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Marshalla Maklyuena” ["The Great Prophecy: The Philosophical
B. I. OHonpieHko
FEPBEPT M. MAKJTIOEH: METOIONOTIA B3AEMO3B'A3KY KYJNIbTYPU, MELQIA | KOMYHIKALIA

AHoTauisi. M. MakntoeH CTBOpPUB KOHLUENTYyanbHy MOAEeSb iCTOPUYHOT AMHaMIKM CyCninbCcTBa, B LEHTPI SKOi NexuTb npobnema tuny Ta
cnocoby koMyHikauin. Po3ksiT nonynapHocTi M. MakntoeHa i rioro pobit npunasB Ha 1960-1970-i poku, 3 po3BUTKOM IHTEPHETY MOro
Teopii Habynu HOBOro 3HayeHHs, i Ha pybexi XX-XX| cToniTe BOHWM 3HOBY OMWHWINCS B LIEHTPi TEOPETUYHMX Auckycin. M. MakntoeH
pO3yMie KOMYHiKaLjto K ekcTepiopu3aLilo YyTTEBOI 34aTHOCTI MOAVHW A0 CNPURHATTS, BUAINSAIYM Ha OCHOBI LIbOro KpuTepito aygio-
(abo mMoBReHHEBY) KOMyHikauilo Ta Bigeo-(abo 30poBy) KOMyHikauito, WO, y CBOI Yepry, nsirae B OCHOBY AudepeHuiauii ayaio- Ta
BiJEOKYNbTYp, TOBTO «KyNbTyp CMyXy» Ta «KynbTyp 30py». [lpykoBaHe CrnoBo, L0 3poburo NMCEMHICTb OCHOBOIO MacoBUX KOMYHiKaLin,
Hagano iHAvBIAy Taki mpaBa, SK cenekuis iHopMmauii, BinbHa il iHTepnpeTauis, KPpUTULM3M i MOXMUBICTb HaAXOAUTM 3 L€t
iH(bopMaLlieto Ha BNacHU po3cya — BnacHe, NpaBo Ha iHAMBIQYyanbHICTb.

Knroyoei cnoea: media, KomyHikauii, mexHomnoeaii, Kynbmypa, Kynbmypa Cryxy ma Kynbmypa 30py, ernoxa MneMiHHOI moouHu,
eanakmuka 'ymeH6epzaa

V. Onopriyenko
HERBERT M. McLUHAN: METHODOLOGY OF THE INTERRELATION OF CULTURE, MEDIA, AND COMMUNICATIONS

Itroduction. McLuhan created a conceptual model of the historical dynamics of society, in the center of which there is the problem of
the type and method of communication. The aim and tasks are the studies of the basic ideas of the historical dynamics of the society in
the concept of M. McLuhan. Research methods are based on the methodological aspects of the concept of the historical dynamics of
society according to M. McLuhan. Research results. The heyday of the popularity of McLuhan and his work came in the 1960s-1970s,
with the development of the Internet, his theories acquired a new meaning and at the turn of the XX-XXI centuries again found
themselves at the center of theoretical discussions. A certain type of communication (communication technology) not only defines, but
creates a social world — a "galaxy", which has its area and, despite the possibility of expanding or changing configurations,
superimposing galaxies on top of each other or mutually passing through, nevertheless has fixed borders. McLuhan understands
communication as the exteriorization of a person's sensory ability to perceive, highlighting, based on this criterion, audio (or speech)
communication and video (or visual) communication, which, in turn, forms the basis for the differentiation of audio and video cultures,
that is, "cultures of hearing" and "cultures of sight". Discussion. Historically, the first is the era of the "tribal man", that is, the era of oral
speech (audio culture), in connection with which the "sensory balance of the tribal man" is characterized by syncretism and inclusion in
the mutually resonant speech of the members of the community, which corresponds to the mythological syncretism of consciousness
and the dissolution of the individual in the tribal team. In addition, the "culture of hearing" generates a style of thinking that expressly
demonstrates the paternalistic attitudes of the mass consciousness. The changes brought about by the introduction of writing and
printing are as follows: a cold, monotonous visual world instead of an emotional, varied oral world; loss of the mystical element; one
feature - rationality of thinking - instead of all the richness of feelings. Conclusion. The printed word, which made writing the basis of
mass communications, granted the individual such rights as the selection of information (while one cannot escape from the sounding
voice, one can read and watch anything), its free interpretation (one’s point of view as opposed to obedience), criticism and the ability to
do with this information in his own way - in fact, the right to individuality.

