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OCOBUCTA YYACTD 3A5ABHUKA Y CYAJOBOMY ITPOLHECI: IPAKTHKA €CILJI

PERSONAL PARTICIPATION OF THE APPLICANT IN THE TRIAL PROCEDURE:
PRACTICE OF THE ECHR

Bina-KuceaboBa A.A., K.10.H.,

cepru(ikoBanuii Tpenep HanionansHoi mkoan cynaiB Ykpainu, cynas

binozepcokuii pationnuii cyo Xepconcokoi obnacmi

CratTs npuceaYeHa OOCHIIKEHHIO NPaKTUKN EBPONECLKOro cyay 3 npas JIOAUHU WOZO NMUTaHHA 0COBUCTOT yyacTi 3asiBHMKA (yyYacHWKa)

B CyZOBOMY MpOLIECi B MeXax AOTPUMAHHS KOHLUENLii «CnpaBefnmnBoro CyaoBOro po3rnsiay» BiAnoBigHO A0 nyHKTy 1 ctatTi 6 KoHBeHLUii npo
3axuCT NpaB MioAMHU 1 OCHOBOMOMNOXHMX cBoboa. HaBegeHo npvknagw cnpas €Bponeiicbkoro cyay 3 npas noauHu X v. Latvia (Ne 27853/09,
§ 102, 2013 p.), A. L. v. Poland (Ne 28609/08, § 72, 2014 p.), B sikvX NPOAEMOHCTPOBaHO POrb 3aLlikaBneHux ocib NpeACcTaBnNsTM CBOKO CrpaBy.

Ponb npakTuku €Bponeiicbkoro cyay 3 Npas NOAMHK cTana BUpiLLanbHOK Ans TnyMaveHHst KoHBeHLiT Npo 3axucT npas NoAMHN 1 OCHOBO-
NONOXHMX cBOGOA i3 METOK AOTPUMAHHS NPUHLIMIY BEPXOBEHCTBA NpaBa y cdepi 3axXMcTy npas MOANHN.

Y cTaTTi HaronoLweHo, Lo NPUHLMN PIBHOCTI CTOPIH Y 3Ha4YeHHi «cnpaBeanmBoro banaHcy» Mik CTopoHamu BuMarae, Wwob KoxHa CTopoHa
Marna po3ymMHy MOXMNUBICTb NMPEeACTaBUTU CBOKD CMpaBy B YMOBAX, siKi HE CTaBNSATh il B CYTTEBO HEBUIiHE CTAHOBULLE LLOAO AOrO OMOHEHTA.

Y pocnigkeHHi npuainaeTbes yBara nyHkTy 1 ctatTi 6 KoHBEHLi Npo 3axvcT npas MAVMHMU 1 OCHOBOMOOXHUX cBODOA | pO3KpUBaETHLCS MOro
3MICT 3a JONOMOTOH0 pilleHb EBponeiicbkoro cyay 3 npas nioguHy “Dombo Beheer B.V. v. the Netherlands”, “Salomonsson v. Sweden”, “Krémar

"o "

and Others v. the Czech Republic”, “Kovalev v. Russia”,

Sokur v. Russia” ToLLo.

ABTOp 3ayBaxye Ha TOMy, Lo Byab-sika ocoba, sika 3BepTaeTbCs 3i CBOIM NUTaHHAM 4O cyady, Mae OyTu BNeBHEHa, L0 BOHA MOXeE KepyBaTu
CBOEIO MOBEAIHKO Ha PiBHi 3aKOHY, LLO MICTUTb | MOXIMBICTb B 0COBUCTIl y4acTi B CyOBOMY NpoLeci (Neped CyaoM), Y HalaHHi CBOiX MOSICHEHb,
[0Kaz3iB, a TakoX 3anepeyeHb (KOMeHTapiB) LWodo 06CTaBuH Cnpasy Y BigMNOBiAb Ha MOSICHEHHS! OMOHEHTA.

3pobneHo BUCHOBOK LLOAO THyMadeHHs MyHKTy 1 cTaTTi 6 KoHBeHLUIi npo 3axucT npae nioavHmM i 0CHOBOMONOXHUX CBOBOA: «NpaBoBa Hopma
He rapaHTye npaBa Ha 0COBUCTY MPUCYTHICTb Y LMBINIbHOMY CyAi, @ rapaHTye 3aranbHille npaBo e(PeKTUBHO NPeaCTaBnsATY CBOK CNpaBy nepesn,
CyOOM | KOpUCTYBaTUCH NPaBOM PIBHOCTI CTOPiHY». Lie € BaXNMBMM KOMMNOHEHTOM «BEPXOBEHCTBA NpaBa» B AEMOKPATUYHOMY CYCRinbCTBI 1 y3ro-
[KYETbCA 3 YHIBEPCANbHUMM CTaHAapTaMu Npo NPaBOCyAAs Ta NpaBa MIOAVHN.

