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ABSTRACT

Background. The 10th Annual International Scientific and Practical

Conference “Current Issues of Court Law”, held in Kyiv on April 25, 2025,

served as a crucial platform for legal scholars, practitioners, and emerging
DOL: researchers to examine the challenges and opportunities of judicial reform,
https://doi.org/10.33327/CLR/3061-  transitional justice and the digitalization of justice in Ukraine. The
0207:2025/03000L0 conference aimed to facilitate knowledge exchange, comparative analysis,
and the development of practical recommendations to guide Ukraines
judicial reforms and support post-conflict recovery. This report provides an
overview of the event, highlighting the contributions of key speakers and the
main themes addressed during the discussions.
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Results and Conclusions. The conference featured plenary sessions and panels with
contributions from distinguished speakers from Ukraine, Germany, Poland, Austria, Albania,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, Norway, Saudi Arabia,
Lithuania and Great Britain. Key discussions underlined the need for evidence-based policy-
making, strengthened institutional independence and public trust to ensure sustainable post-
conflict recovery. Equally important, the comparative insights shared by international experts
highlighted the strategic dimension of Ukraine’s integration into the European Union and the
broader European Research Area. The exchange of lessons learned and best practices proved
invaluable for shaping Ukraine’s judicial and institutional transformations, offering both a
roadmap for reform and a platform for consolidating Ukraine’s place within the European legal
and academic community. Overall, the conference reinforced the critical role of international
scholarly cooperation in informing and guiding Ukraine’s judicial transformation.

1 INTRODUCTION

The ongoing European accession of Ukraine, combined with the challenges of the war,
makes the role of international academic forums and conferences more vital than ever.
They not only provide an opportunity for knowledge exchange and sharing of best practices
but also contribute to harmonization with EU standards and addressing the pressing tasks
of post-war recovery and transitional justice. As repeatedly emphasized by the European
Commission, judiciary along with many other spheres must undergo comprehensive
reforms to strengthen the rule of law and ensure full alignment with European values." In
parallel, the integration of Ukrainian academia into the broader European Research Area
plays a crucial role, fostering joint scientific initiatives, advancing research quality and
promoting the dissemination of knowledge. Together, these processes underscore the
importance of academic and professional dialogue as a cornerstone for building sustainable
institutions and reinforcing Ukraine’s path towards Europe.

Against this background, on April 25, 2025, the 10th Annual International Scientific and
Practical Conference “Current Issues of Court Law™ was held in Kyiv. As has already become
tradition, the event brought together both young researchers and leading experts from
Ukraine and abroad, providing a vital platform for dialogue on the challenges of judicial law
and reform. The conference was jointly organized by the Yaroslav Mudryi National Law
University, Taras Shevchenko National University of Kyiv, the National University “Odesa
Law Academy”, the German-Ukrainian Lawyers’ Association, and supported by Access to

1 European Commission, ‘Commission Opinion on Ukraine’s Application for Membership of the
European Union’ (COM(2022) 407 final, 17 June 2022) <https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52022DC0407> accessed 20 August 2025.

2 ‘The International Conference “Current Issues in Court Law” (Court Law Review (CLR), 2025)
<https://courtlawreview-aip.com/index.php/courtlawreview-aip/en/conference> accessed 20 August 2025.
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Justice in Eastern Europe Journal (AJEE). Participants included representatives of academic
institutions from Ukraine, Germany, Poland, Austria, Albania, Luxembourg, Netherlands,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, Norway, Saudi Arabia, Lithuania and Great Britain.

Academics, legal professionals and young researchers from diverse national contexts
participated in a full day of active discussions. The conference aimed to bring together the
academic community and experts, both Ukrainian and international, to address judicial
reform in Ukraine in light of European integration, digitalization of justice and transitional
justice challenges, while exploring international best practices. A selection of keynote
presentations and scholarly papers from the event will be published in the peer-reviewed
journal Court Law Review, ensuring broader dissemination of the insights shared.

The conference's plenary session was divided into morning and afternoon segments,
covering three key panels: European practices in justice, digitalization of justice and
transitional justice. Presentations addressed pressing challenges facing judicial
systems, including authoritarian pressures, transnational legal cooperation, and the
ongoing need for reform.

