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The relevance of the issue of the interaction of law and morality in modern international relations is
determined by a number of challenges facing the world community today. Solving many problems requires
international cooperation based on legal norms and moral values. In particular, the issue of human rights
protection, the resolution of war and peace, the spread of local and regional conflicts, the threat of terrorism
and cybercrime, as well as the issue of the responsibility of countries to international organizations and
compliance with the norms of international law.

The problem of the relationship between morality and law is analyzed, such issues as: moral
principles and values of international law, the moral factor in the lawful and unlawful behavior of subjects
of international law, the relation between international morality and power, international legal morality,
war and intercivilizational conflicts are highlighted. It is argued that law and morality are two interrelated
concepts that influence the decision-making process and behavior in modern international relations. In
general, international law and international morality differ from the point of view of forms, methods, means
and possibilities of regulating the system of international relations. Legal regulation involves the use of
means of coercion (international court, military, political and economic sanctions, exclusion from members
of intergovernmental organizations, etc.), and moral regulation involves the use of world public opinion
(sometimes its influence on the subject of international relations can be more effective than the action
of international rights). However, this does not cancel their unity and interaction as the most important
regulator of the system of international relations and, at the same time, requires a deep understanding of
their specific features. This is especially important in the conditions of world development in the direction
of global integration.

Key words: morality, international law, moral principles, values of international law, international
relations.

Today, the world faces complex challenges and tasks related, in particular, to the global
nature of a number of problems (such as climate change, pandemics, poverty, and others), which
also have a moral component, local and regional conflicts, low efficiency of some international
organizations, non-compliance with international agreements and obligations, etc. The issue of
preserving global peace and the problem of arms trade, ensuring human rights and encroaching
on the territorial integrity of states under the pretext of protecting citizens, settling problems by
international organizations in some countries by military means, as well as the dominance of
superpowers in international relations are particularly acute. Solving these problems requires a
balance between legal norms and moral values, joint efforts and a deep moral obligation to take
measures that contribute to the common good.

Law and morality are two distinct but interrelated concepts that influence the deci-
sion-making process and behavior in modern international relations. Legal frameworks deter-
mine norms and regulate the behavior of states and other participants in foreign policy relations,
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while morality reflects a system of values and ethical beliefs that determine the behavior of peo-
ple and society in general.

The interaction of law and morality in society is a complex and multifaceted process.
Actively influencing morality, law contributes to its deeper rooting in society, at the same time,
under the influence of moral requirements, law is constantly enriched, its role as a social regulator
of social relations grows.

Law and morality have a common purpose for them — it is an influence on the behavior
of subjects; the functioning of law and morality is not objectively limited by a certain sphere of
social relations, they operate in a single field of social relations; law and morality have a common
functional purpose, they form standards of behavior, value-normative orientation of society; they
are characterized by structural unity, since they form their own systems, which include social
relations, social consciousness and norms, law and morality are based on the commonality of
socio-economic interests, society's culture, people's commitment to the ideals of freedom and
justice, they have a single spiritual nature, a single core value is justice.

Morality and law complement each other. Legal norms serve and should serve as guides of
morality, to consolidate and protect the moral foundations of society. The power of laws increases
a hundredfold if they are based not only on power, but also on public morality. The legal system
of a state-organized society enshrines moral requirements that are vital for the entire society. The
legislative power, in its work on improving the law, takes into account the state of social morality,
the ethical culture of the population, proceeds from the fact that the law must be ethical, laws
must be fair and humane.

With the help of law, the state strives to establish progressive moral standards in the minds of
citizens, the entire population, and fights injustice, evil, and vices. In turn, morality affects the legal life
of society, the development of law, and together with it contributes to the strengthening of public order.

The question of the relationship between law and morality always emerges with the great-
est urgency in periods of intensification of crisis phenomena, when society is undergoing a serious
transformation in almost all spheres of social life. The modern world system is dynamically trans-
forming along a complex trajectory: the role of states, intergovernmental and non-governmental
organizations, transnational corporations and other actors in the international arena is undergoing
significant changes. Therefore, the evaluation of the modern world order from a moral standpoint
and the identification of prospects for its future development require scientists to search for new
methods and approaches in the study of international legal reality. In general, the interaction of
international law and morality, their dialectic unity is not exhausted by the commonality of the
basic principles of behavior of international subjects. This unity is based on: a) their genetic com-
monality (that is, the commonality of social foundations of origin, due to a special type of social
relations); b) their functional commonality is the commonality of their normative and valuable
nature (both law and morality are mandatory rules of behavior that receive the role of a legal rule
and a moral obligation and responsibility for its violation [7]. These rules reflect the current level
of development of the international system and human civilization as a whole.