Keywords: media, communications, technology, culture, culture of hearing and culture of sight, era of tribal man, Gutenberg Galaxy.
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KEY DETERMINANTS OF GLOBAL LEGAL INSTITUTIONS (PHILOSOPHICAL ASPECT)
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Abstract. It is confirmed that, in the modern global society, a certain general image of legal institutions has been formed, which, being
a "superimposed" model adjusts other existing models to suit it. The “legal institution "performs its classical function for regulating social
relations, enshrined in legal acts of various levels. The aim of this study is the explication of "global legal institutions" in the framework of
modern socio-philosophical and philosophical-legal discourse and conceptualization of the key determinants of their development. The
key task is to comprehend the phenomenon of global legal institutions and its impact on the modern global legal society. The socio-
philosophical and philosophical-legal methodological principles made it possible to reveal the connections of global legal institutions with
other phenomena of law, to fix the coherence of the formulated and codified legal norms with the basic ideas and moral goals
underlying them. It is proved that the key determinants of global legal institutions are: a reflection of the global system of law in terms of
its structure, as well as the logic of its development. Global legal institutions can be formed at the junction of various supranational
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entities, associations, unions, and alliances as a set of legal norms governing relations within these entities. The conclusions prove that
the key determinants of global legal institutions are the legal regulation of norms and protocols due to the presence of many global
dissimilar legal systems; the asymmetry of the norms of legal liability, where the theoretical and practical models of legal liability often do
not correlate due to the complexity of the design of an integral global legal system.

Keywords: legal institutions, global legal institutions, modern global legal society, global legal system.

Introduction

Today, some approaches to defining the role and
functions of legal institutions are becoming increasingly
blurred at the global level, although the phenomenon of
legal institutions is not something new in terms of its
understanding. The key ways of their formation are in
principle defined, and the tools are quite widely spelled
out. "Legal institutions" were arranged historically as a
relatively small stable group of legal norms regulating a
certain type of social relations. Of course, models of
legal institutions differ depending on the types of
societies and forms of their state structure. However, in
the modern global society, a certain general image of
legal institutions has been formed, which, as the single
model, is "superimposed" on the rest existing models to
"adjust" them.

At the same time, the modeling process involves the
study of objects of knowledge on their models;
construction and study of models of real-life objects,
processes, or phenomena in order to obtain explanations
of these phenomena, and in the case of the study,
moreover the essence and characteristics of individual
and global legal institutions. That is, modeling is
necessary to determine either what contributes to the
"building" of a single model, or what keeps the global
legal world diverse.

The modern agenda that has developed in the global
legal world dictates new conditional rules related to
understanding the operation of law in a purely
declarative sense of the word. In this regard, on the
one hand, legal institutions continue to perform their
specific legislative and legal functions. On the other
hand, the force of the law may be blocked by political,
economic, or other conditional reasons.

In modern scientific discourse, "legal institutions" are
often understood as a purely legal concept. S.
Alekseev notes that for a long time scientific research,
aimed at clarifying the specifics of the legal regulation
of a certain area of activity, when this activity has a
strictly defined object, was carried out from the point of
view of the legal regime of this object, type of activity.
While studying the system of law, it turned out that
each industry has its own specific regulatory regime
and the legal originality of the industry is concentrated
in it, thus it became obvious that the concept expresses
the defining, key aspects of legal reality. Therefore, it is
quite justified that attempts have been made in the
literature to give a general theoretical understanding of
this category. In addition, the very existence of the
phenomena. denoted by the term "legal regime", and
their significance in legal reality, once again testifies to
the multidimensionality, versatility, volume of law as an
institutional entity, and also the fact that the key
importance of normativity in characterizing law does
not at all imply its reduction to a single "system of
norms". As soon as the law is considered in dynamics,
in functioning, it immediately reveals new essential

facets, aspects of its institutionality, and there is a need
for multifaceted coverage of legal regulation, such
aspects of it as the mechanism, methods, types of
regulation, and also legal regimes (Alekseev, 1995:
242). That is, the "legal institution" must fulfill its
classical function as a mechanism, a set of rules,
governing a particular area of activity; as a special
procedure for regulating public relations, fixed in legal
acts of various levels, based on legal means
established and provided by the state.

