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Abstract

This thesis is devoted to the analysis of the influence exerted by the Convention for the
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms upon national law of parties to it.
The direct impact of the Convention’s provisions is estimated in this paper together with the
role of the European Court of Human Rights’ case-law. This research is an attempt to provide
a full and complex assessment of the influence not merely of the Convention as an
international treaty but of the Convention as a source of legal order sui generis.

This research comprises a theoretical analysis of the Convention’s impact on national legal
systems and its evaluation on the practical example of Ukraine. The influence of the
Convention on Ukrainian law is assessed mainly from the practical point of view, however, a
theoretical analysis is also provided. A balance between pure theoretical and practice-based
approaches is sought.

The aim was to evaluate the current situation as well as to analyze the pattern of its evolution
and also perspectives for the development in the future. In this research paper I try to provide
the theoretical basis of the Convention’s impact on national law and its practical assessment
on the example of Ukraine.

key words: European Convention on Human Rights, national law, Ukraine, legal system,
case law

* This paper was submitted in June 2013 as a thesis for the degree “Master of Laws
(LL.M.)* at the Europa-Kolleg Hamburg (supervisor: Prof. Dr. Matthias Klatt).

Address:
Yuliya Zaplotynska

e-mail: yuliya.z.lv@gmail.com



Study Paper No 2/14

The Influence of the European Convention on Human Rights on
National Law

Yuliya Zaplotynska

Table of Contents

1. INTRODUCTION 5}
2. THE EUROPEAN CONVENTION ON HUMAN RIGHTS IN NATIONAL LEGAL
ORDERS 6
2.1. Introduction 6
2.2. Pacta sunt servanda 6
2.3. Effect of the Convention in domestic legal systems 8
2.4. ‘Monism’, ‘dualism’ and the Convention 9
2.5. Influence of the Convention beyond traditional approaches 10
2.6. Conclusions 12
3. INFLUENCE OF THE EUROPEAN COURT OF HUMAN RIGHTS CASE-LAW 12
3.1. Introduction 12
3.2. ‘Evolutive’ interpretation 13
3.3. Precedent-based case-law 14
3.4. Binding force of the Court’s judgments 14
3.5. Erga-omnes effect 16
3.6. Conclusions 17
4. IMPACT OF THE CONVENTION FOR THE PROTECTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS
AND FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS ON UKRAINIAN LEGAL SYSTEM 17
4.1. Introduction 17
4.2. The Convention within domestic legal system 18
4.3. Legislative changes 20
4.4. Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of Practice of the
European Court of Human Rights” 22
4.5. Practice of the Court as a source of law 24
4.6. Practical application of the European Court of Human Rights practice by national courts
26
4.7. Conclusions 28
5. CONCLUSIONS 28
6. BIBLIOGRAPHY 30



Study Paper No 2/14

1. Introduction

The system of human rights protection created by the Convention for the Protection of Human
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms has always been an exciting topic for me. My interest in
this topic first appeared during a specialized course within my first master studies at Ivan
Franko National University of Lviv. While studying at the Europa-Kolleg Hamburg | became
assured that I would love to research the influence of the Convention more deeply. Interaction
between national legal systems and the system of the Convention was of particular interest for
me. As long as | have a background in theory of law, theoretical aspects of co-existence of
different legal systems in connection with human rights aspects which bring real
consequences felt by each individual were perfect objects for my research.

The European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms arose as a public law instrument of unprecedented importance in Europe. It is
already deemed to be a kind of constitutional act for the whole continent which exerts an
influence beyond its original objectives. The Conventional system serves as an example for
other systems for the protection of human rights, including those in other parts of the world.
However, it is important to first estimate its impact on states which are parties to the
Convention. Do the Conventional provisions interfere with the national legal norms? Does the
Convention change the shape of the whole national legal system?

Nowadays, the Convention itself is more than a usual treaty of international public law,
it does not only have a very special objective, but also created its own ‘legal system’.
Conventional norms are not stable, they are further developed by the European Court of
Human Rights with regards to the most recent developments. The constant development of
the Convention does not only change the shape of the Conventional system, it also causes
changes in national laws but not only.

What are the ways of the Convention’s influence on domestic legal orders? To what
extent does the Convention exerts its impact? What is the role of the European Court of
Human Rights’ case-law in this process?

Moreover, in the current paper the impact of the Convention on the Ukrainian legal
system, as a particular example, is also addressed. It was beneficial for the research, as it
provided a possibility to analyze the influence of the Convention in detail. Moreover, it was
beneficial for me, as | could analyze the situation in my native country more precisely and
were able to make suggestions concerning necessary steps to be taken.

This research is an attempt to make a first profound and systematic analysis of the
Convention’s impact on national legal systems, taking into consideration the direct influence
of the provisions enshrined in the Convention as well as their dynamic interpretation by the
European Court of Human Rights and finally the role of the Court’s decisions within
countries. Moreover, this thesis comprises also an analysis of the particular situation in
Ukraine and effects caused by the Convention’s system on its legal order. For the first time
the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of Practice of the
European Court of Human Rights” is discussed from the perspective of its constitutionality.

This paper is based on the analysis of scientific articles and monographs dedicated to
the topic of this research. Theoretical concepts and positions contained in the aforementioned
sources were analyzed from the point of view of the particular objective of the research and
were partially referred to in the paper. Moreover, original documents, legal acts and other
materials were used as a basis for the research.

Methodologically this research was pursued on the basis of a traditional dogmatic
approach. However, in this paper | also sought to refer to more practical issues and
experiences. Current research was held with the help of logical methods such as analysis,
synthesis, comparison and generalization. General jurisprudence, historical and comparative-
law methods were also applied in this research. Moreover, | based my research on notions of
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theory of law such as for example legal system, legal order, legal provision, legal norm,
binding force and direct effect in order to give a description of the researched phenomenon of
the Convention’s impact on countries.

This thesis contains six parts: 1. Introduction; 2. The European Convention on Human
Rights in national legal orders; 3. Influence of the European Court of Human Rights’ Case-
Law; 4. Impact of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms on the Ukrainian legal system; 5. Conclusions and 6. Bibliography. The main part
of the paper is divided into three chapters.

The question of the effect of the Convention within national legal systems and its
direct influence on them is addressed in the chapter ‘The European Convention on Human
Rights in national legal orders’. In particular, I have analyzed the binding power of the
Convention upon states, the status it enjoys within domestic legal orders and the practical
outcome of the influence exerted by the Convention.

The chapter ‘“The Influence of the European Court of Human Rights’ Case-Law’ is
devoted to the analysis of the Court’s practice and its role within the parties to the Convention.
In this chapter I refer to the essence of the Court’s interpretational activity, to the status of its
case-law and its practical influence within national legal systems.

The particular impact of the Convention on the Ukrainian legal order is analyzed in the
chapter ‘Impact of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms on the Ukrainian legal system’. The status of the Convention in national law,
legislative changes brought by the Convention and practice of the Court are addressed in this
part of the thesis. Moreover, the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and
Application of Practice of the European Court of Human Rights” as the most recent and
controversial development in Ukrainian legal practice is analyzed in detail.

All addressed questions and problems are summarized in the Conclusions.

2. The European Convention on Human Rights in different national legal orders

2.1. Introduction
The impact of provisions enshrined in the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms on domestic law and its application is significant. The Convention
arose as a semi-constitutional act for Europe and goes by now beyond the most optimistic
views on its possible effects as regarded by the original parties — the authors of the
Convention. Finally its influence exceeded all possible expectations.®

The European Convention on Human Rights has entered into force in all state parties —
members to the Council of Europe; however, this does not imply that it has become part of
their law.

2.2. Pacta sunt servanda

Any state once having signed and duly ratified the Convention for the Protection of Human
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms is obliged to perform it in accordance with the main
fundamental and universal principle of public international law as well as of all legal systems®
- the principle ‘pacta sunt servanda’. This principle is universally recognized and has really
fundamental value.® It is embodied in article 26 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of
Treaties which states: “Every treaty in force is binding upon the parties to it and must be
performed in good faith”. Therefore, the European Convention on Human Rights should be
carried out in 47 states.

! Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 678.
2 Aust, Modern Treaty Law and Practice, p. 179.
® Buergenthal/Murphy, Public International Law in a Nutshell, p. 119.
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However, the ‘pacta sunt servanda’ principle provides that the Convention should be
performed after entering into force. Yet there are also exemptions from that rule, such as
article 18 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties which foresees limited obligations
of the state which has signed a treaty subject to ratification, i.e. the European Convention,
before it entered into force.

The European Convention on Human Rights is a very important international law
treaty that establishes not only standards for human rights protection within the countries but
it also provides an effective mechanism for judicial review in case the state fails to fulfill its
obligations. The Convention includes provisions of great value for each European citizen.
Therefore, it is obvious that such a treaty could not enter into force without due procedure of
the ratification. According to article 59(1) of the Convention in line with the provisions of
articles 11, 14, 16 and 24 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties it should be
ratified after being signed. And it enters into force at the date of the deposit of its instrument
of the ratification (usually an act of parliament, a statute or a law on ratification) under article
59 (3) of the Convention in conformity with article 24 of the Vienna Convention.

Signing and ratification are necessary and essential preconditions for a treaty to enter
into force in the realm of public international law, they implicate a free consent of the state to
be bound by the treaty and afterwards perform its obligations under this treaty in a good faith.
It is common that the government (which represents the executive branch of state power) is
authorized to conclude and sign international treaties. However, in order a treaty to be fully
enforceable and binding for the state there should be also consent of the parliament
(legislative branch of power) to adhere to such treaty. Such consent is usually given in the
form of an ‘instrument of ratification’ or a special law adopted in order to become a party to
the particular treaty.

Hence, it is self-understandable that the European Convention on Human Rights
requires ratification after signing with the purpose to come into effect for the particular state.

One more general issue of public international law should be addressed in order to
understand the role and influence of the Convention on its parties. One of the most
widespread and important practices in this realm is signature or ratification of treaties with
reservations. * Stemming from customary international law the right of states to make
reservation was embodied in article 19 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties. The
European Convention on Human Rights itself provides that reservation in respect of its
provisions may be made except ones of general character.

In accordance with article 2(1)(d) of the Vienna Convention ‘reservation’ is defined as
follows: a unilateral statement, however phrased or named, made by a State, when signing,
ratifying, accepting, approving or acceding to a treaty, whereby it purports to exclude or to
modify the legal effect of certain provisions of the treaty in their application to that State.
Thereafter, the respective state agrees to give effect to the treaty, i.e. the European
Convention, however, also stating that some legal rules contained in the treaty are not
applicable or are applicable in a different way. One can also assume that in case a possibility
to make a reservation is not given, the state could not or would not become a party of such
treaty. As long as the European Convention addresses very vulnerable and sensitive issues of
human rights protection —often in contrast to state interests>-, it can be assumed that the
respective reservations are so essential for the respective state that without the reservation the
European Convention would not come into effect.

However, the European Court of Human Rights itself addressed the issue of the
Convention’s validity. It deployed from the classical public international law approach in its

* Buergenthal/Murphy, Public International Law in a Nutshell, p. 115
> Castberg, The European Convention on Human Rights, p. 12.
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case-law.® Prominent and outstanding conclusions were reached by the Court in its decisions
in the cases of Belilos v Switzerland” and Loizidou v Turkey® which became prominent issues
in the Court’s jurisprudence. The Court held that the validity of the European Convention
does not rely on the validity of reservations and may even -in the final consequence- lead to
the invalidity of the reservations made by the state. It is a unique issue of departure from
standard public international law rules.’

Therefore, the European Convention on Human Rights once ratified should be duly
performed by the state.

Furthermore, according to article 27 of Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties a
party to the European Convention may not invoke the provisions of its internal law as
justification for the failure to perform the treaty. It should be carried out in good faith
notwithstanding any conflicting national law.'® However, existence and validity of such
conflicting domestic regulations is not questioned, the fact that some provisions contradict the
Convention does not have an immediate consequence of their invalidity. If such a provision
infringes a particular right of a person under jurisdiction of the respective state it only means
that this state failed to fulfill its obligations under international law. National legislation may
not be invoked as an excuse for the non-fulfillment of state obligations under the Convention.

