Ne 5/2022

VIK 347.1
DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/2524-0374/2022-5/36

HJOKTPUHA VENIRE CONTRA FACTUM PROPRIUM
B YKPAIHCBKIM IUBIJIICTUYHIA ITPAKTHIII

THE DOCTRINE OF VENIRE CONTRA FACTUM PROPRIUM
IN UKRAINIAN CIVIL PRACTICE

IBanoB A.M., acucTeHT Kkadeapu IMBLILHOTO npasa Ne 1
Hayionanenuil opuouunuti ynieepcumem imeni SApociasa Myopozo

MManaxkuus I.B., cryaenTka III kypey
(akyabTeTy IPOKYpPAaTYpPH Ta KPUMiHAJIbLHOI HOCTHILIT
Hayionanvnuii opuouunuii ynieepcumem imeni Apociasa Myopozo

Mumbéapsos B.O., ctygent III kypcy
(akyabTeTy NPOKYpaTYypH Ta KPUMiHAJBLHOI KOCTHIIIT
Hayionanenuil opuouynuii ynieepcumem imeni Apociasa Myopozo

[aHa cTatTs npucesiyeHa npoGnemi NpaBoBoi NpUpoan AOKTPUHU venire contra factum proprium Ta npudmHaMm ii 3acTocyBaHHs y NpakTuLi
BepxosHoro Cyay. [locnipkeHHs NPUPOAV AOKTPYUHU YCKNaAHIOETHCS TUM, LLIO BOHA Ma€ [aBHI0 iCTOPIlO 1 HE € MPEAMETOM LUIMPOKOro 06roBOpeHHs
cepen yKkpaiHCbkMX HaykoBUiB. Yepes Lie, Ha AyMKy aBTOpIB CTaTTi, BApTO 3BEPHYTW yBary AOCMIAHWKIB Ha Lo Npo6nemy, ockinbku OCTaHHIM
Yacom BepxoBHuii Cya movaB akTMBHO 3aCTOCOBYBaTW AOKTPUHY venire contra factum proprium, anenioloun A0 NPUHUMMY [06POCOBICHOCTI,
SIK HA OAMH i3 3aranbHUX NPUMHLUMNIB LUMBINbHOTO Npasa. ABTopamu Gyrno BU3HAHO 3a AOLiNbHE po3novaTi BUKNag pesynsTaTtiB HanpautoBaHb i3
BMCBITNEHHS iCTOPIi faHOi AOKTPUHW. 3BepHEHO yBary Ha Te, Lo BoHa Bepe moyaTok Big pyMCbKOi Makcumm non concedit venire contra factum
proprium, sika HUHI NEBHUM YMHOM 3HaNLLNA CBOE BifOOpaXKeHHs y MONOXEHHSIX LMBINbHUX koaekcis LLsenuapii, TypeuunHu, HimeyunHu Ta iHWwWmnx
KpaiH. BpaxoBytoun HamnpautoBaHHA 3apybikHMX BYEHMX, aBTOpaMu OOCNILKEHO NUTaHHA CYTHOCTI venire contra factum proprium Ta npaeo-
BOi NpUpoau AaHoro cheHoMmeHy. BigluToBxytounch Bif HanpautoBaHb HaykoBus Jlyica ComMGpu BUOKPEMIIEHO eNEMEHTU JOKTPMHU. ABTOpaMu
HaBefeHi OKpeMi npaBoBi BUCHOBKM BepxoBHoro Cyay, siki MaloTb BaXIMBe 3HAYEHHS ANs NpaBUMbHOrO Po3yMiHHA CyTi venire contra factum
proprium sik 3a60POHM CynepeynuBoi NOBEAIHKM, sika BUNIUBAE i3 NPUHLMMY 40BPOCOBICHOCTI, Ta BiA3HA4YEHO HaMNOLIMPEHILLi kaTeropii cnpas,
y SKMX CyaM 3aCTOCOBYIOTb AaHy AOKTPUHY. 3a peaynsratamui AOCHiMKEHHS aBTopaMu 3pobneHo BUCHOBOK, LLIO AOKTPUHA venire contra factum
proprium cnpusie 3anobiraHHI0 cynepeynueiii NoBeaiHLI CTOPOHM LMBINbHUX BIZHOCUH SIK MPOSIBY 3r10BXMBaHHS! NpaBoM. [paBoBa cuctema He
MOXe irHopyBaTy Byab-sKy HaBMUCHY NoBefiHKY, Aka CBiAYUTb NPO 3MOBXVBAHHS NPaBOM Ta NopyLleHHs AobpocosicHocTi. Yepes Lie JoKTpuHa
3ab0poHsie cynepeynuBy noBegiHky, TO6TO 3aBOpOHSIE AiATU BCyrnepey CBOIM MonepeaHiM AisiM, MOpyLUyYM NpUHUMN fo6poCcoBiCHOCTI,
i, BiANOBIAHO, BUCTYNa€e CBOEPIAHUM MEXaHI3MOM rapaHTyBaHHS 3aXUCTY OYiKyBaHb iHLLIOI CTOPOHW NPaBOBiAHOCUH i 3abe3neyeHHs 6anaHcy Bia-
HOCWH MiXX CTOPOHaMM.