Law and morality are social regulators, the structural and functional characteristics of
which are revealed through the concept of normativity, which is inseparable from the social activ-
ity of people, their social relations and existence. Social norms arise from the objective need of
social systems for self-regulation, maintaining stability and order; the norm arises in the process
of human activity, which is objectively determined by the method of production; the norm is
inseparable from exchange relations, the nature of which is also determined by the method of pro-
duction and distribution; material and spiritual goods, which are the object of exchange relations,
are not arbitrary, but given by the existing economic and socio-cultural conditions [12, p. 15].
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Discovering the issue of the interaction of law and morality, most jurists are of the opin-
ion that everything regulated by law is somehow subject to moral evaluation. The position of
P. E. Nedbailo was different, who believed that “there were such spheres of social relations,
the regulation of which was morally indifferent due to the fact that they did not require a moral
assessment, where only legal influence was sufficient. These included, for example, the proce-
dure for inspecting the scene of the incident, rules for keeping court protocols, notarization of
documents, procedural terms, terms for convening Council sessions, many management actions,
etc.” [13, p. 2-33].

It is also necessary to take into account that morality and legal unity do not mean the
identity of international law and international morality. In some principles, legal elements survive
(for example, in the principle of sovereign equality of states, the principle of inviolability of bor-
ders and territorial integrity), and in others, on the contrary, moral elements (for example, in the
principle of cooperation, the principle of respect for human rights, the principle of equality). The
content and nature of international theories, in particular their moral orientation, were applied
by international scientists of various scientific fields in their own time. Thus, representatives of
the school of political idealism expressed their belief in the possibility of ending wars and armed
conflicts through legal regulation, democratization of international relations, and their "moral-
ization". According to the representatives of the school of political realism, the international
activity of states is based on the desire to increase their power. The realist theory of the theory
of international relations focuses mainly on the study of such qualities of politics as intelligence,
will, practical results, and not their moralistic judgments and devotion to abstract moral princi-
ples [4, p. 46—47]. Therefore, scientists note that moral and legal unity means only the identity
of their ideological content. Within the framework of the stipulated unity, morality and law are
characterized by significant differences, which the subjects of international relations must take
into account when analyzing the role they play in the regulation of international relations.

Legal norms have a fixed and institutional nature. They are prescribed in relevant statutes,
agreements, international treaties and other documents. International law is closely related to
state institutions and international organizations (UN, Council of Europe, regional organizations,
etc.). Depending on the context, the term "international law" can be used in relation to any of
four slightly different concepts or a certain combination of them: positive international law — a
set of special kind of agreements (treaties, conventions, declarations, protocols) concluded by
states; customary international law — constitutes an unwritten account of rules of conduct that are
followed by informal consent; principles of international law underlying positive and customary
international law; theory of international law [9, p. 239-240]. Thus, the system of international
law covers such elements as legal consciousness, legal relations, and legal institutions.

Law and morality as social regulators also invariably deal with the problems of the indi-
vidual's free will and his responsibility for his own actions. "Freedom of will" is how this problem
is traditionally defined, which is important for clarifying a person's attitude to the outside world,
his orientation in the sphere of morality and law. In the legal sphere, freedom of will is the abil-
ity and opportunity of a person to make their own choices and behave in accordance with per-
sonal interests and goals, provided that certain rights are exercised, obligations are fulfilled, and
responsibility is taken. Such a choice is always made under the influence of an indefinite number
of factors (material and immaterial), incomplete knowledge of which manifests itself in this situa-
tion as a real limitation of behavior. As for the determining nature of the influence of such factors,
it is conditioned by: "first, the objective possibilities of the process of satisfying individual needs
and interests; secondly, the official requirements of the current legal act; thirdly, the requirements
of morality, public order and the common good" [14, p. 10].
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At the same time, it should be taken into account that morality consists in unwavering
adherence to ideals, norms and values. Politics itself, and international politics in particular, is
characterized by such a constant as "interest" and not "ideal". This determines the need for con-
stant changes in the political course of the state, the implementation of which is oriented towards
the realization of an interest, but not of an ideal. Hence the simple and instrumental criterion for
assessing the degree of morality (or not) of foreign policy: a course that meets the interests of the
country is moral [8, p. 61-85]. In this contest, it should be noted that, in particular, geopolitical
approaches in the study of international relations are completely immoral, because within the
framework of these directions, emphasis is placed on geographical, not ethical factors of world
politics [6, p. 17-26]. Therefore, participants of international relations are guided by those moral
norms that have developed in the process of international communication. These norms are based
on universal patterns of behavior and interaction in the international arena, which were developed
in the course of human history. In addition, in the process of drafting and development of norms
of international morality, such a social institution as science plays a major role.