To sum up, states having signed and ratified the European Convention on Human
Rights are bound by its rules and are obliged to perform their obligations under it in good
faith notwithstanding the reservations made during the ratification procedure, as long as these
reservations contradict objectives of the Convention.

2.3. Effect of the Convention in domestic legal systems

Notwithstanding of the obligation of a party to the European Convention to perform it, it
does not immediately have a consequence of its direct applicability within the state’s national
legal system. It does not implied that as soon as the Convention enters into force that it is a
part of this state’s law."*

The European Convention does not specify the way how it should be implemented
into domestic law; neither has it obliged parties to it to implement it at all. The main
obligation of the states is to guarantee everyone under their jurisdiction the rights and
freedoms foreseen by the Convention. Hence, it is the state which should ensure
implementation of its obligations domestically.*?

In contrast to the binding effect of the European Convention, the matter of its effect
within the national law is a question governed solely by the constitutional law of the given
state'® as long as the European Convention does not specially provide otherwise and does not
even give any guidance in this concern. It does not oblige parties to it to make the European
Convention part of the internal (domestic) law, neither imposes it its direct effect, national
applicability or supremacy over other sources of domestic law.'*

To sum up, the European Convention does not require its direct applicability in a
domestic legal system; such an obligation is not inferred from the treaty itself but also not
approved by the case-law of the European Court of Human Rights. The Court holds that a
party to the Convention is not bound to give it direct effect or to implement or to incorporate

® Wildhaber, International and Comparative Law Quarterly 2007, p. 227.

" EHCR, Case 10328/83, Belilos v. Switzerland, [1988] Pubs, Series A, vol. 132.

® EHCR, Case 15318/89, Loizidou v. Turkey, [1996], ECtHR 1996-VI, Series A 310.

% Wildhaber, International and Comparative Law Quarterly 2007, p. 227-228.

9Buergenthal/Murphy, Public International Law in a Nutshell, p. 119.

1 Aust, Modern Treaty Law and Practice, p. 178.

12 van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 26.
13 Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 831.

¥ van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 26.
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provisions of the Convention into national law or to adopt any other particular method in
order to ensure the observance of rights and freedoms foreseen in the Convention.™ It is only
essential that those rights and freedoms can be enjoyed by the individuals in fact.

However, one could assert that the Convention requires a direct effect. It could be
inferred from article 13 of the Convention saying that all states have a duty to provide
effective remedies in front of a national authority for everyone whose rights and freedoms
enshrined in the Convention are violated.™® Nevertheless, this can be achieved by other means
not involving a direct effect. Therefore, it would be incorrect to suggest that the Convention
demands a direct effect .

2.4. ‘Monism’, ‘dualism’ and the Convention

A particular state while giving an effect to the Convention can rely on its own constitutional
laws and traditions. There are two general approaches followed in some way by countries in
their perception of international treaties in general and the European Convention on Human
Rights in particular: “monism” and “dualism”. In spite of an ever-increasing number of legal
scholars who tend to escape from such dichotomy and present the opposition of two
approaches as misleading, it provides an important pattern and a general overview of
distinctions between countries which belong to them. However, it should be acknowledged
that the implementation of the European Convention on Human Rights by the states does not
always fit to the traditional approaches.

In accordance with the dualistic approach international law, including the Convention,
and national (or municipal, internal, domestic) law constitute two different and
distinguishable bodies of law*’ which regulate different subject matters.'® It is implied that
international law regulates relations between sovereign states whereas national law is
applicable within the state and regulates relation with or between its citizens. According to
this position none of the two legal systems is entitled to create or alter rules of the other.* The
application of the Convention within a particular ‘dualistic’ state provided by a particular
statute, therefore, is a mere exercise of national law powers.

In such countries the European Convention should be transformed into domestic law
by means of the prescribed procedure.?’ Citizens do not enjoy rights and freedoms provided
by the Convention unless they are incorporated into national law. National legislation should
give an effect to them.? Subject to national law, they depend on the incorporation of the rules
of the Convention.

Moreover, after being incorporated, provisions of the treaty do not have precedence
over domestic law provided that they are enshrined in statutes and, therefore, can be amended
and abolished.?” Such an amendment or abolishment would be in line with national law even
though it could constitute a violation of the treaty. However, as long as such provisions
constitute a part of domestic legislation but not of the treaty itself the legislator is not
constrained to change or to repeal them. The concept of the independence of the two different
legal systems — international law and national law, is evidently reflected here.

Traditionally, Anglo-Saxon and Scandinavian countries are reckoned to be among
countries where the dualistic approach is applicable. Germany and Italy are also considered to

1> Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 834.

16 etsas, A Theory of Interpretation of the European Convention on Human Rights, p.33.

7 Miillerson/Fitzmaurice/Andenas (eds.), Constitutional Reform and International Law in Central and Eastern
Europe, p. 38; Wildhaber, International and Comparative Law Quarterly 2007, p. 218.

'8 Brownlie, Principles of Public International Law, p. 33-34.

Y Ibid., p. 33-34.

20 van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 26.
?! Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 187.

22 Aust, Modern Treaty Law and Practice, p. 188.
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be rather “dualistic” states. All these countries incorporated the European Convention on
Human Rights into their domestic laws and effectively apply it now. However, even though
these countries adhere merely to the dualistic approach, the European Convention had its
impact even before incorporation, however, faced some particular problems later. These
issues will be addressed further on.

According to the monistic approach treaties in effect are part of the state’s domestic
law without any requirement of prior transformation into national statutes® — incorporation.**
In conformity with this approach domestic law and international law belong to one single
legal system? or, to say it differently, national law constitutes an integral and inalienable part
of the overarching international legal system; therefore, national authorities are bound by the
treaty’s provisions also in their relations with individuals, as long as the individual acquires
his or her rights directly from international law.?®

However, there is no single concept among states pursuing the monistic approach;
there are many differences and variations between them.?’ The difference is made in relation
to the nature of a treaty and the ability to be self-executive for example. Moreover, in some
states provisions of a treaty are supreme to national law, in other it is only superior to ordinary
legislation, in some it has the status of ordinary law and can be overridden by later laws.
Therefore, international law can have the status of ordinary (statutory) law, above-statutory
law, constitutional or even over-constitutional law.?

Nevertheless, the legal status of treaties is not a final remedy. It is also essential
whether domestic officials and courts apply rules contained in the treaties, whether a
particular culture of international law application and adherence to it exists in the society.

France, the Netherlands, Switzerland® as well as new Eastern and Central European
states — which are parties to the European Convention - belong to the countries which support
the monistic approach. The Convention enjoys direct effect and constitutes a part of the
national law there, at least de jure.

The Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
requires its incorporation into national law in order to be applicable within ‘dualistic’ states.
Having been incorporated, the rights and freedoms foreseen by the Convention become
enjoyable by citizens of relevant state. As long as they are incorporated by means of ordinary
legislation, they acquire its status and can be withdrawn or amended. In ‘monistic’ states the
Convention itself is considered to be a part of national law and is directly applicable. In
different states it may enjoy different status reaching from ordinary law to over-constitutional
law.

2.5. Influence of the Convention beyond traditional approaches

However, theoretical doctrines do not always reflect the whole range of interconnections and
collaborations between the Convention and domestic law as well as peculiarities of its internal
application. The Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms evolved into a very influential and crucial source of international law on the one
hand. On the other hand law-enforcement practice is of greatest importance; as long as
legislative provisions are not sufficient on their own, application or resistance to apply by
domestic courts, state authorities determines its real validity and effect within the given state.

2 Van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 27;
Aust, Modern Treaty Law and Practice, p. 183.

% Wildhaber, International and Comparative Law Quarterly 2007, p. 218.

%6 van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 27.
27 Aust, Modern Treaty Law and Practice, p. 183.

%8 Wildhaber, International and Comparative Law Quarterly 2007, p. 218.

2 Castberg, in: Opsahl/Ouchterlony (eds.), The European Convention on Human Rights, p.14.
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Therefore, monism and dualism do not decide the Convention’s real status in a particular
country.® They can only provide a general perception of the Convention’s status.

Austria is considered to be a leader in the incorporation of the Convention.* However,
it was deemed to combine attributes of monism and dualism®, therefore the Austrian
constitution was changed in order to render the Convention a special status as a directly
applicable constitutional law. Finally and most importantly, the Constitutional Court took a
position highly favorable to the Convention and consequently reviewed laws and other
legislation in regard to their consistency with the European Convention on Human Rights.*

In Germany, country mainly considered to be a dualistic state®*, the European
Convention acquired its special status because of the jurisprudence of the Constitutional Court
of Germany. Thereafter, the treaty’s provisions formally are directly applicable and have the
status of federal law, but not of constitutional law. However, the Constitutional Court in its
decisions conferred the Convention semi-constitutional or lex specialis® status and held that
overall the Convention prevails over later legislation unless the legislator explicitly says
otherwise.* Therefore, in Germany the weight of the European Convention was boosted by
judicial practice.

Scandinavian countries, which were always perceived as holding dualistic positions,
show a rather monistic attitude in respect to the Convention.® The Convention was
incorporated into the national law of these countries and got the status of a statute which
could be overridden by latter legislation.*® Nevertheless, national courts when applying
domestic law usually refer to the Convention and interpret it in the light of the Convention.*

Great Britain is a classical example of a dualistic state. The European Convention was
incorporated there comparatively recently and does not possess direct effect. However,
national courts - even before its incorporation - could address the Convention when
inter4%reting domestic legislation or when a common law issue was not settled to develop the
law.

National courts of the dualistic Belgium clearly departed from the initial constitutional
provisions in regard to the European Convention on Human Rights and pursue a strictly
monistic approach.*! There the Convention has a direct effect and following the decision of
the Cour de Cassation prevails over conflicting national legislation irrespective of the date of
the adoption as long as its provisions are clear and ‘legally complete’.**

As a pure monistic state France is considered to be less effective in the application of
the Convention as, for example, Belgium.*® The treaty has direct effect and takes precedence

% Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 683.

31 Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 850.

%2 Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 684.

%3 Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 850.

3 Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 685,
European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials p. 852, Van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and
Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 27; some authors disagree and classifies to monistic
states — Aust, Modern Treaty Law and Practice, p. 184.

% Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 685.

% van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 27.
%7 Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 684.

% Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 853.

% Krishnamurthy/Ganapathy-Dore (eds.), European Convention on Human Rights: Sixty Years and Beyond, p.
XXXil.

“0 Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 854.

* Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 683.

*2 Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 851.

% Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 683.
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over national law. However, the French Constitutional Court does not refer to the Convention
when examining new legislation in matters of its constitutionality.**

Spain and the Netherlands could be also considered as leaders in giving an effect to
the Convention within their national legal systems. The Spanish Constitutional Court rendered
a special status to the Convention and even constitutional rights are interpreted in its light.
The Constitution of the Netherlands foresees that the European Convention has supremacy
over itself. The Constitutional Court of the Netherlands also enforces the Convention,
however, more cautious.*

New participants to the Council of Europe — Eastern European states such as Russia,
the Slovak Republic, Poland as well as Turkey are formally monistic states. However, the
lack of a culture of human rights protection, systemic judicial problems and insufficient
commitment to enforce the European Convention diminishes its overall effect.

Hence, the distinction between monistic and dualistic states is important for the
estimation of the European Convention on Human Rights role within domestic legal systems.
However, the practice of its application, the position of the highest national courts, sometimes
politicians also influence or even shape the particular role of the Convention. Moreover, it is
possible to draw the conclusion that in comparison with classic international treaties the
Convention is treated in a different way within domestic legal systems because of its specific
objective.

