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Hertepes [.A. ]

MEXAYHAPOOHO-INMPABOBbIE
N MEXKOYHAPOAHO-MNMOJIMTUYECKUE UCCJTEAOBAHUSA:
NMPOBJIEMbI CUHTE3A

Annomauyusa: B nocieonue 2006l KaK 8 omeuecmseHHoU, Mmakx U 8 3apyoedcHol MeicOyHapoOHO-Npasosoll Hayke Habo-
oaemcs pacnpocmpaHete nooxo008, UCNOIbL3YEeMbIX 8 NOTUMUYECKUX UCCAeO08AHUAX MENHCOYHAPOOHBIX OMHOUweHUl. B
oannou pabome oan 2ene3uc Gopmuposanus maxou 63aumoceasu ¢ konya 1980 ee. Yxazanvl ocHogHble npuduHbl Medic-
OUCYUNTUHAPHO20 CUHME3A, 8 M.4. NOGbIUIEHIE POTU KMALSKO20» NPAsa U pacnpocmpanenie MexaHusmos paspeuenus
CnOpos, OA3UPYIOWUXCS HA 6HYMPEHHEM NPAGe OCHOBHBIX MENCOYHAPOOHbLX IKOHOMuYeckux opeanuzayui (BTO, MB®,
I'pynna Bcemuprnoeo 6anxa) u unmeepayuonnvix epynnuposox (EC, HAD®TA, EspA32C u op). B cmamve dan 0630p oc-
HOBHblEe HANPABIEHUSA 3AUMCIEOBAHUSA, 8 HUCTE KOMOPHIX OUASHOCTNUKA CYWeCMEYIOUUX MeHCOVHAPOOHBIX NPOOIeM, UX
CMPYKMYPUPOBaHue u NOUCK MeNCOVHAPOOHO-NPABOBIX MEXAHUSMOS UX PeUleHUsl; AHAU3 CIPYKMYPbL U (DYHKYULL, Op-
2AHUZAYUOHHOLO OUZATIHA CYWECTNEYIOUUX MEHCOYHAPOOHBIX PEHCUMOS U UHCIUMYMOS,; 60NPOCHL USMEHEHUS O OETbHIX
NPUHYUNOB MEAHCOYHAPOOHO20 NPABA U CAMOU NPUPOObI MENHCOYHAPOOH020 npasa 6 yeaom. 1o kaxcoomy us Hanpagienuil
npugedenvl ocHosHble uccredoganus. Coenan 661600 0 MOM, YMO PACNPOCMPAHEHUe UHCIPYMEHMAPUsa NOIUMUYECKOU
HAYKU 8 MENCOYHAPOOHOM Npage cnocodcmeyem 0602aujeHuio NoCieoHe20, PoPMUPOSAHIIO NI0OOMEOPHO20 MENCOUCYU-
RAUHAPHO2O CUHME3d, NO3BONAIOWE20 NPOBOOUNb MHO2OSPAHHBIN AHANU3S MENHCOYHAPOOHOU 0etiCTNUMEeNbHOCHIU.
Abstract: In late years both in Russian and foreign international law science faces the spread of approaches, which are
used in political studies of international relations. This work analyzes the genesis of this interrelation starting from late
1980s. The author discusses the main causes of interdisciplinary synthesis, including growing role of the “soft law” and
spread of conflict resolution mechanisms base upon the internal law of the main international economic organizations
(WTO, IMF, World Bank Group) and integration groups (the EU, the NAFTA, the EurAsEC, etc.). The article contains an
overview of the main directions of borrowing, including diagnosing the main international problems, their structuring and
searching for the international legal mechanisms for their solution, analysis of structure and functions of organization
design of the existing international regimes and institutions, as well as international law as a whole. On each of these
directions the author provides the key studies. The conclusion is made that spread of instruments of political science in
the international law facilitates its enrichment, formation of the fruitful interdisciplinary synthesis, allowing for the multi-
faceted analysis of international reality.

Knrouesvie cnosa: FOpucnpyoenyus, mexicOyHAPOOHOe NPABO, MeHCOYHAPOOHble OMHOUEHUS, MeHCOUCYUNTUHADHbIE
N00X00, MemoObl NPABOBLLX UCCIEO08AHUL, CUHNE3 MEHCOVHAPOOHO20 NPABA U MEHCOVHAPOOHBIX OMHOULE, MA2KOe NPAso,
MEANCOYHAPOOHDBIE OP2AHUAYUU, MEHCOYHAPOOHBLE PEANCUMDL, 2]I00ATIbHOE YNPAGIeHUE.

Keywords: Jurisprudence, international law, international relations, interdisciplinary approach, methods of legal studies,
synthesis of international law and international relations, soft law, international organizations, international regimes,
global administration.

OTeyecTBeHHBIE HCCJIETOBAHMS

OTEUECTBEHHBIX UCCIIEOBAHUIX BOIMPOCOM KOH-
BEPTeHILUH MEXTYHApPOAHOTO IPaBa U MEX1yHa-
POIHBIX OTHOLIEHU I 3aHUMAJICS BUAHBIN SKCIIEPT
B o0ylacT MEXIyHapoaHbIX opranm3amnuii [.11.Mopo3os.
B ero monorpaduu' ocobdas poib yaensiercs mnpobieme

''CmM. 1) Mopozos I' . MexlyHapoiHOE TPaBO U MEXKIyHAPOIHbIC
otrHomenusi. [Ipobaemsr B3aumocsszu / [Ipeaucn.: beikosa O.H.;
Pen.: Baiinesa O.I. — M., 1997. — 70 c.; 2) Koaocos FO.M. Ponp
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B3aMMOCBSI3U U B3aUMOIEUCTBUS MEXIYHApPOIHBIX OT-
HOILIEHUM U MEXIYHAPOIHOIO IIpaBa, MEXKIYHAPOIHOMY
JIOTOBOPY KaK OCHOBHOMY MHCTHUTYTY MEKAYHapOJHBIX
oTHoLEeHUH. OTeuecTBEHHbIE IOPUCTBI-MEX Ay HAPOTHUKHI
TaKXke 0C000 MOTYCPKUBAIOT JUAICKTHUCCKOE SAMHCTBO U
B3aMMO/ICHCTBHE BHEIIHEN MOJIMTUKU U MEKAYyHAPOJTHOTO

