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METOIOJIOTTA PO3IVIAAY 3ASABU ITPO NTPOBOKAIIIIO B ITPAKTHUII €CILJI

THE METHODOLOGY OF CONSIDERATION OF THE STATEMENT
OF PROVOCATION IN THE PRACTICE OF ECHR

I'ypa O.IL., nomiyHuk cyaui

Buwuii anmuxopynyitinuil cyo,

acnipanT kadeapu KpUMiHAJbHO-NIPABOBUX AUCHHILIIH

ITnemumym npasa Jlvbeiscvko2o Oepacagro2o yHigepcumenmy HYmpIWHIX cnpas

CTaTTs npycBsiveHa BUCBITIIEHHIO OHOI i3 HaNaKTyanbHILUMX TEM Y CyYacHiii NpaBO3aCcTOCOBHIN NPaKTULi B KPUMIHAMNBHMX NPOBaKEHHSIX,
MUTaHHIO NPOBOKALLii 3MOYMHIB MPABOOXOPOHHNMY OpraHaMu, @ came TakoMy Oro acnekTy siKk BUMOrn [0 06rpyHTOBaHOCTI 3asBM NPO MPOBOKa-
uito. OckifnbKkn NUTaHHSA HacnigKiB yCTaHOBIEHHS NPOBOKaLlii Mig Yac CyfoBOro po3rnsay 3anuiuarTbCs Malixe He yperynboBaHUmm KpumiHanb-
HUM MpoLiecyarnibHUM KOAEKCOM YKpaiHu, TO y AKOCTI MigBasiMH perynioBaHHS 3aCTOCOBaHO MPaKTUKy €BPONeCbKOro cyay 3 npas NMoANHN.

[ocnigxeHHs nobynoBaHe 3a MPUHLMMNOM MOCHIAOBHOMO XPOHOMOTYHOTO aHanisy pilleHb €BpOMNENCcbLKOro cyay 3 npas MOAVHK B acnekTi
oro BUMOr A0 3asBU NpO NpoBoKaLito 3nounHy Big 2008 poky, 3okpema pileHHs y cnpasi «Ramanauskas v. Lithuania», Ne 74420/01 Big
05.02.2008 poky, fio HarcyYacHiwmx pieHb 2021 poky, 3okpema «Yakhymovych v. Ukraine», 23476/15 Big 16.12.2021 poky.

Y xoAi AOCMIMKEHHS BUCBITNEHO MUTaHHA BUMOr €BPOMENCLKOrO Cyay 3 NMpaB MoAMHKU A0 3asBU MPO NPOBOKALLK0 3MOYMHY, YCTAHOBIIEHO
TeHAEHLjto 40 3MiHM nigxoay cyay Yy 3a3Ha4yeHOMy NuTaHHi. 3okpeMa KOHCTaToBaHO, L0 Ha MoYaTKOBUX eTanax po3rnsay CyAoM crpas i3 ene-
MeHTOM npoBokauii (1998-2008 poku), cya He BucyBaB Byap SKUX BUMOT LLOAO OBrPYHTOBAHOCTI 3asiB MPO NMPOBOKALit0, 3p0BNEHNX 3aABHNKOM.
HatowmicTb, i3 2017 poky Biabynocb nepeocMuCIIeHHs! CyAOM 3a3Ha4eHoro niaxody i ik HacnifokK, 3MiHW B NMPaKTUL, WO (akTU4HO yCTaHOBUMK
NeBHi BUMOrU 0 3asiBK NPO MPOBOKALLito, 30KpemMa LLOAO ii apryMeHTOBaHOCTI Ta BiAMNOBIAHOCTI MEBHWUM KpuTepisaMm, ski 61 fo3sonsnu cygy i3
OYEBWAHICTIO CTBEPAXKYBATMK, LLO Ta Yy iHLIA 3asBa Mae po3rnsaaTch Sk Taka, LWo Nignaaace nig Kateropito cnpas npo NpoBoKallilo.

Takox y cTaTTi AOCNIMKEHO MUTAHHS TaK 3BaHOI METOAOSIOrT 3aCTOCYBaHHS CYTHICHOIO (MaTepianbHOro) Ta MpoLecyanbHOro TECTIB Ha NPOBOKa-
Lito €BponeincbKkoro cyay 3 Npas MoAUHM, Ha sIKi MOCUNaTLCS Ta BUKOPUCTOBYIOTb HaLlioHanbHi CyoBi opraHu YkpaiHu. 3pobneHo neBHi BUCHOBKM
LLOAO CTaAiHOCTI po3rnsay €BponericbkiM CyAoM 3 NpaB MIoAMHM 3asBM NPO NPOBOKALito Ta AOLINBbHOCTI 3anpoBaKEHHS MeBHOI METOAOMOTII i3
po3rnsay 3asiBv 06BYHYBa4Ye€HOro MPO MPOBOKALLi0 Ha PiBHI HaLliOHANbHUX CYAOBUX IHCTUTYLA: NepLUOi, anensiLiiHoi Ta kacauiHOi iHCTaHLji.

KntouoBi cnoBa: nposokaLllis 3nounHy, niadyproBaHHsA 3nouvHy, €Esponencbkuin cyg 3 npas mognHn, ECIJT, cyTHICHWIA (MaTepianbHUin) TecT,
npoLecyanbHuin TeCT, METOZOMOriS PO3rsAy 3asBU Npo NPOBOKaLlito.

The article focuses on one of the most topical issues in modern law enforcement practice in criminal proceedings, the issue of law
enforcement agencies entrapment to a crime, namely, its aspect of the requirements for substantiation of a complaint about entrapment. Since
the issues of the consequences of establishing of incitement during court proceedings remain almost unregulated by the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine, the author uses the case law of the European Court of Human Rights as the basis for regulation.

The study is based on the principle of a consistent chronological analysis of the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights in terms
of its requirements for a statement of incitement to commit the offences from 2008, in particular, the judgment in the case of Ramanauskas v.
Lithuania, Ne 74420/01 of 05.02.2008, to the most recent judgments of 2021, in particular, Yakhymovych v. Ukraine, 23476/15 of 16.12.2021.