KntouyoBi cnoBa: venire contra factum proprium, npuHUMn 4o6pOCOBICHOCTI, 3a60pOHa Cynepeyn1Boi NOBEAiHKY, 3MOBXVBAHHS NPaBOM.

This article deals with the problem of the legal nature of the doctrine of venire contra factum proprium and the reasons for its application
in the practice of the Supreme Court. The study of the nature of the doctrine is complicated by the fact that it has a long history and is not
the subject of widespread discussion among Ukrainian scholars. Therefore, according to the authors of the article, researchers should pay
attention to this problem, as the Supreme Court has recently begun to actively apply the doctrine of venire contra factum proprium, appealing to
the principle of good faith as one of the general principles of civil law. The authors considered it expedient to begin the presentation of the results
of work on the history of this doctrine. Attention is drawn to the fact that it originates from the Roman maxim non concedit venire contra factum
proprium, which is now to some extent reflected in the provisions of the civil codes of Switzerland, Turkey, Germany and other countries.
Taking into account the work of foreign scholars, the authors investigated the essence of venire contra factum proprium and the legal nature
of this phenomenon. Based on the work of the scientist Luis Sombra, the elements of the doctrine are singled out. The authors present some
legal conclusions of the Supreme Court, which are important for a correct understanding of the essence of venire contra factum proprium as
a prohibition of contradictory conduct arising from the principle of good faith, and noted the most common categories of cases in which courts
apply this doctrine. According to the results of the study, the authors conclude that the doctrine of venire contra factum proprium helps to prevent
conflicting behavior of civil relations as a manifestation of abuse of rights. The legal system cannot ignore any intentional conduct that indicates
abuse of law and breach of good faith. Therefore, the doctrine prohibits conflicting behavior, ie prohibits acting contrary to their previous actions,
violating the principle of good faith, and, accordingly, acts as a kind of mechanism to ensure protection of the expectations of the other party
and ensure balance between parties.

Key words: venire contra factum proprium, good faith clause, prohibition of inconsistent behavior, abuse of rights.