MEXKIyHapOIHOTO IIpaBa B Hallel )KU3HHU (K BBIXOLY B CBET OPOIIIO-
pel I'M1. Mopo3soBa «MexIyHapogHOE MPaBO M MEKIYHapOAHbIE
OTHOLICHUS (MPOOIEMBI B3aUMOCBSI3HU)») // MOCKOBCKHI KypHa
MexayHapoaHoro npasa. — 1997, Ne 2. — C. 164-166.
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npaBa’. B camMoM Jerne, BHEIIHSAS MOJUTHKA (KypC rocy-
JlapcTBa B MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOLICHUAX U JCHCTBUS I10
peanu3anuy JaHHOTO Kypca) peanus3yeTcs MO/ BIHsIHIEM
CyIIeCTBYIOLIEro MexayHapogHoro npasa. C gpyroi
CTOPOHBI, MEXKAYHAPOAHOC IMPABO pa3BUBACTCA IO BJIU-
SHUEM B3aUMOCHCTBUSI BHEIIHETIOJIMTHUECKUX KYpPCOB
Pa3IUYHBIX TOCYAAPCTB.

Poccuiickue cnennamucThl MO MEXIYHApPOAHBIM OT-
HOUICHUSIM OTMEYAIOT HEOOXOAMMOCTh N3YyUYEHUST MK Y-
HapOJHOTO IpaBa B «0oJiee MHUPOKOM CHHTE3UPOBAHHOM
KOHTEKCTE CBs3el InmpaBa U MUPOBBIX MNOJIUTHYCCKUX
nporeccony’. [To HX MHEHHIO, MEXK 1y HAPOTHOE IIPABO CaMO
1o ce0e KOH(MIMKTHO, T.K. PEAIOIaraeT «CTPOroe cooIto-
JICHUE TIPUHITUIIOB» C OAHOW CTOPOHBI, 1 HEOOXOIMMOCTb
WX Pa3BUTHS U MOAM(UKALIMHU COTJIACHO TEKYILEH MEXKTy-
HapOAHO-TMOIUTHYECKOH peanbHOCTH, C APYTOH CTOPOHBL.
Kpome Toro, xapakTepHOH uepTOif COBPEMEHHOI0 3Tamna
pa3BUTUA MHPOBOH MOJUTHYECKOH CHUCTEMBI SIBISETCS
pacuImpeHne Herocy1apCTBEHHOTO B3aMMOJIEHCTBHUSA, KO-
TOpOE HE TOAINAAAeT IO JieHicTBHE OONBIIMHCTBA HOPM
KJIACCHYECKOT'0 MEX/JYHapOaHOTO NpaBa. B HacTosmee
BpEMsI, XapaKTepU3ys PEryJISTHBHYIO KOMIIOHEHTY MEX Y-
HapOAHbIX OTHOILICHUM, P IKCIEPTOB NPEANOYUTAET
TOBOPHUTH O CUCTEME «TJI00AIBHOTO YNPaBICHUS (aHTIL.
global governance), Bkitodaromel Kak KOMILUIEKC HOPM
MEX/TYHapOJAHOTO NpaBa, TaK U PEKUMbBI 1 MHCTHTYTHI
MHPOBOT'O B3aHUMOACHCTBHSL.

3apy0ekHble UcCIe0BaAHUS

B 3apyOexHBIX MCCICIOBAaHUAX TAK)KE OTMEYACTCs
HEOOXOIUMOCTh COBMECTHOTO aHaJIn3a MEXyHapOIHO-
MTOJIMTUYECKOI ¥ MEXK Iy HApOIHO-IIPABOBOH peabHOCTH.
OnHoM U3 NepBhIX paboT B 3TOI 00JIACTH SABISETCS CTATHS
K.A660Ta*, B KOTOPO# OH MPHU3BIBACT FOPUCTOB-MEK Ty Ha-
POIHHKOB U3y4aTh TEOPHIO MEKTYHAPOJHBIX PEKIMOB’,
MIOCKOJIBKY, II0 €0 MHEHHIO, OHa HMEET MHOXECTBO IPHU-
MEHEHUH B MEX1yHapo1HOM npase. OH 1axe BhICKa3acs
3a (POPMHUPOBAHUE €AUHOM JTUCIUILINHBI, KOTOpas Oblia

> MexayHapopHoe mpaBo: yueonuk / OtB. pen. A.H.BbuierkanuH. —
M.: Beicuiee oopasoBanue, Opaiit-Uznar, 2009. — C.44.

3 Kynaeun B.M. TIoAMTHKO-TIPABOBOE M3MEPEHUE MEKITYHAPOIHBIX
OTHOLIEHUH ¥ MUPOBOI nonutuky. I'aBa 7 / CoBpeMeHHbIE MEXKTY-
HapoJHbIC OTHOLICHUS U MHUPOBas MoiuTuka: YdeOHuk/ OTB. pen.
A.B.Topkynos. — M.: IIpocsemenune: MI'UIMO, 2004. — C.164-189.

4 Abbott K. Modern International Relations Theory: A Prospectus for
International Lawyers // Yale Journal of International Law. 1989. — 14:
335-411.