The study highlights the requirements of the European Court of Human Rights to a complaint of incitement to commit an offence, and establishes
a tendency to change the court's approach to this issue. In particular, it is stated that at the initial stages of the court's consideration of cases with
an element of incitement (1998-2008), the court did not impose any requirements regarding the validity of the incitement allegations made by
the applicant. Instead, since 2017, the court has rethought this approach and, as a result, changed its practice, which in fact established certain
requirements for a incitement statement, in particular, its reasoning and compliance with certain criteria that would allow the court to clearly state
that a particular statement should be considered as falling within the category of entrapment cases.

The article also examines the issue of the so-called methodology of application of the substantive (material) and procedural tests for
incitement detection of the European Court of Human Rights, which are referred to and used by the national judicial authorities of Ukraine. The
author draws certain conclusions regarding the stages of consideration by the European Court of Human Rights of an complaint of incitement
and the expediency of introducing a certain methodology for considering an accused's complaint of incitement at the national judicial institutions
levels: first instance, appeal and cassation.

Key words: incitement to commit the offences, entrapment to a crime, European Court of Human Rights, ECHR, substantive (material) test,
procedural test, an complaint of incitement methodology of consideration.

IMocranoBka npod.aemu i Mera crarri. [IutanHio mposo-
Karii 37J04MHy IPUCBIYEHO TOCUTH 0araro HayKOBHUX Ta IPaK-
TUYHUX Tpailb. [IpoTe, BIACYTHICTh MPABOBUX HOPM, sIKi OU
pEeryinoBaal IHCTUTYT 3a00pOHU IPOBOKAIIl Ta HACIIIKIB ii
ycTaHOBIEHHs y KpuMiHalbHOMY HpOLECyaJbHOMY KOIEKCi
VYkpainn (nami — KITIK) npusBomuTh 10 moaanbiioi HeoOXia-
HOCTI 3alIOBHEHHSI 3aKOHOABYHX MPOTAJIHH.

Onwiero 13 npo0GueM, sIKi CTaBUTh Iepe] HaMM IIPaKTHKa
€ TUTaHHS MOIEPEeAHbOI OOIPYHTOBAHOCTI 3asBU IIPO NPO-
BOKAII}0 1 BIJICYyTHOCTI YiTKOTO aJIrOPUTMY HEpIIOYEPrOBHX
Ta TONANBIINX NIl HAIlIOHAIBHUX CYIIB MPH BHCYBaHHI CTO-
POHOIO 3aXHUCTy 3asBU IIPO HPOBOKALil0. AHaji3 IOCTaHOB
Bepxoshoro Cyny (mani — BC) ne cynom y pamkax TOBOIIB
KacalifHOT CKaprW pO3MISNAEThCS IMHUTAHHA HpPO IPOBOKA-
1if0, CBIMYHUTH TPO Te, IO KacalidHWH CyI, SK TMPaBHIIO,
MIOCHUJIAE€THCSI HAa HAsBHICTh 3MICTOBHOTO (MarepiajbHOTO)
Ta IPOLECYaIbHOrO KPUTEPiiB MpoBOKalii, HaparbOBaHUX
€BporneiicbkkuM cyoM i3 nipas maroauau (nani — €CIUI, Cyn),

MOCHUJIAIOYHCH B T.4. Ha cripaBy «Matanovi¢ v. Croatia» [1; 2].
Harowmicts, y cripasi «Matanovicy €CIIJI, po3pobieHo MeTo-
JTOJIOTIF0  3aCTOCYBaHHS KPUTEPIiB MPOBOKAIlii, siKa HEpo3-
PHUBHO IOB’s3aHa 13 CTyIEHEM OOIPYHTOBAHOCTI 3asBU IIPO
IIPOBOKaLilo0 1 (hopMyBaHHAM anroputmy Aiil Cyay, Koiau BiH
CTHKAETHCS 13 3asBOIO PO MPOBOKALIIFO.

VY mopanbliniii mpereeHTHIN MPaKTHIli, a came, y pillieHHi
no crnpasi «Akbay and others v. Germany» Ne 40495/15 Bin
15.10.2020 p. Cynom BHUCIIOBICHO MipKyBaHHS, IO SIK TIpa-
BUWJIO, BiH 3aJIMINAE 33 HAL[IOHAJBHUMHU OPTaHAMH BIIaU IIPaBO
BUPIIIyBaTH, SKOT IMPOLEIYPH CIII IOTPUMYBATHCS, KOIH
HAIIOHAJIBHI CyIM CTUKAIOTHCS 31 CKApProlo Ha MPOBOKAILiIo,
HPH [IbOMY, HAI[IOHAJIBHI CY/I TIOBUHHI PO3IISaTH CKapry Ha
MIPOBOKAIIII0 y CIOCIO, CyMICHHI 3 TIPAaBOM Ha CIpaBeUIMBUI
cynoBuit po3rsin [3].

AHaJi3 octaHHiX pociaigxeHsb i myOmikaniii. [Turanss
3a00pOHU MPOBOKALi 37104MHY OYyJI0 PO3KPUTO y UUCICHHUX
acniekrax y poborax: O. I. Anpommnoi, B. O. BepetsiHHikOBa,
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1. B. I'mosiok, O. O. [lynoposa, O. M. [Ipo3nosa, /1. B. Kamen-
cekoro, b. M. Mupka, O. C. Ocerposoi, M. A. TToropeupkoro,
M. A. lllenotsko, C. O. Illynsrina.

30Kkpema, TPOBOKAINIO iKYy, K OKPEeMHUH CKJIaa KpH-
MIHAJBHOTO MPaBOMOPYIICHHS Oylo JOCHIIIKEHO B JIHC-
eprauiiinux po6orax B. O. Bepersnnikoa, 5. M. Mupka
ta M. A. llenoreko. [TuTaHHSAM OLIIHKM HAasiBHOCTI MPOBO-
Kalii B KPUMIHAJIBHOMY MpPOBA/DKCHHI MPHUCBSIYCHO JOCIHI-
mxenns 1. B. Imosrok, O. M. [Ipo3nosa., M. A. Iloroporskoro,
a MUTaHHs HACIL/KIB yCTaHOBJIEHHS IPOBOKALT 10CIIKyBa-
nock O. O. Iynopoeum ta C. O. llynbrinum.