AKTyanbHicTh AocaipkenHs. [Ticas Toro sx y 2018 poui
cynai BepxoBHoro Cyny B OkpeMild JyMili BKa3aid Ha HasB-
HICTb JIOKTPUHH Venire contra factum proprium i HeOOXiIHICTh
1l 3aCTOCYBaHHS IPU BUPILIICHHI CIIOPIB, Y TOJANBIIIIH CYI0BIH
IIpaKTULi NPOCHiJKOBYEThCS MiJBUIIECHHS yBaru sik Bepxo-
BHoro Cymy, Tak i cyniB iHIIMX iHCTaHLIN NO BUKOPUCTAHHSI
JIAaHOT TOKTPHHHU TIPH OOIpyHTYBaHHi piiieHb. He nuBnsunch
Ha TaKy TEHICHIIIO, cepel INpalb yKPalHCBKUX HayKOBIIB
MU He BOa4aeMO JOCIiIXKEHb CYTi Ta icTOpii AaHOI NTOKTPUHU.
OnHak, BpaXxOBYIOUM aBTOPUTETHUH BIUIUB CyAOBOI IPAKTUKH
Ha IpaBO3HABUY HAyKy, aBTOPH BBaXKAIOTh HEOOXiTHUM 3BEp-
HEHHS yBard JIOCJITHHUKIB Ha JOKTPHHY Venire contra factum
proprium §K Ha CBOEPILAHUN TEOPETUYHUIl NPUHIMII, SIKUH
B NI0JJIBLIIOMY MOXKE CYTTEBO BIUIMHYTHU HA IIPABO3aCTOCOBHY
1 IPaBOTBOPYY AisJIbHICTh YKpaiHU.

MeTo AOCHiTKEHHSI € BUSBICHHS TPHYMHU 3aCTOCY-
BaHHs JOKTPUHU Venire contra factum proprium y TpPaKTHLI
BepxosHoro Cyay, a Takox 3’sCyBaHHS 11 CyTi i CIiBBiJTHO-
LICHHS 13 PUHITUIIOM JOOPOCOBICHOCTI.

Cran gocaimxennst. [IUTaHHIO, O CTOCYETHCS NOKTPUHU
venire contra factum proprium, IPUAIIAIACh yBara HepeBaKHO
3apyOixkHUX BYeHUX. Cepell HAyKOBIIB, SKi 3aiiMaucs T0CIi-
JOKSHHSIM IIi€1 poOJIeMH, MOXKHA Big3HauuTH podotn EpBina
Piznepa, JIyica ComOpu, Boiinexa Jlaituaka. OqHak 3a3HaueHa
MpPaBOBa KOHCTPYKIIsl HE € NPEAMETOM IIMPOKOro OOrOBO-
PCHHS cepe/l HAayKOBIB YKpaiHHu. 30KpeMa, yBary Ha IbOMY
(dhenomeni Oyio 3BepHeHo Bacunem Kparom. I{e o6ymoBioe
noTpely IMOAANBIIOrO JOCTIIKEHHS 3a3HAYCHOT TPOOIEMH.

3apomKeHHs] AOKTPUHU Venire contra factum proprium
csArae CBOIM KOPIHHSM MisUTBHICTI IIKOJIM IJIOCATOPIB, SIKi
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IOpuanunmnii HayKOBUM €1EKTPOHHUMN Ky pHAI

3aiiMa’auCh KOMEHTYBaHHAM IojaoxkeHb Corpus iuris civilis
(Konekcy FOcrtuniana). Cepen BitoMuX pKeper, siKi MICTSATh
3raIKy 1IbOTO MPABOBOTO (EHOMEHA, HAJaBHIIIUM € 301pHUK
FOPUINYHUX MakcuM “Brocardia sive generalia iuris” (XII-
XIII cr.) ropucra-rmocaropa A3o. Lli MakcHMU, BKITIOYarOun
“non concedit venire contra factum proprium” (HIXTO HE MOXe
JUSITH BCYTeped CBOiM monepenHiil moBeinii), Oymu chopmy-
JIbOBaHI MEPEBAXHO HA OCHOBI JKEPEI IaBHBOTO PUMCHKOTO
mpaBa. CBO€ MOMIMPEHHSI MAKCUMU HaOy/IH Bke y XV CTONITTI,
3aBASKU NEpepyKyBaHUM BUJIaHHAM fopucta [1, c. 33].