*ITonpoGHee 0 TEOPUH MEKITYHAPOJHBIX PEXKUMOB M. L{bieankos I1.A.
Teopust MeXKIyHapOAHBIX OTHOLICHHH : y4eOHUK. -2-€ U3/., UCIP. U
non. — M.: l'apnapuxu, 2007. — C.447-450.
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ObI MpU3BaHA COKPATUTH PA3PHIB, CYIIECTBYIOMNH MEKIY
TEOpUeH MEeXTYHApOAHBIX OTHOLICHHH W MEXyHapo.l-
HBIM ITpaBoM. Uepe3 HeCKOJIBKO JIeT ObLiIa onmyOJInKoBaHa
pabota A. — M.Crorep®, nmpodeccopa Illkosasr mpasa
T'apBapackoro yHuBepcuTeTa, OJHOTO U3 BEAYIIUX B
MHUpE CTOPOHHUKOB OOBEAMHEHHS MEXKIYHapOIHO-IIO-
JUTHYECKUX W MEXAYHapOTHO-TIPABOBBIX HCCIIEOBa-
HUAH B OOLIMX METOJOJOIMYECKHX paMKax, Ipe3HIeHTa
AMEepUKaHCKOT0 00IIecCTBa MEXIYHApOJHOTO NpaBa B
2002-2004 rr. ®akTuyecku, ¢ 3Toro Mmomenta (1993-
1994 rr.) B 3apy0OexHOM HAyYHOU MeYaTH MOIIeN JIABUHO-
00pa3HBIN TOTOK paboT 0 B3aNMOCBSI3U MEXIyHAPOTHOTO
MpaBa ¥ TEOPUU MEKIYyHAPOJHBIX OTHOIICHHUH.

CBUIETETBCTBOM ATOTO SIBJISIOTCS PE3yJIBTaThl KOH-
TEHT-aHajau3a, nposeaeHHoro A. — M.Crnotep u ee Koi-
jgeramu B jexadpe 1997 r. Ha OCHOBE CTATUCTHYECKOTO
UCCIIEIOBAHUSI NIEPEKPECTHOTO LIUTUPOBAHUS MOJIHMTOJIO-
TUYECKOI JINTEepaTyphl IOPUCTAMHU-MEX1yHAPOIHUKAMHU
B MEKyHapoHol 0a3e nanubix LexisNexis’. Hanpumep,
KJIIoueBasi MOHOTpadus MO MEXITYHAPOIHBIM peXUMaM
P.Koxeiina, Bermesinas 8 1984 .8, B uccneqyemsiii nepuo
(1990-1997 rr.) uutupoBanacek opuctamMu 41 pas, npuuem
39 u3 Hux — nocne 1993 r. AHaIOrUYHO, TEPMHUH «TEOPHS
PEKMMOBY» HCIOIB30BAJICA B IOPUAMYECKUX paboTax c
1990 r 44 pa3a, xots B mepuon 1990-1994 rr. Bcero 6 pas.
«Mucturynuonanusm» — 40 pa3 nocie 1990 r. u 6 pa3 B
1990-1994 rr. YnomuHnagmas crates K.A66ora 1989 r.°
nutupoBanack 1991 r., uz Hux 34 — nocne 1995 r., cratbs
A. —M.Cnorep 1993 r.'° nutuposanaces 56 pas, u3 Hux 38
—mnocine 1995 . u 29 — nocie 1996 r. [Moauronornuecknii
TEPMHUH «peaju3M» MUTHPOBAJICS B IOPUANUCCKON JINTe-
parype 13 pa3, u3z Hux 10 — nocne 1994 r.

B 1996-1997 rr. nBa pasza moupsiJi KOHKypc paboT
MOJIOJIBIX IOPHCTOB-MEXyHapoJHUKOB UM. DpaHcuca

¢ Slaughter A. — M. International Law and International Relations
Theory: A Dual Agenda // American Journal of International Law.
1993.—87:205-239. Taxsxe cM. Slaughter A. — M. Liberal International
Relations Theory and International Economic Law // American Journal
of International Law, 1995. — 10: 717-731.

7 Slaughter A. — M., Tulumello A., Wood S. International Law and
International Relations Theory: A New Generation of Interdisciplin-
ary Scholarship // American Journal of International Law. 1998. — 92:
367-397.

8 Keohane R. After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World
Political Economy. — Princeton University Press, 1984.

? Abbott K. Modern International Relations Theory: A Prospectus for
International Lawyers // Yale Journal of International Law. 1989. — 14:
335-411.

10 Slaughter A. — M. International Law and International Relations
Theory: A Dual Agenda // American Journal of International Law.
1993. — 87:205-239.
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Heaxa (Francis Deak Prize), mpoBoguMeIii €XeTOqHO
AMEPUKAaHCKNM Xy PHAJIOM MEX]IyHapOAHOTO MPaBa, BbI-
UTPBIBAJIN aBTOPHI MEKIUCIUITITMHAPHBIX PadOT (MEX1y-
HapOJHbIC OTHOIICHUS — MEXAYHapoaHoe mpaso)'!. B
onyOJMKOBaHHBIX B 3TO BpeMsi B ['apBapickoM KypHaje
MEXIyHapOJHOTO MPaBa CTAThAX, MOCBSIECHHBIX TPaBy
MEXTYHAPOIHBIX JOTOBOPOB'Z, TAKKE JIeNaJICs aKLICHT Ha
HEOOXO0IMMOCTH MEXINCIUIIINHAPHOTO CHHTE3A.

KunroueBoil Bexoil B pa3BUTUU B3aUMOCBSI3U MEXKAY-
HapOJHBIX OTHOLICHUH M MEKIYHapOJHOIO IpaBa craja
porpamMMHast JISKI[UsI BEAYIIEro ClielHalncTa-Mex 1y Ha-
ponnuka P.Koxeiira B Membckoii mkose mpasa B 1996 1. Ha
TeMy «MeXTyHapOAHbIE OTHOLICHNS U MEXIyHapOJHOE
paBo: aBe nepcrektuBbi»'®. B 2000 r. [aarckas akagemust
MEXyHapOJAHOTO MpaBa B paMKax IOOMJICHHBIX JEKIIHH
MpOBeJIa KyPC, MOCBSIIEHHBIH CHHTE3y MEX/1yHapOJHOTO
MpaBa U MEX/1yHAPOJAHbBIX OTHOIICHUIA.

