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KOIII CTAHIAPTTAP TYIIYHYT'Y IYHHOJYK DKOHOMHMKAIA

AnHoTanus. MTHH KOPYTYHIyCyH/a KOILI CTaHJapTTap/aH Oail TapTyy cascarThl ajjblH
ana aiftyyra OOJIOT *aHa Ta3a KbLIaT, OyJ 03 KE3erHH e 3] apalibIk MaMUJIEIEPANH calaThliH JKaHa
OyTYHIOI AYHHOIYK KOOMYYIYKTYH KAIIOOCYH OMp TOMN >KaKIIbIpTaT. Makanaga SKOHOMMKAIBIK
cascarTarbl KOII CTaHAAPTTYYJIYKTYH OaWBIPKbI TOOPAOH a3bIPKbl ME3TWre YEeWHHKH OHYTYY
TapbIXbIHA, OLIOHAOW 3JI€ KAJIIMbICHIHAH YKOHOMHUKAJIBIK CascaTTarbl KOII CTaHAapTTapra Kaplilbl
Typyy ~JKaaTbIHIarbl MaMJIEKETTHH (yHKuMsanapblHa TepeH Tangoo OepuireH. Ko
CTaHAApTTApAbIH OOJNYIIYHYH cebentepu cucTteMaitamThipbiirad. OIOHA0W 3Je JIYHHOIYK
casicaTTarsl KOII CTaHAAPT TYLIYHYTY a3bIPKbI 3aMaH]la MOPAJIbIK-3TUKAJIBIK KO3 Kapalll >KarblHaH
Jarel KapajgaT. AHTKEHH, KOII CTaHJapTTap COLUANIbIK CUCTEMaHbIH HUIITEIINH ONTUMAJAIITHIPYY
MakcaThIH/Ia MBI3aM YbITapyydylapAblH dpKUHE Kapiibl MbI3aMIbl KaObLT alyyHYH LIapThIHAA
“o3y0y3ayky” mpedepeHUMsIIApAbIH d0ereiicu3 MeHKUHIUTHHE JKaHa ‘‘dJoouyyHjapra” Tap
MEHKUHAUTMHE 73. KblipaTyydy Oosyn caHanaT. Yiuyra OallaHblIITYy Mblif3aM 4YeruHzae
uITedereH MUKpo-MeKeMelNep OHYTYII Katat, Oyl KHIUH KOII CTaHAApTTapAblH Maiiia OoiylIyHa
aJBIT KeJeT, Oy k33 Oup yuypaapaa oH Oomynry MyMKYH. OIIEHTHII, KOII CTaHIAPTTap KOHOKOU
KOPYHYII AMEC, KOILI CTaHIapTTap/IbIH TAOUSATHIH KbUIAT U3UIIJI06 3aphL.

Heru3sru ce3aep: cascar, 53KOHOMHUKA, KOII CTaHAAPTTAp, 3J1 apajblK YKYK, SKOHOMUKAIIBIK
casicaT, 5JKOHOMHUKa, YKYK.
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JIBOMHBIE CTAHJIAPTHI B MUPOBOM DKOHOMUKE

AnHoTanus. B pabote cienan BBIBOA O TOM, YTO OTKa3 OT JBOMHBIX CTAHIAPTOB IMO3BOJIUT
clenaTh IMOJUTUKY Oojiee MpeicKazyeMoil U 4ucToi B 000N cdepe, a B yacTHOCTH B chepe
SKOHOMHUKH, YTO B CBOKO OY€pE€lb HAMHOIO YJIYUYIIMT Kauy€CTBO MEXIAYHAPOAHBIX OTHOLIECHUU U
KHU3Hb BCEr0O MHUPOBOTO cOOOIIecTBa B 1eJIoM. B crartbe mponenan riyOOKWi aHANU3 HCTOPHUU
pa3BUTHs JABOWHBIX CTAHJAPTOB HauWHas C JPEBHOCTH IO COBPEMEHHOCTb B SKOHOMUYECKOU
MOJIUTHKE, a Takke (PyHKIMH TrocyaapcTBa B cdepe MpOTUBOACHCTBHS JBOMHBIX CTaHIAPTOB B
SKOHOMMYECKON MOJUTHKE B LEeiaoM. CHCTEeMAaTU3UpPOBaHbl NMPUYMHBI CYLIECTBOBAHMS JIBOMHBIX
cTaHIapToB. Takxe, paccMaTpuUBaeTCsl MOHATHE JABOWHBIX CTAaHAAPTOB B MHUPOBOW IOJIUTUKE C
MOpaJIbHO-ITUUECKONM TOYKM 3pPEHHSI B COBPEMEHHOM Mupe. Benp 1BOIHBIE CTaHAAPTHI UMEIOT
OTPOMHOE TMPOCTPAHCTBO MpepepeHIni Uil «CBOUX» M Y3KO€ MPOCTPAHCTBO A «UYXKHX» B
YCIOBUSIX TPHUHATHS 3aKOHA TIPOTMB BOJM  3aKOHOJATENe B  LENAX ONTHUMHU3ALNU
(YHKIIMOHMPOBAHUS COLMAIIBHON CHCTEMBI, 3TO HOCUT pa3pyLIUTENbHbIN XapakTep. B cBs3u ¢ aTum
Pa3BUBAIOTCS MUKPOMHCTUTYTHI, KOTOPbIE pabOTalOT HE 10 3aKOHY, YTO BIOCIEACTBUM MPUBOJIUT K
MOSIBJICHUIO JIBOMHBIX CTaHAAPTOB, YTO B HEKOTOPBIX CIydasXx MOTYT HECTU M IOJIOKHUTEIbHBINIL
xapakrtep. Takum oOpa3om, BOIIHbIE CTaHAAPTHI-HE MPOCTOE SIBJICHHE, HEOOXOIUMO, THIATEIbHOE
M3Yy4YEeHHE MIPUPO/IbI IBOMHBIX CTAHIAPTOB.

