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Pesiome

AkmyanbHocmb. Paspabomas 00Hy U3 cambiX C/IOXHbIX U MPOJ8UHYMbIX NPaKMUK 3awumal rpas vyesiogeka 8
mupe, Esponedickuli cyd rno npagam 4yesiogeKka yCrIOXHUI ¢80l MexaHU3M MPUHSAMUS peuweHuli, 8HeOpU8 HECKOIIbKO
OOKMPUH, 8 MOM Yucrie QOKMPUHY XUB020 UHCmMpyMeHma. Pasgumue OOKMPUHbI XXUB020 UHCMPYMeHma U 380J10-
mugHo20 memoda morsikosaHusi 8 npakmuke Cyda MOXHO rpocsiedums Mo HEKOMOPbLIM 8aXHbIM 0esiam u npobiie-
Mam, Komopble cmaru KidesebiMu U onpedenunu pasgumue camozo Cyoda.

Lenb cmambu cocmoum 8 aHanu3ze G0KMPUHbI XXU8020 UHCMPYyMeHma, 0cobeHHocmel npuMeHeHUsT 38071t0-
mueHO20 mornkosaHus 8 npakmuke ECI14.

3adayu: npoeecmu aHanu3 pasnu4HbIX M0OX0008 K U3y4YeHU rnpupoObl QOKMPUHbI XXUBO20 UHCMPYMEHma,
onpedenume MeHOEHYUU pa3sumusi 380/IOMUBHO20 MOJIKOBAHUS, a MakKXe MHEHUU Pa3fiudHbIX y4eHbIX 1o 0aHHO-
My 8onpocy.

Memodonozusi. B npouyecce pabomsl Had uccredosaHUeM UCIMO/Ib308asIUCh CUCMEMHbIU, CPasHUMEsIbHO-
rpaeoeol, UCMOPUKO-Npasoeoli Memoodbi, @ maKxxe Memodbl MOJIKOBAHUS, /I02U4ECKO20 U CMPYKMYPHO20 aHau3a.

Pe3ynbmambl. Ommevyaemcsi, Ymo crnedyem pasnudambe MOHAMUS «OUHaMU4eCcKoe MOJIKO8aHUE» U «380-
JIIOMUBHOE MOJIKo8aHUe», «OOKMPUHY MEX8PEMEHHOCMU» U OOKMPUHY XUg020 UHCmpymeHma. [1pu smom ecmb
pUCK mMoeo, 4mo OOKMPUHa XXUB020 UHCMPYMEHMa MOXem Hapywumb cysepeHumem 20cydapcme-4/1eHos, ecriu
6ydem ucrionb3oeaHa HeHadnexawum obpasom. B kayuecmee Hedocmamka makxe 8bl0esieHO, Ymo OaHHas OOK-
mpuHa Moxem HaHecmu yuiepb npasoeoli onpedeneHHocmu npakmuku ECIMY u cosdame cumyauyuro, koeda 2ocy-
Oapcmea-urneHbl He noHuUMarom obbema obsizamesibCme, Ha Komopble OHU coarawarmes npu npucoeduHeHUU K
Koneeruyuu. Ycxods us npupoldsi, rpednazaemcsi pasdesieHue 380/110musHbIX nocmaxossieHuti ECINY Ha 2 kamezo-
puu: MoCmMaHoBseHUs 380/IOMUBHO20 Xapakmepa U 380/1I0MUBHbIE NMOCMaHOBTeHUS.

Bbigod. Asmop npuxodum K 6bi800y, 4mo 011 8bINONIHEeHUsT c8oUX hyHKUuUl Cyd He Moxem He MPUMEHSIMb
9801I0OMUBHOE MOIIKo8aHue, 0OHako OormkeH Oeflamb 3mo pa3yMHO U riocriedosameribHo. [JJOKmpuHa Xugoeo UH-
cmpymeHma U 380/TI0MUBHOE MOJIKO8aHUE KaK UHCMPYMEHM ee pemeopeHUsi I8/ISIFOMCS OmMpaXeHUeM MOKONIeHUSsI
U mex MoparsibHbIX UeHHocmel, Komopble 8 mom usu UHoU MoMeHm 2ocriodcmeytom e obujecmee.

Knrodeenie cnosa: Esponelickull cyd no npasam 4yesiogeka; 3auuma rpas vyesoseka; OOKMpUHa Xueoao UH-
cmpymeHma; 360/110MUBHOE MOoJIKosaHuUe.

Kondpbriukm unmepecos: Aesmop deknapupyem omcymcemeue 5iI8HbIX U MOMeHYUarbHbIX KOHQIUKMO8 UHMe-
pecos, cesizaHHbIX ¢ nybnukayuel Hacmosuwel cmambu.