The morning plenary session featured welcoming remarks from the organizers and
prominent speakers from Ukraine and the European Union, offering their perspectives
on these challenges.

The first panel focused on European practices in the justice system and analyzed their
relevance to Ukraine's EU integration path. The second panel explored the digitalization of
justice, covering the transformation of judicial procedures, the implementation of
electronic services, and innovative tools in European countries. The third panel was
dedicated to transitional justice, addressing issues of combating impunity, restoring justice,
and lessons Ukraine can learn from international experiences in post-conflict justice.

2 KEY PRESENTATIONS

The plenary session opened with welcoming remarks from the organizers and distinguished
guests, setting the tone for an intensive day of academic dialogue. The first keynote address
was delivered by one of the co-authors, Professor Oksana Khotynska-Nor from Taras
Shevchenko National University of Kyiv. In her presentation “Judicial Law as an Integral
Concept”, she introduced a collective monograph offering a comprehensive overview of the
multifaceted nature of judicial law. Professor Khotynska-Nor emphasized both the
institutional and functional dimensions of judicial law, highlighting the contributions of
numerous scholars to the development of this field.

The welcoming session continued with presentations from Professor Silvia von
Steinsdorff of Humboldt University of Berlin, Professor Gilles Cuniberti, President of the
European Association of Private International Law (University of Luxembourg), and

© 2025 Oksana Khotynska-Nor and Bohdana Zahrebelna. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3
License, (CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.
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Denys Maslov, Member of Parliament of Ukraine and Chair of the Verkhovna Rada
Committee on Legal Policy.

Professor Silvia von Steinsdorff of Humboldt University of Berlin discussed “Judicial
Autonomy Under Authoritarian Threats: Common Patterns and Possible Strategies for
Resilience™ and introduced a research project aimed at mapping judicial autonomy
patterns across Europe, clustering cross-case patterns of “legal engineering”, identifying
“toxic” combinations of reforms, and developing strategies to defend judicial autonomy.
Her analysis covered the effects of political system changes, judicial reforms and the risks
of rule-of-law backsliding. A key focus was on how to measure judicial autonomy
consistently, considering both de jure and de facto independence. Her conclusions
emphasized that a consistent conceptualization of judicial autonomy is crucial, de jure
autonomy significantly impacts de facto independence, and careful balancing of
qualitative and quantitative approaches is required.

Professor Gilles Cuniberti, President of the European Association of Private International
Law, followed with a presentation on the “2005 Hague Choice of Court Convention™ He
highlighted its significance for strengthening legal certainty and transnational cooperation
in private international law, with a particular focus on Ukraine, where the Convention
entered into force on August 1, 2023. Professor Cuniberti explained that the Convention
regulates the enforcement of exclusive choice of court agreements and resulting judgments
in international commercial cases. He detailed its scope, noting that it applies to cases with
elements connected to multiple states while excluding matters such as employment,
consumer, and family law. He also outlined the Convention’s provisions on jurisdiction
and the limited grounds for refusing to recognize foreign judgments.

Finally, Denys Maslov, MP and Chair of the Verkhovna Rada Committee on Legal Policy,
offered an address on “The Evolution of the Judiciary in Ukraine: Reality and Future
Perspectives”. He reflected on ongoing reforms, the challenges they face, and the strategic
priorities for aligning Ukraine’s judiciary with European standards.

Digitalization of justice session brought together leading European and Ukrainian scholars
to discuss the opportunities and challenges of digital technologies in the justice sector.

Dr. Alina Ontanu (Tilburg University), in her talk “Digitalisation and Beyond: An Overview
of the European Dispute Resolution Landscape”, highlighted the challenges and complexities

3 Silvia von Steinsdorff, ‘How to Measure Judicial Autonomy The Operationalisation of a
Multidimensional Concept’ (X Annual International Scientific and Practical Conference “Current
Issues on Court Law”, Ukraine, April 25, 2025) <https://courtlawreview-aip.com/pdf/Silvia%
20von%20Steinsdorff.pdf> accessed 20 August 2025.