2.6. Conclusions

The effect and influence of the Convention on national legal system depends on multiple
factors. The Conventional provisions should be observed by the state under public
international law. However, its domestic status is stipulated by constitutional provisions and
traditions, the perception of international treaties as a source of law as partially reflected by
dualistic and monistic approaches and also the real application of its provisions by state
authorities and especially national courts and their position in this matter. Due to the nature of
the Convention it enjoys a different status within states in comparison to other international
treaties. It has penetrated much deeply into the respective national legal orders
notwithstanding the traditional approaches of the states to international law. And there is a
tendency towards an even deeper integration in the future.

3. Influence of the European Court of Human Rights Case-Law

3.1. Introduction
The impact of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
on national legal systems may not be confined to the implementation of the Convention itself.
It is impossible to estimate the influence of the Convention without taking into consideration
the case-law of the European Court of Human Rights, which keeps the Convention in a
constant process of further development and evolution because of the proactive position of the
Court. Its jurisprudence elaborates and expounds legal acquis of the Convention. Nowadays,
the E%opean Court of Human Rights is considered to be a source of own human rights legal
order.

The case-law of the Court influences national legal systems in two different ways. On
the one hand, the Court’s judgments call for general measures to be taken by the states and
not only by the state against which the judgment was rendered. On the other hand, precedent-

* Janis/Kay/Bradley, European Human Rights Law: Text and Materials, p. 851.
> Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 684.
*® Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 3.
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based case-law of the Court extends provisions of the Convention by interpreting them in a
dynamic way. These two aspects of the influence of the Courts’ decisions are interdependent
of each other, because the strengthening of one of them has the consequence of a deeper
impact on domestic law by the other one. It brings us to a question concerning their overall
effect and position of the Court as a semi-constitutional court for the whole Europe.

This chapter is dedicated to the analysis of the impact of the judgments of the
European Court of Human Rights as exclusive interpreter of the Convention on national legal
systems and its significance for the effect of the Convention itself.

3.2. ‘Evolutive’ interpretation

The European Convention has a unique nature of a treaty which comprises standards of
human rights protection. It renders specific rights and freedoms to each and every individual
under the jurisdiction of one of the contracting states. However, the clauses which contain
these rights and freedoms are rather general and vague. The Convention also includes the
whole scope of imprecise and evaluative legal concepts which require further interpretation,
such as ‘forced or compulsory labor’, ‘liberty of person’, ‘security of person’, ‘promptly’,
‘public hearing’, ‘reasonable time’ etc. Provisions are constructed in a way that these legal
concepts are crucial for understanding the particular rights granted by the Convention.
Depending on their interpretation the essence and scope of the right might change immensely.
On the one hand this allows a broad interpretation of such rights, but on the other hand it
might diminish their importance and value. In any case provisions of the Convention allow
multiple interpretations depending on particular political, cultural and legal traditions, social
and economic realities as well as the will of political elite and the whole society. Such state of
affairs could be considered positive as long as it ensures flexibility for the development of the
Conventional rights and their effective application in all member states to the Convention.
Nevertheless, it could also hamper objectives of the European Convention given that such
flexibility can also provide states with excessive discretion and consequently weaken the
position of granted rights and freedoms.

Provided that the Convention is a special instrument of public international law for the
protection of human rights in Europe and the Court is entitled to enforce it, the European
Court of Human Rights is therefore responsible of guaranteeing the Convention’s
effectiveness in its interpretation of it.*” The Court bears the main responsibility for the
success of the Convention. Thus, its jurisprudence is essential for the development of the
Convention and its overall domestic effect.

According to the position of the Court the Convention for the Protection of Human
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms is not static*® but a ‘living instrument which should be
interpreted in the light of the present day conditions’.*® The Court interprets the Convention in
a ‘evolutive’, dynamic way > in light of increasingly developing social principles and
changing individual requirements,® taking into consideration contemporary realities>* and
ideas, going beyond the perceptions of 1950.% Moreover, ‘evolutive’ interpretation implies

*" Wildhaber, The European Convention on Human Rights and International Law, p. 220.

*8 van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 77.
* ECHR, Case Tyrer v. the United Kingdom, [1978] EHRR 1, para 31; ECHR, Case Marckx v. Belgium [1979]
2 EHRR 330; Ehlers, European Fundamental Rights and Freedoms, p. 38.

%0 Ress, TILJ 40:359 2005, p. 363.

5! Greer/Wildhaber, HRLR 12 (2012), p. 678.

>2 Van Dijk/van Hoof/van Rijn/Zwaak, Theory and Practice of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 77.
>3 Merrils, The Development of International Law, p. 79.
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setting higher standards of the human rights protection,®* because their lowering is forbidden
under article 53 of the Convention.

Hence, the European Court of Human Rights carries out an important function of the
Convention’s interpretation. Its interpretations are dynamic and constantly expound legal
acquis of the Convention bringing life into its provisions.

3.3. Precedent-based case-law

In its decisions the European Court of Human Rights interprets Conventional provisions and
specifies their essence. From case to case the Court elaborates its positions concerning the
interpretation of certain rights or freedoms enshrined in the Convention. Having settled on a
particular interpretation in its judgment, the European Court of Human Rights bases its next
decision in analogous case on it. Therefore, its interpretations have binding force for future
cases as precedents. The Court creates a body of precedent-based case-law.

Taking into consideration the ‘evolutive’ approach of the interpretation of the
Convention, a gradual widening of its scope and creation of precedent-based case-law,” the
Court could be seen as a progressive ‘legislator’ which sets up new legal rules. It is
considered by some authors to be an autonomous lawmaker.”® However, it is a misleading
conclusion. In accordance with articles 32(1), 33, 34, 46(1) and 47 of the Convention, the
jurisdiction of the Court embraces all matters of interpretation and application of the
Convention and its protocols. Therefore, the European Court of Human Rights is not entitled
to create new legal rules. It has authority only to interpret existing legal provisions; however,
such wide interpretation turns out to be.>’

Indeed, the European Court of Human Rights is an exclusive and authoritative
interpreter of the Convention. It is deemed to be already a semi(quasi)-constitutional court for
the whole of Europe.”® The Court renders truly constitutional’ decisions which are significant
well-grounded and persuasive judgments in cases rising new and complex substantive issues
of human rights law.™ It is called upon to determine questions of public policy in the common
interest® addressing ‘serious or widespread violations, systematic and structural problems,
and important questions of interpretation and application of the Convention’.®! It should
render decisions of ‘principle’.62

Hence, the European Court of Human Rights provides national institutions, including
courts, with ‘a clear indication of the constitutional limits provided by the Convention’ upon
the exercise of national authority and endorses convergence between the different types of
governance in Europe.®® It creates interpretational precedents which should be followed by
states which are parties to the Convention.

To sum up, the European Court of Human Rights has gained a status of a quasi-
constitutional court for the whole of Europe as long as it renders profound well-grounded
judgments concerning highly valuable issues of human rights law. Its decisions constitute an
‘interpretational’ precedent-based case-law which serves as a guideline for its member states.

3.4. Binding force of the Court’s judgments

> Viljanen, The European Court of Human Rights as a Developer of General Doctrines of Human Rights Law, p.
92.

> Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 14.

% Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 703.

57 Hewxo/boonap, Ipasununii yacomnuc Jlonerpkoro yHisepcutery Ne2 2008, crop. 72.

%8 Wildhaber, HRLJ 23 (2012), p. 161; Greer/Wildhaber, HRLR 12 (2012), p. 670.

%9 Greer, The European Convention on Human Rights, p. 165.

% Greer/Wildhaber, HRLR 12 (2012), p. 670.

81 Council of Europe, High Level Conference on the Future of the European Court of Human Rights, Brighton
Declaration, 20 April 2012, paras 35(c), 33; Caflisch, in Human Rights Law Review 2006, p. 412.

%2 Wildhaber, Mediterranean Journal of Human Rights 28 (2004), p.

% Greer, The European Convention on Human Rights, p. 171.
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However, the question concerning the binding force of the decisions rendered by the
European Court of Human Rights shall be addressed separately. In order to estimate the effect
of the Court’s judgments it is necessary to clear up whether they oblige states to make
changes in their legislation, to which extent and whether states adhere to the position of the
Court in reality.

To start with, a judgment of the Court is binding upon the parties to the case.®* If the
Court finds that there was a violation of the rights or freedom as an imminent consequence of
particular statute which is valid on the territory of respondent state, it brings to a conclusion
that this statute might violate or infringe rights of others. Therefore, it is logical and rather
expected that the state withdraws or amends such piece of legislation in order to comply with
the provisions of the Convention.®

There is no direct obligation under the Convention to abolish or change legislative acts
or law enforcement practices which do not conform to its provisions and consequently result
in their violation. The Court is not entitled to annul provisions of domestic legislation either.
Nevertheless, some authors®® uphold the position that such obligation exists. Indeed, it could
be inferred from the very essence and objective of the Convention to ensure the protection of
everybody’s rights. The state may not secure such rights if a law or general practice which
constantly causes infringements of these rights exists there. Therefore, the judgments of the
Court serve as an indicator of internal legal problems which should be solved. Once it
becomes obvious that a particular legislative provision is a source of human rights violations,
it should be abolished or amended in order to comply with the Convention.

The European Court of Human Rights recognized that its judgments should not only
bring individual measures but also general measures, i.a. legislative changes: “Admittedly, it
is inevitable that the Court’s decision will have effects extending beyond the confines of this
particular case, especially since the violations found stem directly from the contested
provisions and not from individual measures of implementation, but the decision cannot of
itself annul or repeal these provisions: the Court’s judgment is essentially declaratory and
leaves to the State the choice of the means to be utilized in its domestic legal system for
performance of its obligation under article 53.”%

Therefore, the obligation to take general measures can be inferred from the
Conventional provisions and is also confirmed by the Court itself. The parties to the
Convention are supposed to constantly alter their legislation or administrative practices with
respect to the findings of the Court.%®

The trend to extend the effect of the Court’s decision to the necessity to make changes
in ‘defective’ national legislation found its natural continuation in the ‘pilot judgment
procedure’.®® This procedure contributes to an increase of the effectiveness of the Convention
within national legal systems and reflects the concept of the Court’s “constitutionalization®.”

In so-called pilot-judgments the Court not only recognizes that the state has a systemic
problem caused by a particular legal act or practice but also calls for general measures to be
taken * and even suggests possible solutions’® in some cases.” Therefore, it should be

% Bowett, The Law of International Institutions, p. 269.

% Macdonald/Matscher/Petzold (eds.), The European System for the Protection of Human Rights, p. 26.
% | etsas, A Theory of Interpretation of the European Convention on Human Rights, p. 33.

" ECHR, Case Marckx v. Belgium, [1979] 2 EHRR 330 para. 58

%8Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 703;
Polakiewicz in: Blackburn/Polakiewicz, Fundamental Rights in Europe, p. 35

% Greer/Wildhaber, HRLR 12 (2012), p. 671.

"% Buyse, Nomiko Vima (Greek Law Journal (2009), p. 14.

""Fyrnys, German Law Journal Vol. 5, No. 05 (2011), p. 1232.

2 ECHR, Case Scozzari and Giunta v. Italy, [2000] ECHR 2000-V111.

3 Buyse, Nomiko Vima (Greek Law Journal (2009), p. 1.
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acknowledged that the practice of the Court penetrates within national law and requires
legislative changes..

For instance, judgments of the Court really influenced and promoted changes in the
national legislation of many countries. Nevertheless some states such as Turkey and Russia
clearly avoid following the Court’s decisions in some cases, Whereas the majority of the
countries adhere to the statements of the Court.

However judgments rendered against other states do not have binding force over
particular countries, they still may and should have influence. If it is obvious that particular
legal provisions do not conform to the Convention and they are identical in the legislation of
another state, it would be desirable to change them in order to eliminate negative
consequences of a breach of the Conventional obligations.” This is only the side effect of the
Court’s decisions. There is no obligation of the third country to take into consideration
judgments rendered against other states. Nevertheless, it is a highly desirable and useful
practice. If the Court finds that a particular legislation in force or certain practice is not in
conformity to the Convention, it would be difficult for another country to prove that the same
practice or legislative provision does not violate its obligations under the Convention.”