IToMiTHEe 3pOCTaHHS 3HAYCHHS MaKCHUMHU B IOPHIUYHIH
Hay1li BiiOysochk Ha moyatky XX CTOJITTS Ta OB’ sI3aHE 3 ITPH-
CBSIYCHOIO il KHHUTOIO “Venire contra factum proprium: Studien
im romischen, englischen und deutschen Civilrecht” Epsina
Piznepa. Himelpkuii ;opuCcT BKa3aB Ha MaKCUMY SIK Ha iHCTpY-
MEHT, SIKUi Ha/JacTh 3MOTY TIOOJNATH MPOTAaIHHU B Komudi-
katii. JIo pedi, caMe 3aBISIKH venire contra factum proprium
y HIMELbKOMY IIpaBi, 3apoiuiacs AOKTpuHa Verwirkung.
Bona Oyna chomoBana y 1920 p. BepxoBuum cynom Himeu-
YHHU. 3a3Ha4eHa JOKTPHHA 3a00pOHsE 0CO0I CKOPHCTATUCS
CBOIM ITPaBOM, SIKIIO BOHAa HE BHKOPHCTAJA IIe TPaBo y IeB-
HUH mepiof 1 Apyra CTOpOHA, SiKa IOKJIANAEeThCsl Ha 100po-
COBICHICTb, pO3paxoByBaja, IO 1€ MPaBo y MailOyTHbOMY He
Oyne icayBaru [1, c. 44-45].

Huni puMcpka Makcuma non concedit venire contra
factum proprium 3acTOCOBYETbCS Yy JA€paKaBaX POMaHO-Tep-
MAaHCBKOT'0 IIpaBa, BTinuBIIKCH y “rule of honesty”. Lst Hopma
CIPSIMOBaHA Ha Te, 1100 3armo0irTi 3aKOHHKUM, ajie BOJHOYAC
HECNpaBeUIMBUM CUTyalisM 1 nommpena y LIBelinapcekomy
ta TypeupkoMy [{UBITBHUX KOACKCAX, 1€ MAE MIMPOKY chepy
3aCTOCYBAHHS, a TAKOX BKJIIOUEHA Y IIUBLIbHI Kojekcu Ppan-
uii, HiMmeyuunu ta Itanii, ane nuimie B 4acTUHI TayMa4eHHS
JIOTOBOPIB Ta BUKOHAHHS O0priB [2].

Just GiIbIl TOYHOTO PO3YMIHHS Ta 3aCTOCYBAaHHS KOH-
CTPYKUII venire contra factum proprium ciii po3mISHYTH 11
€JIEMEHTH. BUIIJCHHS CKIIaJOBUX YAaCTUH I1i€i KOHCTPYKIIIT
HEOOXiZHO [UIsl BCTAaHOBIICHHS IpeMeTa TOKa3yBaHHS B paM-
KaX CyIepewInBOi MOBEIiHKH.