C 2005 r. ®akynsret mpaBa u lllkoma MexayHa-
pomubix oTHomeHni MyHnka (Munk School of Global
Affairs) YauBepcurera Toponto (Kanana) msparoT
«XKypHaa MeXyHapOIHOTO ITpaBa U MEX/1YHapOIHBIX
orHomenuit» (The Journal of International Law and
International Relations)¥. Pa3BuTHio ciHTE3a ABYX HAYK
B HEMAJIO CTeNeHN coco0CTBOBANO U TO, YTO TAKHE
n3nanus, kKak « KypHan o meperoBopam» («Negotiation
Journal»), «XKypHay 1o paspemieHu0 KOHPIUKTOBY
(«Journal of Conflict Resolutiony), «MexayHapoaHas
opranuzanus» («International Organization») n3na-
4aJIbHO HOCUJIM MEXIUCLUILIMHAPHBIN XapakTep. B Hux
MEXyHapoJHbIe MPOOIEMbl aHAIU3UPOBAINCH KAK C
MOJUTOJIOTUUECKOM, SKOHOMHYECKOM, TaK U MEXKAyHa-
POIHO-TIPABOBOW TOYKH 3PEHHUSI.

[TonoTBOPHBIN CHHTE3 ABYX HayK aKTHBHO HpPO-
JOJDKHJICS ¥ BO BTOpoil mojoBuHe 2000-x romgos'.

' Cm. 1) Benvenisti E. Collective Action in the Utilisation of Shared
Freshwater: The Challenges of International Water Resources Law //
American Journal of International Law. 1996. —90: 384-415; 2) Brun-
née J., Toope S. Environmental Security and Freshwater Resources:
Ecosystem Regime Building // American Journal of International Law.
1997. - 91: 26-59.

12 Cwm. 1) Setear J. An Iterative Perspective on Treaties: A Synthesis
of International Relations Theory and International Law // Harvard
International Law Journal. 1996. —37: 139-229; 2) Byers M. Taking the
Law out of International Law: A Critique of the Iterative Perspective //
Harvard International Law Journal. 1997. — 38: 201-205.

13 Keohane R. International Relations and International Law: Two
Optics // Harvard International Law Journal, 1997. — 38: 487-502.

4 Cwm. odunmanpHblii caiit «KypHaia MeXJIyHapOIHOIO MpaBa U
MEKIyHApOIHBIX OTHOLICHUI» — http://www.jilir.org/

15 Cwm., nanpumep, Hathaway O., Koh H., eds. Foundations of In-
ternational Law and Politics. — New York: Foundation Press, 2005;
Rochester M. Between Peril and Promise: The Politics of International
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HauGomnee coBpeMeHHBIH 0030p TUTEpaTypHl MO HC-
MOJIb30BAHHIO METOJI0B MEXK Iy HAPOIHO-TIOJIUTHYECKOH
HayKH B MEX/JYHAapOJHOM IIpaBe COJEpPKUTCS B pabore
3. Xaduep-bepron u ap.'¢

le/l‘l](l]-[bl MEKIUCHUINIIHHAPHOI0 CUHTE3a

Kak mpezcraisieTcsi, OCHOBHBIX IPUYMH CHHTE32 MEX-
JTyHapOHO-TIPABOBOM N MEK/ Ty HApOTHO-TIOTU THYECKOH Ha-
YKH B 3apyOeKHBIX HCCIIEJOBAaHHIX HeCKOIbKo. [Tocie pac-
naga CCCP u ycuneHus: OZTHONOISPHBIX TEHACHINI POJIb
MEKIYHApOAHOTO IIpaBa KaK PEryysTopa MeX, Iy HAPOJHBIX
OTHOIICHNH HECKOJBKO Ociadiia, Kak M BJINSHNAE MHCTH-
tyToB cucreMbl OOH. Ha stom ¢one crano Bo3pacraTh
3HAUCHHE CHCTEMBI «MSTKOTO» IIPaBa, PEKOMEHIaTeIbHbIC
HOPMBI KOTOPOTO BO BHYTPEHHEH MOJUTHKE Pa3IUYHBIX
rocyaapCTB CTaJIM aKTUBHO IPOABHUIaTh MHOT'OYHCJIICHHBIC
HEeINpPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIE Opranusanuu. Ilomumo storo
AKTHBHOE PAcIpOCTPaHEHUE MOIYUIIIN MEXaHN3MBI Pa3-
pelIeHns CrIopoB, Oa3upyIoNNecs Ha BHYTPEHHEM IIpaBe
OCHOBHBIX MEX/1yHAPOTHBIX SKOHOMUYECKUX OpraHn3aIii
(BTO, MB®, I'pynina BcemupHoro 6aHka) 1 HHTErpalinoH-
HbIX rpynnupoBok (EC, HADTA, EspA3DC u ap). [lanHsie
CTPYKTYPBI 00JIaat0T CEeroIHs HACTOSICH KBa3HCy 1eOHON
BJIACTHIO, OCHOBAHHOW Ha KOMIIETEHI[H CAMOCTOSTEIBHO
TOJIKOBAaTh CBOM YUYPEIUTEIbHbIC TOKYMEHTHI' .

AMEpUKaHCKHE CTICIUAJINCTBI-MEX 1y HApOAHUKH TI0-
cJe epruoia OMHOMOMSIPHOCTH 1990-X I'T. 1 HaMEpPEHHOTO
0CJIa0JICHHU I CUCTEMbI MEXK 1Y HAPOJIHOT'O ITpaBa CoO CTOPOHBI
MHPOBOTO TereMona, ¢ Hadana 2000-X I'T. mpenpuHIMAaIOT
MIOTIBITKY JIETAJIN30BaTh T.H. MEXIYHApPOJIHBIE PEKNMBI,
BKJIIOYAIOIIHE YK€ TOMUMO KJIACCHUECKUX HOPM MEXIY-
HapOJHOTO MpaBa MHOTOYUCIICHHBIE HOPMBI «MSTKOTO
npaBay. /laHHOM TeMe ObLIT OCBSIIIEH CIIeUaIbHBIA HOMEP
KypHasia «MexgyHapojHas opranusanus» (International
Organization), Bermenmuii B 2000 roxy u comepxamuii 60-
nee 10 myOmukaruii mo Bompocam (GopMUPOBAHHS MEKTY-
HapOJHBIX PSKUMOB B 00JIaCTH pa3perieHust KOHPINKTOB,
9KOHOMHMYECKOH HHTETPaLNH1, MEX/1y HAPOIHBIX BATIOTHO-

Law — Washington, DC: CQ Press, 2006; Simmons B., Steinberg R.,
eds. International Law and International Relations. — New York: Cam-
bridge University Press, 2006; Armstrong D., Farrell Th., Lambert H.
International Law and International Relations. — Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2007; Biersteker T., Spiro P, Sriram Ch., Raffo V.,
eds. International Law and International Relations: Bridging Theory
and Practice. — London: Routledge, 2007.