Knto4yoBi cnoBa: BepxoBEHCTBO Npaga, cyf, Npasa MoAnHW, NPUHLMN PIBHOCTI CTOPiH, €BpONEcLKUIA CyA, i3 NpaB NoaVHW.

The article examines the case law of the European Court of Human Rights on the issue of the applicant’s personal participation in a trial within
the framework of a “fair trial” in accordance with Article 6 § 1 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms.
Examples of ECHR cases are given X v. Latvia [GC] (Ne 27853/09, § 102, 2013), A.L. v. Poland (Ne 28609/08, § 72, 2014) which demonstrated

the role of interested parties in representing their case.

The role of the case law of the European Court of Human Rights has become crucial for the interpretation of the Convention for the Protection
of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms in order to respect the rule of law in the field of human rights.

It is emphasized that the principle of equality of arms — in the sense of a “fair balance” between the parties — requires that each party have
a reasonable opportunity to present its case in conditions that do not put it at a significant disadvantage to its opponent.

The study focuses on Article 6 § 1 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and reveals its content
through the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights “Dombo Beheer B.V. v. the Netherlands”, “Salomonsson v. Sweden”, “Krémar

and Others v. Sweden the Czech Republic”, “Kovalev v. Russia”,

Sokur v. Russia”.

The author draws attention to the fact that any person who addresses his question to the court must be sure that he can manage his behavior
at the level of law, including the opportunity to participate personally in the trial (before the court), in providing their explanations, evidence, as
well as objections (comments) on the circumstances of the case in response to the explanations of the opponent.

It is concluded that Article 6 § 1 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms reads as follows: This is
an important component of the “rule of law” in a democratic society and is consistent with universal standards of justice and human rights.

Key words: rule of law, court, human rights, principle of equality of arms, ECHR.

ITocranoBka npodJemu. I'enepanbaum cexperapem OOH
Kodi Annanom y pomnosini 2004 p. 3a3HayeHo: «IloHSTTS
«BEPXOBEHCTBO MpaBa» <...> Ma€ CTOCYHOK 0 HPHUHLUITY
BPSIIYBaHHSI, 32 SIKOTO BCI JIFONH, THCTUTYTH i yCTAaHOBH, FOPH-
IuuHl ¥ (i3n4HI 0cO0H, BKIIIOYAIOUU caMy JIepaBy, BiJIO-
BIZIAIOTh TIEpE]l 3aKOHOM, SIKE B CYCITIIBCTBI OINMpPUIIFOJHEHE,
3aCTOCOBYETHCS OTHAKOBO JI0 BCIiX 1 HA OCHOBI SIKOTO 3/ ICHIO-
€TBCS CYJOYMHCTBO <...>» [1].

Ponp mpakTHkyd €BpOMEChKOro Cyny 3 MpaB JIOAWHH
(mami — €CILT) crana BupianbHOW s TaymMadeHHs Kol-
BeHIIi MO 3aXUCT NpaB JIOAWHHU i OCHOBOIIOJIO)KHHX CBO-
007 i3 METOI0 OTPUMAaHHS MPHHIMITY BEPXOBEHCTBA IIpaBa
y cepi 3axucTy npas JIOAUHH.

€Bporneiicbka komicia «3a AEMOKpaTilo uepe3 IMpaBo»
(Venice Commission) 3a3Ha4ae 1mMpo MpaBOBY BU3HAYCHICTH K
CKJIQJIOBY YaCTHHY BepXoBeHCTBa mpapa: «Bona (Ieprapa)
TaKoX 3000B’s13aHa TOTPUMYBATUCh 3aKOHIB, SIKi 3aTIpOBaNIIa,

