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INSTITUTIONAL AND LEGAL FRAMEWORKS OF THE NEW WAVE OF
REGIONALIZATION

Abstract

The three main objectives of the study are to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the legal and
institutional foundations of regionalization, identify the key characteristics and features of this
phenomenon, and assess its impact on national legal systems and international relations. Although
there are numerous publications devoted to local cooperation mechanisms around the world, most
of them focus on political and/or economic integration and ignore the legal aspects of regional
integration. The manuscript examines the key theoretical approaches, institutional mechanisms, and
legal frameworks that ensure sustainable development of regional associations. It delves into the
phenomenon of legal regionalization, highlighting various challenges that arise in specific regional
contexts. The results of the study illustrate that the success of regionalism requires strong
institutional structures, harmonization of legal norms, and consideration of socio-cultural factors.
Eurasian cooperation is at the stage of regionalization, but has not yet developed into full-fledged
regionalism, which is more formalized. The article contributes to understanding the dynamics and
complexities of the new wave of regionalization, providing scholars, policymakers, and
practitioners involved in international cooperation and integration with insights based on the
analysis of integration processes. The manuscript enriches the academic discussion of
regionalization by providing insights into its possible implications for international relations and
international law.

Keywords: Eurasian integration, International law, International relations, Legal unification,
Regionalization, Supranational structures.
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AMMAKTAHY ABIH )KAHA TOJKBIHBIHBIH MHCTUTY THAOHAJIIBIK )KOHE
KYKBIKTBIK HETI31EPI

Anoamna
3epTTeyniH HEri3ri yul MakcaThl-aliMaKTaHIBIPYAbIH KYKBIKTBHIK >KOHE WHCTHTYLHOHAJIBIK
HETi3JIepiHe KaH-KaKTbl Tajgay >KYpridy, OCbl KYOBUIBICTBIH HETI3r1 cUMaTTaManapbl MeEH
epeKIIeNIKTEPiH aHBIKTay, OHBIH YJITTBIK KYKBIKTBIK JKYHEJIep MEH XaJlbIKapalblK KaThIHACTapFa
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ocepin Oaramay. JlyHue >Ky3iHJE J>KEPTUTIKTI BIHTHIMAKTACTHIK TETIKTEpIHE apHAJFaH KOITErcH
KapUsJIaHBIMJIAp  OOJIFAHBIMEH, OJIAPABIH  KOIIIUIri CcasCH JKOHE/HEMece HSKOHOMHUKAIBIK
MHTETpaLUsAFa OarbITTAJIFaH KOHE alMaKThIK WHTETPALUSHBIH KYKBIKTHIK ACIEKTUIEPiH eleMeii.
Komxkazbama aiiMakThIK OIpJIECTIKTEPIiH TYPAKThI IaMybIH KaMTaMachl3 €TETIH HETi3T1 TCOPHUSIIBIK
ToCIIAEp, MHCTUTYIMOHAIIBIK MEXaHU3M/IEP, KYKBIKTHIK HeTi3zep KapacTeipputran. On 6enrini Oip
aliMaKTBIK KOHTEKCTE TYBIHIAWTBIH OpTYpPJi MocenenepAi Oerim KepceTe OTBIPHIM, KYKBIKTBIK
aliMaKTaHABIPY KYOBUIBICBIH 3€pTTEHIl. 3epTTey HOTWXKENepl PEerHOHANIM3MHIH JKETICTIrl KYIITi
WHCTUTYLIMOHAIIBIK KYPBUIBIMAAP/IBI, KYKBIKTHIK HOpMAaJIap[bl YHJIECTIpYi, QJCyMETTIK-MOJICHU
dakropimapael  eCKepyAl  KakeT eTETIHAIriH  kepceredi. Eypasusuiblk  BIHTBIMAKTACTHIK
aliMaKTaHIBIPY CaTBICBIHAA Typ, OipaKk oJi TOJBIKKAHIBI PErHOHAIM3MIC aiHalIFaH >KOK, Ol
HEFYpIbIM (hopManu3anusuianFad. Makana aiiMakTaHABIPYIBIH JKaHa TOJKBIHBIHBIH THHAMHKACHI
MEH KYPACNUIINiH TYCIHYre BIKMAl €Te/dl, XaJIbIKapaJbIK BIHTHIMAKTACTBHIK IE€H HHTETpaIusra
KaTBICATBIH FaJIBIMIAPAbI, CasgCaTKEpJepAl JKOHE MPAKTHKTEPAl WHTETPANMSIBIK TPOLECTePi
Tajjay HEri3lHJAe TYCIHIKTepMeH KamTamachl3 erenl. Komrkaz0a aiimMakTaHAbIpy Typasibl
aKaJIEMUSUTBIK  TTIKIPTANacThl OHBIH XaJbIKApPaJbIK KATBIHACTAP MEH XalbIKapaJblK KYKBIKKA
BIKTUMAJI cajiiapbl TypaJibl TYCIHIK Oepy apKbUIbl OailbITaabl.

Tyiin ce3nep: Eypasusnblk uHTErpanus, XajlblKapanblK KYKbIK, XaJbIKapalblK KaTbIHACTap,
KyKbIKTBIK O1piry, AliMakTaHABIPY, ¥JITTHIKTaH KOFapbl KYPBUIbIMIAP.
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WHCTUTYTIIMOHAJBHBIE U IPABOBBIE OCHOBBI HOBOW BOJIHBI
PEI'MOHAJIN3ALIUA

Annomayus

Tpemsi OCHOBHBIMH IEJISIMH HMCCIICIOBAHUS SIBJSIFOTCS MPOBEJACHUE BCECTOPOHHETO aHalln3a
MPaBOBBIX M MHCTUTYIIMOHAJIIBHBIX OCHOB PETHMOHAIN3AIINH, BBISBICHHE KITFOYEBBIX XapaKTEPUCTHUK
U OTJIUYMUTEIIBHBIX YEepPT 3TOTO SBJICHHUS W OIEHKA €ro BJIMSHHUS Ha HAI[MOHAJIBHBIC IPABOBHIC
CUCTEMBl M MEXIYHAapOJHbIE OTHOIIEHUS. XOTS CYIIECTBYET MHOXECTBO ITyOJUKAIIHA,
MOCBSAIICHHBIX MECTHBIM MEXaHU3MaM COTPYJHHYECTBA MO BCEMY MHUPY, OOJNBIIMHCTBO W3 HUX
MTOCBSIIICHBI MOJUTUYECKON H/MITM SKOHOMHYECKON MHTErpalii ¥ UTHOPUPYIOT IPABOBBIE ACHIEKTHI
pErMoHaNbHON MHTErpanuu. B pykonmucu paccMaTpuBaIOTCS KIIIOUEBBIE TEOPETHUECKUE IMOXOBbI,
MHCTUTYIIMOHAJIbHBIE MEXaHHU3Mbl M IPABOBbIE PaMKH, OOECIIEUMBAIOLINE YCTONYMBOE DPa3BUTHE
peruoHaNIbHBIX OOBeauHeHui. B Hell paccmarpuBaeTcs (PEHOMEH MPaBOBOM pPErHMOHAIM3AIINU,
OCBEIIAIOTCS pa3fInyHbIe MPOOJIEMbl, BOZHHKAIOIINE B KOHKPETHBIX PETHOHAIBHBIX KOHTEKCTaX.
Pe3ynbpratel uccleqoBaHMS —TOKa3bIBAlOT, YTO YCIEX peruoHain3Ma TpeOyeT CHIBHBIX
WHCTUTYLIMOHAJIBHBIX CTPYKTYp, TapMOHM3allMd NPABOBbIX HOPM U Yy4ye€Ta COLMOKYJIbTYPHBIX
¢dakropoB. EBpazuiickoe COTpyAHMYECTBO HAXOJIWTCS HA CTaJWW PETHOHAIM3AIllMU, HO elle He
MepPepoCiio B TOJTHOLIEHHBIM PErMOHANIN3M, KOTOPBIM HOCUT Oosiee (hopMamu30BaHHBIA XapakTep.
CraTthsi crmocoOCTBYeT TMOHUMAHHUIO JUHAMUKH M CJIOKHOCTEH HOBOW BOJHBI pPErHOHATH3AIIHH,
NpPEAOCTaBIsIl  YYEHBIM, TOJUTUKAM W  NPaKTHUKaM, 3aHUMAIOIIMMCS  MEXIYHApOIHBIM
COTPYJHHYECTBOM M HHTErpaiueii, nHopMainioo, OCHOBAaHHYIO Ha aHAlM3€ WHTETPAIMOHHBIX
nporeccoB. Pykonuch oboramjaer HayqyHyo0 JUCKYCCHUIO O pEerHOHATHM3AINH, AaBasi MPEACTaBICHIE
0 €€ BO3MOKHBIX MOCIEACTBUAX JJI1 MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHUA U MEXKIyHAPOJHOTO IIpaBa.