ITpoananizyBaBlM HampalioBaHHs IpaBo3HaBusg Jlyica
CoMOpu MOKHa 3pOOMTH BUCHOBOK, L0 Venire contra factum
proprium, 3aCHOBaHA Ha i7iesX J0OPOCOBICHOCTI Ta YECHOCTI,
BKJIIOYAE Taki ejgeMeHTH: 1) mepBicHa moBediHka (factum
proprium); 2) IOBEIHKA, SIKa CYyNIePEYUTh IEPBUHHI (IepBUH-
HUM 3alleBHEHHSM) 1 3/1iiCHEHA B IHILNIH YaCOBUH MPOMIXKOK
(contra factum proprium); 3) HETOOPOCOBICHICTH 0COOH, SIKa
nie cynepeunuso. CynepeuirBa IOBEJIHKAa Ma€ HE BIAINOBI-
JIaTH KPUTEPisiM JOOPOCOBICHOCTI, TaK K MIPOTUPIUYs BUCTY-
Ha€e HeBiJl €MHOIO OCOOJHMBICTIO JIIOAMHH Ta BIACTHBO IUHA-
Milli Cy4aCHHUX CYCHIIbHUX BiJIHOCHH, 1, BIIMOBITHO, JIUIIE il
CIIPSMOBAHI Ha 3aMOJISHHS IIKOAX IHIIIH CTOPOHI, MOTPiOHO
BU3HABaTU HelpaBOBUMHU. He KokHa cynepewIinBa MOBEAiHKA
MiANaaae mij it JOKTPUHH Venire contra factum proprium,
a JIMIIe Ta, M0 € HeToOPOCOBICHOIO, HANPHKIAL, KOJIM OfHA
31 CTOpIH JOTOBOPY 3MIHIOE€ CBOIO IO3WIIIO IIiJ] BILTHBOM
€KOHOMIYHUX OOCTaBUH YM 3 IHIIMX NpPUYUH. 4) HAsABHICTH
IIKOJIM YM 3arpo3a i 3amojsHHsA CTOPOHI, sfiKa J00pPOCOBICHO
MOKJIaianacs Ha TeBHY HOpUAWYHY cuTyamito [3]. V crpasi
Sanders v. United Distributors, Inc. Cynns Peamans, mopis-
HIOIOYH TEOPII0 ECTOIENS Ta Venire contra factum proprium
1 IOCHJIAIOUNCh HA HU3KY JOKTPUHAIBHUX JOKEPe, 3a3Ha4UB,
110 He3aJIe)KHO Bifl 3aCTOCOBYBAHOI JOKTPHHH ITO3MBaY IIOBH-
HEH JIOBECTH IIOCh CXOXKe Ha injurious reliance (30utox). Ilpu
IIbOMY PO3yMI€ThCS, [0 30MTKH MOXYTh MaTH MaTepiabHHI
BUpa3 a00 BUpaKaTUCA Y MOPYILCHHI [IPaB 1 3aKOHHUX iHTEpe-
ciB ocoOu [4]. TakuM YMHOM, y TIpEIMET JOKa3yBaHHS MPH
3aCTOCYBaHHI JOKTPHHHU Venire contra factum proprium TOBH-
HHI BXOJMTH TaKi 00CTaBUHU: CYIIEPEYHICTh BTOPHUHHOI MOBE-
JIHKYM TIEPBUHHIN; HAsBHICTh HEAOOPOCOBICHOCTI y HisIX YU
Hamipax 0co0H, IO Ji€ CYNepeusIUBO; 3aMOMisIHHS Y HaMip
3aBJaTd WIKOAY MPOTWISXKHIH cTopoHi. [Ipu BcTaHOBIEHHI
o0cTaBHH, L0 CBil4aThb IPO HEJOOPOCOBICHY CyNEpeUwsIUBY

MOBEIHKY, Cy/ BIIMOBIISE Yy 3a/I0BOJICHHI MMO30BHUX BHUMOT
(MarepianbHuil acrniekT) Ta (a00) BiIMOBISE y 3aJ0BOJICHHI
MPOLIECYaTbHOTO KIOMOTaHHsI (TIPOIeCyaTbHUN aCTEKT).

SKImo 3BEpHYTHUCH OO CYIOBOI IPAaKTUKU YKpaiHH, TO
y 2018 poui cynuni KIIC BC 3BepHynu yBary, mio (GpakTHYHO
y noctanoBi BCY Bix 23 Bepecus 2015 poky Oyno 3po0dieHo
BUCHOBOK, SIKUil BUIUTMBAaB i3 CyTi JOKTPUHH Venire contra
factum proprium, ogHak HampsMy e He Oyna BkaszaHa [S].
VY nopmaneumx pimeHasx sk BC, Tak i cyaiB nepuioi iHCTaHIiT
MOXKHA BIZICTE)KUTH 3HAUHHH PICT y 3aCTOCYBaHHI JOKTPHHHU
venire contra factum proprium. Y CyOBiil NpakTHILl JaHa
JIOKTPHHA HaluacTille 3aCTOCOBY€ThCS MPH BUPILIICHHI CIIPaB,
B SKHX OJHA 13 CTOPIH CTBEP/XKYE MPO HEYKIAICHICTh JIOTO-
BOpY 3 MiJCTaB HEIOCATHEHHS CTOPOHAMH 3TOAM MIOJAO BCiX
ICTOTHHX yYMOB, MiJMUCAHHs JOTOBOPY HE Ti€0 0CO00I0, sKa
MOBHMHHA HOTO MiINKCcaTH, HECBOEYACHOT peecTpallii Joropopy
ToIIO [6].