I 3acTOCOBYBATH iX y HepeadadyBaHUil croci i 3 JIOTiYHOO
nociainoBHicTIO. IlepenbadyBaHicTh O3Hauae, L0 3aKOH Mae
OyTu mepeadauyyBaHUM IOZO WOTO HACIHIAKIB: BiH Mae OyTH
c(hopMyIILOBaHHIA 13 JOCTATHLOK MipOIO YITKOCTI, a0 ocoba
MaJjla MO>KJIUBICTb CKEPYBaTU CBOIO IOBEIIHKY» [2, c. 178].
Bynp-sika ocoba, sika 3BepTaeThes 31 CBOIM IMMTaHHAM 1O
Cymy, Mae OyTH BIIEBHEHa, I[0 BOHA MOXE KEpyBaTH CBOEIO
MOBEIHKOO Ha PiBHI 3aKOHY, 1[0 MICTHTb i MOXKJIUBICTh B 0CO-
6ucTiif ydacTi B CyJ0BOMY IIpolieci (Iepell CyaoM), Y HaJaHH1
CBOiX HOSICHEHb, JIOKA3iB, a TaKOX 3alepedyeHb (KOMEHTapiB)
110/10 OOCTAaBHH CIIPABH Y BiIIOBI/Ib HA MOSICHEHHS OMIOHEHTA.
Pa3zoMm i3 TUM MUTaHHS OCOOMCTOI ydyacTi 3asBHUKA (Bif-
HOBiJla4a) B CyIOBOMY IIpoleci i BUKOPUCTAHHS CBOIX IpaB
y MOBHOMY O0CS31 3aJIMIIAETBCS JUCKYCIHHHM cepesl Hay-
KOBIIIB, CYIJIB Ta aaBOKaTiB. UM MOXe OTpUMATH TapaHTil
«CTPaBEIIMBOTO MPaBOCYIAs OyIb-sKa ocoda, SKIIO BOHA
YHEMOXUIMBIIEHA OyTH MiJ 4ac pO3NIsAAYy CBOEI CIIpaBU B Cyai?
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IOpuanunmnii HayKOBUM €1EKTPOHHUMN Ky pHAI

CnpoOyeMo po3iOparucs i3 HUM MHUTaHHAM Ha TMPUKIAII
pillIcHb MIXXHAPOJAHUX IHCTUTYIIH.

AHani3 ocTaHHIxX pocaizxxens i myOnikanii. [Turannsam
nocnimkenns npaktuku €CILJI, mpuHIUIIB PIBHOCTI CTOPIH
IUISL YTBEPIKEHHS TapaHTil «CIPaBEeUTUBOTO IIPABOCYAID»
3aiiMarotbes HaykoBIi i cynai T.O. Annynosa, B.H. Jlenucos,
O.P. Ki6enxo, I1.M. PabinoBuu Ta iHmm. Pa3om i3 TUM A0CITi-
JOKEHHSI «0COOMCTOT ydYacTi 3asBHHKa» B HalliOHAJIHLHOMY
CyI0BOMY Tiporieci B myHKTi | crarti 6 KoHBeHIIiT mpo 3aXucT
TIpaB JIIOJIMHU 1 OCHOBOIIOJIOKHUX CBOOO NOTpeOy€ T01aTKO-
BOro BuBUeHHs. ToMy TeMa akTyallbHa HaTemep.

MocranoBka 3aBIaHHsl. METOIO0 CTaTTi € JOCIIIKEHHS
npaktukn €CILJI i3 muTaHHS 0COOHMCTOI ydYacTi 3asBHHKA
B CyJOBOMY IIPOLIECi B MEXKaX JOTPUMAHHS «CIPABEAIUBOTO
CYJIOBOTO PO3IVIALY» BiANOBiIIHO A0 myHKTY 1 crarti 6 Kon-
BEHIIIT PO 3aXUCT MpPaB JIIOAUHU i OCHOBOTIOJIOKHUX CBOOO/I.

Bukiang ocHoBHoro Marepiamy. BiamosimHo 110
myHKTY 1 crarTi 6 KoHBeHIII Ipo 3aXUCT IpaB JIIOIUHU i OCHO-
BOIOJIOXKHUX €B0OOM, «KoXeH Mae mpaBo Ha CIpaBeATIMBUI
1 myOnmiuHUE po3misg HOro CrpaBH YIPOIOBXK pPO3YMHOIO
CTPOKY HE3aJeXKHUM 1 0E3CTOPOHHIM CYyIOM, BCTaHOBICHHM
3aKOHOM, SIKH PO3B’sDKe CIIip 1100 HOro npas Ta 000B’sI3KiB
IIUBIJIBHOTO XapakTepy a00 BCTAaHOBUTh OOIPYHTOBAHICTbH
Oy/Ib-5IKOTO BUCYHYTOTO IPOTH HHOT'O KPUMIHAJILHOTO OOBH-
HyBadeHHs. <...>» [3].