4 Gilles Cuniberti, 2005 Hague Choice of Court Convention’ (X Annual International Scientific and
Practical Conference “Current Issues on Court Law”, Ukraine, April 25, 2025)
<https://courtlawreview-aip.com/pdf/Gilles%20Cuniberti.pdf > accessed 20 August 2025.
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of e-justice in Europe. She noted that despite the EU's adoption of over 20 procedural and
technological regulations, justice systems remain fragmented across 26 national
jurisdictions, which complicates cross-border litigation. She also emphasized that while
technology can enhance efficiency, it must always comply with human rights guarantees,
particularly Article 6 of the European Convention on Human Rights.

Prof. Lidiia Moskvych (Yaroslav Mudryi National Law University) presented on
“Cyberjustice as a Mechanism for Enhancing the Efficiency of Judicial Proceedings”,
addressing the role of digital tools in streamlining procedures and ensuring more effective
administration of justice.

An insightful comparative perspective was offered by Prof. Anna Nylund (University of
Bergen), who spoke on “Digitalisation and Other Steps Enhancing Efficiency in the
Norwegian (and Scandinavian) Context™ She provided a detailed overview of Norway’s fully
digitized case management system, where attorneys are required to file documents
electronically and remote testimony has become a common practice. Court case
management and hearings are conducted almost exclusively in a digital environment,
reflecting a high degree of technological integration in judicial proceedings.

At the same time, Professor Nylund drew attention to significant challenges, particularly the
phenomenon of so-called “file packing”, where digital systems lead to excessively long case
files overloaded with written submissions. As a potential solution, she highlighted the
Swedish model, where courts compile a concise case summary and limit the right to submit
additional statements strictly to specific issues in dispute.

Professor Nylund underscored the importance of broader efficiency mechanisms within
judicial proceedings, which include procedural case management, early planning of
litigation strategies and an active role of judges in promoting timely settlements. Her
comparative Scandinavian perspective demonstrated that while digitalisation can
significantly enhance efficiency, its success ultimately depends on a balanced approach that
combines technological solutions with sound procedural practices.

Dr. Vigita Vebraite (Vilnius University) delivered a presentation on the “(Un)Efficiency of
E-CODEX in Cross-Border Justice™ She explained the functioning of E-CODEX as a
decentralized and interoperable system for judicial cooperation in civil and criminal matters
across the EU, stressing its advantages as a free-of-charge tool for secure cross-border
communication and its potential relevance for Ukraine’s EU integration path.

5 Anna Nylund, ‘Digitalisation and Other Steps Enhancing Efficiency in the Norwegian (and
Scandinavian) Context’ (X Annual International Scientific and Practical Conference “Current Issues
on Court Law”, Ukraine, April 25, 2025) <https://courtlawreview-aip.com/pdf/ Anna%20Nylund.pdf>
accessed 20 August 2025.

6 Vigita Vebraite, ‘(Un)Efficiency of E-CODEX in Cross-Border Justice’ (X Annual International
Scientific and Practical Conference “Current Issues on Court Law”, Ukraine, April 25, 2025)
<https://courtlawreview-aip.com/pdf/Vigita%20Vebraite.pdf> accessed 20 August 2025.

© 2025 Oksana Khotynska-Nor and Bohdana Zahrebelna. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 5
License, (CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.
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The Ukrainian context was further explored through a series of national presentations.
Professor Maryna Stefanchuk (Taras Shevchenko National University of Kyiv) examined
“Administration of the Public Prosecution System in Ukraine: European Integration Trends”.
Dr. Semen Khanin (Attorney, Managing Partner, Amber Law Firm) addressed
“Contemporary Challenges in Criminal and Criminal Procedural Law: Trends in Judicial
Practice and Possible Solutions”. Professor Ivan Nazarov (National Agency for Higher
Education Quality Assurance) presented on “Integrity Screening as Access to the Judicial
Profession: Challenges and Prospects”.

Taken together, these contributions underscored both the promise of digital transformation
in justice systems and the need for safeguards, comparative learning and thoughtful
implementation in the course of Ukraine’s ongoing judicial reforms.

The final panel focused on the crucial topic of transitional justice, addressing
accountability, restoration of justice, and lessons from international post-conflict
experiences.

The session opened with Professor Geoff Dancy (Project Director, University of Toronto),
who presented on “Assessment Tools for Transitional Justice”. He introduced the
Transitional Justice Evaluation Tools (TJET)” project, which combines global and local data
on transitional justice mechanisms such as criminal prosecutions, truth commissions,
reparations, amnesties, and vetting. Drawing on mixed-method studies—including surveys
of over 75,000 respondents and more than 40,000 case records—Professor Dancy outlined
several key findings.