KuroueBbie cioBa: EBpasmiickas uHTerpauus, MexayHapoAaHOe mpaBo, MexayHapoIHbIe
OTHOIICHHUS, TIPABOBasi YHU(PHUKAIUS, PETUOHATN3AINS, HaTHAITMOHATIbHBIE CTPYKTYPHI.
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INTRODUCTION

At the current stage of global development, the world is experiencing an intensification of
regionalization processes. This trend is emphasized in several authoritative studies [1, 2 ]. Since the
second half of the twentieth century, increasing regional activity has contributed to the emergence
and evolution of interstate cooperation. This global movement, known as "new regionalism” [3],
represents the development of regional relations in response to modern global challenges and
threats. Countries are shifting from traditional interstate structures to more complex and multi-level
development models.

The mid-1980s witnessed a significant increase in the number of integration projects in
different regions worldwide, transforming regionalism into a global phenomenon with a substantial
impact on the global economic architecture and security systems [4].

Currently, over 150 regional organizations are functioning, holding summits and forums that
vary in both areas of interaction and the nature of the legal acts they adopt [5].

In our view, new regionalism differs from traditional forms of regional cooperation in several
key characteristics that reflect the dynamic and complex nature of modern international relations.

First, the increasing intensity and proliferation of regional organizations. In recent decades, the
number of regional organizations has grown significantly, highlighting the rising importance and
demand for regional cooperation. These organizations operate across diverse domains, ranging from
economic and political integration to security and cultural collaboration.

Second, multidimensionality, characterized by the diversity of cooperation spheres. New
regionalism encompasses all aspects of public life, including economics, politics, culture, security,
science, technology, logistics, and beyond. Participating states engage in multilateral agreements
designed to foster comprehensive development and strengthen intergovernmental and transnational ties.

Third, a defining characteristic is multi-vector engagement, which entails the simultaneous
participation of states in multiple regional organizations. Across various regions, countries
frequently hold memberships in multiple international regional alliances, enabling them to adopt a
more flexible and effective approach to addressing challenges and capitalizing on opportunities
across a wide spectrum of cooperation areas. This strategic positioning allows states to optimize
their foreign policy and economic strategies while adapting to the rapidly evolving global
landscape.

Fourth, multi-format governance, reflected in the existence of various levels and mechanisms
of interaction. Regional organizations encompass intergovernmental structures as well as sectoral
governmental bodies and non-governmental organizations, facilitating cooperation between state
and non-state actors in pursuit of shared objectives.

Fifth, the concept of a "region” is undergoing a profound transformation within the framework
of new regionalism. The traditional geographic definition is giving way to a more flexible
interpretation, emphasizing shared interests and common objectives that unite states and territories
regardless of their geographic proximity. Modern regions often exhibit a transboundary nature,
emerging from strategic considerations that enhance their ability to respond effectively to global
challenges and opportunities. This shift, in turn, stimulates the development of new forms and
mechanisms of international cooperation.

For example, a contemporary interpretation of regionalism may encompass entities such as the
Euro-Atlantic region, which integrates North America and Europe, or the Eurasian region, which
connects countries from the post-Soviet space and Asia, akin to organizations such as BRICS or the
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO). Similarly, the International Organization of Turkic
Culture (TURKSOQY) unites member states based on linguistic and cultural identity, illustrating how
regionalization processes are increasingly shaped by strategic, cultural, and identity-driven factors
rather than strict geographic boundaries.

In our view, one of the most significant trends in global development is the consolidation of
new centers of power, including global regions that are becoming fundamental components of the
21st-century international system. This phenomenon is not merely a geopolitical shift but rather a
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profound and structural transformation of the global order, encompassing all levels of international
relations.

The aim of this study is to examine the legal and institutional frameworks of regionalization as
a process of regional interaction, which involves the integration of states to foster cooperation in
various spheres of public life that are of mutual interest and contribute to the formation of a distinct
regional space or governance structure. This research seeks to identify the key characteristics and
defining features of this phenomenon and assess its implications for national legal systems and
international relations.

Literature Review

Regionalization as a scientific concept has gained broad recognition through the works of
scholars such as Van Langenhove [6]. In their studies, they conceptualize regionalization as the
process of forming economic and political blocs that seek deeper integration and coordination at the
regional level

Classical theories of regionalization, as presented in the works of Séderbaum [7], Hirata et al.
[8], establish the theoretical foundation for understanding contemporary regionalization processes.
Their research underscores the significance of supranational structures and intergovernmental
cooperation in the context of globalization. It is argued that regionalization functions as a response
to global challenges and is aimed at reinforcing regional ties to enhance the competitiveness of
regions in the global arena.

The institutional foundations of regionalization have been extensively examined in the works of
Acharya [9], who introduce the concept of complex interdependence and consider regional
institutions as key elements of the evolving international system . It is emphasized that successful
regionalization necessitates strong institutional structures capable of ensuring sustainable
development and managing integration processes. Particular attention is given to the European
Union as a model of effective regional integration, as well as to less successful cases such as
ASEAN and MERCOSUR [10].

The institutional aspects of regionalization have also been explored by Costa Buranelli [11] and
Koremenos et al. . These scholars highlight the importance of establishing effective institutions that
promote stability and sustainable regional development. Koremenos et al. [12] specifically identify
five key institutional characteristics — membership, scope, centralization, control, and flexibility —
and analyze their variations in relation to cooperation challenges, including distribution, number of
participants, enforcement, and uncertainty.