Ypsamu nepxkaB — wieHiB Paxgu €Bponu, ski mignucanu
1 parudikysanu KoHBeHIII0 PO 3aXUCT NpaB JIOAUHU i OCHO-
BOIIOJIOKHHUX CBOOOJ y35IM 3000B’sI3aHHS OO JOTPUMaHHS
IIpaB JIIOIMHY, SKi OyJIO MPOTONOMIEHO 3arajbHO0 JeKiIapa-
iero npas MoauHU B 1948 poui.

KoHuenuito «cnpaBefIuBUil CyI0BUH pO3ITIAI» HE MOXKHA
ysSBUTH Oe3 3a0e3MeyYeHHs] PIBHOCTI CTOPIH B OTPHUMaHHI
iHpOpMAaIIT PO pO3MIIsAf CIpaBH, OCOOMCTIH ydacTi B Cyio-
BOMY IIpOIleci, B HaJJaHHI 0COOMCTUX IOSICHEHb 1 KOMEHTAapiB
00 OOCTAaBUH CHIpPaBU W y BiANOBigb Ha IOSCHEHHS OIO-
HEHTA.

AHaJtiz npakTHKH €BPOIEHCHKOrO Cyay 3 MpaB JIIOIAUHH
HaJla€ MOXKJIMBICTD MPUBECTH MPHKIAIH, SKi JEMOHCTPYIOTh
MOPYLIEHHS [IPaB JIIOIUHY y 3B SI3KY 3 He3a0e3MeUeHHIM 0CO-
OMCTOI y4acTi 3asBHUKIB Y CyZJOBOMY IpOIIECi B po3pi3i Helo-
TPUMaHHS CIPAaBEIIHBOIO CYJOBOTO DPO3IILY BiIIOBIIHO
Jo nyHKTy 1 crarri 6 KoHBeHuii IIpo 3aXUCT IpaB JIOIUHU
1 OCHOBOIIOJIOXKHUX CBOOOI.

Jo Takux Hanexars crpaBu “Sokur v. Russia”
(Ne 23243/03, § 30 1 macrymni, 2009 p.), “Kovalev w.
Russia” (Ne 78145/01, § 37, 2007 p.), “Gryaznov v. Russia”
(Ne 19673/03, § 49, 2012 p.), “Khuzhin and Others v. Russia”
(Ne 13470/02, §§ 53 # HactynHi, 2008 p.) [4; 5; 6; 7].

€Bponeiicbkuil Cyl 13 TpaB JIIOAWHH, BCTAHOBIIOKOYH
[IOPYLIEHHS, 3a3HaYMB Y KOOKHOMY BHIAJKY PO T€, IO 3asiB-
HUKHU HE OTPUMAJIH MOXKIIMBOCTI OyTH Y4aCHUKaMH B CIIpaBax,
AKi iHiitoBaIK (OpaTu 0COOUCTY y4acTh y CYIOBHX CITyXaH-
HSIX), KOJIH X y4acTh Oysa 6 BUPIMIAIIbHO, OCKUIBKYA BUMOTH
B OCHOBHOMY 0a3yBaJucs Ha IXHIX OCOOHMCTHX ITOKa3ax M0N0
00CTaBMH 1 Ha IXHBOMY JIOCBI/Ii.

Tak, y cnpasi “Kovalev v. Russia” €CI1JI BkazaB: «Ypsiz
BBaXKae, 110 3asIBHHUK He OYB BUKIIMKAHUH Ha LIEH CyJI, OCKITEKU
3HAXOIUBCS B YB’SI3HEHHI i OyB HAJIC)KHUM YAHOM IPEICTaB-
JEeHUH y Cyai uepe3 CBOro IPeACTaBHUKA. 3asiBHHUK CIPOC-
TOBYE JOBOIM YpsSOy W 3asBis€, IO HOro Mo30aBUIN MOX-
JMBOCTI OCOOMCTO JIOBECTH CBOKO IMPaBoTy cymy. <...> Cyn
BBaXKae, IO I CKapra CTOCYEThCS CEPHO3ZHHX MUTaHb MIONO
(axTiB i mpasa BianosinHo 10 KoHBeHIi1, BCTAHOBIEHHS SIKUX
BUMarae po3nisiny mo cyti. Y 3B’s3Ky i3 uuM Cyn 10XOIuTh
BHCHOBKY, IIIO 1151 CKapra He € HeoOIPYHTOBAHOIO B PO3yMiHHI
crarti 35 § 3 Konsenmii» [5].