He3sBaxaroun Ha BUCOKHH IHTEpeC HAYKOBIIIB 1 MPAKTUKIB
IO TeMHU MPOBOKAIil, 3ayBa)kKNUMO, IO MUTAHHS METOIOJOTIT
posmsiny cynom, 3okpema €CIIJI 3asBu mpo mpoBOKallito,
1I1e He MiJJaBajJoCh CUCTEMHOMY JIOCITIDKCHHIO, TaK CaMo SIK
1 MMTaHHS CTYNEHIO O0OIPYHTOBAHOCTI 3asIBH PO MPOBOKAIIIFO.

VYpaxoByroun Te, mo npakruka €CIIJI paHo uu mi3HO 3Ha-
XOJIUTh CBOE BiJJOOpakeHHsI (HAaBITh IHTEPIPETAILlil0) y HAIiO-
HaJIbHIN Cy[OBIH MPAKTHUIll, METOIO IIi€T CTATTI € JOCIIIKSHHS
esosrontii mutanHs BuMor €CITJI 1o o0rpyHTOBAaHOCTI 3asiBH
PO MPOBOKAIIiF0 Ha CTAIiT il BUCYBAHHS, & TAKOXK CTaIIHHOCTI
MpOLECy PO3MIsLY MUTAHHS MPOBOKALIT i1 4ac JOCIIKESHHS
o6craBuH crpasu B €CILL.

BukJiajg ocHoBHOro marepiasy jociaiamxeHHst. OCKiTbKHI
PO3BUTOK I1HCTHTYTY WpOBOKaIii (miaOyproBaHHS) IO BYH-
HEHHS 3JI04MHY Yy 3HAuHIM Mipi 3aBasdye came IpPaKTHI
€CIUI, To B AKOCTI TOYKH BiUliKy, MU Oynemo Opatu came
HOTO MpeleAeHTHY PAKTHKY.

Sk yKe 3a3HauaNoCh paHille, IHCTHTYT MPOBOKAIlii,
sKi 1 BCl HOrO eJIeMEHTH, 3a3HaB 3HAYHUX 3MiH y Hpoueci
CBOTO PO3BUTKY Y mpeueneHTHii npaxruni €CIIJI, nounna-
roun i3 pimenns y crpasi «Teixeira de Castro v. Portugaly,
Ne44/1997/828/1034 Bix 09.06.1998 p. [4] 3akiHuyroun pileH-
Hamu y crpasax «Yakhymovych v. Ukraine», 23476/15 Bix
16.12.2021 p. Ta «Berlizev v. Ukraine», No 43571/12 Big
08.10.2021 p.

Omxe, KO npoanamizyBary npaktuky €CIUI y nuran-
HSIX [IPOBOKALLiT, sIKa HaJliuye OJIU3bKO TPHOX AECATKIB PillICHb,
MOXXEMO IiMTH BUCHOBKY, 110 YIepIle MUTAaHHS OOIPYyHTOBA-
HOCTI «3asiBH ITPO TPOBOKAIIiI0» 3p0o0IeH0i 00BUHYBAUYCHHUM,
BucBITIIIOETECST Yy §70 crpaBu «Ramanauskas v. Lithuaniay,
Ne 74420/01 Bim 05.02.2008 p., Ta i3 HE3HAUHMMU Bapialli-
SIMH, BOHO 3yCTPIi4a€ThCs 1€ NMPHHAMMHI B BOCBMHU PillICH-
HsiX, 30kpema: «Sepil v. Turkey» §37, «Sandu and Others
v. Moldova» §36, «Furcht v. Germany» §53, «Taraneks v.
Latvia» §66, «Matanovi¢ v. Croatia» §130, «Ramanauskas v.
Lithuania (Ne 2)» §61, «Akbay and others v. Germany» §118,
Yakhymovych v. Ukraine» §39, 45, 62.

BiamosinHo 1o §36 pimrenns y cnpasi «Sandu and Others
v. Moldova» «36. Cyo 3asnauae, wo 3aa6HUK YIMKO GUKILAB
yi apeymenmu neped HaAyiOHATLHUMU CYOAMU, 36UHYBAUYIOUU
ocoby C. y niobyprosanHi 3a Cnpusus noaiyii. Y maxii cumy-
ayii 0bsunysauenns mac 0ogecmu, wjo niobyprosans we oOyno,
3a yMO8U, Wo MeepodIceHsl NIOCYOHO20 He € YIIKOM Henpas-
donoodionumu (It falls to the prosecution to prove that there
was no incitement, provided that the defendant’s allegations
are not wholly improbable — anen.). 3a siocymnocmi maxux
00Ka3i8, 3A80aHHAM CYOOBUX OP2AHI6 € BUBYEHHA (haxkmis
cnpasu i excumms HeoOXIOHUX 3ax00i8 Ol 6CMAHOBIEHHS
icmunuy, wWob sUHAYUMU, YU MALo Micye ni0OYpo8anHs (Ous.
«Ramanauskas v. Lithuania», § 70)» [5].

3BepHEMO 0cOOJIMBY yBary Ha Te, sIKi TEpMiHU BHKOpPHUC-
TaHO B OPUTiHAJIBHOMY TEKCTi PillIeHHI Ha aHIIIMCBKiil MOBI:
«TBep/pKeHHS (3asBa)» — «the defendant’s allegations» Ta «He
€ LIJIKOM HeMMOBIpHOIO» — «are not wholly improbabley.

Came y 1ux JIBOX acleKTax, Ha Hally JyMKY, KPHEThCS
CyTb IIMTaHHS OOIPYHTOBAHOCTI 3as1BH IIPO MPOBOKAILIIIO.