The regionalization and fragmentation of international law have become critical areas of
international legal studies. Theoretical analyses of this phenomenon can be found in the works of
Shongwe [13]. However, there has been insufficient scholarly attention given to the institutional
and legal mechanisms that facilitate the formation of unified regional international legal spaces and
their impact on national legal systems within states participating in regional intergovernmental
organizations and unions.

Given this gap, the present study focuses on the institutional and legal foundations of regional
international legal spaces, the characteristics of institutionalized regional integration processes, and
the role of treaty-based legal unification within regional frameworks. The examination of these
processes, which involve the development of an institutional and legal framework and the
application of both "hard" and, more frequently, "soft" international law, is fundamental to
understanding the evolving nature of international legal relations.

The legal dimensions of regionalization are analyzed in the works of Preston et al. [14], who
assess the role of legal norms and institutions in the formation of regional associations.

Legal attributes of regionalization, including international treaties, agreements, and legislative
frameworks aimed at strengthening regional cooperation, are widely discussed in the literature.
Notable studies include assessments of the legal structures governing the European Union, ASEAN,
and other regional organizations. The works of Riegner [15] emphasize the importance of legal
institutions and regulatory frameworks in the formation and governance of regional structures.
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The legal foundations of regionalization have been examined in the works of De Lombaerde &
Rodriguez [16]. These scholars explore the legal mechanisms that ensure the effective functioning
of regional integration associations. Their studies underscore the importance of international law
and legal norms regulating cross-border cooperation and interactions between regions. Kembayev
[17] further illustrates how legal harmonization and standardization contribute to the deepening of
regional integration.

The economic dimensions of regionalization are extensively analyzed in the works of Frankel
[18] , which examine the impact of regional integration on economic growth, trade, and investment.
These studies demonstrate that regionalization facilitates the reduction of trade barriers, increases
capital flows, and stimulates economic development. However, they also highlight potential risks,
particularly concerning the unequal distribution of benefits among participating states.

The socio-cultural components of regionalization are examined in studies assessing the
influence of regional integration on cultural identity, migration, and social cohesion. Key sources
include the works of Meyer [19] and Otmazgin [20], which explore the formation of regional
communities and their interaction with national identities.

A comparative analysis of different regionalization models allows for the identification of key
factors contributing to the success or failure of regional integration processes. The studies by
Soderbaum [3] propose a comparative approach to examining regional associations, analyzing their
institutional structures, legal frameworks, and economic implications. Their findings suggest that
the success of regionalization is contingent on the level of institutionalization, the presence of
common objectives, and the degree of economic interdependence. Comparative studies of
regionalization across different global regions, conducted by Telo [10], provide valuable material
for analysis. These studies reveal both differences and similarities in regionalization approaches in
Europe, Asia, and the Americas.

The literature highlights that the new wave of regionalization may lead to shifts in the global
balance of power, the strengthening of economic partnerships, and enhanced political stability
within regions. However, regionalization also presents risks, including the intensification of
regional conflicts and disparities in development.

The implications of regionalization for nation-states and the international system as a whole are
examined in the works of Van Langenhove [6], Mittelman [21]. Mittelman argues that
regionalization may result in a redistribution of power at the international level, strengthening the
influence of regional power centers

Scientific research demonstrates a broad spectrum of perspectives, deepening the understanding
of regionalization mechanisms in the context of global transformations. For a more precise
assessment and the formulation of regional cooperation policies, it is essential to consider the
institutional, legal, economic, and socio-cultural dimensions of regionalization. A comparative
analysis of existing regionalization models enables the identification of both positive and negative
consequences of these processes, facilitating the adaptation of best practices to the specific
conditions of each region.

METHODOLOGY

The specificity and complexity of this research topic necessitate the application of a
comprehensive set of general and specialized scientific methods of inquiry, including analysis,
synthesis, comparison, analogy, deduction, induction, abstraction, as well as the comparative legal
method, the formal legal method, and the method of political and legal modeling.

Grounded in the principle of comprehensiveness, this study examines both the political and
socio-economic dimensions of the formation and development of international regional law. The
analysis of international legal regulation concerning the subject of this study is conducted in a
systematic correlation with the examination of the organization and functioning of international
institutional systems.
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A secondary data analysis was performed, incorporating existing sociological studies, reports,
and publications on the development of regional integration associations. A comparative analysis
was employed to assess various international practices and regionalization strategies. The
integration of data from multiple sources—including sociological research, international case studies,
statistical data, and empirical findings—enabled the construction of a holistic perspective on the
dynamics and transformation of the new wave of regionalism.

Forecasting future trends and evaluating the impact of legal developments support the
formulation of recommendations for the establishment of a distinct branch of international law—
regional law—as well as the codification of Eurasian legal frameworks. The application of document
analysis methods, including the review of official documents and policymakers' statements,
facilitated an in-depth examination of the formation and evolution of Eurasian integration and the
prospects for further cooperation between the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) and external
actors in global governance.

DISCUSSION

Institutional Foundations of Regionalization

Regionalization, as a process of forming and strengthening political, economic, and cultural ties
within geographic regions, exerts a profound impact on both global and national developments. As
a relatively recent phenomenon that emerged in the 20th century, regionalization has significantly
shaped the evolution of the international relations system. Institutional mechanisms play a crucial
role in this process, as they establish the rules and norms governing interactions among members of
regional associations.

The institutional system functions as the infrastructure underpinning the broader regionalization
framework. While it plays a supportive and subordinate role, it ensures the effective operation of
the system as a whole. The institutional dimension of regionalization is central to coordinating the
interplay between international and national law, establishing mechanisms for their integration and
mutual influence within the framework of legal regulation. This system comprises various
institutions that, on the one hand, facilitate state compliance with international obligations in the
realm of cooperation and, on the other, contribute to the development and adoption of universally
recognized standards through legislative processes. These institutions manifest externally in the
form of international organizations and governing bodies, which play a pivotal role in shaping and
maintaining the structure of institutional interactions.

The binding nature of decisions adopted by international organizations for their member states
is determined by their supranational or intergovernmental legal status. Supranational structures
evolve by identifying and implementing the most effective international legal instruments aimed at
fulfilling state objectives within the framework of global organizations. This process not only
adheres to the principle of legal equality among sovereign states but also acknowledges their
inherent asymmetries.

In the context of international organizations, supranationality is reflected in their organizational
structure, which grants them broad powers that enable the effective implementation of their
statutory goals and objectives as enshrined in their founding documents. This legal attribute is
directly linked to the development of regulatory acts essential for achieving the organization’s
fundamental objectives.

Supranationality is characterized by a set of structural, functional, and procedural features that
establish the primacy of an international organization's authority over the national competencies of its
member states in specific policy areas. A fundamental aspect of supranationality is the capacity of an
international organization to adopt legally binding decisions applicable to all member states [22, 23].

Thus, the attributes of supranationality and intergovernmentalism are directly reflected in the
functions and mechanisms of international organizations. These mechanisms are based on the
voluntary participation of states, whereby they delegate certain sovereign powers to the
organization, recognizing its decisions as both binding and legally preeminent. While some scholars
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argue that ceding sovereign rights to an international organization reduces a state's direct
governance capacity, it also demonstrates that intergovernmental cooperation fosters conditions for
more effective global governance [24].