' Hafner-Burton E., Victor D., Lupu Y. Political Science Research
on International Law: The State of the Field // American Journal of
International Law, 2012. — Vol. 106, No. 1: 47-97.

17.Cwm. Jlecmepes JI.A. DxoHOMUYECKAsH TUTIOMATHSI: SKOHOMHUKA, 110-
niTuKa, npaso. — M.: MITMUMO, Hagona, 2010. — C.24.
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KPEIUTHBIX OTHOIICHHSIX, TOPrOBOU TUOEpann3aiui u
3alUTHI IPaB uesioBeka's. BrociecTBIY TaHHBIN BBIMTYCK
JKypHaJa ObLT U3/1aH B KAYECTBE OTACIBbHON MOHOTrpaduu'®.

He pasnmenss ckentuim3aMa aMepHUKaHCKUX HCCIIe-
JIOBaTeJIel 110 OTHOIIEHUIO K KJIACCHYeCKOMY MEX /1y Ha-
POJHOMY TIPaBy, BMECTE C TEM IPEJICTABIISICTCS 000CHO-
BaHHBIM aHAJIM3UPOBATH MEXKJYHAPOIHbBIC OTHOIICHHUS
KaK COLMAbHBIH KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPOM (hopMuUpyeTCst
MEXAyHapoHOe paBo. Kak 1 BO BHyTpUrocynapcTBeH-
HOM IIpaBe, HEOOXOJJMMO paccMaTpUBATh MEXK1YHAPOI-
HO-TIPpaBOBBIC OTHOIICHUA B KOMIIJICKCEC, U3ydad B T.4.
peanpHOe TOBEICHUE CYOBEKTOB MPAaBOOTHOMICHUS (KaK
MIpaBOMEpPHOE, TaK U MPOTHBOMPABHOE), 00OHECKTHUBHBIC
9JIEMEHTBI COIUATIBHOTO OBITHUS M Pa3iu4HbIe CyObeK-
THBHBIC, MUPOBO33pEHYECKHE (PAKTOPHI.

OcHOBHbBIE HanmpaBJICHUS 3aUMCTBOBAaHUSA

MO’KHO BBIICTTUTH HECKOJIBKO OCHOBHBIX HATIPABICHIH
3aMMCTBOBAHUS MEXIYHAPOITHO-TIOTHUTHICCKIX KOHIICTI-
LU FOPHCTAMHU-MEX Ty HAPOTHUKAMH:

1) AMarHOCTHKa CYLIECTBYIOMIMX MEXK/yHapOIHBIX
npobieM, UX CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHE U IOUCK MEK Ty HAPOIHO-
MIPaBOBBIX MEXaHU3MOB X PEIICHUS;

2) aHanmu3 CTPYKTYPHI i QYHKIHH, OPraHN3aIIHOHHO-
r'0 AU3aifHa CyIIECTBYOIINX MEKIYHAPOIHBIX PEKUMOB
U UHCTHUTYTOB;

3) BOIPOCHI U3MEHEHHSI OT/IEJIHBIX TPHHIIMIIOB MEXK-
JyHapOJIHOTO TIPaBa M CaMOi MPUPOIBI MEX 1y HAPOIHOTO
npasa B 1eaom>’.

Braromapst 3anMCTBOBAHUSM ITEPBOTO TUTIA TAKHUE Te-
OpeTHYeCKHe KOHCTPYKTHI KaK MpoodiieMa KOJUIEKTHBHBIX
JeHcTBUH, «TpodiieMa 6e30MIIeTHHKA, IIPOBAJIbl PHIHKA,
«IUJIeMMa 3aKJIIOYEHHOT0» CTaji MIUPOKO HCIOIb30-
BaTbCA B MEXKAYHAPOAHO-IIPABOBBIX HUCCICAOBAHUAX.
VIMEeHHO OHU MO3BOJSIOT CTPYKTYPHUPOBATH CYIIECTBY-
IOIYI0 MEXAYHAPOTHYIO IPOOIeMY, BEIIBUTh HHTEPECH
BCEX BOBJICUCHHBIX CTOPOH U MPEIIIOKUTH COOTBETCTBY-
IOUTYI0 I0PUANYECKYI0 KOHCTPYKIIHIO.

OnHO M3 OCHOBHBIX HalpaBJiIeHUI NMPUMEHEHUS JaH-
HBIX KOHIETIUH — MEXK/[y HAPOJHOE TOPTOBOE M MEXK 1y Ha-
POIHOE DKOJIOTHYECKOe MpaBo. B yacTHOCTH, D.beHBEeHUCTH

18 Legalization and World Politics (Special Issue) // International Or-
ganization. — 2000. — Vol. 54, No 3.

¥ Goldstein J., Kahler M., Keohane R., Slaughter A. — M., eds. Legal-
ization and World Politics. — Cambridge: MIT Press, 2001.