KiloueBble cjioBa: TMONMTHKA, JBOMHBIE CTaHIAPTHl, MEXKIYHApOJHOE IpaBo,
9KOHOMMUECKAs NOJIUTUKA, IKOHOMUKA, 3aKOH.
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THE CONCEPT OF DOUBLE STANDARDS IN THE GLOBAL ECONOMY

Annotation. The work concludes that abandoning double standards will make politics more
predictable and clean, which in turn will greatly improve the quality of international relations and
the life of the entire world community as a whole. The article provides a deep analysis of the history
of the development of double standards from ancient times to modern times in economic policy, as
well as the functions of the state in the sphere of counteracting double standards in economic policy
in general. The reasons for the existence of double standards are systematized. Also, the concept of
double standards in world politics is considered from a moral and ethical point of view in the
modern world. After all, double standards have a huge space of preferences for “our own” and a
narrow space for “strangers” in the context of the adoption of a law against the will of legislators in
order to optimize the functioning of the social system, this is destructive. In this regard, micro-
institutions are developing that do not operate according to the law, which subsequently leads to the
emergence of double standards, which in some cases can be positive. Thus, double standards are not
a simple phenomenon; a careful study of the nature of double standards is necessary.

Key words: politics, double standards, international law, economic policy, economy, law.

The concept of "Double standards” is used quite often today and in almost all spheres of life.
"Double standards™ is a concept that is officially denied, but widely used in world practice.
This term comes from the English word "Double standard” in the 19th century, although the
phenomenon has ancient roots. Most often, lawyers and other researchers use the term in
applications to biblical texts or Roman law. In practice, it is used as a discriminatory approach to
the rights and assessment of the actions of countries, races and population groups. Previously, the
term was used to define unequal moral requirements for men and women. In the Soviet era, the term
was used to designate class and racial inequality in capitalist countries.
In the modern world, the term is used to negatively assess phenomena or similar actions of various
subjects for the purpose of benefit, and the evaluator can be one of the subjects himself, it is also
used in many humanities. Currently, this phenomenon has an emotional coloring, various markers;
the evaluating parties can assess i.e. a certain action in propaganda or information space differently.
Now the double standard has acquired such a weapon that the world has never had before
the First, nor before the Second World War and after.
Hypocrisy has always existed and lives on the everyday level and such dual morality is somehow
forgivable, but at the state level, it all becomes dangerous. Political dual standards or political
hypocrisy is beginning to acquire weapons today.
Even the ancient Greeks said: what is allowed to Jupiter is not allowed to the bull. The rights and
statuses of Jupiter and the bull were unequal, so this dilemma was legitimized. Here it is said that
Zeus is Zeus and all laws, divine ones should apply to everyone, but the bull does not understand
this and these laws are not entirely acceptable to him, since he is not Zeus, accordingly his rights
and opportunities are limited.

765



2024, Ned/2

In a society where the thesis of equality is put forward, there appears the category of double
standards, both in interpersonal and interstate relations.

The issue of equality of groups of people was declared, however, in essence, there is no real
equality of groups of people, and never was. Although, after the abolition of slavery issues in the
USA and other Western European countries, nevertheless, double standards or racial inequality
have always existed.

It is known that in the legal system, two main systems are always opposed:

1. Anglo-Saxon

2. Romano-Germanic

In the first, there is no such concept of "Double Standard” and there is no such concept of a
phenomenon as a standard in general, but there is such a concept as precedent and there are always
several precedents, i.e. there is a certain competitive value and everything depends on the ability to
prove, for example, "lawyer" and "prosecutor”. In this case, everything depends on the advantage of
one in relation to the other and the right of the strongest is established.

The latter legal system provides for the clarity and principled nature of the legal norm that must be
applied.

However, the role of the Anglo-Saxon legal system in the modern world has become
dominant, where values are more important than the presentation of precedents.

Now this phenomenon of "Double Standards” is more used in international law, where there
are many contradictions and everything depends on how the provisions are interpreted.

The principle of the inviolability of borders and the right of self-determination of a nation
depends on the interests of individual states, which is shown by modern international practice.
Regarding the definition of the meaning of the term standard, there are theories of the philosophy of
international relations. They are often intertwined.