Ha Hamry gymKy, miIBUIIEHHS yBark MOKHA TIOSICHUTH THM,
IO Jiefajli YacTille CIIpaBH PO3MIIA0THCS 3 MTO3ULIT BIAIOBIA-
HOCTI KOHKPETHOTO MPaBO3aCTOCYBaHHs MPUHIUITY BEPXOBECH-
CTBa MpaBa 1 3araJibHAM 3acajiaM 3akoHomaBcTBa. OCKINbKH Ha
CyJacHOMY €Talli PO3BUTKY LMBLIHHOTO NpaBa B LIOMY CIIO-
CTepIraeThCs TEHCHLIIA 10 MOpaJIi3aLlii, 0 BUSBIISETHCS B PO3-
VIS IPABOBUX SIBUIL KPi3b PU3MY MOPAJIBbHUX KaTeropii.

Crnix 3a3HauuTH, 110 CaMe HOPMHU-TIPUHIMIHN € KiHIle-
BHM OpPIEHTHPOM YCiX YYACHHKIB IUBIIBHUX MPABOBIIHOCHH
Ta BUCTYNAIOTh SIK TpaJuLiiHUI MeTOA 1 3acid MpaBOBOrO
BIUTUBY HAa CYCIUIbHI BiJHOCHHH, IO CTAHOBJATH MPEIMET
[UBLILHOTO MpaBa. BiNbIll TOrO, MPUHIIMITK [UBIIBHOTO TpaBa
OyiH 1 MPOIOBXKYIOTh 3aJMIIATUCS KPHUTEPISIMU TPABHIBLHOTO
PO3YMIHHS TOTO, SKUM BUMOTaM Ma€ BiANOBLATH 3MiCT raiy-
3€BOr0 PEry/IIOBaHHSA, a 3BiJAcH 1 (hopMalli3oBaHa MOBEAIHKA
Horo ydacHukiB. Ha 10 HOKTpHHY venire contra factum
proprium Cyny TOCHIAIOTCS, 30KpeMa, arelTioloYH 10 MPUH-
Uy JOOPOCOBICHOCTI B IIMBLTGHOMY 3aKOHOAABCTBI, SIKHU
3akpimieHo crarrero 3 IuBineHOro KOAekcy Ykpainu. IIpak-
Kol BC nprHUmn 100pOCOBICHOCTI BH3HAYCHO SIK IEB-
HUH CTaHIAPT MOBEIHKH, IO XapaKTepH3Y€ThCs YeCHICTIO,
BIJIKPHTICTIO i IIOBArOKO iHTEPECIB HIIOI CTOPOHH JOTOBOPY
abo BiAMOBiAHOrO MpaBoBiAHOIICHHS [7]. SIKIIO % Bpaxo-
BYBaTH MDXHapomHuil nocix, To y Ilpunnmnax YHIJIPYA
i TIEAIT noOpOCOBICHICTh PO3MVISIAETHCS K OFHA 3 OCHOB-
HUX iIell Ta HaroJIONIyeThCs Ha 00OB’3KYy KOXHOI CTOPOHHU
JUSITH BIMOBITHO J0 MPUHIMITY 10OPOCOBICHOCTI, MPUYOMY
Takuil 000B’SI30K HE MOXe OyTH BHKIJIIOYEHO a00 0OMEKEHO.
Ho Ttoro »x, BigmoBigHo a0 crarti [.-1:103 «IIpuHummis,
BU3HAYEHb 1 MOJENBHHUX IPABUJI €BPOIEHCHKOTO IPHBAT-
HOTO TIpaBay» MOBENIHKOIO, SIKa CYNEepeunuTh JOOPOCOBICHOCTI
Ta 4ecHIH IiMOBiM mpaxTumi, €, 30KpeMa, MOBEAiHKa, 110 HE
BIJINIOBIZIa€ TOMNEpENHIM 3assBaM a00 TIOBEIIHIII CTOPOHH, 3a
YMOBH, IO iHIIA CTOPOHA, KA Ji€ co0l Ha MIKOLY, PO3YMHO
MOKJIAIA€ThCS HAa HUX [8].