International morality and international law also differ in their spheres of action: moral
norms have an all-encompassing character, while law has a limited sphere of action at any par-
ticular moment. However, in many cases, international relations are regulated by both legal and
moral norms (for example, military aggression is a violation not only of generally accepted inter-
national legal norms, but also a moral crime). In general, moral norms are broader and more
flexible in their content than legal norms:

— firstly, moral and legal norms are closely related to the value system developed in a
certain social community. This community itself determines the choice of means to satisfy its
needs and interests. But in order for these means to be adequate and guarantee the achievement of
the set goal, they must be consistent with mandatory patterns of behavior in the system of inter-
national relations, which are defined as moral or permissible in a specific situation.

— secondly, the degree of consistency of the subject’s behavior with them depends on
their success in the system of international relations and determines not only the predictability of
their actions, but also the dynamic balance of the international system itself;

— thirdly, not all universal links of behavior can be formalized in international legal
norms. A much larger part of them is fixed in the norm of international morality;

— fourthly, each ethnic, territorial or functional community has its own specific patterns
of behavior and its own value systems that do not come under the influence of international law
and morality;

— fifth, if moral norms allow and even provide for the transformation of such rules and
norms taking into account one's own patterns of behavior and values, then this is contraindicated
for legal norms. They are only calculated on the external behavior of the subject, are mainly
rational in nature, their boundaries are clearly defined and aimed at achieving the standards of
such behavior [3, p. 231].

International law and international morality differ from the point of view of forms, meth-
ods, means and possibilities of regulating the system of international relations. Legal regulation
involves the use of coercive means (international court, military, political and economic sanc-
tions, exclusion from members of intergovernmental organizations, etc.), and moral regulation
involves the use of world public opinion (sometimes its influence on the subject of international
relations can be more effective than the action of international rights). It should be noted that the
specificity of international law is that, unlike domestic legislation, its norms are, as a rule, of a
recommendatory nature [5, p. 193—194]. Along with this, in the history of international law, there
are cases of mandatory and violent application of the norms of this law, but they always create
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problematic situations (for example, the application of UN international law to Iraq and Yugosla-
via in the 1990s of the 20th century) [10, p. 265-335].

Law is a mirror of human nature. It contains everything that is in a person — rational and
irrational, that which elevates a person above himself and lowly, social and spiritual, and much,
much more. Law is connected by causal relationships with both society and man. In the nature of
the latter, there must be original proformas, primary phenomena or archetypes of those normative
and value constructions that determine its moral and legal behavior. If social and legal norms
did not correspond to human nature, they would never be able to establish themselves in the
anthroposociosphere. When people create, reproduce, strengthen or, on the contrary, destroy the
socio-legal reality, doing it consciously or unconsciously, they definitely proceed from the givens
of their human nature, rely on their own forces in being. They simply cannot act differently and
rely on something else.

International legal life is a complex social phenomenon. Therefore, in the real world, the
universal principles of international law, in which the most important norms of international
morality are enshrined, may in some cases contradict each other. For example, the universal
principle of international law — the equality and self-determination of peoples — may contradict
another principle — the territorial integrity of the state. The geopolitical ambitions of states are
often accompanied by the use of moral principles enshrined in the norms of international law as a
screen to cover the selfish interests of the ruling elites of the leading states. Most often, this con-
cerns the ideals of protection of human rights and freedoms, which the leading states, in particular
the USA, in the past — the USSR, and today — Russia, use to expand the spheres of geopolitical
influence.