If this is a global society, then we are talking about
social relations based on legal means established and
provided by this or that association of states.

The aim and tasks: are to conceptualize the key
determinants of the development of global legal
institutions and the explication of this term in the
framework of modern socio-philosophical and
philosophical-legal discourse. The key task is to
comprehend the phenomenon of global legal
institutions and its impact on the modern global legal
society.

Research methods

The socio-philosophical approach allows the
authors to consider global legal institutions, their
structure, and mechanisms for the formation of social
ties through the prism of modern society, humans,
culture, religion, and law. Also, universal knowledge
about the primary legal community that combines legal
norms is developed; the institution itself is represented
in a new way (as a "core", "establishment",
"edification").

G. Gasanov drew attention to the originality of
diverse legal institutions, which is based on their
archetypes. In his opinion, legal systems, based on
traditional and religious regulation, where the law is not
considered as a result of the rational activity of a
person, and even more so of the state, have significant
originality. He distinguishes between so-called
traditional legal systems (based on customary law) and
religious legal systems (Muslim, Hindu law). The
countries of traditional law include Japan, the states of
Tropical Africa, and some others. The basis of the
religious legal system is any system of belief (Gasanov,
2014: 4). Therefore, the effectiveness of the legal
regulation of social relations is achieved not only
through the artificial improvement of legislation but also
by strengthening the interaction of the structural
elements of the legal system, its natural improvement,
which depends on the effective structure of the
interacting elements. Traditional legal institutions have
such efficiency.

The philosophical-legal approach provides for
understanding the essence of legal institutions, their
emergence, connection with other phenomena of law;
understanding the coherence of formulated and
codified legal norms with their underlying basic ideas
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and moral goals; updating the conceptual apparatus of
the philosophy of law in terms of the interpretation of
legal institutions.

I. Isakov, relying on this approach, concludes that all
types, levels and groups of legal systems have their
own essential features, often contradictory, excluding
the possibility of their harmonization. Such
harmonization is possible only in socially homogeneous
legal systems. As practice shows, the social
differences of legal systems not only limit the
parameters of their convergence, but under certain
conditions can give rise to antagonism between them.
So, thanks to a systematic approach, it is possible to
highlight the most significant aspects of the studied
phenomena in relief. Firstly, the main component of all
multi-level legal systems that have a backbone
character is law; secondly, the national legal systems
of sovereign states (unlike other levels) strive for the
unity of the social essence and legal content; thirdly,
the national, intranational and supranational levels of
legal systems have a generic feature, but are
heterogeneous in elemental composition; fourthly,
globalization (unlike a social revolution) cannot change
the social and essential principles of the legal system,
but leads to borrowing or changing their legal norms
and institutions (Isakov, 2017: 77-78). Based on this, it
can be argued that globalization rather emasculates,
stereotypes the core of social institutions, rather than
renovates or enriches it. Differences in worldview,
underlying various legal institutions, are often erased
by force.

The philosophical-legal method makes it possible to
analyze global legal institutions in the context of
epistemological, logical, psychological, sociological,
legal, and ethical approaches.

Research results

The key determinants of global legal institutions are a
reflection of the global system of law in terms of its
structure, as well as the logic of its development.
Logical links between the structural links of global legal
institutions are established under the condition of
creating the most stable global supranational legal
system. Such a logical connection is determined by the
nature, volume, quality, and content of social relations,
at first glance, mediated by law.