V¥ cnpasi “Gryaznov v. Russia” 3asBHUK IIPOCHB HaJaTH
HOMY MOXXJIMBICTB 3’SIBUTHCS IO LIUBLJIBHOTO CyAY, SIKUH pO3-
JIsIIa€ HOTO TMO30B PO JKOPCTOKE MOBOMKeHHs [6]. Harrio-
HaJIbHI CYAM BiIMOBHJIM HOMY B JOCTYITy A0 CYAYy OCOOHMCTO,
MOKJIaJIA0YMCh Ha BIJICYTHICTH Oynb-sIKOI NMPaBOBOI HOPMH,

sIKa BUMarae Woro MpUCYTHOCTI, i 3BEpHYNIN yBary Ha HOTO
MPaBO MPH3HAYUTH MpeACTaBHUKA. TaKuM YHHOM, 1 CITyXaHHS
B MepUIii Ta anessIuiliHil 1HCTAaHLIAX NPOXOAWIN 6€3 HbOTO.
€CI1JI BcTaHOBUB Nopy1IeHHs cTarTi 6 KoHBeHwil mpo 3axucT
IPaB JIFOAMHU  OCHOBOIIOJIOKHHUX CBOOOJ, 3BEPHYBILH YBary
Ha Te, IO «POCIHCHKUHA CyI BIIMOBHB Y JIO3BOJI 3’SBISITHCS
JI0 YB’SI3HEHOTO 3asBHHKA, SKUH XOTiB BUCTYIHUTH 3 YCHUMHU
3asBaMU LI0JI0 CBOET 3as1BU PO SKOPCTOKE IOBOXKEHHS 3 HUM
Y MUTIIITY.

VY crpagi “Sokur v. Russia” €CILJI Bu3HaB, 110 TI030B 3asB-
HUKa 0a3yeTbest «Ha Horo ocodbuctomy nocini» [4]. Y kinono-
TaHHI 3asBHUKA MPO JOCTABJICHHS B CyJ OyJIO BiMOBIICHO Ha
Till Ti/ICTaBi, 0 HalliOHAJIbHE 3aKOHOJ]ABCTBO HE Mependavae
HAIpaBIICHHs 3aCyKEHHX i3 BUIPABHUX KOJOHIN 10 MicIsd
po3msay ixHporo nuBinbHOTO 1o3oBy. €CILJI 3BepHYB yBary
Ha Te, o Pocilicbkuii LUBLIBHUIT KOACKC mependayae mpaBo
Mo3MBa4a OCOOMCTO 3 SBUTHCS TEpPEN CYIOM, SKUH pO3IIis-
JTa€ WOro o308, anie Hi [{MBiNBHUI MpollecyanbHUI KOICKC,
Hi KpuminansHuil npouecyanbHUi KogeKke He nependauaroTh
CIELiabHUX MOJOKEHb MIONO0 3AIMCHEHHS 1IbOTO MpaBa 0Co-
0amu, siki iepeOyBaroTh il BAPTOIO (B CIIAYOMY 130JIATOPI UK
BinOyBaroTh okapanHs). Kpim Toro, Cyx BkazaB mpo Te, o0
y4acTh 3asBHHKa Oyia 6 BXIMBOIO YACTHHOIO MOJAHHS TTO3H-
BaueM MO30BYy W (PAKTUYHO €IUHHM CIIOCOOOM 3a0€3MeYUTH
3MarajgbHiCTh.

Amnani3 npaktuku €CIJ Hagae 3Mory 3poOHTH BUCHOBOK,
110 nojoxxeHHs 1 crarrti 6 KonBeHUii Ipo 3aXUCT [paB JIIOIUHU
1 OCHOBOIIOJIOXKHUX CBOOOJ HE rapaHTye MnpaBa Ha 0COOUCTY
MPUCYTHICTh Y LMBUIBHOMY CY/i, a TapaHTy€ 3arajbHilie
MpaBoO e(EeKTHBHO MPEICTABIATH CBOIO CIIPAaBYy Mepel CyIoM
1 KOPUCTYBATHUCS PIBHUMM IIpaBaMH CTOPIH.