3BepTalOYNCh O TEPMEHEBTHYHOTO METONY, OCOOIMBY
yBary MpHIUTIMO TOMY, sike came ciioBo Bukopuctano €CITJT
JUISL MO3HAYEHHs 3asiBM OOBHMHYBA4E€HOIO IIPO IMPOBOKALIIO,
a came «allegationy.

Biamosigao no KemOpimkcpkoro Crnosauka (Cambridge
Dictionary), — «allegation», o3Hauae — 3asiBa, 3poOieHa 6e3
HaJIaHHs JI0Ka3iB, MPO TE€, 10 XTOCh BYMHUB MIOCh TOTaHE
a0o HesakoHHe (a statement, made without giving proof, that
someone has done something wrong or illegal — anri.) [6].

3rigno i3 Oxcdopacbkum CrnoBHukoM (Oxford Learner’s
Dictionary), — «allegation», o3Hauae — ImyOniuHa 3asBa, 3po-
OsneHa Oe3 HaJlaHHS JI0KA3iB, sSiKa 3BUHYBauy€ KOrOCh y BAMHEHHI
YOroch HEMpaBHJIBHOTO abo He3akoHHOTo (a public statement
that is made without giving proof, accusing somebody of doing
something that is wrong or illegal — anrn.) [7].

3a3HaveHl TBEPHKCHHS KOPECIIOHIYIOTHCS 13 JIIECITIBHOIO
(dopmoro iMenHmKa «allegation» — to alleged (alleging), 1o
BIJIMOBIZAHO 710 ciioBHUKa Merriam-Webster Dictionary nepe-
KIIAJIAEThCS SIK — CTBEPIKYBaTH 0e3 Joka3iB abo 0e3 noBe-
neHHs (to assert without proof or before proving — anrn.) [8].

Sk cTBepmKye aBTOpUTeTHe BHUIaHHS [OpuanaHui
cnouuk brneka (Black's Law Dictionary), KOpiHHS TepMiHy
«allegation» csraioTh aHIIIMCHKOTO LEPKOBHOTO TIpaBa,
B SIKOMY IIeli TEpMiH O3HA4Ya€e «Pi3HOBH MPOIIECyaTbHUX JIiH,
KOJIM BIAMOBiAay, 3aMiCTh TOTO, 10O 3amepedyBaTH 3BHHY-
BaYCHHsI MO3MBaya TiJ] MPHUCATOI0, MOXE HABECTH Oymb-sIKi
oOcTaBUHU Ha CBiii 3axucT. Lle nae iioMy, y CBOIO 4epry, IpaBo
Ha BIJIMOBIb MO3MBAYA TTiJI TIPUCSTOO, MICIISI YOTO BiH MOXKE
MepelTH 10 JOKa3iB Tak caMo, K 1 HOro aHTaroHicT» [9].

OTrxe, K BOAUAEThCS 13 HABEJICHHUX MEPEKIaiB Ta TIy-
MaueHHs Aedininii «allegationy, MoBa iijie po 3asiBy, Ha TiJI-
TBEP/DKCHHSI SIKOT HE TMOJA€ThCS T0KA3iB, IO MO CYTi € TMpo-
CTHMH, 0€3/10Ka30BUMH TBEPDKCHHSIMH 3asiBHUKA.

Mo crocyeThbest apyroi, i3 BUIUIEHUX HAMU XapaKTepuC-
THK 3asBU IIPO MPOBOKALIO, «HE € LIJIKOM HEHMOBIPHOIOM,
TO BOHa € JUCKyCiiiHMM HaBiTh ans camoro €CIIJI. Bin-
TaK, BUCIIB «HE € LIJIKOM HEHMOBIpHHMY yIepiie 3’sBHBCS
y mpaktuui €CIDI y 3rapaniii crnpasi «Ramanauskas v.
Lithuania» §70 y 2008 poui i 3actocoByBascsi 10 2017 poky,
ko €CILJT BuHic pimeHHs y cripaBi «Matanovié¢ v. Croatia»
Ne 2742/12 Bin 04.04.2017 p.

@DakTUYHO, TaKe TIyMayeHHs, 3aCTOCOBYBAIOCH OyK-
BaJIbHO 1 mependavyano 3Ha4Hy CBOOOAY CYIJIIBCHKOTO PO3-
Cyay, sIKa BUXO/SYH 13 3MicTy (hOpMYJTFOBaHHS, Oys1a TPaHUYHO
mIMpoKoro. Y MOEIHAHHI 13 BU3HAYSHHSIM 3as1BH («allegation),
110 He norpedyBaa aokasis, npakruka €CILI cxumnsiaace 10
TOTO, IO Maiike Oyb-siKka 3asiBa 00BUHYBAYCHOTO MPO MPOBO-
Kallito, Masia OyTH TepeBipeHa CyJ0M, OCKUIbKU He Oysa Ii-
KOM HEMMOBIPHOIO.

[TigBonsium neBHi MiICyMKH, 3a3HaYUMO, 1110 710 2017 poky,
konu Oyno BHMHECEHO pimeHHs y cmopaBi «Matanovi¢ v.
Croatiay, Ist IHII[IFOBaHHS PO3IIISLY CY/IOM THTaHHS MPOBO-
Kallii 1mo crpasi, 3asBHUKY OyJI0 JOCTaTHBO BHUCIOBUTH OyIb-
Ky 3asBy Oe3 OOIpYyHTYBaHHs il KOHKPETHHMH [OKa3aMu
Ta TOAPOOULISIMH, TIO/IAJIBIIIE 3allePeueHHs IPOTH HEl Ta HaBe-
JICHHS BIIMOBITHHUX J0Ka3iB, MOKJIAIATI0Ch HA CTOPOHY OOBH-
HYBa4YeHHS.