V. Chirkin notes that customary law does not
determine the integral status of a person. The
foundations of this status and many fundamental rights
are established by constitutions. Therefore, customary
law cannot be considered a special global model for
the regulation of human rights. In today's multipolar
world, there are three global legal systems, which are
fundamentally different models of regulation of human
and civil rights. They differ in their social essence.
Within each of these system-models there are also
global families of law. Their differences are based, first
of all, on socio-cultural characteristics. Each family of
law includes many legal systems of individual states
with their socio-legal characteristics. Approximation of
the legal regulation of human rights between the legal
systems of states is easy if they belong to the same
legal family. This process is somewhat more
complicated between legal families, even if they belong
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to the same global legal model system.
Rapprochement in the regulation of human rights
between global systems is partially happening, but
does not concern the essence (the social nature of the
fundamental rights of man and citizen) and has
elements of antagonistic contradictions. They can be
overcome only by changing the essence of the systems
themselves (Chirkin, 2015: 133-134). The need for a
comprehensive settlement of contradictions between
global legal systems through law gives rise to the
creation of specific global legal institutions, within which
special specific groups of norms, which have
objectively developed within the branch of global law,
will operate.

V. Chirkin confirmed that the mutual influence of
global legal systems exists. In his opinion, there is
some rapprochement between them (including from
one of the families of Muslim law). However, this only
looks like a convergence of certain elements of a
particular global legal system. Convergence is partial,
extremely limited. It is very far from harmonization, its
elements are observed in some families of law,
belonging to the same global legal system (an example
is the law of the European Union). Despite the growing
convergence of global legal systems, it has its own
objective limits: their formational-civilizational principles
cannot be changed or lost, cannot be accepted by
another global legal system, because such systems are
irreconcilable, antagonistic (Chirkin, 2014: 129). The
author considers global legal systems, namely Muslim,
liberal social capitalism, as well as totalitarian
socialism, which, in his opinion, have been preserved
in five countries (Vietham, China, Cuba, North Korea,
Laos).

Global legal systems, in order to avoid contradictions,
require strict observance of the primary legal norms
necessary for their generality. The interaction of such
norms contributes to the emergence of new legal
institutions. Legal norms form harmonious groups,
obeying internal laws, which at the same time are laws
that unite specific social relations that are designed to
regulate legal norms. The core and determinant of the
relations of global legal systems is the idea of social
justice. However, its various interpretations also give
rise to contradictions.

V. Chirkin defined social justice as both: the principle
of being (at the achieved level of the country's
development) and the goal-setting. Its indicators
change in connection with the development of the
country and vary significantly in different countries.
What can be considered as social justice in Tropical
Africa is not at all such in the developed countries of
Europe and America. Considering the norms of
legislation, we can notice that the principle of social
justice in its actual manifestation has two interrelated
aspects: general social and specific targeted. The
provisions, relating to the regulation of socio-economic
rights, ownership of the bowels of the earth by the
people, the subsistence minimum, in principle, apply to
all citizens, although, for example, the right to free
medicine and a state-guaranteed subsistence minimum
are much more important for the poor than for the rich.
Targeted social assistance is addressed to certain
groups of the population (employees, children,
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pensioners, etc., as well as to specific individuals who
find themselves in a difficult life situation) (Chirkin,
2016: 77). Consequently, legal institutions are relatively
isolated narrow groups of interrelated legal norms that
regulate a specific type of qualitatively homogeneous
social relations. It is such a legal narrowness that,
pointwise influencing one or another segment of the
legal system, regulates it, debugs it, and makes it
stable and holistic.

Interpretive pluralism in the sphere of legal relations
violates the balance of law as such. S. Kharchenko
noticed that the relevance of history is the fault of the
root foundations of the development of the world. At the
same time, there is a fundamentally non-linear way of
organizing the integrity of the social space. In this
unbalanced state, opportunities are opened for internal
immanent mobility, as well as for interpretive pluralism
in the sphere of legal relations. Such conditions set the
stage for the presumption of destruction of traditional
notions of the structure of public relations, leveling the
idea of integrity as such and the law in general
(Kharchenko, 2019: 93-94). Legal institutions have
such a degree of specificity of legal norms that when
the legal regulation of a separate legal institution
changes it becomes impossible to regulate a particular
type of social relations.

