities, so it is necessary to
add the relevant legal provisions to such documents to be used
in the active phase of the war;

- principle 24 of the Rio Declaration on Environment and
Development, which is often seen as the application of the so-
called “customary norm” for the protection of the environ-
ment during armed conflicts, does not unambiguously express
the principle of environmental protection during armed con-
flicts; does not impose any obligations on the destroyer of the
environment;

- since the protection of the environment in military con-
flicts is based on customary humanitarian law, the regulations
of this law, in particular, Protocol II of the Geneva Conven-
tions set very high thresholds for their application in practice;

- the status of the principles used to protect the environ-
ment during hostilities in customary humanitarian law does
not reach the required level of acceptance by the international
community and recognition as law;

- nowadays it is important to replace the principle of 24
Rio Declaration on Environment and Development with a
binding principle of general international law, not limited to
the sphere of the environmental law;

- the set of international laws for the formation of the para-
digm of environmental protection as a common good of man-
kind should also be revised.

The Algorithm of decision support system is proposed
(Fig. 2) for effective comprehensive implementation of opera-
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Table

Dynamics of expenses in actual prices for environmental protection by types of environmental measures before the period of
large-scale hostilities, thousand UAH
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tional management tasks and the formation of proposals to
change the national legislative and regulatory framework and
to make the necessary adjustments to the international law for
the proper implementation of environmental protection in
wartime. The urgency of its adoption is due to the complexity
of the problem and the need for rapid changes in a significant
number of legal acts in various areas of law.

The primary task in this direction is to amend the legisla-
tion on the state environmental monitoring system. This mon-
itoring should be realized through the implementation of an
integrated system approach, which must be based on the sub-
systems of environmental damage recording, primary process-
ing, transmission, storage and analysis of information on the
impact of hostilities on the environment, development of rel-
evant forecasts of the consequences of adverse effects and de-
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velopment of reasonable proposals for effective management
decisions and proposals for the adoption of legal acts.

The first steps have already been taken to provide orga-
nizational support for monitoring at the state level. In par-
ticular, on March 1, 2022, the State Ecological Inspectorate
of Ukraine established an Operational Headquarters to
form a register of environmental damage due to the aggres-
sive war. The institution is responsible for recording, calcu-
lating and systematizing environmental damage, maintain-
ing a single register of damages, and analytical research on
cases that pose a large-scale threat to the environment and
public health. The Ministry of Environment, the State
Ecolnspection, the State Forestry Agency, the State Water
Agency and other relevant institutional structures are in-
volved in this work.
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Fig. 2. Algorithm of decision support system for both operational
management actions and strategic legal regulation of envi-
ronmental protection

Also, on April 29, 2022, the Cabinet of Ministers approved
amendments to the Procedure for Determining Damage and
Losses Caused to Ukraine as a Result of Aggression. In addi-
tion, areas according to which the damage to the environment
as a result of hostilities must be determined, have been signifi-
cantly expanded.

Conclusions. According to the results of the analysis of the
legal provision of environmental protection during large-scale
military actions, it can be stated that the Ukrainian legislation
in this sphere was not ready for a large-scale war. The environ-
mental legislation of martial law at present is not even at the
stage of adoption of regulations and legislation, but only at the
stage of development.

The analysis pointed to the lack of efforts of diplomats and
environmental lawyers in the area of IHL on environmental
safety during hostilities. The existing body of international le-
gal instruments contains gaps and has limited application. Le-
gal support for monitoring the impact on the environment
during and after the end of the active phase of hostilities is not
institutionalized at the international level. As a result, the ex-
isting international legal instruments cannot ensure the inevi-
tability of punishing the aggressors and make them compen-
sate for damage caused to the environment during hostilities.

The dynamics of the growth of threats increased signifi-
cantly. Delayed solution of legal issues increases the level of
threats to Ukraine and the world. Nowadays, despite Russia’s
war crimes, in particular in the sphere of radiation safety, ig-
noring Ukraine’s appeal, the IAEA does not exclude citizens
of the aggressor state from making decisions to reduce the
level of nuclear threats in Ukraine. And this threatens the
world with a nuclear catastrophe.

To accelerate the adoption of legal acts of direct effect in
the sphere of environmental safety and to increase compre-
hensively the effectiveness of regulatory influence, an algo-
rithm of the decision support system has been developed for
both operational management and strategic legal regulation of
environmental protection. The priority in this direction is to
amend the legislation on the state environmental monitoring
system, which should be implemented with a comprehensive
system approach, which must be based on subsystems for envi-
ronmental damage, primary processing, transmission, storage

and analysis of information on the impact of hostilities on the
environment, development of relevant forecasts of the conse-
quences of negative influences and the development of appro-
priate reasonable proposals for effective management deci-
sions and proposals for the adoption of legal acts.

Recommendations for the systematic improvement of in-
ternational law in the sphere of environmental protection dur-
ing hostilities are proposed.