Mepumm pimenssm, ae cynai €CILUI xoua HanpsMy i He
MOCTaBWIX MiJl CyMHIB NMPAaBMWJIBHICTh TA aKTyaJbHICTh TAKOl
OIIIHOYHOT KaTeropii Sk «HE € [[IJIKOM HEHMOBIPHOIO», € CIIpaBa
«Matanovi¢ v. Croatiay. L{to cripaBy, 1o mpaBy MO>KHa Ha3BaTH
omniero i3 kmouoBux y mpaxruui €CIII, sika crocyerbes
IUTaHHS 3a00pOHM MPOBOKaLil. Y pilleHHI MO Wil crpasi,
Cyj1 9iTKO BU3HAYHB 3MICT CYTHICHOTO (MarepiajibHOT0) TecTa
Ha npoBokailito (§123—124 crnparu), nporecyaabHOTO TecTa
(§125-130 crpaBu) Ta chopMyBaB METOJOJIOTIIO CYY, LIOA0
BUKOPHCTaHHS yKa3aHux TecTiB (§131-135 cnpasm).

OTXe, 3BEPTArOYUCh JI0 3MICTY HaBEJCHUX ITyHKTIB, 3BEp-
HEMO yBary, 0 MPUIHC «OOBUHYBAYEHHS IIOBHHHO JIOBECTH
BiZICYTHICTb MifOyproBaHHsA (IIPOBOKaLii), 3a yMOBH, LIO
TBEP/UKCHHSI 3asiBHMKA HE € I[JIKOM HEHMOBIPHHUMM» Mic-
TUTHCS Y CKJIAJIOBIM MPOIECYaIbHOTO TECTY Ha MPOBOKAIIIIO
(§130 pimienns).

Pa3oM i3 THM, OKpIM yKe TPaAULIHHOrO NOCIaHHS Ha CTa-
nuii BucniB, €CIIJI y Tak 3BaHill METOROOTIT OIL[IHKK CyIOM
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3asBU 0OBUHYBa4EHOT0 PO TpoBokKallifo (§131-135 pimenns
y cmpasi «Matanovi¢ v. Croatia»), cepea iHIIOro, 3a3Ha4uB,
O «NONepeoHill po3eisad npu OYiHyi ckapeu Ha niodbypio-
6aHMs NOG'A3AHUIL 3 HAAGHICTNIO OOIPYHMOBAHOI CKapzu Ha
me, w0 3A5A6HUK 3A3HAE NIOOYPIOGAHHS 3 OOKY 0epAUCABHUX
opearis. Y 36'a3Ky 3 yum, 0as mozo, wod npucmynumu 00
nooanvwoi oyinku, Cy0 nouHeH nepekoHamucs, wo cumy-
ayis, saKka poszenadaemvcs, prima facie (Ha nepuwiuti noeuso —
Jaam.) nionadac nio Kamezopiio «CHpasu npo niodyproeamHs
(Ous. cnpasu, 6 AKux yeu Kpumepitl He 0y8 OOMpPUMAHULL,
«Trifontsov v. Russia», Ne 12025/02, §32-35, 9 owcoemus
2012 poxy, i «Lyubchenko v. Ukrainey, Ne 34640/05, §33-34,
31 mpasusa 2016 poky) (§131). Axwo Cyo nepexonaembcs,
Wo ckapea 3as6HUKA niOnadac nid Kame2opiio «cnpas npo
6MACHEHHA Y 3N0YUHHY OIANbHICMbY, 6iH pO3NOuHe, AK nep-
wiutl Kpox, OYiHKy 3a CYMHICHUM (MAmMepiarbHum) Kpumepiem
niooyprosanns (§132). Hxwo 6 pamkax mamepianshoco Kpu-
mepito nioOyprosanus Ha niocmasi HaseHoi inpopmayii Cyo
MOJICe 6CMAHOGUMU 3 OOCHAMHIM CINYNnEeHeM 6Ne6HEeHOCI,
WO HAYIOHAbHI OP2aHU 610U PO3CAIOY8AIU OISTIbHICHIb 3A516-
HUKA O cymi nacueno i He niodyprosanu 1020 00 GYUHEHHS
3NMOYUHY, YbO2O, AK NPABUI0, Oy0e 00CMAMHbBO O]l M020, Wob
Cy0 0itiuio8 BUCHOBKY, WO NOOAbULe BUKOPUCTIAHHS 8 KPUMI-
HATLHOMY NPOBAOIICEHHT NPOMU 3AA6HUKA O0KA3I8, OMPUMA-
HUX 30 OONOMO20I0 He2NACHO20 3aX00Y, He NOPYUWLYE RUMANHS
3a nynkmom 1 cmammi 6 Koneenyii' (§133) [10].

Amnanizyroun HaBeneHy Meromoinoriio Cyny, Biapasy mia-
KpECJIIMMO  JICKIIbKa MPUHIMIIOBO BiAMIHHUX MOMEHTIB
miei crpaBH, MOB’S3aHUX 13 PO3IISIIOM 3asBU OOBHHYBade-
HOTO IpO IpoBOKawlito: 1) 3amicTh crenudiqHOro TepMiHy
«3as1Ba, siKa He MOTpedy€e NOBEACHHS, 1[0 HE € IIJIKOM HelMo-
BipHOIO» (allegations are not wholly improbable — anru.),
Cyn yxuBae TepMiH «OOIpyHTOBaHa ckapra» (an arguable
complaint — aHm1.); 2) 40 IPOBEAEHHS CYTHICHOTrO (Marepi-
QJIBHOTO) Ta MIPOLECYaTIbHOIO TECTIB Ha MPOBOKAILIIIO CY[ CHO-
4yarky 3000B’s3aHUI PO3MISHYTH 3asBY PO MPOBOKAIIIO Ha
IpeAMET TOTO, UM IIiJIajac BOHA Ha MEePIIUi morsia (prima
facie — nar.) miJ KaTeropito crpas Npo NPOBOKAIIiIO, TTOCHIIA-
tounch Ha cipasu «Trifontsov v. Russia» ta «Lyubchenko v.
Ukraine» sik pUKJIaLy, 1¢ He OyJI0 JOTPUMAHO IO BUMOTY.