First, he emphasized that popular demand for justice is persistent, though opinions differ
on the appropriate forms of punishment and venues for trials. For example, TJET surveys
in Ukraine revealed strong expectations for accountability, particularly concerning
Russians responsible for serious crimes and domestic collaborators. Comparative data from
Ethiopia suggested cautious optimism for justice but highlighted disagreements about
which time periods and venues to prioritize.

Second, Professor Dancy argued that transitional justice can improve human rights
protections and reduce the risk of conflict recurrence. Empirical evidence shows that trials,
truth commissions, and reparations are correlated with greater respect for human rights
and fewer democratic breakdowns. While transitional justice often promotes broader
political engagement, it can also foster polarization, especially in societies with deep
pre-existing divisions. Notably, prosecutions of state agents and victim-focused truth
commissions are associated with a lower risk of renewed conflict.

7 Geoff Dancy and others, ‘The Transitional Justice Research Collaborative Dataset’” (TJRC, 2014)
<https://transitionaljusticedata.com/download.html#citation-of-browse-data> accessed 20 August 2025.
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Finally, he highlighted a concerning global decline in human rights prosecutions,
cautioning that political leaders too often overlook the tangible benefits of transitional
justice. He concluded that the demand for justice will not disappear, inclusivity is essential,
and the proven impacts of transitional justice should be acknowledged and supported
rather than ignored by policymakers.

Professor Qerim Qerimi from the University of Pristina, a member of the Working Group
on Minority Rights Protection of the Venice Commission, spoke on "Kosovo's National
Strategy on Transitional Justice: Lessons for Ukraine"® He analyzed Kosovo's recently
adopted 2024-2034 strategy,” which, despite being launched 25 years after the war, offers
valuable insights into a victim-centered and inclusive approach. He highlighted the
strategy's foundational pillars of truth, justice, reparation, and non-recurrence and
emphasized the importance for Ukraine of early, inclusive engagement, clear institutional
design, and sustained political will to build a transformative future.

He noted that the delayed implementation in Kosovo led to fragmented initiatives, vague
mandates such as those of the Truth Commission, civil society skepticism, and political
inertia, and that the ultimate success of the strategy depends on funding, independence
and accountability. For Ukraine, he stressed the importance of acting early, involving
victims as active participants rather than mere subjects, clarifying institutions and
mandates from the start, beginning evidence collection immediately and designing
mechanisms suited to the Ukrainian context.

Professor Qerimi also discussed policy innovations in Kosovo, including trials in absentia
for genocide, crimes against humanity, and war crimes, the memorialization of children
killed or missing, and the recognition of political realities in strategy design. He concluded
that transitional justice serves as a moral infrastructure, that Kosovo's journey reflects both
ambition and ambivalence, and that Ukraine has the opportunity to pursue bold, early, and
inclusive justice, which must be built with courage and commitment.

Dr. Mohamad Almohawes from Al Yamamah University, Saudi Arabia, presented on
"Genocide Trials in Srebrenica and Al-Anfal: Lessons for Ukraine's Post-War
Restoration".'” He analyzed how these trials addressed mass atrocities - the Srebrenica

8 Qerim Qerimi, ‘Kosovo's National Strategy on Transitional Justice: Lessons for Ukraine’ (X Annual
International Scientific and Practical Conference “Current Issues on Court Law”, Ukraine, April 25,
2025) <https://courtlawreview-aip.com/index.php/courtlawreview-aip/en/Presentations> accessed
20 August 2025.

9 Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Kosovo, ‘Republic of Kosovo Strategy on Transitional Justice,
2024-2034" (Office of the Prime Minister, June 2024) <https://kryeministri.rks-gov.net/wp-
content/uploads/2024/06/STRATEGY-ON-TRANSITIONAL-JUSTICE-IN-REPUBLIC-OF-KOSOVO-
2024-2034.pdf> accessed 20 August 2025.

10  Mohamad Almohawes, ‘Genocide Trials in Srebrenica and Al-Anfal: Lessons for Ukraine's Post-War
Restoration’ (X Annual International Scientific and Practical Conference “Current Issues on Court
Law”, Ukraine, April 25, 2025) <https://courtlawreview-aip.com/pdf/Mohamad%20Almohawes.pdf>
accessed 20 August 2025.