[Mig uwac ananizy npaktuku €CIIJI mpuBepHyna yBary
crpaBa WIOO Y4YacTi 0coOM B CyJOBHX CIIyXaHHAX 4epe3
CBOTO aJ[BOKaTa B IUIONIMHI «OCOOMCTa ydacTh — HEOOXij-
HICTh 3a0e3MeUeHHs] 1HTepeCiB — CIPaBeUTUBE MPABOCYID»
(cripaBa “Tsvetelin Petkov v. Bulgaria” (Ne 2641/06, 15 nunus
2014 p.)) [8]. Y cnpagi “Tsvetelin Petkov v. Bulgaria” Cyn
3a3HauMB: «<...> bepy4dm 1m0 yBarm mpemMmeT CIopy, a came
BCTAHOBJIEHHS 0i0JOriYHOr0 6aThKIBCTBA 3asBHUKA, Cyx BBa-
’kKae, 1o oco0HcTa Y4acThb 3asBHHMKA B IPOBAJXKEHHI Maya
BHpillIAJIbHE 3HAUEHHS JJIS HaAIWHOCTI pe3ynbrarty. Tomy BiH
He BIEBHEHHMH, 1[0 Y4acTh aJBOKaTa 3asBHHKA 3a IOCAI0I0
Oyiia IOCTaTHBOIO Uil 3a0e3MedYeHHs eeKTUBHOI, HaJIe)KHOT
Ta 3aJI0BUIBHOI HOzayi CHIpaBU 3asBHMKA. TiIbKU caM 3asB-
HHK MIiT, He JIUIIE JaBIIN OCOOUCTI CBITYCHHS, ajle i HaJaBIIK
nokasu JIHK (anamizy ne30kCHpHOOHYKIETHOBOT KHCIIOTH),
OOTPYyHTYBaTH CBOIO Io3umito. <...> CyI JOXOOHTH BHCHO-
BKY, 1110 B i} CIIpaBi 3asBHUK He OpaB yuacTi B IIpoLECi Ipu-
HHSTTS pillieHsb, K 1e OyI0 PO3MISHYTO B LJIOMY, HACTINBKY,
100 3a0e3MeYnTH HOMY HEOOXIIHUIT 3aXHCT HOTO IHTEPECIBY.

VYV rtabmumi npexacrasnedi pimenns €CIII, siki aeMoH-
CTPYIOTh, SKMM YMHOM Ji€ MPUHLIUI PIBHOCTI CTOpiH 3a
YMOBH OCOOMCTOI y4acTi yyacHHKa CyAOBOTO NPOBAKCHHS
Ta JOTPUMAaHHS HOro peanbHHUX IpaB; TapaHTil cIpaBelyT-
BOTO CYAOBOT0 pO3NIsiAy BixnosiaHo 1o KonBeHMii mpo 3axuct
IIpaB JIFOAWHH i OCHOBOIOJIOKHUX cBoOO (1aii — KoHBeHuis)
[9; 10; 11; 5; 12; 13; 14].

BucHOBKH. Y3aranpHIOIOUH BHMKJIAJE€HE, CIIiJ 3a3HAYUTH,
mo €BPONEHCHKUIA Cy/ 13 TIpaB JIOIUHY TIiJ] 9ac TAyMaueHHs
nyHkTy 1 crarri 6 KoHBeHWil mpo 3aXucT IpaB JIIOAUHU
H OCHOBOITOJIOXKHUX CBOOOJI HE rapaHTye MpaBa Ha 0COOUCTY
MPUCYTHICTh Y CYIi, a rapaHTye 3arajbHilie MpaBo edek-
TUBHO TIPEICTaBHTH OCOOHCTO CBOIO CIIPaBy CyIy, IyONivHO
OTOJIOCUTH TPO MOpPYIIEHE MPaBO, KOPHCTYBATHUCS PIBHUMHU
npaBaMH 3 iHIIOK (IHIIMMH) CTOPOHOKO (CTOPOHAMM), BKIIIO-
Yal0ud MPaBO Ha SBKY N0 CyAy, BCTAHOBJICHE HalliOHAJIBHUM
3aKOHOJIAaBCTBOM, KOXKHOTO pasy, a TaKOX MPaBO 3aXHIIATHCS
BciMa 103BoJIeHMMH 3acobamu B cyni. Came mpo ne €CILI
3a3Ha4MB y crnpasax “Dombo Beheer B.V. v. the Netherlands”,
“Salomonsson v. Sweden”, “Krémai and Others v. the Czech
Republic”, “Kovalev v. Russia”, “Sokur v. Russia” Torio.
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Ne 7/2020