Global legal institutions can be formed at the
junction of various supranational formations,
associations, unions, alliances. They are presented as
a set of legal norms, regulating relations within these
entities.

Discussion

In the global system of law, legal norms are grouped,
consolidated and transformed into a global institution of
law, which is an association of similar legal norms that
regulate social relations of many large groups. E.
Jalilova understands a legal institution as a single
structurally interconnected system of legal norms
regulating social relations, similar in content and
subject of regulation, and also connected by a common
legislative design. The term "legal institution" or
"institute of law", despite its popularity among legal
theorists as an object of study, has not yet received a
single definition and approach to its definition. There is
also no comprehensive approach to the education
system of legal institutions (Dzhalilova, 2018: 23).
Often, the polyvariability of the definitions of legal
institutions, the leveling of their role, lead to a distortion
of interpretations of key provisions of law (for example,
international law).

E. Jalilova confirmed that the institution of law differs
from the industry and sub-sector, primarily by the scale
of the subject of legal regulation. It orders not the entire
set of qualitatively homogeneous social relations, but
only the various aspects of one or a narrow group of
typical social relations. In view of the systemic nature of
the law itself, the institution is characterized by a
number of features that are specific to the branch of
law: a legal institution is a structural unit of the legal
system, following the sub-branch of law, however,
provided that the corresponding branch s
characterized by a complex structure, since some of
the branches consist only of legal institutions and are

not characterized by division into sub-sectors, for
example, family law; a legal institution is a set of norms
based on the law, designed to regulate, within the
framework of the subject matter of a given branch of
law, a certain social relation with relative
independence, as well as derivative relations related to
it (Dzhalilova, 2018: 29). Consequently, a sign of a
legal institution is the legal unity of norms, specific
protocols and rules for regulating public relations. The
norms of a legal institution act as a single complex, a
single, but not autonomous, stable group, and also
consist of sub-institutions.

Global legal institutions, despite the homogeneity of
the factual content, create new norms that regulate a
more complex structure of social relations within the
boundaries of the global legal society. In such
conditions, the problem of legal and moral
responsibility is actualized.

I. Kuzmin defined the term "legal responsibility" as a
determinant that is in simultaneous interaction and
interconnection with numerous state-legal phenomena,
which together provide the statics and dynamics of
responsibility. For the simultaneous perception of the
entire system of legal liability and the objectivity of the
study, it is necessary to build an appropriate model of
liability in law. Here it becomes possible to compare the
theoretical (accumulating theoretical views and
approaches) and practical (based on the rules of law
and materials of legal practice) models of legal liability,
as a result of which it is possible to obtain reliable
knowledge about legal liability suitable for practical use.
The formed systemic model of legal liability allows to
extrapolate (impose) it on any kind of legal liability,
thereby providing unity and an integrated approach to
the study of legal liability (a kind of doctrinal cognitive
structure is being created) (Kuz'min, 2018: 18). Within
the framework of global legal institutions, due to the
complexity of the design of an integral global legal
system, the theoretical and practical models of legal
responsibility are often in an imbalance.

For example, in this regard, N. Chenbay draws
attention to the activities of people with technocratic
thinking in the field of legal science and legal
responsibility for their actions. That is, any society
today must "follow technology” without losing control
over it: technological and social progress must occur
simultaneously. Otherwise, humanity is in danger of
destroying not only the external world but also the
spiritual world of human (Chenbay, 2020: 143). Legal
institutions contain a smaller volume of norms than in
the field of law. However, at the same time, global legal
institutions are able to significantly "expand" this
volume. Often they "substitute” law - in a postmodern
society, global legal institutions become "simulacra".

