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Hayionanenuii opuouunuii ynieepcumem imeni Apociasa Myopozo

CraTTio NpMCBAYEHO aHanidy NpaBoBKX NO3WLi €BPONENCLKOro Cyay 3 NpaB JIIOANHN CTOCOBHO MOHSTTS «KWUTIIO» Y KOHTEKCTI Linew focy-
[0Boro poacnigyBaHHs. Mpobnemu TouHOro okpecneHHs obcary uiei gediniuii gocnigpkysanucs 6aratbMa BYEHUMU Y ranysi KpUMiHanbHOro
npotecy. Takox 3 Lboro npuBogy no3uuis BucnosnoBanacs BepxosHum Cynom Ykpainu, ogHak we 3a yacis aii KMK sig 28.12.1960 p.. Y ceoto
Yepry, B HoBomy KIK Big 13.04.2012 p. y cT. 233 3akoHofaBeLb 3anpoBaAyB NPUHLMMOBO HOBUM NiAXiA A0 BUSHAYEHHS «KMTNa», BpaxyBaBLUW
He nuie notpedu nia vac obLwyKy (ornsAy) XuTna, HanpaLboBaHi BITYN3HSHOK NPAKTUKOK PO3ChiAyBaHHSA KpYMiHaNbHUX NPaBoONopyLUEHb, ane
1 MDKHapOAHi CTaHAapTH Y Ui cdepi. 30Kkpema Lie CTOCYETbCS | 3BePHEHHS A0 MiXHapPOAHWX JOroBopiB, patndikoBaHux YkpaiHot. Cepen HUX
OfHVM i3 HaNBINbL aBTOPUTETHUX MOHMHI 3anuiuaeTbest KOHBEHList Npo 3axuUCT npaB Jo4MHU Ta OCHOBOMOMOXHMX cBobog Big 04.11.1950 p..
OcTaHHIM Yacom, HayKOBLi y CBOIX Mpausx, a napnaMmeHTapi y 3aKOHOMPOEeKTHiIl poboTi cTanu YacTille BpaxoByBaTu Levt JOKYMEHT i CyAoBy
npakTuky ECIIT sk MexaHiam TnymadeHHst KoHBeHLjii.

Yepes Le 3aBAaHHAMU HALWOI pobOTY NOCTae aHania NOHATTS «KUTMO» Y KOHTeKCTi cTaTTi 8 KoHBeHUii B pilweHHsAx €CIJ; BigHaxomKeHHs
CninbHUX Ta BiAMIHHUX MO3WLIA Y CyOoBKX NpeledeHTax €Bpocyay Ta HauioHanbHOMY 3aKOHOAABCTBI 3 LbOro NpuBoAy. AKTyarnbHICTb Jocni-
[DKEHHS 3yMOBIIOE MeTa TakuX Crig4mnx (PO3LLYKOBUX) Ail K OrmsAA Ta obLuyk xuTna. Beaxaemo, Lo, nepLu 3a Bce, CriguvMm cyaaam sk cyb’ekram,
LLO 3ACHIOOTb KOHTPOMb 3a AOTPUMaHHSM NpaB i cBo6oz Y KpUMiHanbHOMYy npoLeci, HeobxiaHo BpaxoByBaTu npakTuky ECIJT 3 npmBoay npo-
NOPLINHOCTI BTPY4aHHS NPaBOOXOPOHHMX OpraHiB B NpaBo OCib Ha HeOTOPKaHHICTb XUTNa, a Takox 06cAry Takoro BTpyyaHHs. Kpim Toro, cyoBi
npeueneHTV 6yayTb AOLINBHUMK CyaAaM nif Yac pos3rnsgy NUTaHHS LWOAO AOMNYCTUMOCTI A0Ka3iB, ofepKaHWX BHACNIAOK MPOHWUKHEHHAM [0
XUTNa; a CrigyuM i Npokypopam — B OBrpyHTYBaHHS «3aKOHHOCTI» Ta «HEOOXiAHOCTi y AEMOKPaTUYHOMY CYCMiNbCTBI» NPOHWUKHEHHSI 40 XWUTMa
6e3 nonepeaHbOi yxBanu cnig4oro cyaai.