2 Slaughter A. — M., Tulumello A., Wood S. International Law and
International Relations Theory: A New Generation of Interdisciplin-
ary Scholarship / American Journal of International Law. 1998. —92:
367-397.
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OTHOCHT YTIpaBJICHNE 3a11aCaMH IIPECHOH BOJIBI K KIJIACCHYE-
CKOH Ipo0JeMe KOJUIEKTHBHBIX JCHCTBHUH, HCXOS U3 YETO
MpeasaraeT CBOM NOAXO/bl K MEXKyHAPOIAHO-IPAaBOBOMY
yperyIupoBaHuto fanHoi mpobaemsr®!. PIIMuAT ucnons-
3yetr nojoxeHue PIlyTHama 0 IByXypOBHEBOM aHaIU3€
MIEPETOBOPHOTO IpoLecca sl MOASIUPOBAHUS IEPETOBO-
pos mexnay CIIIA un Kanamoii o Bompocy orpaHHYeHUS
OTJIOBAa THXOOKEAHCKOTO JIococsi*?. CXOXKYI0 KOHICIIIHIO
ucnons3yeT 1 M. MoHTaHbg-Mopa npu aHanu3e pa3Ho-
rnacuit mexxay CIIA u EC B Xone Ypyraaiickoro payHjaa
TOPrOBBIX IIEPETOBOPOB IO BOIPOCAM CyOCHIUPOBAHUS
CENIbCKOXO03SMCTBEHHOIO dKCIOpTaZ,

Teopust 1 METOIOJIOTHS aHAIM3a MEXIyHapOTHBIX
OTHOIIEHHWH HAIIIN MIMPOKOE NMPUMEHEHUE B MEXIY-
HAapOAHO-IPAaBOBBIX HCCIEAOBAHUSIX IO BONPOCAM H3-
PanIIbCKOTO-TTAJIECTUHCKOTO KOH(JIMKTA, ITpoOIeMaTuKe
MEXIyHApOIHOTO TEPPOPU3MA H IENOMY PSIAy APYTUX
BOIIPOCOB — OT AHTHMOHOIIOIBHOTO 3aKOHO/IATEILCTBA JI0
TOPTOBBIX BOWH?.

B pamkax BTOpOro HamnpaBJICHHS 3aHMCTBOBaHHI
METOJI0JIOTUU MEXKAYHapOAHO-OTUTHYECKUX HCCIIeI0Ba-
HUH IIKOJION MeXTyHapOJHOTrO IpaBa HHCTPyMEHTapuil 1
MCTOIbI MOJIMTHUECKOM HAYKH IPUMECHAIOTCA B KOHTCKCTE
UHCTUTYIIMOHAJIbHONW 3KOHOMHUKH, TEOPUHU MPUHATHUSA
peleHui, coluaabHON MCUXOJIOTHH, aHaJdu3a OpraHu3a-
LIMOHHOTO JM3aiiHa ¥ KOMIETEHIINI MK/ Iy HapOIHbIX HH-
ctutyToB. OTHUM U3 MEPBONPOXOALEB B paMKaX JAHHOTO
HarpasieHus siBisiercss K.AG60T, uccienoBaBmnii HeKo-

2! Benvenisti E. Collective Action in the Utilization of Shared Freshwa-
ter: The Challenges of International Water Resources Law // American
Journal of International Law, 1996. — 90: 384-415

22 Schmidt R. International Negotiations Paralyzed by Domestic Poli-
tics: Two-Level Game Theory and the Problem of the Pacific Salmon
Commission // Environmental Law, 1996. — 26: 95-139.

% Montana-Mora M. International Law and International Relations
Cheek to Cheek: An International Law/International Relations Per-
spective on the US/EC Agricultural Export Subsidies Dispute // North
Carolina Journal of International Law and Commercial Regulation,
1993.-19: 1.

Cwm. Hanpumep, Macey J. Chicken Wars as a Prisoner’s Dilemma:
What’s in a Game? // Notre Dame Law Review, 1989. — 64: 447-450
(review of Conybeare J., Trade Wars: The Theory and Practice of
International Commercial Rivalry); Colombatto E., Macey J. A Public
Choice Model of International Economic Cooperation and the Decline
of the Nation State // Cardozo Law Review, 1996. — 18: 925-956; Ayaz
Sh. A Theoretic Approach to Transnational Terrorism // Georgetown
Law Journal, 1992. — Vol. 80: 2131-2174; Hirsch M. The Future
Negotiations over Jerusalem, Strategical Factors and Game Theory
// Catholic University Law Review, 1996. — 45: 699-722; Mock W.
Game Theory, Signaling and International Legal Regulations // George
Washington Journal of International Law & Economics, 1992. — 26:
33-66; Waller S. Neo-Realism and the International Harmonization
of Law: Lessons from Antitrust // University of Kansas Law Review,
1994. — 42: 557-604.
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TOpBIE ACIIEKTHI COOTIONCHUS MEXIyHAPOIHBIX PEKIMOB
HepacpoCTPaHeHU >, IIpaBa MK 1y HAPOIHOM TOPTOBIH>,
PEOTBPALICHHS TPECTYIIICHU I MPOTHB YeIoBeyecTBa,
a Tak)ke OOIIUX MPUHIIMITOB TPUMEHEHHUS KOHIICTITOB WH-
CTUTYILMOHAIM3MA B MEXYHAPOIHOM ITpaBe,

V.OlicuB aHANU3UPYET BIUSHUE HEKOTOPBIX CTaTei
JoroBopa 0 BceoObEMIIOIEM 3alPEIIECHUN SACPHBIX
UCIBITAHUH Ha GOPMUPOBAHHE COOTBETCTBYIOLIETO
MEX1YHAPOIHOTO PEKHUMA B COOTBETCTBUH C MPEATOCHLI-
KamM¥ HHCTHTYIHOHanu3Ma”. JI. KonbspH ucmonb3yet
TEOPUTIO PEIKUMOB IJIA O6'I)${CHCHI/I$[ HEKOTOPBIX ACIIEKTOB
yIpaBlICHUS TPAHCTPAHUYHBIMHU PBHIOHBIMH 3allacaMu
W 3amacamu Jajeko Murpupymomux peio’’. I.dupiep u
B.ILIOTKUH aHATU3UPYIOT, HACKOJIBKO HOBBIC PErYIHPY-
I0IIMe HOPMBI BceMUPHO# opraHu3aliy 3paBooXpaHe-
HUSI CIIOCOOCTBYIOT CO3AaHuU0 3(h(PEKTUBHOTO pekiMa B
MOHUMAHUU WHCTUTYIHOHATHCTOB.. OOIIHe BOMPOCH
MHCTHTYIMOHAJIEHOTO JH3aliHa MEXAYHApOIHBIX PEIKH-
MOB paccMoTpeHsl B pabore I'./layHca u np.*, a ananus
PEKUMOB TIPEAOTBPALICHUS 3arpsA3HEHHS HEPTSPOAYK-
TaMU npuBejeH B pabore P.MuTtuena®.