Tabmu 1
Ne Fapall-gl]:ll;;:cgi:auae HpuHoun Pimennsa €CILI
1. | CnpaBemnuBuii cynoBuii | [IpuHIuUI piBHOCTI CTOPIH y IUIONIMHI po3yMiHHS cnpasemnBoro | Dombo Beheer B.V. v.
po3nsiz OanaHcy MK CTODOHAMHU — BHMarae, o0 kokHa crtopoHa maina | the Netherlands, 27 sxoBTHS
PO3yMHY MOKJIUBICTB IIPEJICTaBUTH CBOIO CIIPaBy B YMOBaX, siki He | 1993 p.
CTaBIIATH 11 B CyTTEBY HEBHTIIHICTH IIOZ0 HOTO OMOHEHTA § 33, Cepist A, Ne 274
2. | IlyGniunwmii cynoBuii [IpuHIOUIT piBHOCTI CTOpIH TpaIfoe€ 3aBASKMA OTPUMAHHIO BiJo- | 3aropoaHuKoB npotuB Pocuuy,
po3mIsn MOCTEH PO pO3MIAA CIpaBH 3asBHUKA (OITOHEHTAa) — cTopoHa Mae | Ne 66941/01

OyTH MOBiJJOMIICHA MTPO CY/IOBE 3aCiTaHHs TAKHUM YHHOM, 00 MaTu
MOXJIMBICTh B3STH y4acTh y HbOMY, (AKIIO BiH a00 BOHA) BUDI-
IIATH CKOPUCTATHCS MPABOM Ha SBKY, BCTAHOBJICHUM HAaIliOHAb-
HUM 3aKOHOJABCTBOM

3. | CupaBemmuBuii i my6uniu- | [IpuHIMI piBHOCTI CTOPiH Yepe3 0COOHCTY MPHUCYTHICTE — cTocy- | Salomonsson v. Sweden,
HUH CyIOBUH PO3IIIAT €THCS BUIMAJKIB, KOJH CY0OBI OpTaHH MTOBUHHI BU3HayaTu (aktud- | Ne 38978/97, m. 39, 2002 p.;
Hi MATAaHHS Ta JIe TI030B 3asSBHHKA 32 CBOEIO CYTTIO B ocHOBHOMY | Kovalev v. Russia,
IPYHTY€ThCSA Ha HOTO 0COOMCTOMY TOCBifl Ne 78145/01, § 37, 2007 p.

4. | CnpaBemnuBuii cynoBuit | [IpyHINI piBHOCTI y BHITAJIKY, KOJIM 3aXHIIAIOTECS iHTepecu auTh- | X v. Latvia [GC],

po3TIAn HU — MIPOIIeC IPUIHATTA PillleHb, IO MPUBIB 10 MPUHHATTS ockap- | Ne 27853/09, § 102, 2013 p.;
JKYBaHHMX 3aXOJiB HalliOHATBHUMH cynamu, OyB crpasemiuBuM i|A.L. v. Poland, Ne 28609/08,
JTO3BOJIUB 3alliKaBICHHM IPEICTABUTH CBOIO CIIpaBy B MOBHOMY | § 72,2014 p.

00Cs13i1 1 3aXUCTUTH IHTEPECH AUTHHH

5. | CupaBemmuBnii cynoBuii | [IpuHIUIT 3MaransHOCTI W piBHOCTI CTOPIH, SKHUi € ogHUM 3 ene- | Krémaf and Others v.
po3rsiza MEHTIB LIMpIIOI KOHIEMIil CIpaBeyIMBOro CyaoBoro posniny, | the Czech Republic,
BHMarae, o0 KOKHa CTOPOHA Majla po3yMHY MOUIMBicTh 3HatH [ Ne 35376/97, § 39, 2000 p.
il KOMEHTYBaTH 3pO0JICHI 3ayBaXKCHHS YU JIOKAa3U IHIIOI CTOPOHU
¥ TIPEJCTAaBUTH CBOIO CIIPaBy 32 YMOB, I[0 HE CTaBJATH il abo ii
ICTOTHY HEBUTI/IHY CHTYAIIi}0 IPOTH HOTO OIIOHEHTA
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