As the practice shows, the jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights
sufficiently changed the shape of national legislation concerning human rights issues.
Decisions of the Court entailed numerous legislative changes in substantive and procedural
law in the majority of the member states concerning one or another reason. For example,
sufficient changes in procedural criminal and civil law took place in response to the
jurisprudence of the Court, especially within civil law countries.”® Numerous amendments in
the field of substantive criminal law, issues concerning access to courts or even procedural
rights of the lawyer were caused by the Court’s jurisprudence.’’ States constantly adjust their
legislation and law enforcement practice in response to the violations found by the Court.”

To sum up, judgments of the Court definitely have acquired an autonomous and
independent force going beyond individual justice. Currently the practice of the European
Court of Human Rights provides states with guidelines for the further development of their
national law as a consequence of the Court’s judicial activity. Judgments of the Court are
binding upon the parties to the case and have gained a persuasive authority in what concerns
general measures to be taken by states even though they were not parties to the particular case.
This conclusion brings back an idea about the European Court of Human Rights as a
constitutional court for Europe.

3.5. Erga-omnes effect

The Court’s influence on legislative changes and its ‘interpretational’ case-law bring up a
question concerning the binding force of the Court’s practice and entails the discussion about
the erga omnes effect of the Court’s judgments. Did they acquire such an effect as a result of
the evolution of the Court’s system or not? The majority of legal scholars and former
practitioners in the field argue that the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights
may be very close to have erga omnes effect but still do not have such an effect or even lack
it.”” The binding effect of the Court’s decisions may be considered to be very close to the

* Macdonald/Matscher/Petzold (eds.), The European System for the Protection of Human Rights, p. 27.

"> Greer, The European Convention on Human Rights, p. 280.

7% Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 695.

"7 Ress, TILJ 40:359 2005, p. 375.

"8 Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems, p. 703.

™ Ress, TILJ 40:359 2005, p. 374; Fyrnys, German Law Journal Vol. 5, No. 05 (2011), p. 1233; Greer, The
European Convention on Human Rights, p. 280.
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aforementioned erga omnes effect, nevertheless, judgments of the Court are regarded to have
an orientation effect®® which is a milder and less obvious formula.

The Court itself held in 1978 that its objective is more than just individual justice but,
‘to elucidate, safeguard and develop the rules instituted by the Convention, thereby
contributing to the observance by the States of the engagements undertaken by them as
Contracting Parties’®" and reaffirmed this position in its latter jurisprudence®. However the
jurisprudence of the Court is deemed to be rather ‘persuasive’® or authoritative than binding,
parties to the Convention in their majority seem to abide and follow the Court’s decisions.*
Such practice is very important for the real, however not ‘formal’ influence on national legal
systems. The impact of the Court on domestic law and practice is growing.

3.6. Conclusions

The European Court of Human Rights and its jurisprudence influence national legal systems
from two perspectives. The Court’s ‘interpretive’ precedent-based case-law creates separate
legal acquis in elaboration of the Conventional provisions and constitutes its essential and
inalienable part. In conclusion the Court evolved into a semi-constitutional court for Europe
and this finding can be also substantiated from the other side. The Court not only delivers
individual justice, its judgments go beyond it, calling for general measures and directly
penetrating into the domestic legal order.

Therefore, the Court’s jurisprudence as part of Conventional legal acquis has great
impact on national legal systems, their development and evolution. The activity of the Court
has not only expanded Conventional provisions but also strengthened its position within its
member states. Dialogs between the European Court of Human Rights and domestic courts as
well as with national legislators become more and more active with a more strengthened
position of the European Court and a deeper involvement of the member states to the
Convention.

4. Impact of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms on the Ukrainian legal system

4.1. Introduction
Ukraine has signed the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms on 9 November 1995. The First Protocol and the Protocols Nr. 4 and 7 to the
Convention were signed on behalf of Ukraine on 19 December 1996, Protocols Nr. 2 and 11
were signed on 9 November 1995 together with the text of the Convention. These documents
were ratified by the Law of Ukraine “On the Ratification of the Convention for the Protection
of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms of 1950, the First Protocol and the Protocols Nr.
2,4,7 and 11 to the Convention” from 17 July 19972 with statements and reservations.
Consequently Protocol Nr. 6 was signed on 5 May 1997 and ratified on 22 February
2000%, Protocol Nr. 13 was signed on 3 March 2002 and ratified on 28 November 2002%,

80 Ress, TILJ 40:359 2005, p. 374.

81 ECHR, Case Ireland v. UK [1980] 2 EHRR 25 para. 154.

82 ECHR, Case Karner v. Austria [2004] 38 EHRR 528 para. 26.

8 Greer, The European Convention on Human Rights, p. 280.

8 Ress, TILJ 40:359 2005, p. 374.

% 3akon Vipainn «IIpo parudixamito KoHBeHIIT Ipo 3aXHCT MpaB JTIOAMHE i OCHOBOIONOXHHX cB0GOA 1950
poky, Ilepmoro mpotokosry Ta mpotokoniB N 2, 4, 7 ta 11 mo Konsennii» Bix 17 mumas 1997 p., BBP Ne 40
1997, crop. 263.

8 Bakom Vxpaimm «IIpo parudikamiio IIporokony N 6 no KoBeHuii mpo 3axucT mnpa IIOAMHH i
OCHOBOIIOJIOXHHUX CBOOOJ, SIKHI CTOCYETHCSI CKacyBaHHS CMEpTHOI Kapwm», Bix 22 motoro 2000 p., BBP Ne 13
2000, crop. 111.
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Protocol Nr. 12 was signed on 4 November 2000 and ratified on 09 February 2006% together
with Protocol Nr. 14 on 10 November 2004. Therefore, these treaties are binding for Ukraine
in accordance with the provisions and principles of international law.

However, the binding force of the Convention within Ukraine also depends on its legal
system, the applicable approach of international law reception as well as certain legislative
provisions such as provisions laid down in the Constitution of Ukraine. The Convention for
the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms is an international treaty in the
field of human rights; therefore, its legal force depends on the status of international
agreements within the Ukrainian domestic legal system as well as on the perception of human
rights and their protection in Ukraine.

Moreover, the impact of the Convention shall be also estimated taking into
consideration legislative and other changes made under the influence of the Conventional
system. It is also necessary to evaluate the perception and role of the European Court of
Human Rights’ case-law within the domestic legal order.

Furthermore, it would be insufficient to evaluate the real influence of the Convention
and the Court’s practice without any reference to practice and not taking into account
practical problems faced by the Ukrainian human rights’ protection system.

4.2. The Convention within domestic legal system

Ukraine could be classified as a country which adopted the monistic approach to international
law.®® Therefore, as long as valid international agreements become a part of domestic law,
they constitute one integral system. This conclusion can be inferred from the provisions
embodied in the Basic Law of Ukraine - the Constitution - and other key legal documents.

The Ukrainian attitude towards the correlation of national and international law was
embodied in the Declaration on National Sovereignty® for the first time. It enshrined the
essential status and the crucial value of international law within the domestic legal system.
Today the main emphasis has shifted to the Constitution of Ukraine.®’. It has the highest legal
power in Ukraine. Therefore, it determines the role of international agreements within the
legal system. Article 9 thereof provides that international treaties in force, consented by the
Parliament as binding, shall be an integral part of the national legislation, the conclusion of
international treaties, contravening the Constitution of Ukraine, shall be possible only after
introducing relevant amendments to the Constitution. Therefore, Constitutional provisions
imply that international law and domestic law constitute a single system, an integral body of
laws. This position was also taken by the Constitutional Court of Ukraine. In its decision of 9
July 1998 it affirmed that international law and domestic law constitute one system within
Ukraine.%?

Concerning the status of norms of public international law within domestic legal
system, it is necessary to address article 9 of the Constitution of Ukraine again. Because
norms of international treaties may not acquire binding force within Ukraine if they contradict
the Constitution, it could be inferred that in the hierarchy of norms they stay beneath the

% 3akon Vkpainu «IIpo patudikamizo IIpotoxkosy N 13 mo KouBeHiii mpo 3axucT mpaB JIOAWHU i
OCHOBOIIOJIOXXHHUX CBOOOM, KM CTOCYETHCS CKAaCyBaHHS CMEpPTHOI Kapu 3a Oyab-iKMX oOCTaBUH», Bix 28
muctomnaaa 2002 p., BBP Ne 4 2003, crop. 36.

8 3akon VYkpainu «[Ipo parudikamito I[Ipotokonis N 12 ta N 14 mo KoHBeHIii po 3aXucT mpaB JIOJWHU i
OCHOBOIIOJNIOXKHUX cBOOO», Bix 9 motoro 2006 p., BBP Ne 27 2006, ctop. 229.

8 Nussberger, in: Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems,
p. 626; ILlnaxosuuy, Biue Ne6 2010, crop. 34; Ceamoywxuii/3axapuenxo/Cagyivrko, EHIUKIONEANYHUI
JIOBIJTHUK MalOyTHBHOTO aaBOKaTa, cTop. 352.
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Ne 32 1998, crop. 59.
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Constitution.. Therefore, the legal status of the European Convention on Human Rights within
the Ukrainian domestic legal system is determined by the Constitution of Ukraine and has a
lower rank than the latter.

Nevertheless, norms of the Constitution have the highest supremacy, whereas norms
of international law have pre-eminence over norms enshrined in other sources of national law
and have a special status within the domestic legal system.*® This can be inferred from the
constitutional provisions and is supported by further legislation in the field. The Law of
Ukraine “On International Treaties of Ukraine”® expands provisions of the Constitution and
states that should an international agreement lay down a rule different from one contained in
Ukrainian legislation, the rule of the international agreement ought to be applicable.
Moreover, in accordance with provisions of the Declaration on National Sovereignty admitted
international legal rules have priority over legal rules of national legislation. Therefore, it is
possible to draw a conclusion that norms of the Constitution of Ukraine have supremacy over
norms contained in international treaties or other rules of international law, but the latter have
priority over norms of all other legislative acts such as ordinary laws or subordinate
legislation.

Nevertheless, some scholars raise a problem that it is impossible to conclude whether
rules contained in the treaties have priority over domestic legislative rules, as long as they are
implemented in the domestic legislation through direct reception.” However, as it follows
from the legislative provisions mentioned above and legal practice confirmed by the position
of the Supreme Court of Ukraine®, rules of international law have a position superior to the
norms of ordinary legislation. Hence, the European Convention on Human Rights as an
international treaty which contains i.a. admitted international rules prevails over rules of
national law with the only exception of the constitutional provisions.

Yet, other legal scholars” argue that at least generally acknowledged principles and
norms of international law have supremacy over not only national legislation but even over
the Constitution of Ukraine. Such conclusion is derived from the wording of article 18 of the
Constitution of Ukraine which states that “The foreign political activity of Ukraine shall be
aimed at ensuring its national interests and security by maintaining peaceful and mutually
beneficial co-operation with members of the international community in compliance with the
generally acknowledged principles and norms of international law.” However, such
interpretation is too distended and does not conform to the general perception of the
international law’s position within the Ukrainian legal system. Read together with article 9 of
the Constitution of Ukraine, it is impossible to draw the conclusion that norms of international
law could take precedence over constitutional provisions.

The position that norms of international law and international treaties prevail over
norms of domestic law and other legislation in force but are inferior to constitutional norms
was affirmed by the Constitutional Court of Ukraine in its decision from 11 July 2001. The
Constitutional Court held that the Constitution of Ukraine prevails over international law
within the domestic legal order in any case.”

% Potapenko/Pushkar, in: Blackburn/ Polakiewicz (eds.), Fundamental rights in Europe, p. 918.

% 3akon Yipainn «IIpo Mixnapoasi gorosopn Yipainny Bix 29 uepsrs 2004 poxy, BBP Ne 50 2004, crop. 540.
% Baiimypamos, Mixnapose npaso: miapydsuk, crop. 198.