Conclusion

Consequently, the key determinants of global legal
institutions are: 1) on the one hand, the narrowness,
isolation, and, on the other hand, the expansion and
scale of legal provisions, depending on the nature of
the norms that make up the content of the legal
institution; 2) legal regulation of norms and protocols
due to the presence of many global dissimilar legal
systems; 3) the asymmetry of the norms of legal liability
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- theoretical and practical models of legal liability often
do not correlate due to the complexity of the design of
an integral global legal system; 4) the regulativity of
global legal institutions, which is aimed at balancing
social relations, presented as a set of dissimilar large
groups, associations, unions, alliances; 5) striving for
consistency, harmonious functioning of the global legal
society and various branches of law; 6) spatiality and
polyvariability of global legal systems.
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KNMIOYEBBLIE ETEPMUHAHTbI MMOBANBHbIX MPABOBbIX MHCTUTYTOB (®UNTOCO®CKUIA ACMEKT)

AHHOTauusA. B ctatbe yTBEpXAaeTcs, YTO B COBPEMEHHOM rnobanbHOM counyme ccopMupoBarncss Hekui obmii obpas npaBoBbIX
MHCTUTYTOB, KOTOPbIN B KayecTBe €4MHCTBEHHON MOAENWN «HaknafbiBaeTcsa» Ha Apyrue, CylecTByloLMe B HEM MoAenu, Kak Obl
«noproHsAs» ux nod cebs. «[paBOBON MHCTUTYT» Kak TakOBOW BbIMOMHSAET CBOK KIacCU4eckylo (YHKUMIO KakK crneumanbHbIn,
3aKpenneHHbIn B HOPMAaTMBHO-NPaBOBbIX akTax pas3fnM4yHOro YpoBHS, MOPSAOK PerynmpoBaHns obLLECTBEHHbIX OTHOLEHNN. [loka3aHo,
YTO KMioYeBble AEeTePMUHAHTbl rMobanbHbIX NPaBOBbIX MHCTUTYTOB SBMSAIOTCA OTPaXeHuem rnobanbHOM CUCTEMbl MpaBa C TOYKU
3peHUs ee CTPYKTYPbI, @ TakkKe Norvikn ee pas3sutusi. FnobanbHblie NpaBoBble MHCTUTYTbl MOTYT CCPOPMMPOBATLCS Ha CThIKE PA3NMYHbIX
Ha[HaUMOHarnbHbIX U HaAroCyAapCTBEHHbIX 00pa3oBaHuii, 06GbeAVHEHNI, COI30B, anbsHCOB Kak COBOKYMHOCTb HOPUAUYECKUX HOPM,
perynupyioLmx OTHOLLEHNSI BHYTPU 3Tux obpasoBaHuii. KnoveBbiMM AeTepMMHaHTaMu rrnobanbHbIX NPaBoBbIX MHCTUTYTOB SBMAIOTCS:

npaBoBoe perynuposaHne HOPM W NPOTOKOSIOB BBUAY Hanmn4nma MHOXeCTBa
roe TeopeTndeckada wu

HECUMMETPUYHOCTL HOPM }OpVIﬂ,VIHeCKOVI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH,

rno6anbHbIX  HEMOXOXMX npaBOBbIX CUCTEM;
npakTndyeckaa mogenu FOpMD,I/IHeCKOVI

OTBETCTBEHHOCTU 4YaCTO HE KOPPEennpyrT BBUOY CITOXHOCTU KOHCTPYKUUN LernocTHon rnobansHom npaBOBON CUCTEMBI.

Knroyeenie csioga: rnpaesoebie UuHcmumymeol, 2nobarbHbie rpaeosblie UHcmMmumymebl, COGpeMeHHbILj enobarnbHbIl npaeoeofl coyuym,

enobarnbHas npasosas cucmema.
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0. B. XapueHko, C. N. XapuyeHko
KNMo4Y0oBI AETEPMIHAHTU MMOBAJbHUX MPABOBUX IHCTUTYTIB (®ITIOCOPCHLKUIA ACIEKT)