The information society with its advantages and disadvantages has brought new challenges
to international life. One of the consequences of the mass use of the Internet was the appearance
in international relations of a new type of inequality among states — "digital inequality", which
means inequality in access to new information technologies. At the same time, in order to limit
the spread of antisocial and immoral information, the question of legal regulation of the Internet
at the international level arose. The principle of state control over content and restriction of infor-
mation containing war propaganda, incitement to genocide, child pornography or other crimes
against humanity has received worldwide recognition [15].

Researchers distinguish three groups in the system of basic principles of international
law: the first one — formulates provisions on the equality of subjects of international relations; the
second one — includes such principles as the inviolability of borders, non-interference in internal
affairs, territorial integrity; the third one — directs the subjects of international relations to refrain
from using force or the threat of force, peaceful settlement of disputes, respect for human rights.
The mentioned principles in many aspects determine the degree of morality of a particular action
of an international subject. There is a certain limit of morality, which requires each international
subject to be guided by the need to preserve peace, because in war, universal human norms and
rights are violated the most. Therefore, the activities of the subjects of international relations with
the settlement of armed conflicts are carried out in two directions: 1) moral condemnation of war
and violence through the formation of world public opinion; 2) organization of effective meas-
ures for the humiliation of current and prevention of new armed conflicts.

Norms and principles of international law and morality depend on the circumstances in
which their regulatory function is carried out, and these are the place (the social environment
that surrounds the international subject), time (a certain moment of the definition of universally
recognized international principles), and situations (possibility of realizing moral values with
the help of economic, technical and social means). Each subject of international relations in his
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activity faces a tough dilemma, from which to proceed in solving any problem in the sphere of
cooperation or conflict: from the generally recognized principles of international morality and
law, or from the point of view of one's own national interests. If one starts from the principles of
international morality, it can lead to a narrowing of the national interest, and if one starts exclu-
sively from national interests, then due to their subjectivity, the principles of international law
and morality can be violated. In any case, the absolutization of both the principles of international
morality and the national interest can lead to negative consequences in the process of interaction
between subjects of international relations.

In order to establish cooperation, on the one hand, and to prevent possible international
conflicts, the moral requirements of others must be taken into account in their actions. The ethics
of international relations today will demand from them: dependence on the certainty of goals and
interests; refusal to be categorical in choosing goals; constant correlation of one's actions with
universal moral requirements; observance of generally recognized norms of international law;
reliance on the interests of members of the international community [3, p. 246].

Thus, today the world faces global problems that also have a moral component. Solving
these problems requires a balance between legal norms and moral values. Law and morality are two
distinct but interrelated concepts that influence the decision-making process and behavior in modern
international relations. Morality and law complement each other. Legal norms serve and should
serve as guides of morality, to consolidate and protect the moral foundations of society. The power
of laws increases a hundredfold if they are based not only on power, but also on public, morality.
The legal system of a state-organized society enshrines moral requirements that are vital for the
entire society. Law and morality as social regulators also invariably deal with the problems of the
free will of the individual and his responsibility for his own actions. International morality and inter-
national law also differ in their spheres of action: moral norms have an all-encompassing character,
while law has a limited sphere of action at any particular moment. At the same time, in many cases,
international relations are regulated simultancously by both legal and moral norms. Each subject
of international relations in their activity faces a tough dilemma, from which to proceed in solving
any problem in the sphere of cooperation or conflict: from the generally recognized principles of
international morality and law, or from the point of view of one's own national interests.

Therefore, differences in international legal and moral norms can serve as a source of con-
tradictions between them. However, this does not cancel their unity and interaction as the most
important regulator of the system of international relations and, at the same time, requires a deep
understanding of their specific features. This is especially important in the conditions of world
development in the direction o fglobal integration.
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OCOBJHABOCTI B3AEMOJIII ITPABA T MOPAJII
Y CYHACHUX MIDKHAPOJHUX BIJHOCHHAX

Mukona I'erbmanuyk, Jlecst Kopnar
Hayionanvnuii ynieepcumem «JIvsiscoka nonimexmikay,
Kagheopa nonimono2ii ma MidcHapoOHUX IOHOCUH
eyn. Cmenana Banoepu, 12, 79013, m. Jlvsis, Ykpaina