% Tlocranosa Ipe3unii BepxoBuoro Cymy VYxkpainm Ned4 Bim 23 rpymus 2003 poxy «lllojgo mpakrtuku
BUDIIICHHS _ CIIOPiB, TOB'SI3aHMX i3 3aCTOCYBAHHSAM _ 3aKOHOMABCTBA _TPO _ ONOAATKYBaHHSA _CYO'€KTiB
HiAnpueMHULTBa», ['ocriogapcbke cynounHCTBO B YKpaini 2004, cTop. 94.

% Nussberger, in: Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems,
p. 626.
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Taking into consideration all arguments stated above, it is possible to draw the
conclusion that the European Convention on Human Rights is an integral and inseparable part
of the domestic legal system of Ukraine and its national legislation in particular; its norms
have precedence over norms of the ordinary legislation but are inferior to the norms of the
Constitution of Ukraine.

Moreover, one more problem shall be raised. Article 22 of the Constitution of
Ukraine provides that human and citizen rights and freedoms affirmed by the Constitution
shall not be exhaustive. It implies that people may have other rights, reflected, for example, in
international agreements signed and ratified by Ukraine. Should during the time when person
enjoyed rights granted by an international treaty the question of their compatibility with
constitutional provisions be raised, it could be solved only by the Constitutional Court as the
single authority entitled to answer the questions of constitutionality.*® Nonetheless, this does
not diminish the value assigned to international agreements by the Constitution of Ukraine.

To sum up, the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms is legally binding and enjoys supremacy over Ukrainian laws and secondary
legislation except the Constitution of Ukraine. The Convention is a part of the domestic
legislation.

4.3. Legislative changes

However, the European Convention on Human Rights had much wider and deeper impact on
the domestic legal system as merely being a part of it. Becoming a part of the Convention’s
regime entailed multiple changes within Ukrainian law. Numerous reforms were made in
order to facilitate compliance of the Ukrainian law with legal provisions enshrined in the
Convention.

Legislative changes made in order to comply with provisions laid down in the
Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms as well as in
order to eliminate new violations of the aforementioned provisions emphasized by the
decisions of the European Court of Human Rights rendered against Ukraine reflect the direct
way of the Convention’s impact on the Ukrainian national legislation. The Constitution of
Ukraine itself was highly influenced by the Convention. Numerous essential legal acts were
amended by the parliament. An important role was also played by the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine. Afterwards, it affected other laws and secondary legislation.

To start with, Ukraine took an obligation to realize 57 organizational and legal
measures, the majority of which had purely legislative character'® at the time of its accession
to the Council of Europe.

What is even more fascinating is the fact that the Constitution of Ukraine was adopted
under huge impact of the Convention and reflects many of its fundamental principles.*®* First
of all, article 1 provides that Ukraine is a state based on law. Article 3 reflects core ideas and
basic principles of the Convention and stipulates that “An individual, his life and health,
honor and dignity, inviolability and security shall be recognized in Ukraine as the highest
social value. Human rights and freedoms, and guarantees thereof shall determine the essence
and course of activities of the State. The State shall be responsible to the individual for its
activities. Affirming and ensuring human rights and freedoms shall be the main duty of the

% [Tnenym BCYVY, Ilocranosa Big 1 aucromama 1996 p. Ne 9 «IIpo 3acrocyBanus Koncrurynii Ykpainu npu
3idCHEHH] mpaBocyas», hitp://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/v0009700-96.

10 Opinion of the Council of Europe No. 190 (1995), 26 September 1995, available at
http://assembly.coe.int/Main.asp?link=/Documents/Adopted Text/ta95/EOPI190. htm; IlocranoBa Kabinery
MisnictpiB Ykpainu Ne792 Bix 20 mumas 1996 poky «IIpo opranizarmiiiHi 3axoau, cpsiMOBaHI Ha BUKOHAHHS
3000B'13aHb YKpaiHu, nependaueHnx BucHoBkom Ilapmamentcbkoi Acam6nei Pagu €Bporm Bin 26 BepecHs
1995 p. Ne 190 oo 3asiBku Ykpainu Ha Bety g0 Paan €Bponuy.

191 potapenko/Pushkar, in: Blackburn/ Polakiewicz (eds.), Fundamental rights in Europe, p. 919.
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State.” Article 21 (“All people shall be free and equal in their dignity and rights. Human
rights and freedoms shall be inalienable and inviolable™) as well as the whole title Il of the
Constitution of Ukraine “Human and Citizens’ Rights, Freedoms and Duties” also contain
crucial norms influenced by the Convention. One of the key rights - the right to an effective
trial enshrined in article 13 of the Convention - found its reflection in article 124 of the
Constitution of Ukraine which stipulates i.e. that the jurisdiction of the courts shall extend to
all legal relations that arise in the State. Hence, the impact of the Convention on the Ukrainian
Constitution could be compared to a cornerstone, the most valuable point of repulsion for all
further changes brought by the conventional rules as interpreted by the European Court of
Human Rights.

Furthermore, highly valuable changes made under the impact of the Convention
concern the death penalty. In 1999, the Constitutional Court of Ukraine delivered a
decision %% that the death penalty contravenes the provisions of the Constitution. In its
reasoning the Court refers to the general legal principles and, especially, to the Convention.
However the Constitutional Court simply mentioned article 3 of the European Convention of
Human Rights and its interpretation by the European Court of Human Rights (for instance,
the non-conformity of the death penalty with the aforementioned article) in its reasoning
without any further dwelling upon it and without any reference to the case-law of the Court in
particular, it was already a great step forward in relation to the Convention and its place in the
national legal system. Moreover, it was a decision of great importance. As a consequence, the
Criminal Code was firstly amended % and the death penalty was abolished. Afterwards a new
Criminal Code,'®* which embodies also other objectives of the Convention, was adopted.
Such legislative changes were caused by the impact of the Convention and allowed the
Ukrainian Parliament to ratify Protocol Nr. 13 to the Convention for the Protection of Human
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, concerning the abolition of the death penalty in all
circumstances in 2002.

Moreover, the Criminal Procedural Code™™ was amended in order to comply with
paragraph 1 of article 5, paragraph 3(d) of article 6 and article 8 of the Convention with
respect to the right to liberty and security, the right to a fair trial and the right to respect for
private and family life.

The Law of Ukraine “On the Disciplinary Statute of the Armed Forces of Ukraine
was changed with the purpose not to contravene paragraph 3 of article 5 of the Convention.
These changes'®” made possible the withdrawal of one of the reservation made by Ukraine
during the ratification procedure. Multiple other changes were made in order to enforce rights
foreseen by the Convention, especially by articles 5, 6, 8, 13 of the Convention.

However, many legal provisions of the Convention have a general and imprecise
character and may be interpreted in numerous ways. Therefore, interpretations of the
European Court of Human Rights are essential for the application and development of the
initial provisions. The activity of the Court had a strong influence on the Ukrainian legislation.

First of all, when the Court renders a decision against Ukraine, especially when it
renders several decisions, concerning a particular infringement of the Convention’s provisions,
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state authorities are interested in amending legal acts that contribute to non-compliancy with
the Convention and cause a violation of human rights.

The most wide-spread allegations against Ukraine, which are confirmed by numerous
decisions of the European Court of Human Rights, concern violations of articles 5, 6, 13 of
the Convention and article 2 of the Protocol Nr. 7. Numerous cases are still brought up to the
Court in this field. However, it led to the amendment of the Criminal Procedural Code,'* the
Law on the Judicial System*® and the Code on Administrative Offences™'® as well as of other
legal acts in order to ensure their compliance with the right to liberty and security, the right to
a fair trial, the right to an effective remedy and the right of an appeal in criminal matters.

The whole process of legislative changes resulted into the adoption of new codes and
laws, which aim for the conformity of the Ukrainian legislation with basic requirements of the
Convention. For instance, the new Civil Procedure and Administrative Codes foresee a
procedure of review of final binding decisions of the court (“under exceptional
circumstances”) in case the cassation courts applied law differently or international courts
rendered conflicting decision This change brought national legislation in conformity with
article 4 of the Protocol No. 7 to the Convention. Hence, many legislative changes were made
under the pressure of judgments of the European Court of Human Rights rendered against
Ukraine.

Nevertheless, Ukraine is still deemed to be rather reluctant in these matters. Many
legislative changes prove to be ineffective. The most frequent cases against Ukraine still
involve violations of the right to a fair trial, especially regarding the execution of judgments,
the duration of court proceedings and bad conditions of detention.™" It led to a pilot judgment
against Ukraine concerning non-execution of final domestic court decisions. Such pilot
judgments constitute another way to influence national legislation, because the government is
forced to adopt the necessary general measures at the national level so as to avoid new similar
violations. It is supposed to have more direct and binding effect. Nonetheless, it is not certain
either.

Therefore, it is possible to draw the conclusion that the European Convention on
Human Rights and the subsequent practice of the European Court of Human Rights had a
huge impact on the Ukrainian legislation and caused multiple changes in laws and codes and
other legal acts. However, it is still insufficient as long as some of the legislative changes
prove to be inadequate or ineffective. Hence, the further involvement of Ukraine in the
Conventional system is necessary for the development of its human rights’ protection system
and legal system in general.

4.4. Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of Practice of the
European Court of Human Rights”

All aforementioned ways of the Convention’s influence constitute a traditional approach.
They were partially reflected in the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and
Application of Practice of the European Court of Human Rights”.*** This law contains
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detailed provisions concerning compliance with the Convention and the fulfillment of the
Court’s decisions. However, what is exceptional is that this law foresees a possibility of the
European Court of Human Rights judgments’ direct application by national courts.

The first part of the law regulates in detail the procedure of the binding Court’s
decisions against Ukraine fulfillment. However, the second part already addresses general
measures which should be taken in each case in which the Court renders a judgment not on
behalf of Ukraine. It implies actions which should be taken in order to ensure further
fulfillment of its obligations under the Convention by Ukraine, such as the elimination of
systematic shortages in the legislation or administrative practice, the abolition of the
background of dispute. These measures include: legislative changes, abolition of wrong and
abusing law enforcement practices, maintenance of legal expertise of legislative drafts on the
matters related to the Convention and others. Aforementioned measures replicated already
existing methods of the Convention’s influence on the Ukrainian legislation. However, in the
abovementioned law they found their legislative consolidation and were precisely regulated,
the law laid down binding procedural rules which are compulsory for state authorities. It was
meant to ensure effective application of the Convention and the elimination of its violations.

For instance, a specially authorized body has to provide the Government with a precise
analysis of factors which caused the violation of the Convention and has to make proposals
concerning necessary legislative amendments or how to change particular administrative
practices or to implement other measures. This specialized authority (which nowadays is a
department within the Ministry of Justice of Ukraine) is also entitled to review the draft
legislation on its compatibility with the Convention. In case the draft legislation is found
incompatible with the Convention, the Ministry of Justice will not approve it and therefore
not include it into the Single Register of Normative Acts, which entails the consequence of
the invalidity of such an act.

Moreover, the Ministry of Justice of Ukraine is bound to draft a list of general
measures which should be taken by the government to the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
each quarter. It should include legislative drafts, drafts of amending acts, proposals
concerning weak administrative practices, proposals that should be taken into consideration of
the lawmaking procedures. It is also obliged to make an analysis of circumstances which
caused a violation of the Convention’s provisions.