Regional institutions have gained increasing prominence in global politics. Their characteristics
and effectiveness vary considerably—some are highly bureaucratic, while others are informal and
flexible. They also differ in terms of inclusivity, decision-making procedures, and adherence to the
principle of non-interference [9]. Like international organizations, regional bodies also possess
supranational and intergovernmental attributes, which enable them to formulate binding decisions
for member states and monitor their implementation. These characteristics are widely
acknowledged in academic literature [25].

The institutionalization of regionalization involves the creation of effective mechanisms for
interaction and decision-making. This process includes the development of legal frameworks, the
establishment of common standards and norms, and the promotion of institutional transparency and
accountability. The legal foundations for regional institutions are established through international
treaties, agreements, and conventions, which define the rights and obligations of member states,
dispute resolution mechanisms, and decision-making procedures.

A key component of the institutionalization of regionalization is the establishment of common
standards and norms across various sectors. These may include standards in trade, environmental
protection, education, healthcare, energy, pharmaceuticals, logistics, and technical regulations, all
of which facilitate policy harmonization and enhance intergovernmental cooperation among states.

The institutionalization of regionalization, in our view, is based on several theoretical
approaches, including neofunctionalism, the intergovernmental approach, and the theory of regional
dominance. These theories provide distinct explanations for the formation of regional blocs and the
legal mechanisms that ensure their stability and development.

1. Neofunctionalism is a key theoretical approach in the study of regional integration,
emphasizing the role of supranational institutions in political and legal integration. The core
principle of neofunctionalism is that economic cooperation among states gradually fosters political
integration, necessitating new governance structures at the supranational level. This phenomenon,
known as "spillover,” suggests that integration in one domain (e.g., deepening trade relations)
creates pressure for further integration in other areas (e.g., the harmonization of rules and
regulations). Supranational institutions, such as the European Commission within the EU, advance
this process by proposing policy measures that prioritize the collective interests of the union over
those of individual member states.

Supranational institutions serve as fundamental mechanisms for the implementation and
sustainability of integration processes. They exercise functions that extend beyond national
jurisdictions, including legislative authority, regulatory oversight, and judicial competence. The EU
exemplifies the effective application of neofunctionalist principles. The establishment and
consolidation of institutions such as the European Commission and the European Court of Justice
have significantly advanced integration in key policy domains, including trade, agriculture,
competition law, and environmental regulation.

While neofunctionalism has been criticized for its overly optimistic assumptions regarding the
ability of supranational institutions to override national interests [26], its theoretical contributions
remain fundamental to understanding regional integration dynamics. Events such as the Eurozone
debt crisis and Brexit illustrate that national sovereignty and cultural differences can slow down or
even reverse integration processes. Thus, neofunctionalism remains a fundamental theoretical
framework for understanding the dynamics of international integration and the role of supranational
institutions in this process. While prevailing political and economic conditions may limit the
applicability of neofunctionalist principles, its contribution to the development of integration theory
and practice remains undisputed.

2. The intergovernmental approach to regionalization provides a conceptual framework for
analyzing international integration and cooperation. Unlike supranational methods, where regional
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organizations hold significant authority, this approach emphasizes the central role of national
governments in shaping regional policies. This approach is particularly relevant in the context of
political integration, economic cooperation, and the resolution of transboundary issues, where states
seek to safeguard their sovereignty and retain control over foreign policy.

The intergovernmental approach is founded on the premise that national governments are the
principal and most influential actors in international politics. These actors engage in cooperation to
achieve mutually beneficial outcomes while simultaneously striving to avoid any diminution of
their national sovereignty. The key principles of the intergovernmental approach include: voluntary
agreements based on consensus and the right to veto; diplomatic negotiations as the primary
mechanism of decision-making; restrictions on the authority of international organizations.

In practice, the intergovernmental approach is evident in the operations of organizations such as
the Council of Europe, the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), and the Organization
of Islamic Cooperation (OIC). These organizations adhere to principles of consensus and non-
interference in domestic affairs to promote regional cooperation and integration. This framework
serves to uphold the sovereignty and independence of member states while enabling them to
collaborate on regional matters.

3. The theory of regional dominance argues that leading states are the primary actors in creating
and sustaining regional integration structures. These dominant states leverage their economic,
political, military, and cultural resources to shape regional governance frameworks that align with
their strategic interests.

This theory differs from more traditional approaches, such as neofunctionalism or the
intergovernmental approach, in that it emphasizes the asymmetric nature of power in regional
systems. The theory of regional dominance is based on the premise that leading states utilize their
economic, political, military, and cultural resources to shape regional structures that advance their
national interests. Individual states may incentivize or compel other countries within the region to
cooperate by establishing institutions that promote stability and predictability in their interactions.
Regional dominance can have both positive and negative implications for regional integration. On
the one hand, dominant states can provide the necessary resources and leadership to address
collective challenges. On the other hand, such dominance may lead to imbalanced development and
an increased dependence of smaller states on major powers.

In the contemporary world, regional integration serves as a significant catalyst for
development. While the European model remains the most prominent example, comparable
institutional structures exist in other regions, fostering integration and cooperation at the
international level.

On the African continent, three major regional intergovernmental organizations play a pivotal
role in integration: the Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa (COMESA), the Economic
Community of West African States (ECOWAS) — which maintains a joint regional military force —
and the Economic Community of Central African States (ECCAS), which operates a common
currency. These organizations contribute to the development of legal frameworks through
international legal harmonization and unification.

A particularly notable institution is the African Union (AU), which functions as the primary
integration mechanism for the continent. Notably, the AU has modeled its development on the
European Union (EU). Its institutional architecture includes the Pan-African Parliament, which is
envisioned as the future legislative body of the continent, the African Court on Human and Peoples’
Rights, the Peace and Security Council, as well as various technical committees and sectoral bodies
that shape legal regulation and reinforce regional integration. According to the Agenda 2063
framework, the AU plans to establish key financial institutions, including the African Central Bank,
the African Monetary Fund, and the African Investment Bank. These institutions are expected to
facilitate regional integration and socio-economic development by playing a central role in resource
mobilization and financial sector governance.
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Integration processes are also ongoing in North and South America, albeit at varying levels of
intensity. The United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA) — which replaced NAFTA —
provides for the harmonization of technical standards, sanitary and phytosanitary regulations, as
well as dispute resolution mechanisms, including recourse to international trade arbitration. While
North American integration operates without supranational regulatory institutions, South American
regional organizations remain in the early stages of development. In the Asia-Pacific region, the
most influential and strategically significant regional organization is the Asia-Pacific Economic
Cooperation (APEC). Meanwhile, on the Eurasian continent, the Eurasian Economic Union
(EAEU) plays a key role in regional integration, promoting economic cooperation among its
member states.

The institutional bodies of the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) hold the greatest scientific
and practical relevance for this study.

Across Eurasia, approximately twenty regional structures operate, encompassing a broad
spectrum of organizations, forums, and programs. The integration processes in this region exhibit
distinct characteristics, shaped by historically established ties and a shared historical heritage
among participating states. Cultural, social, educational, and linguistic commonalities provide
favorable conditions for the deepening of integration processes. For the purposes of this study, the
"Eurasian space” refers to the geopolitical and institutional boundaries of organizations such as the
Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU), the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS), the Shanghai
Cooperation Organization (SCO), BRICS, the Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO), and the
International Organization of Turkic Culture (TURKSOY), as well as other subregional
international organizations within the Eurasian continent.