Ona umtnposaHua: OraHecaH T. [. [JoKTpuHa XMBOro MHCTPYMEHTa U 3BONIOTUBHOE TONKOBaHUE B NpaKTuKe
EBponeickoro cyaa no npaeam 4venoseka // N3sectusa KOro-3anagHoro rocygapcteeHHoro yHusepcutera. Cepusi: Ucto-
pus n npaso. 2024. T. 14, Ne 1. C. 113-122. https://doi.org/10.21869/2223-1501-2024-14-1-113-122.
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Abstract

Relevance. Having developed one of the most complex and advanced human rights protection practices in the
world, the European Court of Human Rights has complicated its decision-making mechanism by introducing several
doctrines, including the doctrine of the living instrument. The development of the doctrine of a living instrument and
an evolutionary method of interpretation in the practice of the Court can be traced to some important cases and prob-
lems that have become key and determined the development of the future of the Court itself.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the doctrine of the living instrument, the specifics of its application in
the practice of the ECHR.

Objectives: to analyze various approaches to the study of the nature of the doctrine of the living instrument, to
identify trends in the development of evolutionary interpretation, as well as the opinions of various scientists on this
issue.

Methodology. In the process of working on the study, systematic, comparative legal, historical and legal meth-
ods, as well as methods of interpretation, logical and structural analysis were used.

Results. It is noted that the concepts of "dynamic interpretation" and "evolutionary interpretation”, "the doctrine
of intertemporality” and the doctrine of a living instrument should be distinguished. At the same time, there is a risk
that the doctrine of the living instrument may violate the sovereignty of Member States if it is used improperly. As a
disadvantage, it is also highlighted that this doctrine may damage the legal certainty of the ECHR practice and create
a situation where member States do not understand the scope of obligations to which they agree upon accession to
the Convention. Based on the nature, it is proposed to divide the evolutionary rulings of the ECHR into 2 categories:
rulings of an evolutionary nature and evolutionary rulings.

Conclusion. The author concludes that in performing its functions, the Court cannot but apply an evolutionary
interpretation, but it must do so reasonably and consistently. The doctrine of the living instrument and the evolution-
ary interpretation as an instrument of its implementation are a reflection of the generation and those moral values that
prevail in society at one time or another.

Keywords: European Court of Human Rights; protection of human rights; doctrine of a living instrument; evolu-
tionary interpretation.
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*kk

BeepeHue yenoBeka (nanee — KonBeHuus) Oblia LEH-
TPaJIbHOM YacThIO MPELEIECHTHON MPAKTUKU
ECIIY c cambIX mepBbIX IHEH ero cyie-
CTBOBaHMS W JedTelbHOCTU. Paspaboras
OJIHy M3 CaMbIX CIIOXKHBIX M NPOJABUHYTBIX
MIPaKTUK 3alllUThl MpaB YeJIOBEKa B MUDE,
Cyn TeM cambIM YCIIOKHHJI CBOM MEXaHHU3M

EBponelickuil ¢y o npaBaM 4esoBeKa
(manee — Cyn, ECIIY), npuHumas Kaxablil
roJi peuIeHusl U MOCTaHOBIIEHUS 10 ThICSYaM
JIeJI, OCHOBBIBAETCS HAa CBOEM IIOHMMAaHWH
mpas 4enoBeka. Mnesd o «okuBom» xapakrepe
EBponeiickoli KOHBEHIIMM O 3alUTE IIPaB
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IIPUHATHSL PELICHUN, BHEAPUB HECKOJIBKO
AOKTPHH, B TOM 4YHCJIC IOOKTPHUHY KXHUBOT'O
HHCTPYMCHTA. Pa3Burue AOKTPHHBI )KUBOI'O
WHCTPYMEHTA ¥ SBOJIFOTHBHOTO METOJIA TOJI-
KoBaHUA B mpakTuke Cyaa MOXKHO IMpocCiie-
AUTH 110 HCKOTOPBIM BAXXHBIM JI€JIaM U IIPO-
OleMaM, KOTOpBIE CTaJId KIIOYEBBIMH U
ompenenuin pasputue camoro Cyna.

Kak otmeuaer JIxopmx Jlercac, »Bo-
JIOTUBHOE ToJsikoBaHHe KoHBeHIMM Tpely-
CTCA I JIYUYHIECro IIOHMMAaHHuA TIPHUPOJbI
IIpaB YeJI0OBEKa U IMMOPOXKIAET 00sI13aTSIIBCTBO
CpeIy  JTIOTOBApPUBAIONIUXCS  TOCYIApCTB
YBaXXaTh pPE3yJbTaTbl TAKOTO TOJIKOBaHUS,
JaKe €ClIM OHAa «HECOBEPIICHHA C TOYKHU
3peHusi uaeanbHou Mmopamm» [1, p. 139].
Opnnako 310 BOBCce He oO3Haudaer, uro Cyna
MOJIb3yeTCsl Oe3rpaHUYHON BJIACTBHIO TIPH
IBOJIIOTHBHOM ToJIKOBaHMU. Cya JIOJDKEH
OBITH II0CJICI0OBATCIBHBIM B cBoen IMPpaKTH-
K€, HACKOJIBKO 3TO BO3MOYHO OBITH OCTO-
POKHBIM IPHU pacIIUpeHUH 00beMa KOHBEH-
OMOHHBIX IIPaB, TINATEIBHO apryMEHTHUPYA
CBO€ TOJIKOBAHHE W cOOIronast OajaHc Mex-
JIy 9BOJIIOTHBHBIM TOJIKOBaHHEM, CBOOOIOH
YCMOTPEHUS ¥ KOHCEHCYCOM.