Based on the information and proposals received, the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
in accordance with its authority arranges the adoption of the secondary legislation or brings a
bill to the Parliament. Afterwards the Parliament works out proposed amendments or draft
laws and adopts its decision in accordance with due legislative procedures foreseen by
applicable law.'*®

This procedure leads to new laws that are enacted to implement new practice of the
European Court of Human Rights and hence an advancement of the provisions of the
Convention , because the jurisprudence of the Court not only indicates violations but also
provides further interpretation of the Convention’s provisions what is of greatest importance
as long as its provisions have imprecise and sometimes vague wording. The law “On the
Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of Practice of the European Court of Human Rights”
has enshrined legal provisions to settle down the obligation of Ukraine to take general
measures in response to the findings of the Court and to carry out a legal expertise of all

13 Koncruryniss Ykpainu Bix 28 uepBHs 1996 poky, BBP Ne 30 1996, crop. 141; 3akon Ykpainun «IIpo
Pernament BepxoBhoi Pagu Ykpainw» Bin 10 mortoro 2010 poky, BBP Ne 14-15, Ne 16-17 2010, crop.133;
Posnopsimkenns 'onoBu BepxoBHoi Pagn Ykpainm Ned428 Bin 22 tpasust 2006 poxy «IIpo 3aTBepmxeHHS
[TonoxxeHHst mpo mopsaok poboTn y BepxosHiit Paxi Ykpainm i3 nmpoekTamu 3aKOHIB, IOCTAHOB, 1HIIUX aKTiB
BepxoBnoi Pagu Ykpainuy».
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legislative acts concerning their compatibility with the Convention. The adoption of this law
was a huge step forward for Ukraine.

4.5. Practice of the Court as a source of law

Nonetheless, the law “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of Practice of the
European Court of Human Rights” is even more important and outstanding for Ukraine due to
its third part devoted to the direct application of the Court’s practice. Legal scholars consider
it to be a fascinating experiment which practical value will be possible to assess only in the
course of its further application.***

Namely, it implicitly foresees that both the Convention and the practice of the
European Court of Human Rights are sources of law in Ukraine. This provision is disturbing
and controversial as well as unique at the same time. It causes several theoretical and practical
problems for the Ukrainian jurisprudence, the legal system and the law enforcement. It did not
become a highly disputed issue, because the aforementioned law was passed rather because of
political reasons. However, it is an unprecedented occasion in Ukrainian law and deserves
much more attention at least from legal scholars.

The theoretical debate started only in connection with the conceptual subsumption
of judicial practice as a source of law. The aforementioned legal provision was differently
regarded by scientific circles.**> At the same time the question of the constitutionality of such
provision did not start a discussion among scholars or lawyers-practitioners.

According to the aforementioned law national courts should refer in their judgments
not only to the text of the Convention but also to particular decisions of the European Court of
Human rights irrespective of Ukraine being a party to the dispute or not. National courts are
supposed to use officially translated and published texts of the European Court of Human
Rights’ decisions by the Representation body (Ministry of Justice of Ukraine).

From the point of view of jurisprudence it is an unprecedented issue that judicial
practice is proclaimed to be a source of law in a state following the Roman (Civil) Law
system. Furthermore, it does not take into consideration the fact that the European Court of
Human Rights is not entitled to establish new legal rules and always underlines itself that it
just interprets the rules embodied in the Convention. It can be inferred that expanding
interpretations of the Court enshrine in themselves new legal rules. Moreover, when
lawmakers proclaim the practice of the Court as a source of law, they imply that this practice
establishes new rules, new rules which go much further that the initial provisions of the
Convention. The obligation of the national courts to refer and apply the practice of the
European Court of Human Rights constitutes a tradition of judicial precedent. Therefore
following the aforementioned argumentation, it turns out that the European Court of Human
Rights creates legal precedents which should be followed by Ukrainian national courts.

Moreover, legal precedent is a source of law unknown and untypical for Roman
(Civil) Law. This source of law belongs to the traditions of Common (Anglo-Saxon) Law.
Therefore, the provision concerning the practice of the European Court of Human Rights as a
source of law causes confusion in the system of law sources from the point of view of
jurisprudence (theory of law).

Nevertheless some authors argue that the decisions of the European Court of Human
Rights are legal precedents and hence a source of law.™® It is incorrect to suggest that the
practice of the Court contains new legal rules. As it was argued in the previous section,
judgments of the Court do not create law. In its decisions the Court interprets rules contained

114 Nussberger, in: Keller/Sweet (eds.) A Europe of Rights: The Impact of the ECHR on National Legal Systems,
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in the Convention. Its interpretations can be that wide that it could create a feeling that the
Court creates new law. However, it is a tenuous and false conclusion, as long as the Court
only gives an explanation of the conventional provisions,*’ revitalizes them, makes them
more flexible and widely-applicable.'®

It is correct to consider judgments of the European Court of Human Rights to be
binding for the Court while interpreting rules of the Convention. From case to case the Court
creates legal views concerning the interpretation of the conventional provisions. Such legal
views about the interpretation have general effect and constitute a precedent for the Court to
refer to in the next analogical cases but they do not create new law. **° The Court is not
engaged in lawmaking, it is engaged in interpreting the Convention, however dynamic,
expanding or widening it does this job. Hence, it could be asserted that the Court does not
create legal precedents as a source of law but interpretational precedents.*?

Provided that the practice of the European Court of Human Rights does not create a
classical type of a precedent, but an interpretational precedent, it is logical to draw the
conclusion that such a precedent does not constitute a source of law but a source of law-
interpretation. It could be seen as a new phenomenon of the Ukrainian legal system. The
strong prevalence of the positivistic apprehension of law, inherited from soviet times,
hampers the implementation of this concept. Lawyers-practitioners as well as judges may
continue to perceive only norms of the written law to be binding. However, modern
jurisprudence and legal realities indicate an even further convergence between legal systems
and the emergence of new legal sources besides the classical ‘sources of law’. To such an
extent interpretational precedents of the European Court of Human Rights have crucial value,
because the Court has not only jurisdiction over all member states , but stands hierarchal also
above all national courts, including the Ukrainian ones.**

The importance of non-conventional sources of law was underlined by the
Constitutional Court of Ukraine. In its decision rendered on 2 November 2004, it stated that:
“One way of the expression of rule of law is that law is not restricted to the legislation as one
of its forms but also includes other social regulators such as moral norms, traditions, customs,
etc which are legitimized by society and are determined by historically reached cultural level
of society. All aforementioned elements of law are united by features, which corresponds to
the ideology of fairness, idea of law, which is to some extent reflected in the Constitution of
Ukraine.”**

Therefore, the emergence and the applicability of this new legal phenomenon — the
law-interpretational precedent - should be recognized in Ukraine, because it has a huge
importance for the development of the legal system of Ukraine, which is not anymore a
typical continental legal system but a modern European one.

One more problem that should be addressed is the constitutionality of the provision
that foresees that the practice of the European Court of Human Rights is a source of Ukrainian
law. In accordance with article 9 of the Constitution of Ukraine only international treaties
ratified by the Parliament constitute an integral part of the national legislation of Ukraine and
are a source of law. Therefore, it is possible to draw the conclusion that the ratification by the
Parliament is crucial prerequisite for the validity of the particular provisions and its binding
force within the national legal system. Other legal rules, except the admitted international
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legal rules as stipulated by the Declaration on National Sovereignty, stemming from other
international acts or judicial practice may not have a binding force in Ukraine as long as they
are not consented by the Parliament. In this case legal rules contained in the decisions of the
European Court of Human Rights may not have universally binding character and,
consequently, are not a source of law if they contravene the Constitutional provisions which
have superior power. Hence, article 17 of the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of
Decisions and Application of Practice of the European Court of Human Rights” which
stipulates that the practice of the European Court of Human Rights is a source of law does not
conform to the Constitution of Ukraine and may be rendered unconstitutional.

It could be a possible outcome. However, as it has already been stated, in fact, the
practice of the European Court of Human Rights is a source of interpretation of law, but not a
source of law in the strict sense. Therefore, the application of such a practice does not
interfere with the constitutional principles in general. Nevertheless, it is incorrect to use the
formula that the ‘practice of the European Court of Human Rights is a source of law’, because
it contravenes the basic understanding of the essence of the Courts’ decisions and contradicts
constitutional provisions. Therefore, it should be changed. It is logical to agree with the
position of the legal scholar L. Tymchenko who suggested that the aforementioned provision
should be amended as follows: “Courts shall apply the Convention as a source of law and
practice of the European Court of Human Rights as a source of interpretation of law while
adjudicating.”**® This amendment may be the best possible solution in all senses. The practice
of the Court applied by the domestic judiciary as a source of interpretation of the law would
be logical and beneficial for everyone.

To sum up, the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of
Practice of the European Court of Human Rights” stipulates that the practice of the European
Court of Human Rights is a source of law and should be applied by national courts. The direct
application of the Court’s case-law is necessary, because it is an authoritative interpretation of
the Conventional provisions. However, it would be desirable to change aforementioned
legislative provision as to eliminate proclaiming the practice of the Court as a source of law
but rather deeming it as a source of interpretation of law.

4.6. Practical application of the European Court of Human Rights practice by national courts
From the practical point of view, the adoption of the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of
Decisions and Application of Practice of the European Court of Human Rights” caused
several problems concerning the application of the European Court of Human Rights’ practice
by national courts. The first problem is the absence of knowledge in the field. Judges are
lawyers who received education and qualification win the traditional Roman Law approach
and are not trained to refer to judicial decisions. This problem has not been addressed by the
Parliament or by the government. No professional courses or trainings were established for
professionals and law students are still not taught to apply judicial practice.

The second problem is the scarcity of the Court’s decisions’ availability.** The
Ministry of Justice is obliged to translate and publish recent decisions against Ukraine, but
other decisions are available only in English or French. However, judges are not required to
have substantial knowledge of these languages according to the law.'?*® Therefore, the
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majority of judges are simply not able to use the majority of the Court’s judgments. Moreover,
translated and published decisions are not always available due to the insufficiency of budget.
Many courts simply do not receive respective journals.

Nonetheless, the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application
of Practice of the European Court of Human Rights” is enforced. Ukrainian courts refer to the
Convention and the Court’s judgments more and more often. Time has shown that the process
of implementation becomes more successful. National courts more often refer to the
Convention and the practice of the Court.

In its practice the Constitutional Court of Ukraine referred to the Convention twenty
seven times among them the Court referred sixteen times to a judgment of the European Court
of Human Rights. The Constitutional Court generally referred to the Convention in the field
of human rights, for example, in the case concerning the use of confidential data on mental
health. * In the cases concerning the freedom to movement within the state, ?® the
requirement of fairness in criminal conviction,'?® the inadmissibility of retroactive laws,** the
principle of social protection,™" the special role of impartial and independent courts for the
protection of human rights,™* the right to a fair and public hearing within a reasonable time
by an independent and impartial tribunal established by law, the right to an effective remedy
in general,*® the right to respect for his/her private and family life, his home and his
correspondence *** etc, the Constitutional Court referred to such freedoms, rights and
principles as laid down in the Convention underlining their value and their importance for
national legislation. All aforementioned decisions were based on the norms of the
Constitution, however, as interpreted in the light of the Convention.

In the case concerning guarantees for reimbursement of savings of citizens,™* the
Constitutional Court for the first time did not only refer to the Convention, but also to the
position of the European Court of Human Rights. The Constitutional Court referred to the
case James and others v. the United Kingdom™* in order to identify the margins of
appreciation of the state with respect to the enjoyment of property rights. Since 2007 the
Constitutional Court of Ukraine invokes the practice of the European Court of Human Rights
more often, mainly in connection with the interpretation of articles 5, 6 and 8 of the
Convention.

However, the Constitutional Court of Ukraine refers to the Convention and the
practice of the European Court of Human Rights relatively rarely. There is a tendency to

126 Homoine ['omoBu Bumoro AnminictpatuBHoro Cyny VYkpaimm [lacemroka O. M. Ha MixHaponHii

koHpepeHwii «[IpobiaeMu 3acTOCyBaHHS NPAKTHKA €BPONEHCHKOrO Cyay 3 NpaB JIOJUHU Y NPaBOBid cHCTeMi
VYxpainum» BiJ 1 JIMITHS 2011 POKY, http://www.vasu.gov.ua/en/imp_sub.html?
m=publications& _t=rec&id=1864.

27Ky, Pimenns Bix 30 sxosrHst 1997 poky y cnpasi K.I'. Vemumenka, OBY Ne 46 1997, crop. 126.