I{o crocyeThbest MEPUIOrO MPHHIMIIOBO HOBOI'O MOMEHTY,
To BignmosigHo no KemOpimkcbkoro CroBhuka (Cambridge
Dictionary), cioBo «ckapray» (complaint), BAKOpHCTaHE CyJIOM
y pimenHi «Matanovi¢ v. Croatia» 1ie — odiriitHa 3asBa mpo
Te, M0 XTOCh 3aloisiB KOMYCh INKOXY a00 BYMHHB IIOCH
He3akoHHe, o Mae Oytu noseaeHo B cyai [11]. Tlpuxmer-
HUK «arguable», BiamoBigHo 10 cioBHHKa Merriam-Webster
Dictionary — BUKOPUCTOBYETBCS JUJIsl TOTO, MO0 CKa3aTH, 110
€ Baromi IMiJCTaBU BBaXKaTH, 10 TBEPIKCHHS € TPAaBIHBUM
[12]. HaBeneni nepeknanu cii «complaint» (odiuiiina 3as8a)
y TMO€JHAHHI 13 PUKMETHUKOM «arguable» (oOrpyHTOBaHa),
CBIIUUTH TIPO Te, 10 y crpasi «Matanovicy €CIIJI 3acto-
COBAHO TIPHHIMIIOBO HOBHMH MiAXiX O 3asBU MPO IPOBOKA-
1it0, KM TOKJIaJa€ Ha 3asiBHUKA 000B’S30K IEBHOIO MipOIO
OOI'pYHTYBAaTH CBOIO 3asBY.

VYkazaHa OOTpyHTOBAHICTh 3asiBH, HEPO3PUBHO TMOB’s3aHA
i3 IPYTUM NPHHIMIIOBUM MOMEHTOM, IIOJ0 TEPEBIPKH CYIOM
TOTrO, M MiJNIaJa€ 3as1Ba PO IPOBOKALIIIO IIiJ] KAaTEropito cIpaB
po Ti0yproBaHHs (POBOKAIIi0), i3 MOCUIAHHSIM Ha CIIPAaBU
«Trifontsov v. Russia», §32-35 i «Lyubchenko v. Ukraine»
§33-34. VY3aranbHMBIIM HAaBEJCHE Y BIIMOBIIHUX IMYHKTaX
3a3HAYCHUX CIIPAB, MOKEMO 3POOUTH BUCHOBOK, a0U BBAXKATH
CHTYaIilo 3asiBHUKA TaKOIO, IO MiJIaAa€ i KaTeropilo CIpas
po TpoBOKaIlito (mig0yproBaHHs), Mae BOAUaTUCh HAIPH-
KJIaJ OJIHA i3 HACTYMHHMX IiJcTaB: 1) IO areHT-IPOBOKATOP
MepIIUi BUAIIOB HA KOHTAKT i3 3assBHUKOM, a TOIIEHCHKUM
iHpOpMaTOpOM CTaB JIMIIE MICJIST BUMOTH NPO Jady xabaps
(§33, «Trifontsovy»); 2) TBepKCHHSI 3asBHUKA MPO TPOBO-
KaIlifo MaloTh OyTH CBOE€YACHUMH, 13 CAMOTO 3aTPUMAaHHS YU
rmoyarky posciigyBanHs i nocninoBHumHu (§34, «Trifontsov»)
[13]; 3) cyn mae po3ymiTH, 10 MOBa e came MpO MPOBO-

Kallifo a He MPO «ITJICTaBy», KOJIH MPAaBOOXOPOHII, HAIPH-
KJ1aJ1, NiAKUHYM 4u cTBopmin nokasu (§33, «Lyubchenkoy);
4) areHT-MpoBOKATOP IPALIOBAB 13 MPABOOXOPOHIISIMH, L0 70
BuMmaraHHs xabaps (§33, «Lyubchenkoy) [14].

3a3Ha4MMoO, [0 HaBeIEHI KpHUTepil, Ha Hally IyMKY, HE
€ TaKuMH, sKi BUMAraloTbCsl OJHOYACHOCTI 1 po3poOieHi
€CIUI mns toro, abu nmepBUHHO KiIacH(ikyBaTH, UM B3araii
3asBa MPO TMPOBOKAII € MPUHHATHOI 1 YU € JOIITBHUM
TO/IANIbIIIA OIiHKA CIIPaBU Ha MpPEeIMET MPOBOKALii Ta MpoBe-
JICHHS CYyTHICHOTO (MarepiajbHOTO) i MPOIECyalIbHOIO TECTIB
Ha MPOBOKAILIIIO.

[TizcymoByrouM, B JEsKii Mipi, METOJOJIOTII0, HABEACHY
B §131-135 cnpaBu «Matanovi¢» HaBeIeMO HACTYIIHY MOCITi-
JIOBHICTB [l Cyqy, KONU BiH CTHKAETHLCS 13 3a8BOIO MPO IPO-
BOKAIIiI0: Cy[l Ha MiZcTaBl 00IPYHTOBaHOI 3asiBH (0OBUHYBa-
YEHOT0) CIIOYATKy Ma€ IePEeKOHATHCH, IO CIIPaBa, Ha MEePIIHi
OIS, TMiJaaae il Kareropiro CIpaB «Ipo MPOBOKAIIFO»
(§131), mami, Ko 1e Taxk, TO Cyl Mae MepeiTu 10 mpoBe-
JICHHS CYTHICHOTO (MarepiajbHOr0) TECTa Ha IPOBOKAIIIO
(§132), ne mae i3 mOCTaTHIM CTYNEHEM BIEBHEHOCTI yCTa-
HOBHUTH HAsBHICTh YM BIJICYTHICTh CYTHICHHX XapaKTepHC-
tuk npookauii (§133). Sxumo Cyn BCTaHOBUTH Ha MiACTaBi
CYTHICHOTO (MaTepiajbHOr0) KpUTEPilo, IO 3asBHUK 3a3HaB
miaOyproBaHHs Beynepeu nyHkTy 1 crarti 6 Konsenuii, Cymy
HeoOXiHO Oyne mepeiTy, B SKOCTI JPYroro KPoKy, A0 Mpolie-
CyallbHOro kputepito nindyprosanss (§134). ¥ pamkax npo-
necyanabHoro Tecty, CyaoM TakoX BHKIAJCHO IOJIOKEHHS,
IO JTIOBEJICHHS BIJICYTHOCTI MiJOyPIOBAHHS MMOKJIAa€ThCS Ha
O0OBHHYBaueHHSI, 32 YMOBH, IO TBEP/XKEHHS OOBHHYBAYCHOTO
He € misikom HelimoBipuumu (§130) [10].