BcTtyn. B cratTi 06r'pyHTOBYETHCS TE3a, LU0 3 04HOrO GOKY, NPaBOBi IHCTUTYTU BUKOHYHOTb KOHKPETHY 3aKOHOAaBYO-NPaBoBY yHKLj0. 3
iHWoro OoKy, cuna 3akoHy MoXe GroKyBaTUCS 3 MOMITUYHUX, EKOHOMIYHMX YM iHLUMX YMOBHWUX MPUYMH. Y cy4acHOMY rnobansHomy
npaBoBOMY COLjiyMi cdhopMyBaBCS 3aranbHui obpas NpaBoBUX IHCTUTYTIB, SIKUIA, SIK €AMHA MOAenNb, KHaKNaJaeTbCA» Ha iHLUI, iCHyHouYi B
HbOMY, MoAeni, HIbUTo «nigraHsitoum» ix nig cebe. «MpaBoOBUIA IHCTUTYT», SK TakuUA, BUKOHYE CBOK KINACUYHY (PYHKLIiIO SIK MexaHi3m Ta
CYKYMHICTb NpaBuI, LLO PErymioTb Ty YM iHWY cdepy AISNbHOCTI, SK cneujianbHUA, 3akpinneHnii y HopMaTUBHO-MPABOBKX akTax PidHOro
PiBHS, NOPSAOK PErynioBaHHSA CyCriNbHUX BifHOCWH, 3aCHOBaHWI Ha BCTaHOBMEHMX Ta 3abe3neyeHux AepxaBok NpaBoBUX 3acobax.
mobanbHWn NpaBOBUIA IHCTUTYT PEryne CycninbHi BiAHOCUHM, 3aCHOBaHi Ha BCTAHOBMEHUX Ta 3abe3neyeHux TUM YU iHLIUM
ob'egHaHHAM gepxaB npaBoBux 3acobax. MeTow [aHOro AOCHiMKEHHS € KOHLenTyanisauis KroYOoBWX OEeTEepPMiHaHTIB pPO3BUTKY
rnobanbHUX NpaBOBUX IHCTUTYTIB Ta eKcnnikauis AaHoro TepMmiHa B pamkax Cy4YacHoro couianbHo-ginocodcbkoro Ta ginocodcbko-
npaBoBoro Auckypcy. Knio4yoBumM 3aBOAaHHAM CTano OCMWUCNEHHS peHOMeHy rnobanbHUX NpaBoOBWUX iHCTUTYTIB Ta Oro BMMMBY Ha
cyyacHun rnobanbHuii npaeoBui couiym. CouianbHo-dinocodcbkuii Ta ginocodcbko-NpaBoBUi METOAONONYHI NPUHLMN [O3BONUMK:
pPO3rNAHYTU rnobanbHi NPaBOBi IHCTUTYTW, iXHIO CTPYKTYPY, MeXxaHismu hopMyBaHHS coLlianbHMX 3B'S3KIB Kpi3b MPU3My Cy4acHoOro
CycninbCTBa, NIOAWHW, KynbTypW, penirii, npaea; BUABUTM 3B'A3KM rNobanbHUX MPaBOBMX IHCTUTYTIB 3 iHWMMW siBULLAMW NpaBa;
3adpikcyBaTn KOTEPEHTHICTb CHOPMYNbOBaHUX Ta koaudikoBaHMX NpaBoOBMX HOPM 3 6a30BUMK igesAMM Ta MOpanbHUMK LinsMu, LIO
nexaTb B iXHili OCHOBI; OHOBWUTW MOHSATIMHUIA anapat couianbHoi dinocodii Ta dinocodii NpaBa B YacTWHI TpakTyBaHHA MPaBOBMX
iHCTWTYTIB. Y pe3synbTaTax AOCNiAXEHHS [JOBEAEHO, IO KIOYOBi AeTepMiHaHTU rnobanbHUX NpaBoOBMX iHCTUTYTIB € BiJoGpPaXKeHHAM
rmobanbHOi cMcTeMn MnpaBa 3 TOYKM 30py il CTPYKTYpW, a TaKoX MOriku ii po3BUTKY. JIOriYHi 3B'A3KM MK CTPYKTYPHUMMU NaHKaMu
rnobanbHUX NpaBoOBUX IHCTUTYTIB BCTAHOBMIOIOTLCA 3@ YMOBU CTBOPEHHS HaNCTIlKiLWOi rmobanbHoi HagdepkaBHOI NMpaBoBOi CUCTEMM.
Takuin noriyHWiA 3B'SI30K BM3HAYAETbCS XapaKTepoMm, oO6CsArom, SKIiCTHO Ta 3MICTOM CyCRifbHMX BIiOHOCWH, Ha nepwuvin nornsig
onocepeakoBaHWX NpaBoM. Y AWCKYCii NiATBEPMKEHO, WO rnobanbHi NpaBoBi IHCTUTYTU MOXYTb CCPOPMYBaTUCS Ha CTUKY Pi3HUX
HafHaLioHanbHUX Ta Hag4epXaBHUX YTBOPeHb, 06'eAHaHb, CNinok, anbsHciB. BoHW npeacTaBneHi Sk CyKynHiCTb IOPUANYHUX HOPM, LLO
perynioTb BiAHOCUMHW yCepeauHi Lux yTBOpeHb. Y BUMCHOBKaxX [0OBEAEHO, WO KMHYOBMMMU AeTepMiHaHTaMu rnobanbHuX npaBoBUX
IHCTUTYTIB €: MpaBoOBe perynioBaHHs HOPM Ta MNPOTOKOMIB Yepe3 HasiBHICTb MHOXMHW FNoGanbHUX HECXOXWUX MPaBOBMX CUCTEM;
HECMMETPUYHICTb HOPM HOPUAUYHOI BIAMNOBIAANbHOCTI, Ae TeopeTuyHa Ta NpakTU4Ha mMoAeni PUANYHOI BiAMNOBIAANbHOCTI YacTo He
KOPEnoTb Yepes cknagHICTb KOHCTPYKLT LinicHOI rmo6anbHoi npaBoBoi CUCTEMMU.