128 KCY, Pimenns Bix 14 micronaga 2001 poky y cnpasi wjodo nponucku, BKCY Ne 5 2001, crop. 24.

129 KCY, Piwenns Bix 2 mucronaxa 2004 POKY y chpagi npo npusHauenHs cyoom Oinbul M'aKoe0 NOKAPauHs,
OBY Ne 45 2004, ctop. 41.

B0 KCY, Piwenns Bix 19 kitas 2000 poky y cnpasi npo 36opommy dito kpuminanshozo 3axony 6 uaci, OBY Ne
39 2000, ctop. 77.

131 KCV, Pimenns Bix 8 xosras 2008 poky y cnpasi npo cmpaxosi eunaamu, OBY Ne 80 2008, crop. 63.

132 KCV, Pimenns Bix 24 ueprs 1999 poky y cnpasi npo ¢inancysanusn cyois, OBY Ne 28 1999, crop. 169;
KCYV, Pimenns Bix 1 rpyans 2004 poxy y crpaBi npo He3aJIeKHICTh CYAIB SK CKIAJ0BY iXxHbOTO cratycy, OBY
Ne 49 2004, ctop. 62.

133 KCY, Pimenns Bix 30 ciuns 2003 poky y cnpasi 3a npo posensio cyoom OKpemux nocmamos cuiouozo i
npoxypopa, OBY Ne 6 2003, crop. 103.

B4 KCY, Piurenns iz 20 ciuns 2012 poky y cnpasi o000 oQiyitinoco muyMayens noiovicens Yacmun nepuior,
opyeoi cmammi 32, wacmun opyeoi, mpemwoi cmammi 34 Koncmumyyii' Yxpainu, OBY Ne 9 2012, crop. 106.

1S KCV, Pimenns Bix 10 sxoptHst 2001 poky y cnpasi npo 3aowadarcenns epomadan, OBY Ne 42 2001, crop. 45.
1% ECHR, Case 8793/79, James and others v. UK, [1986] 8 EHRR 123.
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apply conventional provisions more widely and extensively and this is already a huge step
forward. It gives other courts a direction to follow.

Regarding national courts of general jurisdiction and specialized courts, they also
show a tendency to refer directly to the Convention in their decisions more frequently and
more extensively. Mainly courts apply articles 5, 6, 8 and 13 of the Convention, as well as
article 1 of the Protocol 1 to the Convention.™®” This tendency is also a very important
reflection of the influence of the Convention.

Therefore, there exist several practical problems in regard to the application of the
European Court of Human Rights’ case-law by national courts. Nevertheless, the domestic
judiciary more and more often refers to the Convention and the Courts’ practice. The
Constitutional Court of Ukraine interprets constitutional and legislative provisions in the light
of the Convention and the courts of general jurisdiction base their decisions on the
Conventional provisions as they were interpreted by the European Court of Human Rights.

4.7. Conclusions

In conclusion, the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms exerts its influence in several ways. First of all, the Convention constitutes an
integral part of the Ukrainian national law and enjoys a legal status which is higher than that
of ordinary law and can be overridden only by the constitutional provisions. Secondly, the
integration of Ukraine into the Conventional system caused severe legislative changes in
many branches of national law. Thirdly, the Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions
and Application of Practice of the European Court of Human Rights” was passed in order to
ensure the effective enforcement of the Convention. Finally, the Convention together with the
practice of the European Court of Human Rights should be and is applied by domestic courts.
Certainly, there still exist some problems concerning the conceptual status of the Court’s
judgments and their application, as well as practical problems, it is evident that nowadays the
Convention and the Court’s jurisprudence obtain more and more influence and it can be seen
as a very positive process for the development of the Ukrainian national legal system.
Therefore, the Convention had a very positive and deep impact on the domestic legal order of
Ukraine and will have an even more persuasive role in the future.

5. Conclusions

The impact of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
on the domestic legal system cannot be overestimated. The system for the protection of
human rights created by the authors of the Convention did not only prove to be very effective
but it has also created its own legal order. Standards of human rights stipulated by the
Convention are now shared by forty seven countries throughout Europe.

The Convention was signed and duly ratified by all member states of the Council of
Europe. Therefore, these states are now bound by its rules and are obliged to perform their
obligations under its provisions in good faith. What is special about the Convention is the fact
that it is valid notwithstanding the validity of the reservations made by the state during the
ratification. The European Court of Human Rights held this in its decision underlying the key
importance and special objective of the Convention.

The European Convention on Human Rights does not directly stipulate an obligation
of its member states to implement it or to make it directly enforceable within the states.

Y37 Biumunpkuit anemsiitauii aJMIHICTpAaTUBHUM CyJ YKpaiHu, Y3araJbHEHHs IPaKTUKH 3aCTOCYBaHHS
KoHBeHmii mpo 3aXKCT MpaB JIFOJMHA Ta OCHOBOIIOJIOKHUX cB00O0 1950 poky, mpakTHKH €BPOMEHCHKOTO CYIy 3
NpaB JIIOAWHY IIiJ] Yac pO3MJIsiAy Ta BUPIMICHHS aJAMiHICTpaTHMBHUX crpas, Jluct Bumomy anmiHicTpaTHBHOMY
cyny Yxpainu, crop. 2-3; JKUTOMUDPCBKMH anensuiiiHuii aaMmiHicTpaTHUBHUI Ccyn YKpaiHu, Y3araJbHEHHS
NPaKTUKKA 3acTocyBaHHA KOHBEHII mpo 3axWcT MpaB JIOAWHU IIJ Yac pO3MISAY Ta BHpPIMICHHA
aJIMiHICTpaTUBHUX cripas, Jluct Buiiomy aaMiHicTpaTiBHOMY cyay Ykpainu, crop. 1-2.
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However, the objectives of the Convention and the subsequent practice show that it is highly
desirable. Nevertheless, the status of the Convention within the respective domestic legal
systems is stipulated by national constitutional provisions or traditions.

Traditionally, states are divided into those which adhere to the monistic or the dualistic
approaches in regard to the perception of international law. The European Convention
requires the transformation into domestic law in order to be applicable within states pursuing
the dualistic approach. Having been incorporated, the rights and freedoms stipulated by the
Convention can be enjoyed by citizens of the relevant state. If they are incorporated by means
of national law, they acquire its status and may be withdrawn or amended. In ‘monistic’ states
the Convention is considered to constitute an integral part of national law and should be
directly applicable. In different countries it may enjoy a different status ranging from those of
ordinary legislation to over-constitutional law.

However, the position of the highest national courts and sometimes of politicians also
influences and sometimes even shapes the particular role of the Convention. The dialog
between the European Court of Human Rights and national courts has put the Convention on
a higher level as it was expected to have and its influence changed the shape of national legal
systems especially in what concerns its perception of the Convention as an instrument of
public international law.

The European Court of Human Rights has substantially contributed to the
development of the Convention’s legal order and the deepening of its influence. First of all,
the Court carries out an important function by interpretation the Convention. Its
interpretations are dynamic and constantly expound the legal acquis of the Convention
bringing life into its provisions.

Secondly, the Court has gained a status of a quasi-constitutional court for the whole of
Europe as long as it renders profound and well-grounded judgments concerning highly
valuable issues of human rights law. Its decisions constitute an ‘interpretational’ precedent-
based case-law which serves as a guideline for the member states of the Convention.

And finally, judgments of the Court have definitely acquired an autonomous and
independent force going beyond individual justice. However, its power is not binding but
rather persuasive. Nevertheless, parties to the Convention seem to follow the Court’s case-law.
This shows its real influence on domestic legal systems. The impact of the Convention on
national legal orders is growing thanks to the practice of the Court.

The Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
came into force in Ukraine on 17 July 1997. Since that date it is legally binding and enjoys
supremacy over Ukrainian laws and secondary legislation, but not over the Constitution of
Ukraine. The Convention became an integral part of the domestic legislation. Therefore, it is
directly effective and applicable and can be invoked by each person within Ukraine.

The European Convention on Human Rights and the subsequent practice of the
European Court of Human Rights had a huge impact on the Ukrainian legislation and caused
innumerable changes of laws, substantive and procedural codes and other legal acts.
However, its implementation is still insufficient as long as some of the legislative changes are
inadequate or ineffective.

The Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of Practice of
the European Court of Human Rights” constitutes an attempt to improve the compliance of
the state with its obligations under the Convention. This legislative act is exceptional; because
it gives Ukrainian national courts the possibility to apply the judgments of the European
Court of Human Rights directly and proclaims them to be a source of law.

The law contains legal provisions which lay down an obligation of the state to take
general measures in response to the findings of the Court and to carry out legal expertise of all

29


http://conventions.coe.int/treaty/Commun/QueVoulezVous.asp?NT=005&CM=3&DF=18/03/2013&CL=ENG

Study Paper No 2/14

legislative acts concerning their compatibility with the Convention. The adoption of this law
was a huge step forward for Ukraine.

The direct application of the Court’s case-law is a huge step forward for the Ukrainian
legal system and is necessary as the practice of the Court provides an authoritative
interpretation of the Convention. However, the provision which stipulates that practice of the
Court is a source of law is theoretically misleading and could be ruled unconstitutional.
Therefore, it is desirable to amend the aforementioned provision. One possible solution would
be to state that the practice of the European Court of Human Rights is a source of the
interpretation of law.

The overall effect of the adoption of the abovementioned law could be classified as
very positive. Indeed, there exist several practical problems in what concerns the application
of the European Court of Human Rights’ case-law by national courts. Nevertheless, the
domestic judiciary more and more often refers to the Convention and the Court’s practice.
The Constitutional Court of Ukraine interprets constitutional and legislative provisions in the
light of the Convention and the courts of general jurisdiction base their decisions on the
Convention as interpreted by the European Court of Human Rights.

Hence, the overall influence of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms is huge. Together with the jurisprudence of the European Court of
Human Rights it caused multiple and cardinal legislative changes. Moreover, it deeply
interfered with national law and even changed the shape of the whole legal system because
the direct applicability of judicial case-law is a unique and unprecedented issue for the
Ukrainian legal tradition.

To sum up, the European Convention on Human Rights together with the Court’s
case-law highly influenced the development of national legal systems during the last fifty
years. Its impact exceeded all possible expectations and it still keeps growing. All in all, it can
be seen as a very positive and beneficial process for humanity.
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13. Pimenns Koucruryniitnoro Cyny Ykpainu [Decision of the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine from 30.10.1997 in the case on official interpretation of art. 3, 23, 31, 47, 48 of the
Law of Ukraine “On Information” and art. 12 of the Law of Ukraine “On the Prosecutor’s
Office”] Bix 30 sxoBTHs 1997 poky y cnpasi 00 odiriiiHoro TirymaueHus cratei 3, 23, 31,
47, 48 3akony VYkpainu "IIpo indopmamiro" Ta crarti 12 3akony VYkpainu “IIpo
npokyparypy" (cupasa K.I'. Yerumenka, O¢iniiinuii BicHuk Ykpainu Ne46 1997, ctop. 126;
14. Pimenns Koucruryuiitnoro Cyny Ykpainu [Decision of the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine from 30.01.2003 in the case on constitutionality of the provisions of p.3 art. 120, p.6
art. 234, p. 3 art. 236 of the Criminal Procedural Code] Bix 30 ciuns 2003 poky y crpasi 3a
KOHCTUTYIIHHUM TogaHHsM BepxoHoro Cyny Ykpainu momo BiamoBimHocTi KoHcTuTymii
YkpaiHU(KOHCTUTYIIIITHOCT1) TOJ0XKEeHb YaCTHHU TpeThoi cTaTTi 120, yacTuHu moctoi crarTi
234, qactuHu TpeThoi cTarTi 236 KpuMiHanbHO-TIpOIECYaTbHOTO KOACKCY YKpaiHu(crpaBa
Opo PpO3IJIsA CYyIOM OKPEMHX IOCTAaHOB CHIYOro i mpokypopa), OdimiiiHuii BiCHUK
VYxkpaiau Ne 6 2003, crop. 103;