Cain HaronocuTy ¥ Ha mpaBoBii mo3utlii Bepxosroro Cyny
Bix 22 tpaBHs 2019 poky y crpai Ne 234/3341/15-1: 3rigHo
3i crarrero 13 I[K umBinbHI mpaBa 0coba 3MiHCHIOE y MekaXx,
HaJaHUX il JOTOBOPOM ab0 aKTaMH IMBLIHLHOTO 3aKOHOIAB-
ctBa. IIpu 3nailicHeHHI cBoOiX mpaB ocoba 3000B’sA3aHa yTpH-
MyBaTHCS BiJ MAii, SKi MOTIM O MOPYIIMTH TpaBa IHIIMX
0ci0, 3aBaaTd MIKOIU JOBKULTIO ab0 KyNBTYpHIiH CHaaliuHi.
He nomyckaroTbest Aii 0coOH, IO BUMHSIOTBCS 3 HaMipoM
3aB/aTU LIKOAM iHIIIM 0co0i, a TAKOXK 3JI0BXKHUBAHHS IIPABOM
B iHmmx ¢opmax. [Ipu 3aiificHEeHHI LMBIIBHUX MpaB ocoba
MOBUHHA JONEP)KYBaTUCST MOPAIBHHUX 3acaj] CYCILIbCTBA.
VY 3B’s3Ky 3 UM, 10OPOCOBICHICT IIPU NPABOBOMY PEryIIIO-
BaHHI LUBUIBHUX BIJJHOCHH IMOBHHHA PO3MISAATHCS SK Bif-
MOBIJIHICTh peasIbHOI MOBEJIHKH YYaCHHUKIB TaKUX BiTHOCHH
BHUMOTaM 3araJbHOCOIaIbHUX YSIBJICHB PO YECTb i COBICTb.
IMuBinbHUE 00OPOT IPYHTYETbCS Ha Hpe3yMmuii 100po-
COBICHOCTI Ta YECHOCTI YYaCHHMKIB LMBIJIbHUX BiJHOCHH,
sIKi BIIPaBi PO3PAXOBYBaTH Came Ha TaKy MOBELIHKY iHIIMX
VYaCHHUKIB, sKa BIANOBigaTHMME 3a3HAYEHHM KPUTEPisM
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1 YABJICHHSIM TIPO YECTh Ta COBICTh. BiAMOBIIHO 10 YaCTHHU
Tpetboi crarti 16 LIK cyn Moxe BiIMOBUTH y 3aXHCTi LIUBIJIb-
HOTO IIpaBa Ta iHTepecy 0co0H B pa3i MOPYILEHHS HEIO I0JIo-
JKeHb YaCcTUH Jipyroi — m’aroi crarti 13 poro Konekcy. Anani3
gacTuHu Apyroi crarti 13 LK nae migcTaBu 1i1st BACHOBKY, IO
HEe00pOCOBICHA MOBEiHKAa 0COOU, SKa IOJIATae y BUMHEHHI
Iii, sSIKi MOXYTh Yy MaiOyTHbOMY MOPYIUUTH IIpaBa iHIIMX
oci0, € (opMOIO 3TOBKUBAHHS TpaBoM [9].