© 2025 Oksana Khotynska-Nor and Bohdana Zahrebelna. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 7
License, (CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.
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genocide in 1995, where over 8,000 Bosnian Muslims were killed, and the Al-Anfal
campaign in 1987-1988, which caused around 150,000 Kurdish deaths-and how the
structure and fairness of the trials shaped their societal impact. The Srebrenica trial
was conducted internationally by the ICTY, while Al-Anfal was tried domestically by
the Iraqi High Tribunal.

Dr. Almohawes highlighted key lessons for Ukraine, emphasizing the need for early and
inclusive justice processes, clear institutional frameworks, international support and public
trust. He stressed that justice should be independent, fair, and restorative, combining trials
with truth commissions, reparations, and institutional reforms to support social healing
and long-term peace. Unfair or politicized trials risk deepening divisions, whereas credible,
transparent justice strengthens the rule of law and fosters reconciliation.

Other speakers on the panel, including Professor Oleksandra Yanovska, Judge of the
Supreme Court of Ukraine, and Dr. Pavlo Pushkar, Head of the Division for the Execution
of Judgments of the European Court of Human Rights, contributed important insights that
complemented the discussions, reinforcing key themes of accountability, the role of
national and international judicial mechanisms, and the ongoing efforts to combat
impunity for human rights violations.

Dr. Rainer Birke, Chairman of the German-Ukrainian Bar Association, also contributed
to the panel, presenting on "War Crimes in Ukraine: Competence of National and
Supranational Jurisdiction”, highlighting key considerations regarding the roles of
domestic and international judicial mechanisms.

3 SIGNIFICANCE AND OUTCOMES OF THE PANEL CONTRIBUTIONS

The conference provided a comprehensive and multifaceted overview of the current
challenges and trends in judicial law. The contributions from the three panels collectively
highlighted that judicial reform is a complex and multidimensional process that requires
simultaneous attention to legal theory, international cooperation, technological
innovation, and transitional justice.

The morning panel underscored that while Ukraine is advancing along the path to EU
integration, it continues to face persistent challenges similar to those of other European
countries, particularly regarding the safeguarding of judicial independence from political
or authoritarian pressures. Discussions on judicial autonomy and the risks of rule-of-law
backsliding provided valuable analytical tools and comparative strategies.

From Ukraine’s perspective, these insights are especially significant, as judicial
independence is a key benchmark under Chapter 23 - Justice and Fundamental Rights and
forms part of the justice cluster of accession negotiations. The EU has consistently
underlined the need for Ukraine to improve judicial governance, strengthen impartiality

8
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and accountability, and build effective mechanisms to safeguard independence both in law
and in practice’. In this regard, the conference discussions not only confirmed the
relevance of these priorities but also offered comparative experiences and
recommendations that may guide Ukraine in refining its reform strategy and restoring
public trust in the judiciary.

The analysis of the 2005 Hague Choice of Court Convention was of particular importance
in Ukraine’s context, following its ratification in 2023 as for Ukraine its ratification
represents a significant step toward greater legal predictability in cross-border litigation and
deeper integration into the European legal space. Equally important, the insights shared by
Prof. Cuniberti on its practical application offered invaluable guidance for Ukrainian
policymakers and practitioners, highlighting how international instruments can be
leveraged to support domestic reforms and enhance the credibility of Ukraine’s judiciary in
the eyes of both citizens and international partners. Finally, Denys Maslov presentation “The
Evolution of the Judiciary in Ukraine: Reality and Future Perspectives” reinforced the panel’s
broader message that Ukraine’s successful EU integration depends not only on legislative
harmonization, but also on sustained institutional resilience, political commitment and a
long-term vision of justice reform.

The second panel demonstrated that digitalization, while a powerful tool for efficiency and
access to justice, comes with its own set of challenges, from fragmentation across national
systems to the risk of “file packing” The insights from the Norwegian and broader
Scandinavian contexts provided practical solutions and underscored the importance of
integrating technology with robust procedural management and crisis preparedness.