These organizations differ in membership composition and primary areas of activity. Within
their respective frameworks, member states seek to offset slowdowns in integration within certain
sectors by advancing cooperation in others. Frequently, states joining one regional organization
incorporate provisions in their founding documents that encourage collaboration with other similar
regional structures. In this context, states affiliated with one regional organization may
simultaneously participate in others, including those operating within a competitive dynamic in the
same geographical region.

The EAEU is evolving as an international legal entity, possessing a legal foundation that aligns
with international norms and standards. Its institutional framework is designed to continuously
support integration processes across diverse sectors among its member states. The institutional
architecture of the EAEU comprises key governing bodies, including the Supreme Eurasian
Economic Council, the Eurasian Intergovernmental Council, the Eurasian Economic Commission,
and the Court of the EAEU. These institutions form the cornerstone for the effective coordination
and regulation of international relations among member states.

Each EAEU institution plays a critical role in reducing legal uncertainty and establishing a
stable governance framework for interaction among regulatory bodies, member states, and their
economic entities. The EAEU governing bodies shape a legal environment that ensures regulatory
oversight of the union’s functions and objectives. The economic institutions of the EAEU provide
the structural foundation for the functioning of both national economies and the union as a whole,
addressing the political and economic needs of its population. To enhance institutional efficiency,
key legal instruments have been developed, including customs and monetary legislation, effective
public administration mechanisms in various economic sectors, and regulatory frameworks
governing external and internal trade. The EAEU's institutional mechanisms are supported through
continuous cooperation between political and economic institutions, aimed at coordinating
development programs and integration strategies. All EAEU participants share an interest in
maintaining a harmonized institutional framework, making institutional evolution an integral
component of the union’s development.

It remains premature to assert that EAEU institutions operate under a supranational model.
Although Article 6 of the Treaty on the EAEU stipulates that decisions and directives issued by the
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Supreme Eurasian Economic Council and the Eurasian Intergovernmental Council are binding on
member states, their implementation remains subject to national legislative procedures. This
indicates that EAEU member states remain dependent on their national governments, and in certain
cases — particularly concerning acts of the Eurasian Economic Commission — member states may
propose amendments or annulments if such acts conflict with national priorities.

The primary challenges facing the EAEU institutional framework stem from disparities in
socio-economic development and variations in resource potential among member states.
Furthermore, it is essential to recognize that the EAEU was established primarily as an economic
union, with the objective of enhancing the development and competitiveness of its members’
national economies. As outlined in the Treaty on the EAEU, the institutions of the union primarily
address economic issues, whereas political matters remain secondary and are likely to evolve in
accordance with the deepening of integration over time.

The key objective in strengthening the EAEU's institutional framework is the harmonization
and unification of member states’ legislation in priority areas of integration. To establish an
efficient institutional environment, the EAEU must align legislative and regulatory frameworks in
the economic, political, and social spheres, as well as implement mechanisms grounded in market
principles and fair competition. Expanding the competencies of the Eurasian Economic
Commission or establishing additional EAEU bodies designed to address the challenges of deeper
integration would enable the union to transition to a more advanced stage of development,
benefiting both the EAEU as a whole and its individual member states.

Thus, the institutional framework of regionalization plays a critical role in establishing stable
and effective regional organizations. Theoretical approaches, institutional structures, and practical
implementation mechanisms are interdependent and mutually reinforcing, creating the necessary
conditions for advancing integration processes. The examination and development of institutional
mechanisms within regionalization allow for the accommodation of national specificities and
contribute to the effective implementation of joint initiatives and projects.

The institutional system operates as an organizational infrastructure, ensuring the regulation of
interactions between international and national legal systems and identifying discrepancies in their
application within domestic legislation. This system encompasses a range of institutions that not
only ensure state compliance with international obligations but also facilitate the development and
adoption of internationally recognized legal standards through normative processes. Among the
primary external manifestations of such institutions are international organizations and entities
vested with supranational authority.

Legal Foundations of Regionalization

Interstate activities are conducted not only within universal cooperation frameworks but also
through regional organizations and multilateral and bilateral agreements. Regional cooperation
should be regarded as a significant complement to global efforts, allowing for the adaptation of
international standards to specific national conditions and contexts. This approach not only
strengthens international engagement but also provides effective mechanisms for developing
strategies that promote the protection of fundamental rights and freedoms while safeguarding the
interests of individual states.

In practice, the legal foundations of regionalization primarily encompass the functioning of
regional international organizations. These organizations establish comprehensive legal frameworks
that regulate the political, economic, and social dimensions within member states. Additionally,
they rely on framework agreements and declarations as the basis for cooperation and integration,
emphasizing state sovereignty and gradual integration mechanisms.

According to contemporary legal scholarship, international organizations play a substantial role
in shaping international legal norms. Their involvement ranges from facilitating the negotiation and
conclusion of multilateral treaties to the independent adoption of normative legal instruments.
Consequently, the legislative functions of international organizations encompass a broad range of
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processes and mechanisms. From our perspective, a third dimension of international organizations’
participation in the development of international law should be recognized — the formulation and
justification of policy recommendations that guide the strategic development of states in accordance
with universally recognized standards of social relations and human rights protection. This function
facilitates the harmonization of domestic policies in specific areas, serving as a crucial instrument
for integration.

International organizations play a pivotal role in the evolution of legal systems through two
primary functions: law-making (normative activities) and law enforcement (application and
interpretation of norms). These processes have been extensively analyzed in international legal
scholarship.

It is essential to underscore that the primacy of international legal instruments must be
harmonized with the constitutional frameworks of individual states, particularly regarding the
conditions under which international law prevails over domestic legislation. This underscores the
need to balance state sovereignty with the obligations arising from membership in international
organizations. Accession to an international organization places an obligation on a state to
harmonize its domestic legal framework and institutional structures with the standards established
by the organization in a specific sphere of public governance. In some organizations, such
alignment requires compliance with mandatory criteria to obtain membership status, whereas in
others, it entails adherence to more flexible standards that member states are expected to
progressively implement.

As a general rule, in accordance with national constitutional provisions, the legal acts of
international organizations ratified by states take precedence over domestic legislation.
Furthermore, decisions of international organizations and their governing bodies prevail over
national law if the organization was established under treaties ratified by its member states and if its
founding treaty explicitly stipulates the binding nature of its decisions on member states.

This legal framework affirms the equivalence in legal force between a ratified international
treaty and the acts of an international organization in which a state holds membership, provided that
the treaty establishing or governing the organization has been duly ratified by the state and
explicitly designates the organization’s acts as legally binding on its member states. At the same
time, the founding legal instruments of most international organizations explicitly confirm the
binding nature of their decisions for their member states.

Moreover, the conclusion of international treaties, which establish rules and standards for
intergovernmental cooperation, constitutes the second fundamental component of the legal
framework of regionalization. Notable examples include the Schengen Agreement and the United
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement (USMCA), both of which govern specific aspects of political and
economic relations among their respective signatory states. An examination of the implementation
mechanisms of universal and regional international human rights agreements provides valuable
insights into the theoretical foundations of this process. International bodies operating at the
interface of national and international legal systems play a pivotal role in facilitating the effective
integration of these legal frameworks. At the same time, they uphold the fundamental principles of
state sovereignty and non-interference in domestic affairs, thereby ensuring a delicate balance
between international obligations and national interests.

