CMPABA «OHILLEHKO MPOTW YKPAIHN»
(CASE OF ONISHCHENKO v. UKRAINE)
(3asBa N2 33188/17)

Ctucnwii Buknap pieHHs Bia 20 6epesHsa 2025 poky

[lo €Bponeiicbkoro cygy 3 npaB AAWHKM (dani — €BpONeicbkuid cya) 3afBHUK
CKapXuBCs 3a NyHKTOM 1 cTaTTi 6 Ta cTatTeto 13 KoHBEHLIT NPOo 3aXWUCT npaB MOAUHM |
OCHOBOMONOXHMX cBo60A (Aani — KOHBEHLIS), WO TpUBaNiCTb BiANOBIAHOMO LMBINBHOMO
NPOBAKEHHSA 6YyNla HE CYMICHOIO 3 BMMOIOK «PO3YMHOI0 CTPOKY» Ta Y HbOro He 6yno
e@eKTUBHOr0 3acoby HPUANYHOIO 3axMCTy Y 3B'A3KY 3 LWMM. PO3rNsHYyBLWM CKapru
3a9BHUKA, EBPOMNENCHKMIA CyA BKOTPE 3BEPHYB yBary Ha Te, 0 PO3YMHICTb Tp1BaOCTI
NPOBa[KEHHS MOBWHHA OLIHIOBATUCS Y KOHTEKCTI 06CTAaBMH CMPaBM Ta 3 ypaxyBaHHAM
TaKMX KPUTepiiB: CKMIAQHICTb CrpaBu, NOBefdiHKa 3adBHMKIB | BIAMOBIAHUX OpraHis
[epXaBHOI BNaan, a Takox BaXIMBICTb NpeaMeTa Crnopy /15 3ad4BHMKIB. EBPONENCbKMiIA
Cy[ OiMWOB BUCHOBKY, LLO Y Ll CnipaBi TpUBasiCTb NPOBAKEHHSA 6yNa HaAMIPHOK Ta He
BiZiNOBIAana BUMO3i «pO3YMHOI0 CTPOKY» i 1|0 3aABHWK HE MaB Yy CBOEMY PO3MOPSAAXKEHHI
eQEeKTNBHOIO 3acoby OPUANYHOTO 3aXMCTY Y 3B'A3KY 3 LMK CKapramut, Ta KOHCTaTyBaB
NopyLUeHHA NyHKTY 1 cTaTTi 6 Ta cTaTTi 13 KOHBEHLT.

3A UMX TIIACTAB CYZ O4HOI 0J10CHO
1. Oronoulye ckapry NpUMHATHOR,

2. [locTaHoBNsE, WO Ui CKaprv CBia4ath Npo NOpPYLLIEHHA NYHKTY 1 cTaTTi 6 Ta cTaTTi 13
KOHBEHL|IT Y 3B'A3KY 3 HAIMIPHOK TPUBANMICTIO LIMBINIbHMX MPOBAIXKEHDb Ta BIICYTHICTHO Y
HaLliOHaNbHOMY 3aKOHOABCTBI e(DEeKTNBHOMO 3aCOby HOPUANYHOTO 3aXUCTY;,

3. [TocTaHoBNSE, WO:

(a) ynpomoBX TPbOX MiCALIB Aep)KaBa-BiAnoBiAay NOBUHHA CNATUTK 3aABHUKY CYMY,
3a3HaveHy B TabiuLi y 40AaTKY; Lif Cyma Mae ByTU KOHBEPTOBAHA B HaLliOHaIbHY BatOTy
[epXaBu-BianoBifava 3a KypcoM Ha [IeHb 3[INCHEHHA NaTexy;

(b) i3 3aKiHYEHHAM 3a3HAYEHOrO TPUMICSYHOIO CTPOKY 10 0CTaTOYHOrO PO3PaxyHKy Ha
3a3HayYeHi CyMW HapaxoByBaTUMETbCA MPOCTWIA BiACOTOK (Simple interest) y po3mipi
FPaHNYHOI MO3MYKOBOI CTaBKM EBPOMECHKOr0 LEHTPANbHOro 6aHKy, fika AisTuMe B
nepioa HeCnnaTu, A0 AKOI Mae 6yTV A0AaHO TPU BiACOTKOBI MYHKTU.