Wzyuenne ocodbeHHOCTEH ()Y HKIIMOHUPOBAHUS MEX Ty~
HAapOJHBIX MHCTUTYTOB B KOHTEKCTC MCKAYHAPOJAHOI'O
IpaBa IOJIYYHJIO CTOJIb U POKOE PACIPOCTPAHCHHUE, YTO B

% Abbott K. «Trust But Verify»: The Production of Information in
Arms Control Treaties and Other International Agreements // Cornell
International Law Journal, 1993. — 26: 1-58.

2 Abbott K. The Trading Nation’s Dilemma: The Functions of the Law
of International Trade // Harvard International Law Journal, 1985. —
26: 501-532.

27 Abbott K. International Relations Theory, International Law and the
Regime Governing Atrocities in Internal Conflicts / American Journal
of International Law, 1999. — Vol. 93 (2): 361-379.

2 Abbott K. Toward a Richer Institutionalism for International Law
and Policy // Journal of International Law and International Relations,
2006. —1: 9.

¥ Aceves W. Institutionalist Theory and International Legal Scholarship
/I American University Journal of International Law, 1997. — 12 (2):
227-266.

3 Colburn J. Note, Turbot Wars: Straddling Stocks, Regime Theory,
and a New U.N. Agreement // Florida State University Journal of
Transnational Law & Policy, 1997. — 6: 323-366.

3! Fidler D. Mission Impossible? International Law and Infectious Dis-
eases // Temple International and Comparative Law Journal, 1996.— 10:
493-502; Plotkin B. Mission Possible: The Future of the International
Health Regulations // Florida State University Journal of Transnational
Law & Policy, 1997. — 6: 503.

32 Downs G., Rocke D., Barsoom P. The Transformational Model of
International Regime Design: Triumph of Hope or Experience? // Co-
lumbia Journal of Transnational Law, 2000. — 38: 465-514.

33 Mitchell R. Regime Design Matters: International Oil Pollution and
Treaty Compliance // International Organization, 1994. — Vol. 48 (3):
425-458.
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3apyOeIHBIX HCCICIOBAHUIX BBIICIISIOT JakKe T.H. (YHpas-
nenyeckylo wkonyy («managerial school») medxcoynapoo-
Ho2o npasa. OCHOBAaTEJIEM JaHHOW LIKOJIBI IPUHSATO CUH-
tarh AYelica u AUeiic’**. TTo ux MHEHUIO, HECOOIIOIEHNE
MEX /1y HAPOJIHBIX COTJIANICHU HE CBA3aHO C HEJOCTATKOM
HNPUHYAUTEIBHOTO IPUMEHEHHS ITpaBa WIH CaHKIHH, a C
HECOBEPLICHCTBOM (DOPMYJINPOBOK MEKITYHAPOIHBIX 10-
TOBOPOB, HEAOCTATOUHBIM OOMEHOM MH(OPMAIIMY B paMKax
YCTaBIMBAEMBIX PE)KHMOB, HECOOTBETCTBUEM ITOJIOKEHU I
MEXYHAPOAHBIX 10IOBOPOB BHYTPEHHEMY 3aKOHOAATEIb-
CTBY CTPaH-TIOAIUCAHTOB.

Crierin¢puka mporenyp NpUHATHS PEIICHUS B MEX Y-
HAapOJHBIX OpraHU3alUsAX PacCMOTpPeHa B paboTax IBYX
npejacraBuTeneii MUYMTaHCKOTO yHUBEPCUTETA — BTO-
poro 1o 3Hayenunto B CILIA (1, moxaiyi, B MUpe) LeHTpa
10 PKOHOMHUUYECKOMY aHaJu3y mpasa (mocie Yukaro) —
I'TceGenuca® u b. Byeno ne Meckuro®.

Baxnplii BKJ1aag B pa3BUTHE TEOPUU UHCTUTYLHO-
HaJIM3Ma B KOHTEKCTE MEXIYHApOJHOrO MpaBa BHECIA
b.KopemeHoc, paccmaTpuBarommas Tu3aiH MEX, Iy HapOTHBIX
OpraHu3alui, peryaupyIonX pa3Hble OTPACITH MEXK,TyHa-
pomHOro pasa®’. ABTOp JJAaHHOTO HCCIIE0OBAHUS TAKIKE BHEC
MOCUJIBbHBIN BKJIAJ] B JIAHHOE HAaIlpaBJICHUE UCCIIEI0BaHU,
OIyOJIMKOBAB CTaThIO M0 MHCTUTYLHOHAIBHOMY IU3alHY
MEX Iy HApOIHOI'0 PeXKHMa CONCHCTBHS Pa3BUTHION.

3 Chayes A., Chayes A. On Compliance // International Organization,
1993. — 47: 175-205; Chayes A., Chayes A. The New Sovereignty:
Compliance with International Regulatory Agreements. — Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1995.

3 Tsebelis G., Yataganas X. The Treaty of Nice, the Convention Proposal,
and the Treaty Establishing a Constitution for Europe: A Veto Players
Analysis // European Constitutional Law Review, 2005. — 1 (3): 429-451;
Tsebelis G., Garrett G. The Institutional Determinants of Intergovern-
mentalism and Supranationalism in the EU // International Organization,
2001. —55(2): 357-390; Tsebelis G., Garrett G. Agenda Setting, Vetoes,
and the EU’s Codecision Procedure // Journal of Legislative Studies,
1997. —3: 74-92.

3% Bueno de Mesquito B., Smith A. The Pernicious Consequences of
UN Security Council Membership // Journal of Conflict Resolution,
2010. — Vol. 54 (5): 667-686.