Regional interactions are governed by legal norms that, while functioning within a specific
regional framework, are rooted in the fundamental principles of international law and possess the
status of international legal standards. This underscores their significance and universal
applicability within the global legal system.

The key legal challenges in regulating regionalization include issues related to national
sovereignty, the divergence of national legal systems, and potential conflicts between regional
standards and global legal norms. Future developments in this field involve enhancing dispute
resolution mechanisms, advancing sectoral integration, and establishing new forms of
transboundary cooperation.
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The legal foundations of regionalization play a pivotal role in ensuring regional stability and
fostering international cooperation. The effectiveness of regional organizations depends on the
depth and robustness of legal mechanisms that regulate relations among member states. A
comprehensive understanding of these processes is crucial for assessing both current and emerging
trends in global politics and economics. Therefore, continued research into the legal dimensions of
regionalization is expected to be highly valuable, providing new avenues for strengthening
international cooperation.

Formation of International Regional Law

The development of international law within the context of regional international integration
inevitably results in its fragmentation, arising from the adaptation of general international legal
norms to specific regional needs based on regional particularities. In contemporary international
legal doctrine, the concept of "autonomous regimes™ has gained prominence, reflecting the tendency
of regions to diverge from established global standards in the application of international law. This
phenomenon underscores the inevitability of the evolution of regional international law, which
contributes to legal fragmentation and may pose a challenge to the unity and coherence of the
broader international legal order [27].

However, both the regionalization and fragmentation of international law are intrinsically linked to
the level and depth of regional integration, which, in this context, serves as a primary consideration for
states, while international law functions as an essential regulatory instrument for integration processes.
This is particularly evident in the European Union, where the unification of integration law closely
resembles the harmonization of federal legislation within the competencies of a federal state.

Regional law constitutes a body of legal norms applicable within a specific geographical
region, governing interstate relations among member states. The theoretical foundations of regional
law are based on key legal principles such as sovereignty, integration, and subsidiarity. Legal
scholarship has extensively examined the formation of "integration law" [28] and "regional
integration law" [17]. Additionally, academic perspectives have emerged suggesting that distinct
regional international legal systems [5] and regional legal orders are developing within the broader
framework of international law. These perspectives reflect the evolution of legal principles at the
regional level, emphasizing their significance and distinctiveness in the context of globalization and
the deepening of international integration.

The legal discourse surrounding the concept of legal integration remains subject to debate;
however, within each regional organization, a dynamic legal interaction among states is evident.
Regional integration in the legal sphere is manifested through active processes of harmonization
and unification of national legal systems, facilitating the convergence of distinct legal frameworks
and serving as the foundation for the establishment of common regulatory rules. The nature, scope,
pace of development, and underlying drivers of legal integration may vary significantly depending
on the region and specific circumstances.

A key characteristic of these processes is their simultaneous implementation at two levels: the
international level, through founding treaties and other legal instruments of regional organizations,
and the national level, through the incorporation of these norms into the domestic legal systems of
member states. Legal interaction at the regional level requires states to adopt various legal
instruments, which may be either advisory or binding on member states, thereby contributing to the
development of regional international norms.

The founding treaties of most regional organizations emphasize the importance of legal
cooperation, which may involve various mechanisms, including reception, harmonization,
unification, and standardization. Furthermore, some regional organizations aim to establish a
unified legal space, ensuring the uniform regulation of social, economic, foreign policy, and other
legal dimensions within the region.

At more advanced stages of integration, regional norms may be incorporated into the national
legal systems of member states, fostering greater coordination and consistency in legal regulation
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within the region. This raises a complex theoretical and practical issue regarding the concept of a
unified legal space, as international legal unification constitutes its primary political and legal
foundation. The regional unification of international law is often not merely an extension of
globalization but rather an alternative to it. Accordingly, multiple unified legal spaces may emerge
not only at the universal level (where such plurality arises from distinct areas of legal regulation,
such as trade law, energy law, and criminal law) but also at the regional level. Moreover, this
multiplicity of legal spaces may even exist within a single region, as exemplified by the legal space
of the Council of Europe and the legal space of the European Union.

The core element of the concept of "legal space” is primarily defined by the socio-economic
relations among states within a specific territorial framework. These relations must not only develop
organically among states but also be actively maintained by them. In our view, the commonality of
socio-economic relations, as a key factor in regional integration, is also a fundamental determinant
in the process of regional legal unification.

Furthermore, in conceptualizing "international legal space,” scholars emphasize the
significance of socio-cultural ties among the members of an integration entity, as well as the
recognition of law as a fundamental value within these societies [19]. A legal space is premised on a
shared understanding among participants of an international association regarding the importance of
law as a unified and universally accepted regulatory framework for common integration processes.
Consequently, at the regional level, the existence of socio-cultural unity is considered an essential
precondition for legal unification, potentially surpassing economic factors in significance. Notably,
one of the key drivers behind the political and economic integration of European states was their
shared socio-cultural foundation. The European nations that adopted the Statute of the Council of
Europe recognized democracy—grounded in the protection of human rights—as a fundamental shared
value. Similarly, the establishment of the European Union (EU), codified in the Maastricht Treaty
of 1992, explicitly stipulated that membership in the Union was restricted to states with democratic
governance structures that uphold human rights.

A critical consideration in the development of a unified legal space is the preservation of the
distinct legal identity of each participating entity, a concern frequently raised by legal scholars.
While this issue may not be of primary relevance in the context of universal (global) legal
unification, it is far from peripheral in the context of regional legal unification. The extent to which
this issue is politically and legally sensitive can have a substantial impact on the prospects for
deepening integration processes. At the same time, underdeveloped intergovernmental socio-
economic ties are unlikely to foster a cohesive international legal space, thereby reducing the
necessity for extensive legal unification procedures. The so-called flexible models of legal
unification largely preserve national legal identity, yet they fail to facilitate deeper international
legal integration. This aspect is critically significant not only for the future trajectory of
international legal unification but also for the harmonization of domestic legal frameworks in
conformity with international law.

Traditionally, the implementation of international legal norms requires states to adapt their
national legislation and regulatory frameworks in accordance with international agreements. This
process entails the incorporation of international obligations into domestic legal systems, thereby
facilitating the harmonization and standardization of legislative and administrative norms at the
international level. The process comprises several key stages: incorporation of international norms
into national legislation, harmonization of existing national laws with international standards, and
the adoption of administrative procedures and mechanisms to ensure compliance with international
obligations. However, this approach faces several limitations, including national priorities,
divergences in legal systems, and the absence of effective enforcement mechanisms.

The establishment of an institutional and legal framework for unified international legal
regional spaces necessitates the creation of specialized compliance bodies or international judicial
institutions within the structures of relevant international organizations. These institutions serve as
key mechanisms for the unification and harmonization of both international and national legal
systems.
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A distinguishing feature of such regional legal spaces is the extensive use of "soft law"
instruments, which enhance the effectiveness of international treaties. This is achieved through the
application of the "living law" doctrine, allowing legal norms to be adapted to evolving conditions.