For Ukraine, these discussions are particularly relevant. The war and the temporary
occupation of territories have accelerated the shift toward digital justice, with lawyers and
state actors now required to maintain electronic accounts and participate in proceedings
through a unified electronic system.”> While shortcomings remain, such as uneven access
to technology and persistent infrastructural gaps, the comparative experience offered
valuable lessons for strengthening digital justice. According to the 2024 CEPE] Evaluation
Report, General ICT Deployment Index in Ukraine currently ranks among the lowest 20%
of states,” scoring below 2.5, which highlights the scale of the challenges ahead.

11  European Commission, ‘Ukraine 2024 Report: 2024 Communication on EU Enlargement Policy’
(SWD(2024) 699 final, 30 October 2024) <https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=
celex:52024SC0699> accessed 20 August 2025.

12 Law of Ukraine No 3200-IX ‘On Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts of Ukraine Regarding
Mandatory Registration and Use of Electronic Cabinets in the Unified Judicial Information and
Telecommunications System or Its Separate Subsystem (Module) Providing Document Exchange’
(29 June 2023) [2023] Official Gazette of Ukraine 70/4041.

13 European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice, European Judicial Systems: CEPE] Evaluation
Report: 2024 Evaluation Cycle (2022 data), pt 1: General Analyses (Council of Europe 2024)
<https://www.coe.int/en/web/cepej/special-file> accessed 20 August 2025.

© 2025 Oksana Khotynska-Nor and Bohdana Zahrebelna. This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 9
License, (CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.
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Nevertheless, the reforms under way, coupled with international insights and support, point
toward an opportunity to build a more resilient, transparent, and accessible justice system
through digital transformation.

Finally, the third panel addressed the critical issue of transitional justice, emphasizing
that the demand for accountability is a persistent force. The data presented by Professor
Dancy offered compelling evidence that transitional justice mechanisms can indeed
improve human rights and prevent conflict recurrence. The lessons from Kosovo's
experience, as shared by Professor Qerimi, provided a cautionary tale about the costs of
delay and a powerful call for urgency in designing and implementing a comprehensive
justice strategy. For Ukraine, these insights are of particular importance: transitional
justice is not only a matter of addressing past violations but also a cornerstone for
sustainable post-war recovery. The comparative experiences presented at the conference
highlight the urgent need for Ukraine to adopt timely, inclusive, and victim-centered
mechanisms that will secure accountability, strengthen the rule of law, and lay the
foundation for long-term peace and reconciliation.

4  CONCLUSION

The 10th Annual International Scientific and Practical Conference “Current Issues of Court
Law” demonstrated that Ukraine’s path toward judicial reform, EU integration and post-
war recovery requires a multidimensional approach, combining institutional resilience,
digital transformation, and transitional justice. The insights shared by leading international
and Ukrainian experts emphasized that judicial independence remains a cornerstone of
democratic governance and EU accession, while digitalization offers both opportunities
and risks that must be addressed through careful procedural management and robust
infrastructure. Equally, transitional justice was highlighted as a moral and legal imperative
to ensure accountability, safeguard human rights and build long-term reconciliation.

The comparative experiences presented at the conference provided Ukraine with practical
guidance and strategic lessons, underscoring that reforms cannot be delayed and must be
inclusive, victim-centered and supported by strong political will. Importantly, the event
reaffirmed that Ukraine’s judicial transformation is not an isolated national effort but part
of a broader European and global legal conversation.

Beyond the substantive outcomes, the conference also highlighted the critical role of such
forums in fostering international scholarly exchange. Platforms that bring together legal
scholars, practitioners and policymakers create opportunities for mutual learning,
comparative analysis and the transfer of best practices. For Ukraine, active engagement in
these academic and professional networks is not only a source of valuable expertise but also
a pathway to deeper integration into the European and global research space, strengthening
the country’s role in shaping the future of law and justice.