KntouyoBi cnosa: xutno, obLyK, ornsz, NPonopLifHICTb BTPYYaHHS y Npaeo, npeLeaeHTn EBPONEnNcLKOro Cyay 3 Npas MIOAVHM

The article is devoted to the analysis of the legal position of the European Court of Human Rights regarding the concept of «home» in
the context of the objectives of the pretrial investigation. Many scientists in the field of criminal process have explored the problems of defining
the accurate scope of this definition. Also, on this occasion, the position was expressed by the Supreme Court of Ukraine. However, it was during
the time of the Criminal Procedure of Ukraine of 12/28/1960. Nevertheless, the legislator introduced a fundamentally new approach to the definition
of «home» in the new Code of Criminal Procedure of Ukraine of 04/13/2012 in Art. 233, taking into consideration not only the needs during
the search (inspection) of home accumulated by the national practice of criminal investigation, but also international standards in this sphere. This
also in particular applies to the consideration of the international treaties ratified by Ukraine. The Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms of 04/04/1950 among them remains one of the most prominent up to now. Scientists and parliamentarians have
taken into account this document and the judicial practice of the ECHR as a mechanism for interpreting the Convention.

Therefore, the objectives of our work are: 1) analyzing the concept of «home» in the context of Article 8 of the Convention in the decisions
of the ECHR; 2) finding common and distinctive positions in judicial precedents of the European Court and national legislation in this regard.
The relevance of the study determines the objectives of such investigative procedures as inspection and search of home. Firstly, investigating
judges, as the subjects responsible for supervising the observance of rights and freedoms in criminal procedure, are supposed to consider
the practice of the ECHR assessing the proportionate interference with the right to sanctity of the home guaranteed by the Ukrainian Constitution
and the Convention. Secondly, judicial precedents will be useful to judges who considering the admissibility of evidence obtained as a result
of penetration into the home. Last but not least judicial precedents will be interesting to investigators and prosecutors in order to justify the «legality»
and «necessity in a democratic society» of entering the home without a preliminary order given by the investigating judge.

Key words: home, search, inspection, proportionate interference with the right, the practice of the European Court of Human Rights

IMocranoBka npodsemu. OnHUMU 3 HaHNOIIMPEHIIINX
ciiguux (pO3LIYKOBUX) il 3aJUIIAIOTBCS OOIIYK 1 OIS
KUTIa. Po3ymiroum, 0 Mij Yac iX MpoBeACHHS BiAOyBaEThCS
OesrocepeiHe BTPYYaHHS B IPaBO OCOOM HA HEJOTOPKAH-
HICTh 11 JXKWTJa, 3aKOHOIABEIb PErNIAMEHTYE MEBHI rapaH-
Tii Ui 0cOOM BiJl «CBaBiJILHOTO» BTPYYaHHS B Take Mpago.
Le, 30kpema, i aHAJIOTIYHICTH NPOLECYaTHHUX MPABUI UL
IpoBeAeHHA 0o0IIyKy Ta omsny xumia (4. 2 cr. 237 KIIK),
BHMOT 710 BMOTHBOBAHOCTI KJIOIIOTaHHsI CJIiT40T0, IIPOKypopa
mpo obmyk (orsan) (m. 8 4. 3 cr. 234 KIIK), nopsiiaky npose-
JICHHsI 00IIyKy (OTIsiAY) Ha MiJCTaBi yXBaJlM CIIIYOTO CYIi
(ct. 30 Koncrutryuii Ykpainu, u. 2 ct. 234 KIIK), Buuepnuuii
nepestik HeBIKIIaHUX BUIAJKIB 32 IKUX CIIAYUMA, TPOKYPOP
Ma€ MpaBo J0 MOCTAHOBJICHHS YXBAJIH CIIYOTO Cy[Jli YBIHTH

no xumia (cr. 30 Konerurynii Ykpainy, 4. 3 cr. 233 KIIK)
TOLIO.