To ensure compliance with international law, regional organizations must establish mechanisms for
international legal accountability in cases of non-compliance. Although international organizations and
courts possess limited enforcement powers to compel states to adhere to international standards, they
play a critical role in monitoring and promoting compliance. To facilitate the implementation of treaty
obligations by member states, regional integration organizations establish specialized compliance bodies
endowed with monitoring and oversight functions.

Such compliance mechanisms operate within both regional and universal international
organizations and generally do not exhibit significant structural differences. Notable examples
include monitoring bodies overseeing compliance with universal international treaties in the fields
of human rights protection and transnational crime prevention.

Among the most prominent judicial institutions within regional integration frameworks are the
European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR), the Inter-American Court of Human Rights (IACHR),
the Court of Justice of the Andean Community, the Permanent Review Tribunal of MERCOSUR,
the Caribbean Court of Justice, the Central American Court of Justice, and the Court of the
European Free Trade Association (EFTA Court). Additionally, judicial bodies operate within
regional organizations such as COMESA (Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa),
ECCAS (Economic Community of Central African States), and ECOWAS (Economic Community
of West African States).

The unification of international and national law seeks to establish a coherent legal space where
international norms and standards not only complement but also integrate into domestic legal
frameworks. This process necessitates that states subordinate national priorities to global legal
objectives. The concept of legal unification involves the development and implementation of
standardized legal norms and frameworks that operate at both international and national levels. This
strategy aims to harmonize national legal systems, ensuring coherence and interoperability among
diverse legal traditions on a global scale.

Given the limitations of the traditional approach and the challenges associated with full-scale
legal unification at the international level, the phenomenon of legal regionalization has emerged.
Legal regionalization involves the integration of legal systems within specific regions, considering
their distinct legal, political, and socio-economic characteristics.

In the contemporary international legal order, legal regionalization has become increasingly
widespread. This process entails the formation of distinct regional legal spaces, each defined by its
own regulatory framework and legal traditions. The degree of legal integration among states within
a given region profoundly influences the interaction of legal actors. To fully comprehend this
phenomenon, it is crucial to examine the specific features of legal integration unique to each region.
Without a comprehensive analysis of these characteristics, it is impossible to accurately assess,
interpret, or explain the patterns of legal regionalization. A systematic approach to studying
regionalization allows for the development of informed projections concerning the future trajectory
of intergovernmental and interregional legal relations. This, in turn, forms the basis for strategies of
legal and political cooperation at the international level.

Legal regionalization represents the formation of regional legal systems, which reflect the
unique legal, cultural, and economic characteristics of the states involved. This process varies
across regions and is influenced by geographical, cultural, and economic factors. For instance, the
European Union (EU) exhibits a high level of legal integration, supported by a robust judicial
framework and a comprehensive body of legislation governing relations between member states and
EU institutions. The African Union (AU) aspires to legal integration but faces significant challenges
due to political instability and economic disparities among its member states. The Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) adopts a flexible approach to legal integration, emphasizing
state sovereignty and non-interference, which slows the process of legal unification.
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The process of legal integration presents several key challenges, including: tensions between
national sovereignty and international obligations, requiring a delicate balance between state
autonomy and compliance with international legal norms; reconciling universal legal principles
with regional specificities, ensuring that international norms are effectively adapted to national legal
frameworks; institutional and legal divergences among states, which complicate the harmonization
of regional legal systems; weak or underdeveloped regional institutions, which hinder the
enforcement and implementation of regional legal norms; conflicts of interest between national and
regional priorities, particularly in matters of economic cooperation, security, and governance; a lack
of political will and reluctance to compromise, obstructing the development of regional legal
frameworks.

The process of legal regionalization and the unification of international and national legal
norms is complex and multidimensional. Effective integration requires not only revisions to
domestic legislation but also the establishment of mechanisms to harmonize national legal systems
with international legal standards. Success in this endeavor depends on the consideration of socio-
cultural, economic, and political factors within each region. Achieving value-based integration
between international and national law necessitates a nuanced approach that balances legal
harmonization with regional autonomy.

The development of regional law encompasses several fundamental areas:

1) Regulation of trade, commercial relations, investment activities, and competition. These
domains represent the core pillars of a stable and well-functioning regional legal system. The
creation of a unified economic space requires the harmonization of legal norms and procedures to
ensure consistency, predictability, and legal certainty across the region.

2) Development of social law, including labor relations, social security, migration, and
education. The primary objective is to establish uniform legal standards and equal conditions
throughout the region, thereby promoting social cohesion and economic mobility.

3) Regulation of environmental protection and sustainable resource management. This
necessitates the adoption of common legal frameworks and regional environmental standards aimed
at preserving ecosystems and fostering sustainable development.

4) Incorporation of human rights norms into regional legal systems. This process strengthens
democratic institutions, enhances the protection of fundamental freedoms, and facilitates the
harmonization of legal systems based on universally recognized principles, including human rights,
democracy, and the rule of law. The convergence of legal frameworks through shared normative
values contributes to the long-term sustainability of regional legal systems.

Building on an analysis of these areas, it can be asserted that international regional law
constitutes a distinct and specialized branch of international law. This field encompasses the
regulation of various legal relations, including the establishment and dissolution of regional
organizations, as well as the governance of interactions between such entities and their member
states. A defining characteristic of international regional law is its role in coordinating
intergovernmental cooperation within established regional structures, which operate across various
sectors as defined in their founding treaties. Within this framework, the interaction of institutional
structures plays a pivotal role in facilitating deeper legal and political integration, thereby enhancing
regional governance and the achievement of common objectives.

The establishment of the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) has served as a catalyst for the
development of a distinct body of regional and national legal acts, marking the emergence of a new
legal domain — Eurasian law. This development underscores the necessity of adapting and
harmonizing legal frameworks to ensure coordination and coherence within regional integration
processes. This evolving legal field comprises a system of legal principles and norms that regulate
economic, social, and other intergovernmental relations among EAEU member states. A distinctive
feature of Eurasian law is its capacity to integrate diverse national legal systems into a unified legal
order, thereby fostering deeper economic integration and enhancing the effectiveness of
intergovernmental cooperation within the Union. As of today, more than 7,500 legal instruments have
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been adopted within the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) framework, encompassing both binding
legal acts, such as decisions, directives, and international treaties, as well as soft law instruments,
including recommendations, which collectively constitute the legal foundation of the Union. The
significant volume of normative acts within the EAEU legal system confirms the structured
consolidation of Eurasian law within the broader framework of international regional law.

The evolution of Eurasian law — both towards its recognition as an independent legal order and
its continued function as a regional subsystem of international law—is shaped by the interplay of
political, economic, and social factors within the integration process. Given that Eurasian
integration remains an evolving legal framework, its conceptual model may take various forms,
leading to multiple theoretical interpretations of its nature. At this stage, Eurasian integration
represents a developing body of regional international legal norms aimed at the creation of a unified
economic space among EAEU member states. This reality necessitates the consolidation of legal
norms regulating Eurasian integration into a coherent legislative system and the establishment of a
new legal discipline — Eurasian law. This concept has been supported by various scholars who have
examined different aspects of Eurasian integration [22, 29]. The development of theoretical and
methodological foundations for the further advancement of Eurasian law remains a pertinent and
promising area of legal research. The systematization of any legal field is a critical academic and
practical task. In this context, the systematization of Eurasian law emerges as a key area of research
and an academic discipline warranting greater scholarly attention. There is a growing demand for
legal professionals with specialized expertise in Eurasian law. However, the current approach —
wherein Eurasian legal regulation is studied only as a subsection within broader legal disciplines —
is insufficient. Eurasian law is a multifaceted legal system, with each sectoral legal subdivision
exhibiting distinct characteristics that require in-depth academic analysis.