37 Koremenos B. When, What, and Why Do States Choose to Del-
egate?.// Law and Contemporary Problems, 2008. — Vol. 71 (1):
151-192; Koremenos B. 1f Only Half of International Agreements
Have Dispute Resolution Provisions, Which Half Needs Explain-
ing? // Journal of Legal Studies, 2007. — 36: 189-212; Koremenos B.
Contracting around International Uncertainty. American Political Sci-
ence Review, 2005. 99: 549-565; Koremenos B., Lipson Ch., Snidal D.
The Rational Design of International Institutions // International Or-
ganization, 2001.—55 (4): 761-799; Koremenos B. Loosening the Ties
That Bind: A Learning Model of Agreement Flexibility. International
Organization, 2001. 55: 289-325.

38 Jleemepes /].A. TeOpeTHKO-UTPOBOi aHAIHM3 PEIKHUMOB OKa3aHHsI
COZIeHCTBUS MeXIyHapoaHoMy passuthio // Becrank MI'MMO-VYun-
Bepcutera, 2011. — Ne5. — C.59-66.
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B pamkax TpeTbero HalpaBJCHHS 3aUMCTBOBAHHS
TIOSIBUJICS LIEJIBIH psiZi paboT O TOM, KAKMM 00pa30M MEHsi-
eTCs caMa MPUPO/Ia MEXyHAPOIHOTO [TPpaBa B Pe3ybTaTe
(bOpMHUPOBAHUS HOBBIX MEKIyHAPOJHBIX HHCTUTYTOB,
HACKOJIbKO COOJTIOIAI0TCS HOPMBI MEX Iy HAPOIHOTO ITpaBa
U TI0YeMY 3TO NMPOMCXOAMUT WM He Mporcxoaut. OnHa u3
MepBBIX paboT B Tol chepe npuHaiexut O.AGO0TY>,
KOTOPBIH B JAJIbHEHIIIEM pacCMaTPHBAJI BOIPOCHI CTAHOBJIE-
HUSI MEX Ty HAPOITHOTO PeXKKMMA YaCTHOH coOCTBeHHOCTU 1
Biusinus npasa BTO Ha rino0aabHOE 5KOHOMHUECKOE pas3-
BuTHEe*. BOIPOCHI BIUAHUSA HOPM MEX 1y HAPOIHOTO [TpaBa
Ha 3P PEKTUBHOCTH Pa3pEHICHHS MK Ty HAPOJHBIX CIIOPOB
paccmotpensl B padorax P.Bprocrepa*?, T.I'mucOypra u
ap®. B cratesix O.Xarayauis*, K.Paycrnana®, P.Cxorra*,
Jx.Cotepa’, E.Cpeitna*® u A.Cuxca® ananusupyercs
BIUSHUS HOPM MEXIyHapOIHOTO MpaBa Ha W3MEHEHHUE
COL[MAJIBHOT'O KOHTEKCTa.

OTAensHO CTOMT OTMETUTB peicTaBuTeNel Ynkarckoi
ITKOJIBI HKOHOMHEKH 1 TipaBa Jx.[onacmuta u D.I1o3Hepa,
KOTOpBIE B CBOMX PAaHHUX PabOTaX MPAKTHYECKU OTPULIAITH
cyliecTBOoBaHue 3P HEKTHBHOTO MEXK Iy HAPOIHOTo paBa™,

¥ Abbott F. Modern International Relations Theory: A Prospectus for
International Lawyers. Yale Journal of International Law, 1989. 14:
335-411.

40 Abbott F. Commentary: The International Intellectual Property Order
Enters the Twenty-First Century. Vanderbilt Journal of Transnational
Law, 1996. 29: 471-479.

4 Abbott F. The WTO TRIPs Agreement and Global Economic Devel-
opment. Chicago-Kent Law Review, 1996. 72: 385-405.

“ Brewster R. Rule-Based Dispute Resolution in International Trade
Law. Virginia Law Review, 2006. 92: 251-288.

4 Ginsburg T., McAdams R. Adjudicating in Anarchy: An Expressive
Theory of International Dispute Resolution. William and Mary Law
Review, 2004. 45: 1229-1339.

4 Hathaway O. Do Human Rights Treaties Make a Difference? Yale
Law Journal, 2002. 111: 1935-2042.

# Raustiala K. Form and Substance in International Agreements.
American Journal of International Law, 2005. 99: 581-614.

4 Scott R., Stephan P. The Limits of Leviathan: Contract Theory and
the Enforcement of International Law. 2006. New York: Cambridge
University Press.

47 Setear J. Responses to Breach of a Treaty and Rationalist International
Relations Theory: The Rules of Release and Remediation in the Law
of Treaties and the Law of State Responsibility. Virginia Law Review,
1997. 83: 1-126.

“ Swaine E. Unsigning. Stanford Law Review, 2003. 55: 2061-2089.

4 Sykes A. Protectionism as a “Safeguard”: A Positive Analysis of the
GATT “Escape Clause” with Normative Speculations. University of
Chicago Law Review, 1991. 58: 255-303.

* Goldsmith J., Posner E. The Limits of International Law. Oxford
University Press, 2005; Goldsmith J., Posner E. A Theory of Custom-
ary International Law. University of Chicago Law Review, 1999. 66:
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YeM 3aCIyXKUJIN CIPaBEIINBYI0 KPUTHKY CO CTOPOHBI
KJIACCUYECKOM IIKOJIbI FOPUCTOB-MEKAYHAPOIHUKOB’'.

* %k

IIpencraBasiercs, 4To pacIpOCTPaHEHUE HHCTPYMEH-
Tapusl NOJUTUYECKOM HAyKU B MEXJAYHapOIHOM IpaBe
CI0co0CTBYET 000TAIICHUO TOCIECTHETO, (OPMHUPOBAHIIO
IUIOAOTBOPHOIO MEXJAUCHMIIJIMHAPHOIO CUHTE3a, M03BO-
JISIFOILIETO MPOBOAUTH MHOTOI'PAHHBIM aHAIU3 MEXKIyHa-
POIHOM IEHCTBUTEIIBHOCTH.
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