BomHouac BaxmMBOTO 3HavYeHHs HaOyBae W came posy-
MIHHS «OKHTJIa» 3aKOHOJABIIEM, TOOTO III0 KOHKPETHO BiH OXO-
IUTIOE IIUM HOHATTAM. Y KJIOHNOTAHHI CHIiAY0ro, IPOKypopa Ipo
o01Iyk (orisiT) Ta yXBalli CiIiuoro CyJyli po 03BiJ Ha O0IIyK
(omisir) 000B’SI3KOBO MArOTh MICTHUTHCS BIJIOMOCTI TIPO T€, sIKE
caMe JKHMTJIO Y HOro YacTHHA IiIAraTHMe IMpPOLECyalbHUM
nisim. HempaBuibHe po3yMiHHS o0csry miel nediniuii moxe
MPU3BECTH 10 BU3HAHHS JIOKA3iB, ONIEPKaHMX ITif Yac JOCYNO-
BOTO PO3CITiTyBaHHS, HEJJOMYCTUMHMH 1, BiIMOBIIHO, HEBPaXy-
BaHHJ iX CYJIOM ITiJ] 4ac yXBaJICHHS CYJI0OBOTO PillICHHSL.

Mera crarti. OCcKinbKky 3rinHo 3 cT. 17 3akony Ykpainu
«IIpo BUKOHAHHS PIllIEHb Ta 3aCTOCYBaHHS MPAKTUKU €BPO-
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IOpuanunmnii HayKOBUI €1EKTPOHHUMN Ky pHAI

neichKoro cyay 3 mpas soauHu» Bix 23.02.2006 p. Hargio-
HaJIbHI CYJIU TIpU PO3MISiAl CIIpaB 3aCTOCOBYIOTh KOHBEHIO
PO 3aXMCT MPaB JIFOAWHK 1 OCHOBOIIOJIIOXKHHUX CBOOO 1 pak-
THKY €BPONEHCHKOTO CYAy 3 MPaB JIFOIMHHU SIK JUKEPEIIO PaBo
[1], BBaxkaemo 3a HeoOXilHE MPOBECTH MOPIBHIBHO-TIPABO-
BHUI aHaJi3 HOPM HAlliOHAJILHOIO 3aKOHOJABCTBA IMPHUCBSIYE-
HUX <OKUTIIY» y KPUMiHAJIBHO-NIPOIIECYalbHil cdepi 3 moso-
keHHAMH KoHBeHWii 3 IbOTO MpUBOAY Ta MNpeleJeHTaMu
€CII six mexani3zmy [uis TiiyMadeHHs: KoHBeHIIii.

Bukiaan ocuHoBHoro marepiamy. [lo-nepme, Cyn He
o0Mexye cebe y BU3HAYCHHI MOHATTSA <OKUTIO» 00CIroMm,
nepeadayeHUM HAI[lOHAJIBHUM 3aKOHOAABCTBOM  (PIillICHHS
y cupasi «lIpokonosuu npomu Pociiy («Prokopovich v.
Russia») Bin 18.11.2004 p., m. 36) [2]. [Ipore 3a3Haunmo,
110 3 TOYKH 30pY BITUM3HSIHOIO KPUMIHAJIBHOTO IMPOLECY-
QIBHOTO TPaBa BU3HAYCHHS TAKOTO TEPMIHY € HEOOXiIHUM
3a]J1sl HAJIEKHOTO ITPOBEICHHS CIITUnX (PO3LIYKOBHX) Iiid.
3aKoHO/aBellb, BPAXOBYIOUM INpeueaeHTHy npaktuky €CII,
y 4. 2 c1. 233 KIIK mix >xumioM posymie Oyab-sike HpUMi-
LIEHHS, SIKe 3HAXOAMTHCS Y TOCTIHHOMY YH THMYacOBOMY
BOJIOJIIHHI OCOOH, HE3aJICKHO BiJl HOTO MpH3HAYEHHS 1 Mpa-
BOBOI'O CTaTycCy, Ta MPUCTOCOBAHE JUIsI MOCTIHHOTO 200 THM-
4acOBOTO MPOXKMBAHHA B HHOMY (Di3MUHHX 0Ci0, a TaKoX BCi
CKJIaJIOBI TAKOTO MPUMIIIICHHS.