Sk yOauaeTbcsi 13 HaBEAEGHMX BHCHOBKIB Y CHpaBi
«Matanovicy, IpUCYyTHS NIEBHA HEY3rO/UKEHICTh Mik §130, ne
JUTSL 325IBH TIPO MTPOBOKALII0 BUMAra€ThCsl JIMIIE Te, 00 BOHA
Oyna «He 1ikom HelimoBipHOO» Ta §131, ne Cyx BuMmarae,
1100 BoHa OyJ1a 0OTPYHTOBAHOIO 1 Bi/IMOBI1aa IIEBHUM KpPHUTE-
pisim, abu miepeiTy 110 ii po3misay MO CyTi.

HasiBHICTh 3a3HaY€HOT0 CHCTEMHOTO MPOTHPIYUS € CBif-
4eHHSIM pedopMmicTchbkux mpoueciB y camomy €CILIL sixi
nmodanu BinOyBaTHUCh i3 BHHECEHHS PpIIIEHHS Yy CHpaBi
«Matanovi¢» 1 OTpUMau CBOE BIOOpPaKEHHS Yy HACTYII-
HOTO 3a XPOHOJIOTIEI0 pilleHHs 10 cnpaBi «Ramanauskas v.
Lithuania (Ne 2)», Ne 55146/14 Bin 20.02.2018 p.

BBakaemo, 10 1 MOJONAHHS BHYTPIIIHBOTO MPOTH-
piuust mixk §1301 131, abo npuHaiiMHi HOr0 MOSICHEHHS, HEO0-
X1THO 3BEpHYTHUCH 10 OKpeMoi nymku cyani Erimiyca Kypica
(Egidijus Kuris) no pimenns y cnpasi «Ramanauskas Ne 2y,
sKa CKJIQAAaeThes 3 6 po3ainiB abo 37 maparpadiB i Maibxe
MIOBHICTIO TIPHCBSYEHA KPUTHII BU3HAYEHHS «3as1Ba PO TPO-
BOKaIlif0, SIKa HE € LIIKOM HEHMOBIPHOIO» SIK TAaKOMYy, IO
€ 3aCTapUINM 1 HEaKTyaJIbHUM.

Cynas Kypic mosicHIoe MosSBY LBOTO (hOPMYTIOBAHHS
y npaktuii €CIJT Tim, 1110 1€ € CBOrO POy CYIOBHM Iepe-
kiagoM (i cyporarom) € CITJI Bimomoro npuHuuty in dubio pro
reo, AKUI € OHUM i3 CTOBIIIB CIPABEAIMBOrO KPUMiHAILHOIO
CYJOYMHCTBA 30KpeMa i BEpXOBEHCTBA MpaBa B Iiiyiomy. I1puH-
mun in dubio pro reo Bumarae, 1mo6 Oynb-sIKHii 00IpyHTOBA-
HUIA CyMHIB OyB Ha KOPHCTb OOBHHYBaueHOTO. TaKUM YHHOM,
00BHHYBauECHUH NOBUHEH HEOIMIHHO OTPHUMATU KOPUCTD 1 BiJ
CYMHIBY B TOMY, III0 HOro miaOyproBaiy 10 BUYNHEHHS KPUMi-
HAJIBHOTO MPaBOTIOPYIIEHHS, SIKE B 1HIIOMY BUTIAJKy He OyI0o
0 CKOEHO, ajie TIIbKH BijJl TAKOTO CYMHIBY, SKHH JOIyCKAaE
MOXIIUBICTB (200 HMOBIPHICTB), X04 1 HE3HAYHY, 110 MTOJI1 PO3-
BUBAJINCS B SKMIUCh CPUSTIMBHUHN CIIOCiO, BIAMIHHUIA BiJI TOTO,
SKHH CTBEp/KYE OOBHHYBAUCHHS, ajie B LIJIOMY HE € MaJo-
HMOBIpHUM TIOPIBHSIHO 3 THM, SIK 1I€ 3a3BHYail BiOyBa€eThCS
B kuTTi (§10 okpemoi mymkn) [15].

Cynna Kypic npurmyckae, 0 TpakTyBaHHS CTaHIApPTY, SIKe
Mmasio micte 3 2008 poky mo 2017 pik, JAomyckae, 1o OOBH-
HYBAaUeHWI ITOBUHEH CKOPHUCTATUCS MPAKTUYHO OyIb-SIKHM
CYMHIBOM, SIKUM OM Mi3epHUM BiH He OyB, SIKILIO TUIbKM BiH
He € aOCONIOTHO TMOPOXKHIM, HEMPUPOAHUM, TOOTO «IIJIKOM
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HEWMOBIPHUMY, TOMY IO BCE, [0 HE € HEMPUPOIHHIM, TAKOXK HE
€ «UUIKOM HEHMOBIPHUM» 32 BU3HAYeHHSAM. OOBHHYBAYCHOMY,
TaKUM YMHOM, TTOBHHHI JIOTIOMOITH 1 CyMHIBH, SIKi € IITYy4YHO
BUTAJIAHUMH 1 CYTO YSIBHUMH, aJle He «HENPHPOTHUMI» B CTPO-
romy ceHci 1poro ciiosa (§11 okpemoi aymkn) [15].

Ha nymky cyani Kypica, Bu3Hau€HHS «HE € IIIIKOM HeiiMO-
BipHE» y CIpaBax IIPO areHTiB-IPOBOKATOPIB, € 3acTapiiuM
i Mae OyTH MEperIsIHyTe, OCKIIBKM MEXaHIYHO MITpyouH i3
OfIHI€T cripaBH B iHINY, BOHO 3Mymrye Cyn IpUiiMary 3a YuCTy
MOHETY HaBiTh JOCUTb HEHMOBIPHI iCTOPil IMOBIPHUX KEPTB
NPOBOKAIl, 1 TAKUM YMHOM 3HYIIATHUCh HAJ TMPaBOCYIISIM
(§27, 34 okpemoi mymkn) [15].