Knroyoei cnoea: npasosi iHcmumymu, ernobarsnbHi npasosi iHcmumymu, cydacHul enobanbHuli npagosuli couiym, ernobasnbHa npasosa
cucmema.
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AHomauyis. The article is devoted to the analysis of socially responsible consumption as a type of social responsibility, caused by the
rapid growth of the technosphere, i.e. the integration of technology into society and culture. The concept of "technosphere" reflects the
property of technology remaining in the form of local controlled objects creating an integrated environment. The current state of
technogenic civilization can be called a crisis due to the displacement of the natural by the artificial. A technized society, as a quasi-
natural formation, perceives the standards of technical activity as a natural horizon for the development of events. A socially responsible
consumption policy, opposed to the actions of commercial corporations pursuing financial and economic goals at the expense of public
welfare, in particular in matters of environmental protection, and social stratification, declares itself as a form of civil and political action.
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Introduction

Humanity's awareness of the growth of dangers and
risks in all spheres of life determines the search for ways
of minimizing and preventing them. The XXI century is
marked by the problem of confrontation between the two
worlds. One is formed by nature, without the participation
and influence of man. The other is an artificial world
formed as the result of human activity. Modernity is
associated with fundamental changes in the functioning of
the artificial environment, which separates man and
begins to develop its own laws. As a result, the artificial is
replacing the natural.

An important role in the invasion of the artificial is
performed by consumption. The special importance of
studying consumption is emphasized in the report of the
Stiglitz Commission (UN, 2009), which strongly
recommends that in the assessment of socio-economic
development and progress, the emphasis should be

made on the measurement of production (GDP), but on
the assessment of wealth, income and consumption. In
this regard, the study of the characteristics of consumption
and the identification of factors that determine their crisis
dynamics become relevant. The sustainable development
project makes one take a fresh look at the causes of the
crisis and look for ways out in the sphere of consumption.
The world community has identified social responsibility
as the most influential lever on the path to sustainable
development and provided its legal formalization
through the international standards I1SO 26000, ISO
14000, ISO 9001:2000, the UN Global Compact,
etc. Ukraine has committed itself to the
implementation of sustainable development. In Ukrainian
society, social responsibility has not taken its proper place
in the system of social relations, and has not become a
conscious and used norm. And the need for it is growing
rapidly. In this context, the relevance of the search for