I3 HaBexeHOro BH3HAYEHHS BHUXOAWTH, IIO HE Mae€ 3Ha-
YEHHS «CTaTyc» BOJIOAUIBLS JKUTIIA: BIACHUK, OpeHaap abo x
0co0a, CTOCOBHO SIKOi IOPUINYHI MiACTaBU I NPOKUBAHHS
B3araii BificyTHi. [onoBHHM (akTopoM BHCTymae He (op-
MaJlbHe, 8 3MICTOBHE HAllOBHEHHS TaKOrO MPOKHMBaHHS. Bia-
noBiHO 710 cynoBoi npakTuku €CITJI mOHATTS «KUTIO», 32
3MicToM cTarTi 8 KoHBeH1i1, He 00MeXy€eThCs KUTIOBUM IIPH-
MIIIICHHSM, 3aiHATHM Ha 3aKOHHIM MiJacTaBi ab0 FOPUANIHO
odopmIteHiil. BusHaBaTH 4u Hi KOHKpETHE Miclie IPOXKUBAHHS
JKUTIIOM, IIIOJI0 SIKOTO AiF0Th TapaHTii myHKTy | crarTi 8, 3aie-
JKHUTH BiJl (JaKTUUHHUX OOCTAaBUH, a caMe, — HasIBHOCTI A0CTaT-
HIX Ta CTIMKMX 3B'SI3KiB 13 IEBHUM MiciieM (pIllIeHHS y CIpaBi
«IIpokonosuu npomu Pociiy («Prokopovich v. Russia») Bif
18.11.2004 p., . 36) [2]. Kpim TOTrO, HaBITH SKILO 0COOA NPH-
IIUHSE CBill 3B'A30K 13 KUTIOM (TIEpPECcTae B HbOMY IIPOKHUBATH
Ta TEBHUI Yac He 3’SBISETHCS B HHOMY), OJHAK 30epirae
CBOE MPaBO BOJIONIHHS Ha HBOTO, TO CyJ BU3HAE TaKi 3B’ SI3KH
0CO0U 3 KUTIIOM JocTarHIMuU i minei n. 1 ¢r. 8 KonseHii
(pitenns y cripasi «/ innoy npomu Cnonyuenoeo Koponiecmea
(«Gillow v. the United Kingdomy) Bin24.11.1986 p., 1. 46) [3].
HeBaxmMBAM € TakoX ¥ 3aKOHHICTH IMiZCTABH CIOPYIHKEHHS
yu 3Be/IeHHs )kuTia. Cyq He 0OMEkKY€ MOHATTS «KUTIIAY JTUILE
TaKuM, 0 OyJ0 3aKOHHO BCTAHOBJECHO (PIIICHHS y CIpaBi
«baxni npomu Cnonyuenozo Koponiscmeay («Buckley v.
the United Kingdomy) Bix 25.09.1996 p., mn. 53) [4].