AKTyaJIbHICTh THTAaHHA B3a€EMOIil TpaBa Ta MoOpalli y CYY4aCHHX MDKHAPOJHHX BiJHOCHHAX
BU3HAYAIOTHCSl HU3KOK BUKIIHMKIB, IO CTOSTh CHOTOJHI MEpei CBITOBUM CIIBTOBAPUCTBOM. BupimieHHs
Oararpox mpoOJieM BIMarae MiKHapOIHOI CITIBIIPALli Ha OCHOBI MMPaBOBUX HOPM Ta MOPAIbHHUX IIHHOCTEH.
30kpema, MMUTaHHS 3aXMCTY MpaB JIOIMHH, BUPIIICHHS MUTAHHS BifHM Ta MUPY, HOLIMPEHHS JOKAIbHHX
1 perioHaNbHUX KOH(IIIKTIB, 3aTPO3U TEPOPU3MY Ta KiOSP3IOUNHHICTD, a TAKOXK ITUTAHHS B1IMOBIIaIbHOCTL
HAal[lOHAJIIBHUX JIePKaB Hepe] MDKHAPOIHUMHU OpraHi3allisiMK Ta JOTPUMAHH HOPM MIKHApPOIHOTO MpaBa.

AmHamizyeTbcss TpoONieMa CIIBBITHOIICHHS MOpali Ta MpaBa, BUCBITIIOETHCS TaKi MHTaHHS
SK: MOpaJlbHI TPHUHIMIK Ta IIHHOCTI MDKHapOTHOTO MpaBa, MOpaJbHUH (akTop y mpaBOMIipHIii
Ta HEMpPaBOMIpHIN MOBEMiHII Cy0’€KTiB MIDKHAPOIHOTO IpaBa, CIIBBIIHOMICHHS MDKXHAPOIHOI MOpaii
Ta BJIaJH, MIKHAPOIHO-TIPABOBA MOPaJb, BilfHAa Ta MKIUBLII3AIiiTHI KOHQIIKTH. CTBEpIKYETHCS, IO ITPABO
1 MOpajb MPECTaBIAIOTH COOOK0 NIBI B3a€MOIIOB'SI3aHI KOHIICTIIi, SIKi BIUNTHBAIOTh HA MPOIEC yXBAJICHHS
pilieHb 1 MOBENIHKY y Cy4YacHHX MDKHAPOJHHUX BiJHOCHHAX. Y3arajdbHEHO, MI0 MDKHApPOIHE IIPAaBO
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i MDKHAapOoHa MOpaJlb BiIPI3HAIOTBCS 3 TOUKH 30py (HOPM, METOAIB, 3aCO0IB i MOXKIMBOCTEH PeryaroBaHHs
CHCTEeMH MDKHApOJHHX BigHOCHH. [IpaBoBe perynoBaHHS nependayae BUKOPUCTaHHS 3aCO0IB HMPUMYCY
(MbKHapoHMIT Cya, BIHCHKOBI, NMONITHYHI I €KOHOMIYHI CAHKII, BUKJIIOUEHHS 13 WICHIB MIXKYPSIJOBHX
oprasizarii ToI0), a MOpaJIbHE — BUKOPUCTAHHS CBITOBOT IPOMaJICHKOT JlyMKH (1€KO0JH 11 BIUTUB Ha Cy0 eKTa
MIKHapOJHUX BiJHOCHH MOXE BUSBUTUCS OiIbII Pe3yIbTaTHBHUM, HiX il MiDKHApoHOTo npasa). OnHak
IIe He CKacOBYE iX €JHOCTI i B3aeMOJIT sIK HABXKJIMBIIIOTO PErysIsaTopa CUCTEMH MIKHAPOIHUX BiHOCHH
i, pa3oM 3 THM, BUMarae IMOOKOro po3yMiHHSI 0COOIMBOCTEH, siki iM BiacTuBi. Lle 0cOONMBO BasKIIMBO
B YMOBAX PO3BHUTKY CBITYy B HAIPSAMKY [JI00AJIbHOT iHTerpaii

Knrouosi cnosa: Mopaib, MbKHapOIHE MPaBo, MOPaIbHI MPUHIIUIH, [IIHHOCTI MDKHAPOIHOTO MpaBa,
MIDKHApO/IHI BiTHOCHHH.