1. Liberal
2. Marxist
3. Theory of international relations

The liberal theory does not provide for war between states, since liberal values are placed
higher.

The second theory represents state subordination in relation to such indicators as rich and

poor, and they can change due to the influence of external factors.
The latter theory envisages competition for primacy between states, and the state acts as the main
super value and geopolitical strengthening of its territory is put in the foreground. Any action is
permissible and legal if it is in the interests of the state and if it leads to the success of the country in
competition with other states. Here, there is a complete absence of any standards and those
approaches are used that are most applicable and beneficial to the state. Again, this approach leads
to certain problems, since here we can see the suppression of the weak by the strong. Therefore, it is
necessary to introduce a slightly different approach into the system of international relations, where
certain moral values that are important for everyone will be put higher in comparison with the
aggression of the conflicting countries. However, this axiological approach can only be perceived at
the referential level so far.

The question arises: has humanity fought against the position of double standards? Of
course, yes, and the first attempt in the history of humanity to fight against the signs of a double
standard was made with the initiative of Nicholas I at the Hague Conference. This was one of the
most serious attempts of the new era to bring human social and legal relations into a system of
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certain norms of uniformity, which later gave rise to the League of Nations, then the United
Nations. All this happened thanks to the initiative of Nicholas | to organize the Hague Conference.

However, unfortunately, some states insisted on a double standard, and today double
standards are the most dangerous weapon in the form of lethal means, sanctions, financial
infringement, etc. There has never been such a powerful weapon as "double standards” and the
stronger this weapon, the stronger the state using it.

Today, the term double standards or the phrase policy of double standards is heard more and
more often in the main socio-political context [1-8 pp.].

The natural law approach allows for the existence of certain natural rights that are inherent
in everyone and in the face of natural law, everyone has the same rights, which means that attempts
to establish double standards are illegal, which is why double standards are negative in nature or
have negative content. For example, in the gender aspect of the definition of this term:

1. Double standard - a set of principles that provides more freedoms for men than for women, i.e. a
father provides more freedom to his son than to his daughter, despite the fact that the daughter is
older;

2. Different norms of behavior for women and men;

3. A code that provides different conditions for different groups of people [2-4p].

Thus, it can be said that double standards are used more for political purposes.

Usually, when applying a policy of double standards when placing two actors on a diagram,
one will necessarily lose its meaning and displace the other. Accordingly, one can be called
artificial inequality and the other natural, in some cases, it can be considered a fair world order, and
in some cases an unfair world order and everything depends on the correct and competent
construction of your thought and the correct political order.

Although such key concepts as power or force could well replace double standards, since
power and force make everyone dependent, including the elite. It would seem that power and force
could well displace double standards, but it is impossible to eradicate the existence of double
standards. Moreover, these concepts as double standards, power and force interact not in the
physical sense, but they are traced in actions and if they are potential, they are tangible.

A special paradox of double standards is that, the subject of the policy of double standards
tries to establish justice and eliminate inequality, then double standards involve power and force
and, accordingly, we notice only power and force. However, when a powerless subject of politics
launches the mechanism of double standards, then we cannot call such a phenomenon a policy of
double standards. In this case, the discursive basis of the concept of double standards turns out to be
invisible.

Closely related to the concept of double standards are the concepts of norm, right and law.

Will they be able to be in place of the discursive element of double standards, when force, power
and law establish inequality or equality?
The law, as is known, builds a certain hierarchy among the elements of the socio-political structure,
and the mechanism of double standards always functions illegally and such a phenomenon cannot
be called a double standard, because in the legal aspect, standards are clearly divided into double or
triple standards, etc. In such situations, double standards are revealed through criticism of systemic
interaction.

Today, legal standards are far from such moral ideals as equality or fraternity, namely in the
conditions of non-ideal or imperfect law, the policy of double standards becomes a noticeable
element of discourse, inconsistent with traditional concepts of political science.
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A schematic division of the situation of double standards will allow us to clearly identify
and define the categories of this concept from the general conceptual space of double standards. We
can identify such categories of double standards as the policy of double standards, the mechanisms
of double standards and the double standard in general, which allows us to highlight the peculiarity
of the term double standards in political discourse.

Such structuring will allow us not only to solve the existing traditional problems of
methodological selection, but also to set new tasks. The following tasks can be identified:

» Explanation of the collision of the existing objective concepts of the mechanisms of double
standards and the historical phenomenology of double standards.

* Formation of a typology of situations within which the use of double standards is
permissible, since double standards can manifest themselves in various ways, and such a
classification of double standards will allow for the analysis of the behavior of system elements or
situations. After all, in some cases, all this happens regardless of their personal interests and desires.

Thus, from the point of view of the schematized approach, double standards are a set of
authoritative norms, rights, principles and
Judgments that establish an unequal position of elements of the political and legal system, when the
latter are considered formally legally equal.

With a conscious refusal to search for an answer to what was originally equality or
inequality, the essence of the concept of double standards is revealed.

The concept of equality should be separated from the second concept, since double standards are
inequality. From this we should proceed, it is not double standards that affect inequality, but, on the
contrary, inequality leads to the use of mechanisms of double standards.
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