






 ..........................



...................................

..........................



.................................................................











































































1

2

3



4

5 6

7

8

9

-

10

11

12

13

14

15

16



17

18











1. Introduction
The standard story of the common heritage principle

begins with the undoubtedly influential August 1967 speech of 
Ambassador Arvid Pardo of Malta to the United Nations General 
Assembly. In that speech, Pardo asserted that “the seabed and the 
ocean floor are a common heritage of mankind and should be used 
and exploited for peaceful purposes and for the exclusive benefit 
of mankind as a whole.” More generally, Pardo also espoused an 
international oceans management regime responsible for a wide
range of oceans activities. Others articulated the common heritage
principle in the late 1960s as well. The World Peace through Law
Conference adopted a resolution in July 1967 directed primarily 
at deep seabed resources, but referring to “the high seas” as 
“the common heritage of all mankind.” In a June 1967 speech, 
Ambassador Aldo A. Cocca of Argentina, during deliberations 
of the United Nations Outer Space Committee (hereinafter
– COPUOS),  argued that “the international community has 
endowed a new subject of international law - mankind - with the 
vast common property” of outer space. Invocation of the common 
heritage principle in legal and political forums coincided with 
proposals to exploit common space resources.1 The perception
that technology allowed, or might soon allow, the exploitation of 
previously unobtainable common space resources, in short, led

1 Noyes, J. E. “The Common Heritage of Mankind: Past, Present, and 
Future.” Denv. J. Int’l L. & Pol’y 40 (2011): p. 456

to the birth of the concept of the common heritage of mankind
to manage them2. In this paper it will be shown that the common 
heritage regimes differed from regimes treating common spaces
as res communis, open to all, or res nullius, subject to occupation
and sovereignty. Also, since the common heritage of mankind 
is a controversial concept in international law and there is not 
a unit conceptual framework in the literature of this branch of 
legal studies, this paper aimed to clarify this concept through the 
philosophical approach as well as its meaning. Besides, at the last 
part of the paper, the main principles of the common heritage of 
mankind will be discussed.

2. Methods
The article used scientific methodological approach which 

facilitates to determine the whole canvas of the research, identify 
the main aspects and concepts of the study. The authors also widely 
investigated the concept of the common heritage of mankind in 
philosophical approach and definition of the concept. The research 
used scientific methods of cognition, i.e. analysis, dialectics and 
synthesis, the method of generalization and system-structural
method. The article also practiced special methods of science such 
as: legal and technical, and historical. The purpose of this study is 

2 Abashidze A., Solntsev A., Kiseleva E. Contemporary Stance of BRICS
with Special Attention to Space Activities and Africa // Delhi Law Re-
view. 2015. N 34. - P. 110-121.
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Монография «Противодействие экстремизму и
терроризму в Крымском федеральном округе:

проблемы теории и практики»

Противодействие экстремизму и терроризму в
Крымском федеральном округе: проблемы теории и
практики: монография / под общей редакцией
С.А. Буткевича. – Симферополь: Крымский филиал
Краснодарского университета МВД России, 2015. – 328 с.

Монография посвящена анализу современных про-
явлений экстремизма и терроризма. Приведены законо-
дательные и доктринальные определения экстремизма и
терроризма, охарактеризованы основные формы и ме-
тоды экстремистской и террористической деятельности.
Определены характерные черты международного экстре-
мизма и терроризма, разработаны предложения и реко-
мендации по усовершенствованию приемов и способов
противодействия данным явлениям, оптимизации форм
и методов деятельности субъектов борьбы с терроризмом
и экстремизмом.

Предназначена для профессорско-преподаватель-
ского состава и научных сотрудников образовательных и
научно-исследовательских организаций системы МВД
России, сотрудников правоохранительных органов и ра-
ботников правозащитных организаций.
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