To meet this growing academic and professional demand, it is proposed to develop and
integrate a specialized academic module or course on Eurasian law within higher education
curricula. This course should be comprehensive, covering various dimensions of Eurasian
integration, including a detailed analysis of both the EAEU legal framework and broader
international integration experiences. At the current stage of development, the focus should not only
be on the legal aspects of state interactions within specific regional organizations but also on the
broader interconnections of regional legal frameworks within the international legal system. Such
an approach would enable students to gain a deeper understanding of global trends in regional
integration, identify common patterns, and distinguish the unique features of state interactions
within each specific regional context.

A specialized course on Eurasian law should cover the study of legal instruments and
institutional frameworks of key regional organizations, including the Commonwealth of
Independent States (CIS), the Union State of Russia and Belarus, the Eurasian Economic Union
(EAEU), and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO). Additionally, it should examine other
significant international forums operating within the Eurasian region, as well as bilateral legal
cooperation mechanisms among EAEU member states. Furthermore, the course should address the
legal obligations undertaken by EAEU member states within universal international organizations,
such as the World Trade Organization (WTO). This comprehensive approach would provide an in-
depth understanding of regional legal regulation and the principles governing Eurasian integration.

Undoubtedly, it would be erroneous to assume that the mere existence of challenges, in itself,
justifies the creation of a distinct branch of law. Given the irreversible and inherent nature of
regionalization and integration issues in contemporary societies, the legal formalization of these
processes through a separate legal framework may be insufficient for their effective resolution. At
the same time, integration processes in Eurasia necessitate not only instrumental approaches but
also an in-depth legal analysis of these dynamics.

A comparative study of regional interactions between the Euro-Atlantic and Eurasian regions
reveals that the latter lags behind in several critically important aspects. In the Euro-Atlantic region,
well-developed legal institutions actively promote the dissemination of democratic values.
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Organizations such as the Venice Commission and the European Commission for the Efficiency of
Justice (CEPEJ) operate not only in Europe but also in the Americas through the Inter-American
Juridical Committee (CJI). Regional judicial bodies play a crucial role in this domain, including the
European Court of Human Rights, the African Court on Human and Peoples' Rights, and the Inter-
American Court of Human Rights, whose jurisdiction extends across Europe, Asia, Africa, and the
Americas. However, proposals for the establishment of an Asian or Eurasian Human Rights Court,
as well as a Eurasian Human Rights Charter, remain at the developmental stage. This underscores
the critical need to strengthen legal mechanisms for human rights protection in the Eurasian region
to bridge existing gaps compared to more advanced legal systems.

The development of regional law is a complex and multifaceted process that requires the
consideration of multiple factors and interests. Despite numerous challenges, the successful
evolution of regional law contributes to strengthening regional cooperation, fostering economic
integration, and ensuring social stability. The experiences of various regions demonstrate that the
effective formation of regional law is feasible when institutional support, political will, and a shared
commitment to common objectives are present.

The advancement of regional law and legal regionalization has become a fundamental
component of modern international law. The traditional approach to the implementation of
international norms within domestic legal systems is no longer sufficient to ensure effective legal
regulation. The harmonization of legal systems, while accounting for the socio-cultural and
economic characteristics of different regions, facilitates successful integration and further
development of international law. ldentifying the specific features of legal integration within each
region allows for a deeper understanding of these processes and enables more precise forecasting of
their future trajectory.

CONCLUSION

The processes of regionalization exert a significant influence on multiple aspects of public life,
including economics, politics, law, social structures, and the cultural and civilizational
characteristics of nations. These transformations facilitate the emergence of new forms of
international cooperation and interaction, thereby fostering the development of a multi-tiered global
governance system.

Virtually all states are affected by regional processes. Political changes involve the
strengthening of supranational and regional institutions, which play an increasingly significant role
in international affairs. Legal policies are evolving toward the harmonization of domestic legislation
with the regulatory frameworks of regional organizations. Social factors, such as migration, cultural
exchange, and transnational movements, contribute to the formation of a global civil society.
Cultural and civilizational factors are reflected in the dissemination of cultural values and norms,
leading to the gradual formation of a global cultural identity. These processes present both
challenges and opportunities for states, requiring them to adapt to the rapidly changing conditions
of the globalized world.

Several key observations characterize contemporary regional integration processes.

Regional unification is inherently linked to international regional integration structures
established through international law. In the modern world, regional integration has become a
powerful driver of development.

The advancement of regional integration has led to the establishment of intergovernmental
organizations aimed at deepening integration processes. This, in turn, necessitates the creation of an
international legal framework that addresses the needs of states within a given region. As
demonstrated in most cases, international treaties not only define political and economic trends but
also shape the legal trajectory of integrated intergovernmental entities.

Regionalization creates a demand for international legal unification, initiated by regional
integration structures, necessitating further harmonization and alignment of national legal systems.
This process leads to the development and implementation of international legal and institutional
mechanisms that support integration efforts.
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Within the framework of international regional integration, international law serves as one of
the key instruments ensuring the sustainability of these processes. Recognizing the importance of
shared values among regional integration organizations, it is evident that the legal framework itself
constitutes a fundamental principle in shaping common regional legal spaces. The introduction of
judicial mechanisms to safeguard legal spaces governed by unified integration law is designed to
uphold the primacy of integration law, thereby establishing a legal order that grants each state the
freedom to integrate within legally sound principles that do not contradict the treaty-based
foundations of integration.

A distinctive feature of regional international legal unification is the expanded use of "soft"
legal instruments. Regional unification is particularly associated with the concept of ongoing
unification, whereby compliance bodies, through their long-standing practices, ensure the
effectiveness of their respective international treaties based on the doctrine of "living law." This
phenomenon is a natural consequence of the nature of regional integration organizations, which are
established as international structures to address the priority social, economic, and political
concerns of states within a given region. Accordingly, evolving regional priorities necessitate the
continuous development of international legal infrastructure within integration organizations.

Thus, the ongoing necessity for cooperation provides states with an objective basis for
maintaining treaty-based legal relations and effectively adapting reciprocal treaty rights and
obligations to changing circumstances. As a result, regional treaty-based legal unification tends to
be more comprehensive and substantive than most examples of universal international treaty-based
unification. Consequently, the impact of such unification on the national legal systems of member
states is often more pronounced.

It can be concluded that the creation of unified international legal spaces, which form the
foundation of autonomous regional international legal entities, occurs as a result of the convergence
of specific conditions. The fundamental elements of the concept of "legal space™ primarily include
the socio-economic relations among states within a defined territorial framework, the recognition of
the legal framework as a core value, and the existence of socio-cultural ties among participating
states. These relationships must not only develop organically among states but also be actively
maintained. As a consequence, the subsequent necessity to align national legal systems with the
legal frameworks of autonomous regional international legal entities and their unification inevitably
leads to legal convergence.
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