IIpo momainbiie Oaxanus camoro €CILJI 3MiHUTH CBIi
MiAX1A A0 NEPBUHHOI 3asiBU TIPO MPOBOKAILi10, BUKIIOUMBIIIH 13
HBOTO TOJIOKCHHS IIPO «ABHY HE HEHMOBIPHICTBY» 3asBU PO
MIPOBOKAIII0, CBIIYMTH pillicHHs1 y crpaBi « Yakhymovych v.
Ukraine», Ne 23476/15 Bin 09.05.2022 p. [16], sike Bxke He Mic-
TUTH Oy/Ib-SIKUX TTOCUJIAaHb Ha 3raJlaHuii BUCIIB, aHl y CKJIaji
METOJOJIOTIT CyIy, aHi y CKJIa/li CYTHICHOTO (MaTepialibHOTO)
Ta TPOLECYAIBbHOTO TeCTy Ha MpOoBOKalito. HaBmaku, Biamo-
BiJTHO JI0 HOBITHBOT iHTEeprpeTailii Metoosorii Cyay, BUKIIaae-
Horo B §41-45 crpasu «Yakhymovychy, nonepenniii po3misiz
IPY OLIHII CKapry Ha MPOBOKALIiIO0, OB’ I3aHUM i3 HAsBHICTIO
o0rpyHTOBaHOI ckapru (an arguable complaint — aHruL.), 1110
3assBHUK 3a3HaB Ii0ypIOBaHHS, MOJAJbINA X OIliHKA 3ii-
CHIOETBCS CYZIOM 32 MPUHIIUIIAMH, aHAJIOTTYHUMH JI0 THX, SIKi
BUKJIaZICH] y cripaBax «Matanoviéy» Ta «Ramanauskas Ne 2y.

Sk Oaummo i3 pimeHp y cmpaBax «Matanovicy,
«Ramanauskas Ne 2» Tta «Yakhymovych» €CIIJI nosoui
MOCIIZIOBHO 3aMiHMB KpUTEpill «3asiBa, 10 HE € IJIKOM
HEHMOBIPHOIO», OO0 3asBM PO MPOBOKAIlI0, HA KpHTE-
piii «oOrpyHTOBaHa 3asBay», 3 SKOi MarOTh BOAYaTHUCh TEBHI
obcraBunu (auB. pimreHHst «Trifontsovy» Ta «Lyubchenkoy),

a TakoXK, (PaKTUIHO, 3aIIPOBAINB CTA/IIO ITONIEPEIHBOT OLIIHKU
3asiBH PO MTPOBOKAILLIIO.

BucnoBku. IlincymMoBylouM BHUKIAJCHE, MAEMO KOHCTa-
TyBaTH, 110 MPOIEC OIIHKK 3asBU Tpo mnposokariro €CITJI
€ TOCJIIOBHO-CTAIIMHUM Ta CKIIAQJA€ThCs 13 TPhOX CTaIiii:
1) monepenHs OliHKAa OOIPYHTOBAHOI 3asBU IPO IPOBOKA-
k0, K Takoi, mo prima facie JO3BOJISE BIIHECTH BUIAIIOK
3asiBHUKA JIO KaTeropii Crpas Mmpo MPOBOKAIIii0; 2) Y BUMAJKY
MO3UTHBHOTO PIillICHHSI HA MIEPIIOMY €Talli i BH3HAHHS CIIPaBU
Takol, 10 MOXE MICTHUTH €JIEeMEHT IPOBOKallii, 3acTocy-
BaHHS CYTHICHOTO (MarepiajbHOTO) TECTy Ha MPOBOKALiIo;
3) y BUIIQIKy BCTAQHOBJICHHS O3HAaK MPOBOKAIII] 32 CYyTHICHUM
(MaTepialbHHM) TECTOM, 3aCTOCYBaHHS HPOLECYaTbHOIO
TECTy Ha IPOBOKAILiIO0.

Hornsn €CIIJI Ha BUMOTM 10 3asBU MPO IPOBOKAILIiO
3a3HAB EBOJIIOLIMHUX 3MiH BiJ HaA3BHYAWHO M’SIKOTO CTaH-
JIapTy, 1o 3asBi (sika Moxke Mati HopMy OE3T0Ka30BOTO TBEP-
JUKEHHS) JOCTaTHbO OyTH «HE I[JIKOM HEWMOBIPHOIO», 10
BUMOT PO MONIEPEIHIO OLIHKY OOTPYHTOBAHOCTI 3asiBH HA BijI-
MOBITHICTB KpUTEPisiM, chopMoBaHuX y cripaBax « Trifontsovy»
ta «Lyubchenkoy, Ta ii momanpIny OLIHKY 32 IHIIUMH KPHTE-
pisiMu B paMKaX CyTHICHOrO (MarepiajibHOr0) TECTy Ha IIpO-
BOKAIIiI0.

Jocnimkena meroposorisi ECILJI y nuTaHHAX MOETanHol
OLIIHKY 3asIBU PO TMPOBOKAIIIFO IMOKH HE 3HAWIIIA CBOTO CTa-
JIOro BioOpaskeHHs y HalllOHaJbHII CynOBiM NpakTHLi Hi Ha
PiBHI Cy/iB Iepuioi, anessiifHo1 iHcTaHIii, aHi Ha piBHI Cyay
Kacarliitnoi iHcrauuii. [IpoTe, BIICYTHICTh Y MPAKTHUII CYIiB
€IMHOTO TIXOAY O YKa3aHUX NHTAHb MpaBa i (akty, mpH-
BOJUTH HAC JI0 BUCHOBKY, 110 BukopuctoByBaHi €CITJI meto-
JIOJIOTiUHI MiOXOAM € MEPCHEeKTHBHUMHU OO0 BIPOBAHKCHHS
y HalllOHAJIbHIN CYJ0Bil MPAKTHIII, 13 ypaxyBaHHSM IHCTAHIIIT
JIe PO3TIISIAETHCS TUTAHHS POBOKAIII.
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