33



Study Paper No 2/14

15. Pimenns Koucrurymitinoro Cyny Ykpaium [Decision of the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine from 8.10.2008 in the case on constitutionality of the provisions of pp. "6" pp. 4 p. 3
art. 7 of Law of Ukraine “On Insurance Tariffs on Obligatory State Social Insurance from
Accidents on Workplace and Professional Illness which Caused Loss of Work Capability”]
Bim 8 xoBTHA 2008 poky y cmpaBi 3a KOHCTUTYLUIMHMM IIOJaHHSM YTIOBHOBa)XEHOTO
BepxoBuoi Pagm VYkpainu 3 mpaB moguHU monao BiamoBigHocTi KoucTutymii Ykpainu
(KOHCTUTYILIMHOCTI) TOJOXKEeHb MIANYHKTY "O" mianmyHkTy 4 myHKTY 3 crarti 7 3aKkoHY
VYkpainu "IIpo crpaxoBi Tapudu Ha 3aralbHOOOOB'SI3KOBE JIeP KaBHE COIIAIbHE CTPaxXyBaHHS
B1JI HENIACHOTO BUIMAJKy Ha BUPOOHMIITBI Ta Mpo(eciiiHOTO 3aXBOPIOBAHHS, SKi CIIPUYHMHIIINA
BTpaTy mpane3aarHocti", myHKTy 1, ab3aiy TpeTboro myHKTY 5, myHKTY 9, abG3auiB apyroro,
TpeThoro nmyHKTy 10, myHkTy 11 posminy I 3akony Ykpainu "IIpo BHeceHHS 3MiH 10 3aKOHY
VYkpaiau "IIpo 3aragpbHOOOOB'SI3KOBE JepKaBHE COLIalbHE CTPaxXyBaHHS BiJ] HEIIACHOTO
BUITQJIKy Ha BHPOOHHUIITBI Ta Npo(deciiiHOro 3axBOpIOBaHHS, SKI CIPUYUHUIM BTpaTy
npane3gaTHocti"(cnpaBa npo crpaxosi Bumiat), Odinilinuii Bichuk Ykpainu Ne 80 2008,
crop. 63;

16. Pimenns Koncruryuifinoro Cyny Ykpainu [Decision of the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine from 9.07.1998 on official interpretation of p. 3 art. 21 of the Code of Ukraine on
Labour Law] Bix 9 nunust 1998 p. Ne 12-pn/98 y cnpaBi 3a KOHCTUTYI[ITHUM 3BEpPHEHHSIM
KuiBchkoi mickkoi panu npodeciiiHux chiuiok monao odimiiHoro tiaymadenas 4. 3 ctT. 21
Kozekcy 3akoHiB mpo mpairo YKpaiau (crpasa Mmpo TIyMadyeHHsS TePMiHa «3aKOHOIABCTBOY),
Odiniiinuii BicHuk Ykpainu Ne32 1998, crop. 59;

17. Kogmekc VYkpainm mnpo aaminictpatuBHi npaBomnopymeHHs [Code of Ukraine on
Administrative Offences] Big 7 rpynusa 1984 poky, Bimomocti BepxoBHoi Pagu Ykpaincekoi
PCP 1984, nonatok no Ne 51, crop.1122;

18. Kpuminansuuii kogexc Ykpainu [Criminal Code of Ukraine] Big 5 kBitHs 2001 poky,
Bimomocti BepxoBHoi Pagn Ykpainu Ne 25-26 2001, crop. 131;

19. KpuminanbHO-TIporiecyanbuuit kogaeke Ykpainu [Criminal Procedural Code of Ukraine]
Big 28 rpyaHs 1960 poky, Bimomocti BepxosHoi Pagun YPCP Ne2 1961, ctop. 15;

20. 3akon VYkpaiuu «IIpo Jucuurutinapuuii craryt 30poinux Cun Ykpainu» [Law of
Ukraine “On Disciplinary Statute of Military Forces of Ukraine] Bix 24 6epesust 1999 poky,
Binomocti Bepxosnoi Panu Ykpainu Ne22-23 1999, crop. 197;

3akoH Ykpainu «IIpo BUKOHAHHS pillIeHb Ta 3aCTOCYBAHHS MPAKTUKH €BPONENCHKOro Cyay 3
npaB moaunan» [Law of Ukraine “On the Fulfillment of Decisions and Application of Practice
of the European Court of Human Rights”] Bix 23 mororo 2006 poky, Bizomocti BepxoBHoi
Panu Ykpaiau Ne 30 2006, crop. 1114,

21. 3axon Ykpainu «[Ipo BHECEHHs 3MiH 70 JESKUX 3aKOHOJABUYUX aKTiB Ykpainm» [Law
of Ukraine “On Amendments to Some Legislative Acts of Ukraine”] Big 3 motoro 2004 poky,
Binomocti Bepxosnoi Panu Ykpainu Ne3 2005, ctop.76

22. 3axon VYkpainm «[Ipo BHeceHHs 3miH 10 KpuminameHoro, KpuminanbHO-
npolecyaabHoro Ta BumnpaBHo-TpynoBoro kozaekciB Ykpainu» [Law of Ukraine “On
Amendments to the Criminal, Criminal Procedural and Corrective Labor Codes”] Big 22
mrotoro 2000 poky, Binomocti BepxoBHoi Pagu Ykpainu Ne 17 2000, crop.123;

23. 3akon VYkpaiam «IIpo MixHapomni moroBopu Ykpaimm» [Law of Ukraine “On
International Treaties of Ukraine”] Bin 29 wepBus 2004 poky, Bimomocti BepxoBHoi Paan
Vxkpaiau Ne 50 2004, ctop.540;

24. 3axon VYkpainm «[Ipo parudikamito KoHBeHIiT mNpo 3axucT npaB JIOJUHHU 1
OCHOBOMOJOXHUX cB000 1950 poky, Ilepiioro mporokosny ta nporokonis Ne 2,4, 7 ta 11 1o
Konsentiii» [Law of Ukraine “On Ratification of the Convention for the Protection of Human
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms of 1950, First Protocol and Protocols 2, 4, 7 and 11 to the
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Convention™] Big 17 nmumas 1997 p., Bimomocti BepxoBHoi Pamu Ykpaimm Ne 40 1997,
cTOp.263;

25. 3akon Ykpainu «lIpo parudikamiro ITporokoniB Ne 12 ta Ne 14 no KonBeHmii mpo
3aXMCT TpaB JTIOJUHH 1 OCHOBOMOJIOKHUX cBoOom» [Law of Ukraine “On Ratification of the
Protocols 12 and 14 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms”] Bixg 9 motoro 2006 p., Bimomocti Bepxosuoi Pagu Ykpainu Ne 27 2006, ctop.
229;

26. 3axon Ykpainu «IIpo parudikamito Ilpotokomy Ne 13 no KonBenuii mpo 3axucT npas
JIIOJMHHU 1 OCHOBOIIOJIOXKHHUX CBOOOJ, SIKHI CTOCYETHCSI CKaCyBaHHSI CMEPTHOI Kapu 3a Oyjib-
skux oocraBun» [Law of Ukraine “On Ratification of the Protocol 13 to the Convention for
the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, what concerns Abolition of the
Death Penalty in all Circumstances™] Bix 28 nucromana 2002 p., Binomocti BepxoBnoi Panu
VYkpainu Ne4 2003, cTop.36;

27. 3axon Ykpainu «lIpo parudikamiro Ilporokomy Ne 6 no KouBeniii mpo 3axuct mnpas
JIIOJIMHY 1 OCHOBOTIOJIOKHUX CBOOOJ, SIKUI CTOCY€EThCSA CKacyBaHHsS cMepTHOI Kapu» [Law of
Ukraine “On Ratification of the Protocol 6 to the Convention for the Protection of Human
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, what concerns Abolition of the Death Penalty ] Bix 22
mrotoro 2000 p., Binomocti BepxoBnoi Panu Ykpainu Ne 13 2000, crop. 111;

28. 3axon Ykpainu «lIpo Permament BepxoBHoi Pagu Vkpainm» [Law of Ukraine “On
Statute of the Verhovna Rada of Ukraine”] Bix 10 moTtoro 2010 poky, Bizomocti BepxoBhoi
Panu Ykpainu Ne 14-15 2010, crop.133;

29. 3axon Ykpainu «lIpo craryc cymai» [Law of Ukraine “On Status of Judges™] Bix 15
rpyans 1992 poky, Bimomocti BepxoBuoi Panu Ykpainu Ne 8 1993, ctop. 56;

30. 3akon Ykpaimu «[Ipo cymoyctpiii ta craryc cymaiB» [Law of Ukraine “On Judicial
System and Status of Judges”] Bin 7 nmunus 2010 poky, Binomocti BepxoBnoi Panu Ykpainu
Ne 41-42 2010, crop. 529;

31. 3akon Ykpainu «IIpo cymoycrpiii Ykpaian» [Law of Ukraine “On Judicial System”]
Big 5 uepBHa 1981 poky, Binomocti BepxoBnoi Pamu Ne 24 1981, crop.357;

32. Posnopsmkenns ['omoBu Bepxosnoi Pamu Vkpainu [Decree of the Head of the
Verhovna Rada of Ukraine] Ne 428 Bim 22 tpaBHs 2006 poky «IIpo 3aTBepKeHHs
[TonoxenHs npo mopsnok pobotu y BepxoBhiit Pani VkpaiHu 13 mpoekTamu 3aKkoHIB,
MIOCTaHOB, 1HIIKX akTiB BepxoBHoi Panu Ykpainu»;

33. TlocranoBa Kabinery MinictpiB Ykpainu [Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of
Ukraine] Ne792 Bim 20 mumas 1996 poky «IIpo opranizaiiiiHi 3axojau, CIpSMOBaHI Ha
BUKOHAaHHS 3000B'i3aHb YKpaiHu, nependaueHux BucHoBkom Ilapmamentcbkoi AcamoOiei
Pagun €Bpornu Big 26 BepecHs 1995 p. N 190 momo 3asBku Ykpainu Ha Berynm ao Pamu
€Bponny;

34. TlocranoBa Ilnenymy BepxosHoro Cyny Vkpainu [Resolution of the Plenum of the
Supreme Court of Ukraine] Bix 1 mucromnama 1996 p. Ne 9 «IIpo 3acrocyBanns Konctutyirii
VYkpainu npu 371l iCHEHHI IpaBoOCYIsI»;

35. Tlocranosa Ilpesunii BepxosHoro Cymy Vkpainu [Resolution of the Plenum of the
Supreme Court of Ukraine] Ned44 Bix 23 rpyaus 2003 poky «Illogo mpakTUKKA BHUPILIEHHS
CIOpIB, TMOB'SI3aHUX 13 3aCTOCYBAaHHSM 3aKOHOJABCTBA IIPO OINOAATKYBAHHSA CYO'€KTIB
HiANpUEMHUITBa», "['ocronapcbke cyq0uMHCTBO B YKpaini" 2004.
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1. 3BiT VYpsAmoBoro yYHOBHOBAXEHOTO TMPO  PEe3ylbTaTH  ISJIBHOCTI Y  CHpaBax
€Bpomneiickkoro cyny 3 mnpaB smoguaua  [Report of the Governmental Representative
concerning results of activities in cases of the European Court of Human Rights] cranom na
19 6epesnst 2013 poky, http://www.minjust.gov.ua/9329;
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2. Jlonosins ['onoBu Bumoro AnminictparuBraoro Cyny Ykpainu I[lacentoka O. M. [Report
of the Head of the Higher Administrative Court of Ukraine Pasenjuk Oleksandr] na
MixnaponHiii koHbpepeHiii «[Ipobnemu 3acTocyBaHHS MPaKTUKH CBPOINEHCHKOTO Cyay 3
npaB JIIOJMHM Yy TOpaBoBi  cuctemi  Ykpaimm» Big 1 gumas 2011 poky,
http://www.vasu.gov.ua/en/imp_sub.html?_m=publications&_t=rec&id=1864.
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