BoaHouac SIKIO 3aKOHOAABELb PO3YMI€ IiJ] )KUTJIOM IIpU-
MinieHHs Juisd npoxuBanHs, To €CIIJI BU3HA4ae mif Takum
W TIPUMIIICHHST KOMEPIIHHOTO YK CITyKOOBOTO MPU3HAYCHHS,
IO OXOIUTIOETHCS Y BITYM3HSIHOMY 3aKOHOAABCTBI TEPMiHOM
«iHme BosofiHHA ocodom» (4. 2 cr. 233 KIIK). V pimensi
y crpasi « Tosapucmeo «Kona Ecm» ma inwi npomu @panyiiy
(«STES Colas Est and Others v. Francey) Bin 16.04.2002 p.,
1. 41 [5] Cyn naranye, mo KoHBeHIis € )KUBUM 1HCTpYMEH-
TOM, SIKHH CIIii TIIyMauuTH 3 ypaxXyBaHHSM Cy4acHUX YMOB.
Criuparounch Ha quHamivHe TiymaueHHs Konsenuii, Cyx BBa-
JKae, 110 HAaCTaB Yac BH3HATH, II0 3a IIEBHUX 0OCTAaBUH NpaBa,
rapanToBaHi crarrero 8 KOHBEHIIT, MOXYTb PO3IIISAATHCS SIK
Taki, 10 BKJIIOYAIOTh IPABO Ha IOBAry A0 3apeeCTPOBAHOIO
oicy, ¢inii Ta IHIMX IUIOBUX MPUMILICHb. TaKMM YHWHOM,
HEBiTHECEHHS HalliOHAJBHAMH MPABOBUMH aKTaMH KOMep-
WIfHUX 9H CITy)KOOBUX MPUMILICHB 0 «OKUTIa» HE CTOITh
Ha 3aBaji i 3BepHeHHs 1o €CILI 31 ckaproro moao mnopy-
meHHs crarti 8 KonBeHuii.

IIpuBeprae yBary i Toi akr, mo ans Cyny He BUCTYIAE
SIK KpUTEPIH JKUTIIA HOTO «HEPYXOMiCTh», TOOTO 3B’SI3aHICTh
i3 3emsiero criHamu uyu QyHaameHToM. CynoM HaBOISTHCS
y PILIEHHAX TaKi NPUKJIaIH )KUTIIA, [0 JOCUTH BiAPI3HAIOTHCS

BiJl KJIACHYHOTO PO3yMiHHS NpuminieHHs. lle, mpumipom,
KapaBaHHW, HaMeTH, OyHrayo (pilieHHs y crpasi «Binmepuu-
maiin ma inwi npomu @Ppanyiiy (« Winterstein and Others v.
Francey) Bin 17.10.2013 p., m. 141) [6], HE3aJIeKHO BiJI 3aKOH-
HOCTI ITi/ICTaB 3aceJIeHHs MiCIIEBOCTI, Ha AKil 11l 00’ €KTH 3Ha-
xoaatbed. HaliBaxumsimum daxropom ana €CIUI Buctyna-
FOTh JIOCTATHI Ta CTiiKi 3B’SI3KU 3 TAKUMH 00’ €KTaMHU.