Specific proposals have been developed for priority chang-
es in the legislative and regulatory framework of the national
environmental security during hostilities, such as, in particu-
lar, the inclusion of military action in the list of environmental
emergencies in the Law of Ukraine “On the ecological emer-
gency zone”, adjustment of the Resolution of the Cabinet of
Ministers: “On approval of the Regulation on the state envi-
ronmental monitoring system”, “On approval of the Concept
of protection and reproduction of the natural environment of
the Azov and Black Seas”, “On approval of the Regulations on
the State Fund for Environmental Protection”, “On the Pro-
cedure for Development and Approval of Environmental Safe-
ty Standards”, legislative protection of budget articles on safe-
ty and restoration of the environment.
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2 — JIbBiBCHKUIA EpXKaBHUM YHIBEPCUTET BHYTPIlITHIX CIIPaB,
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Meta. Po3poOuTty iHCTpYMEHTH, peKOMeHaLlil Ta Tpo-
MO3U1II 00 BAIOCKOHAJIEHHSI MiXKHAPOJIHOTO 1 HalliOHAJIb-
HOTO IpaBa y cepi 3aX1cTy TOBKIJIIA i yac BiliHU.

Meroauka. BuxkopucraHi MeToau: KpUTUYHOTO aHajizy
IJIST BCTAHOBJICHHSI, 110 3aXMCT JOBKULIA Il 4yac BiliHM He
Moxe OyTU peasizoBaHMil Ha 0a3i Ail04Oro 3aKOHOJABCTBA;
aHalizy W CUHTe3y Mpu OOCTIIKEHi CTaHy HalliOHAJIbHOTO
exosoriuHoro mpasa (EIT); cucremHoro aHaii3y npu A0cCii-
IXKeHi cTaHy MixkHaponHoro EIT; KoHTeHT-aHai3y 11s 10CIi-
IDKEHHST pe3yJIbTaTUBHOCTI MPOTOKOJIB 2KeHEeBCHKMX KOH-
BEHLIill; cucTeMHOro miaxoay mis nooynosu cucremu EIl,
BKJIIOUAIOUM JBOX- i 6araTOCTOPOHHI JOTrOBOPU; eJleMeHTap-
HO-TEOPETUYHOTO aHAaJi3y Ul BCTAHOBJICHHS 3BYXKEHHS Jie-
MOKPAaTUYHOCTI 1I0JI0 TTOKapaHH$ 32 HAHECEHHS €KOJIOTiUHOL
LIKOY BilCbKOBUM IIUISIXOM; TIOPiBHSIHHSI - BKAa3y€ HA HasIB-
HiCTh rinepOOoJiYHUX O3HAK IIKOAW TOBKI/UTIO 32 OOHOBUX
Nii; abayKii — MiABOAUTH O BUCHOBKY, 1110 3aXMCT JOBKIJLIS
MOBUHEH MaTW CUCTEMHMU, Ge3nepepBHUIN, MOCTIMHUIA Xa-
pakrep.

PesyabraTu. [IpoBeneHo aHasi3 HalliOHAJBLHOIO M MiX-
HapOJHOTO €KOJIOTiYHOTO MpaBa y yacu BiliHM. YKa3aHO: Ha
HasIBHICTb MPOTaJIMH B 3aKOHOJABCTBI i1 BiICYyTHICTh TTpaBoO-
BUX HOPM TIPSIMOI fii; Ha HeoOXimHiCTh iH(popMalliitHOI cuc-
TEMM MOHITOPMHIY MOBKiJUIA 3a peajizallii CHCTEMHOTIO Mifl-
XOmy, IO CIIMPAEThCS Ha TMiACUCTEMU: Bil mpaBoi dikcalrii
€KOJIOTiYHOI KON A0 TIPOIO3UIL TTPUMHSTTS TTPaBOBUX
akTiB. Po3pob6ieHi pekoMeHalii 11si BIOCKOHAJEHHST €KO-
JIOTIYHOTO TpaBa.

Haykosa HoBu3Ha. Po3po0jieHO alrOpUTM CUCTEMU ITif-
TPUMKW TIPUMAHSTTS PillleHb IUTSI OTIEPaTMBHUX YITpaBIIiH-
CbKMX [Iill i CTpaTEriyHOTO MPaBOBOIO PErYJIIOBAHHS 3aXUCTY
TIOBKIJLIA Tl Yac BillHU. Y CTaHOBJIEHO, 110 TPAaBOBUIA 3aXUCT
JIOBKiJUII TIOBUHEH MaTW CHUCTEMHUI, Oe3NepepBHUIA, MO-
CTIHMI XapakTep.

IIpakTyHa 3HAYMMiCTb. 3ampOITIOHOBAaHI PeKOMEHMALil
IIOI0 BIOCKOHAJIEHHS MiXHApOAHOrO I HalliOHAJbHOIO
€KOJIOTIYHOTO Mpapa Iijl Yac BilHM MOXYTh OyTH BUKOPHUCTA-
Hi MpaBHUKaMU i HaykKoBUsSIMU. Po3poOGieHuii ajroputm
CHCTEMU MiATPUMKU TPUIHATTS pillleHb MOXe OyTH 3acTo-
COBaHUM B yIPaBIiHCbKUI i MPaBOBill MPaKTHILi.

KimouoBi ciioBa: npasoee 3abesneuenns, exosoeiyna 6e3ne-
Ka, GiliHa, NiIOMpUMKU NPUUHAMMS DilleHb
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