OnHiero 3 HaWNOKAa30BIIIMX Ta BarOMHX CIpaB cydac-
HOTO YKpPAalHCBKOTO IMBUIBHOTO CYJOYMHCTBA, IIPUCBSIIC-
HUX JOKTPUHI Venire contra factum proprium, € yxBaja BijJ
07.08.2019 no cnpasi Ne 145/2047/16-11 B siKiit cyn midIoB
BHCHOBKY, III0 «HEIIHCHICTh JOTOBOPY SIK NMPHUBATHO-IIPaBOBA
Kareropist IOKJIMKaHA He JOIMycKaTH abo MpPHUCIKaTH IIOpy-
IIEHHS LMBUTBHUX NpaB Ta iHTepeciB abo *x X BiIHOBIIO-
BaTH, aJic HEJIIHCHICTh OTOBOPY HE MOBHHHA JIeCTa0lni3yBaTu
UUBLUIBHUE 000pOT. OCKUTBKH HEIIHCHICTD JOTOBOPY BILIMBAE
Ha TIpaBa Ta IHTEPECHU IHIIUX 0Ci0, TO MPU BUPIIICHH] CIIOPiB
PO HEAIHCHICTH JOTOBOPIB Ma€ BPaXOByBaTHCs 0OPOCOBic-
HICTB SIK 3arajibHa 3acaja LUUBUIFHOTO 3aKOHOJABCTBA Ta JJOK-
TpHUHA venire contra _factum propriumy» [10] .

Mu 1iiKoM MOTOKYEMOCH i3 BHCIOBOM cymi Kacarriii-
HOTO IUBiUIBHOTO cyny BepxoBrHoro Cyny Bacmnem Kparom,
IO «3aCTOCYBaHHS Li€1 KOHCTPYKIIii JOCUTH ITO3UTUBHO BifIO-
OpakaeTbCsl Ha LMBUILHOMY 00OpPOTI, 103BOJISE Horo cTadimi-
3yBaTh», OCKUJIBKH MPABOBA CHCTEMa HE TIOBHHHA IrHOPYBaTH
Oynb-Ky HABMHUCHY IIOBEJIHKY I1[010 HEAOTPUMAHHS 3000B 51
3aHHs [11].

BucnoBku. IlizcymoByroun yce BHIIEBKa3aHE HaroJjo-
CHMO, IO HECIPABEUIUBICTh CYNEPEwTNBOI MOBEIIHKH CTO-
POHH IMBIJIBHUX BITHOCHH € B TOMY, IO 30BHI BOHA HE Mae
O3HaK TOPYIICHHS KOHKPETHHX HOPM, OMHAK € SIBHO HEIO-
OpOCOBICHOIO, OCKIIBKM HE BHIPABAOBYE OYiKYBaHb IHIIOT
CTOPOHHM, TMOPYILIyIOUH OalaHC BiJHOCHH, 1 BiIIOBIIHO,
BU3HAETHCS HEMPABOMIPHOIO, & TOMY HE MOXE iTHOPYBaTHCS
pPaBOMOPsAKOM ab0, TAKMM YHHOM, HAJaBaTH MepeBar CTo-
pOHi, sika nie HemoOpocoBicHO. CaMme 3anmo0iraHHIO TaKoro
MPOSIBY 3JIOBXKMBAHHS TPAaBOM 1 CIpHUSE€ JOKTpHUHA venire
contra factum proprium, sika TIOB’s13aHa 13 3aXMCTOM 3aKOH-
HUX OYiKyBaHb CTOPOHH, sIKa Jli€ JOOPOCOBICHO, 1 TOMY HaIlio-
HaJIbHI CYZIU JieJlalli 4acTille 3aCTOCOBYIOTh I[t0 JOKTPUHY MPH
BUHECCHHI PillICHb.
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