[o-npyre, Konsenitisi, Ha BiaMiny Bix KoncruTyii Ykpa-
fau 1 KIIK, po3ymie mpaBo Ha MoOBary J0 JKHTJIa y KOHTEKCTI
MpaBa Ha MOBary JI0 MPUBATHOTO Ta CIMEHHOTO YKUTTS, 1 CTa-
BUTH HOro y psin i3 mpaBoM Ha IMOBary A0 KOPECHOHICHLIT
ocobu (ct. 8). ¥V cBorw uepry Koncrurymis Ta KITK Bu3Ha-
YaOTh HEIOTOPKAHHICTh JKUTIA, TAEMHUIIO KOPECIOHICH-
1ii, moBary 10 OCOOHMCTOro i CIMEHHOTO JKUTTS SIK OKpeMmi
mudepeHniioBani npaBa Ta rapaHTii, THM caMUM HaJalouu iM
camocriiiHoro 3HadeHHs. Tak, B pilieHHi y cnpasi « Yannen
npomu Cnonyuenozo Koponiscmeay («Chappell v. the United
Kingdomy) Bin 30.03.1989 p., n. 51 [7] Cynom koHcTary-
€THCS, 10 YPsi BU3HAB (akT BTPYUaHHS y peanizalliio npasa
3asBHHMKA Ha TIOBAry JI0 HOTO «IIPUBATHOTO YKHUTTS Ta KHUTIAY.
TakuM 4UHOM, 11i TIPaBa OKPECIICHI Y B3aEMO3B’s13Ky. B pitieHH1
y cnpaBi «Hayionanrvha gedepayis cnopmusnux acoyiayii
i cninox (PHACC) ma inwi npomu @Ppanyiiy («National
Federation of Sportspersons’ Associations and Unions
(FNASS) and Others v. Francey) Bin 18.01.2018 p., . 154 [8];
piwenHHi y cripasi «/owcakomenni npomu Imaniiy («Giacomelli
v. Italy») Bin 02.11.2006 p., 1. 76 [9] 3a3Ha4a€THCS, 11O KUTIIO,
3a3BHYail, € MiceM, (pi3HYHO OKPECICHO 00JIACTIO, JIE PO3-
BUBAETHCS TPHBATHE 1 ciMeiiHe kuTTs. HempaBoMmipHe BTpy-
YaHHs y MPaBO HA HEMTOTOPKAHHICTh KHUTIA TATHE 32 COOOI0
I HOpylLIeHHs MpaBa Ha IMOBary OO HPUBATHOTO Ta CiMei-
HOrO XWTTS (pimeHHs y cnpasi «baxni npomu Cnonyue-
nozo Koponiscmeay («Buckley v. the United Kingdomy) Bin
25.09.1996 p., 1. 53, 55) [4].

ITo-Tpere, 3 METOI0 YHUKHEHHS TUCKPELiifHUX MOBHOBa-
JKeHb TI0CAZI0BUX 0Ci0, BITYM3HSHUI 3aKOHOJIABEIb 3aKPIlTUB
y c1. 30 Korncrurymii Ykpainu Ta 4. 3 cr. 233 KIIK curyanit
3a SIKMX JIOMYCKAEThCS BTPYYaHHS y MPAaBO HA HEMOTOPKAH-
HICTh XHTJIA, @ caMe: MPOBEACHHS OOLIYKY, OISy JKUTIA —
32 BMOTHBOBAHOI yXBAJIOK) CIIIYOTO CY/JIl; a Y HEBIIKIAI-
HUX BUIAJKaX, MOB’SI3aHUX i3 BPATYBaHHSM IKHUTTS JEOACH
Ta MaiiHa 4u 3 6e310cepeIHIM IepecifyBaHHIM 0Ci0, sIKi mif-
03pIOIOTHCS Y BUMHEHHI 3JI04UHY, — 03 Takoi yxBanu. OnHak
MOCTAa€ MUTAHHS: YU € TAKMMH K HEBIAKIAJHIMH BUIIaJKAMHU
HEOOXITHICTh ypATYBaHHS 37I0POB’sI, YeCTi, TAHOCTI JFOIMHH,
MPUMIPOM, SIKIIIO BYMHSIFOTHCS HE 3JIOYMHH MPOTH JKUTTS YU
BJIACHOCTI, a 3JI0YMHH MPOTH 340poB’s (10007 1 MOpILyBaHHS,
JIOMAIIIHE HACUJIBCTBO), MIPOTH BOJII, YECTI Ta TiTHOCTI (3aX0-
TUICHHS 3apYYHHKIB), CTATeBOI CBOOOIM Ta HEJOTOPKAHHOCTI
(3rBajITyBaHHs) TOLLO.