10
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AHOTAL|IS! YKPAIHCbKOHO MOBOIO

KomeHTap

3BIT MPO X MXHAPO[HY HAYKOBO-NPAKTUYHY KOHOEPEHL|IO
«AKTYAIbHI MUTAHHA CYQOBOr O NPABA»

OkcaHa XomuHcbka-Hop ma bozdaHa 3aepebenbHa*

AHOTAITIA

Bemyn. Hecama wopiuna MinnapoOHa Haykoo-npaxmuuHa KoHdepeHuis «AxmyanvHi
NUMAHHS Cy008020 npasa», wo 6iobynacs 6 Kuesi 25 keimus 2025 poky, cmanda 8ainueor
nnamg@opmoro 0715 NPABHUKIE, NPAKMUKIE Ma MONOOUX 00CIIOHUKIB 07T 002080peHHS BUKIUKIE
i Moxnueocmeii cy0osoi pedopmu, nepexionHozo npasocyods ma uugdposizayii npasocyods 6
Ykpaini. Memoto kondepenuii 6yno cnpusHus 06MiHy 3HAHHAMU, HOPIBHATLHOMY AHANI3Y MA
pOo3pobuyi Npakmu4Hux pexomeHOauiti ONA nposedeHHss cy0080i pedopmu 6 Yxpaini ma
niOMPUMKU NOCIMB0EHHO20 BI0HOB/IEHHA. Y YbOMY 36imi N00AHO 0271510 3aX00Y, 30KPeMa BHECOK
K/II04068UX CniKepié ma 0cHO8HI memu 0620680peHb.

Memoou. 3sim ysazanvHioe ma ananisye sucmynu nposioHux cnikepie 3 Yxpainu, Himeuuunu,
JTiokcembypey, Hioepnandie, Hopeeeii, /Tumeu, Kocoeo ma Caydiecokoi Apasii. Bucmynu
CKIA0AnUCS 3 Kawo4oéux 00nogideii w4000 cy0oeoi pedopmu, nepexioHozo npasocyoos,
yudposizauii npasocy00s ma 2apmoHizayii yKPAiHCoKUX NPABoBUX PAMOK i3 €6poneticoKumMu
cmanoapmamu. AHANI3 CHUPAEMBCS K HA MeopemuyHi npaso3Hasyi 00CIiONeHHs, max i Ha
npaxmuunuti 00c6i0, NiOKPeCIUU YPOKU MaA KPAui NPAKmMuku 3 DPi3HUX MIKHAPOOHUX
KoHmeKxcmie OnA iH(POPMYBAHHA nomouHoi cy0osoi pedopmu 6 Ykpaini ma niompumxu
NOCMKOHPIKMHO20 8i0HOBIEHHS.

Pesynvmamu ma eucrosxu. Kondepenuis exnouana nnenapri 3acioanns ma namenvHi ouckycit
3a yuacmio nposionux cnikepie 3 Yxpainu, Himeuuunu, Ionvwsi, Aecmpii, Anbanii, Troxcembypey,
Hioepnanoie, Bocwii i I'epyezosunu, Kocoso, Hopeezii, Caydiscvxoi Apasii, /lumeu ma Benuxoi
Bpumanii. OcnoséHi 062060peHHs NidKpecnunu HeoOXiOHICMb NOMIMUKY, 3ACHO8AHOT HA 00KA3AX,
NOCUTIEHHST He3ANeHHOCMT THCMUMYUiti ma 006ipu 2pomadcoKocmi OnA 3a0e3neueHHs cmanoeo
nocmeoenHo20 6i0HoenenHA. He menws eaxueum Oyno me, w0 NOPiBHANbHI 3HAHHA, NOOAHI
MIMHAPOOHUMU  eKCHepmamy, SUCSIMAUNU cmpameziunuti eumip inmezpauii Ykpainu 0o
Esponeiicokozo Coto3y ma wupuiozo €6poneiicokozo Hayk06020 npocmopy. OOmin ypokamu ma
KpAWUMU  NPAKMUKAMY  BUSBUBCA HAO36UHALIHO UIHHUM ONA  (POPMYSAHHA Cy0oOBUX ma
iHcmumyyiiinux mpancopmauiic 6 Ykpaini, Haoawouu K 00POIHHIO Kapmy 0na pedopm, max i
naamgopmy O0ns 3axpinneHus micus Ykpainu e eeponeticvkili npaeosiii ma axademiumiii
cninvHomi. 3a2anom KoHpepeHyiss nioKpecnuna KpUmuuHy pomb MidHAPOOHOT HAYK080T cnisnpaui
y popmysanni ma niompumui cy0osoi mpancgopmauii Yxpainu.

Kniouosi cnosa: Yipaina, esponeiicoka inmezpauis, npoyecyanvie npaso, nepexiore npagocyoos,

yudposizauyis npasocyoos.
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