3 upOro MpUBOAY IMpuBepTae ypary 4. 2 cr. 8 KonseHuii,
sIKa HABOJUTH OLIBII HIMPOKUH TEpeNiK BHUIMAIKIB 33 SIKHUX
MOXJIMBE BTPYUYaHHS Y IPABO Ha [OBAry 10 IPUBATHOTO JKUTTS
(30KpeMa, y TIpaBO Ha IIOBAry J0 KUTIIA): OPraHH JIeP:KaBHOT
B4 HE MOKYTh BTPYYaTHCh Y 3AIHCHEHHS [HOTO TPaBa, 3a
BUHSITKOM BHUIIAJIKIB, KOJIM BTPYYaHHS 3JIHCHIOETHCS 3TiIHO
i3 3aKOHOM 1 € HEOOXITHHM Yy JTeMOKPaTHYHOMY CYCIJIbCTBI
B IHTEpecax HalliOHATBHOI Ta TPOMAJICHKOI OE3MEKH YU KO-
HOMIYHOTO 0OpOoOyTYy KpaiHu, A 3amo0iraHHs 3aBOPYLLICH-
HSM Y9H 3JI0YMHAM, JUIS 3aXHCTY 310POB’SI UM MOpaii abo st
3axHCTy mpaB i cBoOON iHImIUX 0c¢i6. OTxe, HEOOXITHO BCTa-
HOBJICHHSI KPUTEPIiB MPOMOPIIHHOCTI BTpyYaHHs y MPaBO Ha
HEJOTOPKaHHICTh XHUTIa, a0M BOJHOUAC HE MOPYLIUTH IPHH-
LIUIT TPABOBOT BU3HAYCHOCTI.

Ilomo BHUINE3a3HAYSHOTO MOYKHA HABECTH HACTYITHHN
npeueneHt. B pimenHi y cnpasi «Pobamin npomu Ascmpiiy
(«Robathin v. Austria») Bix 03.07.2012 p., n. 43 [10] Harosno-
nryetbes: muTaHas uist Cyny mossirac B TOMy, 9 OyB OcKap-
JKSHUH 3aXiJl «kHEOOX1THUM Y I€MOKPATUIHOMY CYCHIIBCTBIY,
IHIIMMU CJIOBAaMH, YW MOXKHA BBAXKATH CITiBBITHOIICHHS MiX
[0, SIKYy TParHyTh IOCSTTH, Ta BHKOPHCTAHUMHU 3aCO-
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6amu niporopuiitanM. Tomy adu BCTAaHOBHTH MPOIIOPLIHHICT
oOMe)XeHHs IpaBa HEOOXiAHO abCTparoBaHoO (PO3yMOBO) Ha
OJIHY HIAJIbKy TEPEe3iB MOCTABUTH 3acCi0 — BTPy4YaHHS Yy MPaBO
Ha HEIOTOPKAHHICTB JKUTIIA, a Ha 1HIIY — METY, SIKY IIM 3aC0-
OOM TIparHyTh JOCATTH: OE3IIOCEePEIHE MepeciiayBaHHs 0ci0,
MiZI03PIOBAHUX Y BYMHEHHI 3II0YHHY, YPATYBaHHS IKHUTTS,
MaiiHa, 30pOB’ s, 4ecTi, TiAHOCTI 0¢ib Toro. [IponopiiiiHicTh
MaTHMe MiClie TOJi, KOJIH HIaJbKU Tepe3iB OyayTh BpiBHOBa-
JKeHHMH, a00 )k MeTa Oyae HaBiTh IepeBakaTu 3a 3acid, aie
He HaBnaku. Onnak BomHouac Cyn migkpecinioe, mo KoH-
BCHIIisl BUCYBA€ [[Bi BUMOIHU 10 TaKOTO BTPy4YaHHs: BOHO Ma€e
OyTH SIK «HEOOXITHUM y JEMOKPATHYHOMY CYCIIJIbCTBI», TaK
1 3MIHCHIOBATHCS «BIAMOBIHO JI0 3aKOHY» (PILIEHHS y CIpaBi
«Yannen npomu Cnonyuenoeo Koponiscmeay («Chappell v.
the United Kingdomy) Bin 30.03.1989 p., m. 51) [7]. O1xe,
JONOKH BITYM3HSHMI 3aKOHOZABELh CaM HE PO3IIHPHTH
Nepesik BUHATKOBUX BHIIAJIKIB 32 SKUX MOXIIUBE BTPYYaHHS
y MPaBO HA HEJOTOPKAHHICTH JXKUTIA 0e3 yXBalM CIiJ4Oro
CyAIi, IOTU CHITYUil 1 IPOKYPOP MAaTUMYTbh «3B’SI3aHI PYKH»
y BCIX 1HIIIUX BUMAIKaX, KPiM THX, 1110 riepeadayeHi ct. 30 Kon-
cruTyuii Ykpainu ta 4. 3 ct. 233 KIIK.

Kaxxyuu npo nmponopuiiiHicTs o0LIyKy (OIIsay), iHIIUMU
CJIOBAaMH, HOTO AOLIIBHICTE Ta €()EKTUBHICTD Y KOXKHOMY KOH-

KPETHOMY BHUTIAJIKY, [0 BUPIIIYETHCS TIPH 330BOJICHHI KIIO-
HOTaHHS NPo OOMIyK (OMISLN) CIiAYUM CYIJIEI0, 3BEPHEMOCS
1o pimenHs y cnpasi «lllep ma inwi npomu Cnonyyenoco
Koponiscmeay («Sher and Others v. the United Kingdomy)
Bix 20.10.2015 p., m. 172 [11]. Cyx 3 uporo NpuBOIY aKIEeH-
Ty€ yBary Ha TakHux eJIeMEeHTax: a) 4Yu OyB 0OUIyK 3AiiiCHeHUI
3TiIHO 3 OpJEpPOM, BUJAHUM CYHJICI0, 1 BUXOASYH 3 OOIPYyH-
TOBaHOI Mi103pK; 0) YK PO3YyMHO OOMEKEHHI 00CsT oplepa;
B) uu OyB OOLIYK MPOBEACHHN Y MPUCYTHOCTI HE3aJEKHOTO
crocTepirada Juis TOro, o0 Marepiaiy, KOTpi MiAJsraioTh
npodeciiiniii TaeMHuIl, He OyJIM BUITyUeHI.

BucnoBku. IlincymMoByrOuM, MOXKHa 3pOOWTH HACTYIIHI
BUCHOBKH: 1) TOIOBHHM (hakTOpoM BHUCTyMae He (opMaibHe
(1IpaBo BJIACHOCTI, KOPUCTYBAHHS TOLIO), @ 3MICTOBHE HAllOBHE-
HHS TOB’S13aHOCTI 0COOH 3 )KHUTJIIOM, a caMe HasiBHICTh JI0CTaT-
HIX Ta CTIHKHX 3B’S3KiB 0COOM 3 JKHTJIOM; 2) HENpaBOMipHE
BTPYYaHHs y IPaBO Ha HEJOTOPKAHHICTD JKHTJIA TSATHE 32 COO0I0
I mopyLIeHHS [IpaBa Ha [OBAry IO IIPUBATHOIO Ta CIMEHHOrO
KUTTS; 3) BIPydYaHHs Yy NpPaBO Ha HEIOTOPKAHHICTb >KUTJIA
MOBUHHO BIJMOBIATH BUMO31 MPOMOPIIHHOCTI, TOOTO YHUHHU-
THCSL SIK «HEOOXiZHE y JAEMOKPAaTHYHOMY CYCIUIBCTBI», OyTH
PIBHOIIIHHUM METI, SIKYy IEPECIiAyI0Th IPABOOXOPOHHI OPraHH,
1 BOJIHOYAC 3/1iHCHIOBATUCS «BIAMOBITHO JI0 3aKOHY».
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