MeTopgonorus

Metononoruueckoit 6a3oil uccienosa-
HUS TOCITYXWIA 0OLeHAYyYHbIE METObI TI0-
3HAHUS: CUCTEMHBIH METOJl, METOJbl JIOTH-
YeCKOro M CTPYKTYPHOIO aHaiu3a u Jp.
Kpome Toro, O6bputH MCIIOJIB30BAHBI METOJBI,
MpPUCYIIME HAyKe MEXKIyHApOJHOIO IpaBa:
CUCTEMHO-IOPUINYECKUM,  CPaBHHUTEIbHO-
[IPaBOBOM M METOJ TOJKOBaHUS mpasa. [lo-
cienHuii ObUT 0COOEHHO BOCTPEOOBAaH TPHU
pPacCMOTpPEHUH  BOMPOCOB  HOPHUIUYECKOU
MPUPOJIBI U CHENU(PUKA BBHIHOCUMBIX 3BO-
JIFOTUBHBIX TOCTaHOBJIEHUN EBpomneickoro
cyna mo npaBaM dyenoBeka. Ocoboe 3Haue-
HUE MPUHAIICKUT METOAY IOPHUINYECKOTO
aHaJln3a, MO3BOJISIIOIIEMY BBISIBUTH 3aKOHO-
MEPHOCTU W TEHJCHLIMU Pa3BUTUS JTOKTPHU-
Hbl JKMBOTO MHCTPYMEHTa B IPAKTHKE
ECIIY u ero npaBoBbIX MO3ULIUH.

HcToprko-npaBoBoil METOJl OMpesens-
€T IOCJIEOBATEIbHOCTh  MPELEACHTHON
npaktuku ECIIY B KOHTEKCTE NPUMEHEHUs

9BOJIIOTUBHOTO METOJA TOJKOBaHMs. Meton
TOJIKOBAHHUA IIO3BOJIACT IMPOAHAIMU3UPOBATH
CYIIHOCTh M COJEPKAHHE DSBOJIOTUBHOTO
TonkoBanus. C IMOMOIIBIKO CPABHUTCIIBHO-
[IPaBOBOI'O METOJIa pacCCMOTpEHa crenuduka
BBIHOCHUMBIX 3BOJIIOTUBHBIX ITOCTAaHOBICHUH
EBpomnelickoro cyna no npasam 4ejoBEKa, a
TAKXKC JOKTPUHAJIBHBIX HO3I/IIII/II7[ BCAYIIUX
HCCIeA0BaTeNe! 10 JaHHOMY BOIIPOCY.

B memoM cHCTEMHOCTH METOIOJIOTHH
CBA3BIBACTCA C TEM, YTO HIPOBOAMMBIC HC-
CJIEIOBAHMS TECHO YBS3BIBAIOTCS C MPAKTH-
KOI\/II, YTO IIO3BOJIACT IIO3HATHL PCAJIbHBIC
IMPOLECCChI U SABJICHUA.

Pe3ynbTaTbl U X 06CyxaeHune

EBpomnelickuii ¢y o npaBaM 4eaoBeKa
paccMaTprBaeT KOHBEHIIMOHHBIE TpaBa Kak
MO IIeKAIINE BOJIIOIUHN M U3MEHEHHIO B X
MOHUMaHUH C TEUYCHHEM BpeMeHH. To, 9To
COCTaBJISIET YACTHYIO JKW3Hb, IpPaBO Ha
’KM3HB, CBOOOTY BBIPAKCHUS MHECHUSI, HHBIC
IpaBa, JOJDKHO HBOJIIOLIMOHUPOBATH BMECTE
C TEXHOJIOTUYECKHM U COIMAIBHBIM Pa3BU-
tuem'. Takol MOIXOM K OOHOBJIEHUIO, IIO
muenuro ECIIY, sBisgercs He OTMEHOM, a
CKOpee JIOTHYECKUM BBIBOJIOM U3 00BEKTa U
uenu KonBeHnuu: obecrednTb 3PPEeKTUB-
HYIO U 3HAYAMYIO 3aIIUTY TPaB JIXIHOCTH.

Emé B nene Wemhoff v. Germany B
1968 r. Cyn 3asBui, 4TOo «OOBEKT W IIEh
KoHBeHIIMM Kak MHCTpPYMEHTa 3aIUTHI OT-
JeNIbHBIX JoJeil TpeOyroT, 4ToObI €€ MoJo-
KEHHS TOJKOBAIUCH M MPUMEHSUIACH TaAKHM
o0pa3om, 4TOObI C/IeTaTh €€ TapaHTHH MpaK-
THYHBIME 1 3(EeKTHBHBIMIY . Kpome Toro,
B naene Soering v. United Kingdom (1989)
Cyn Takke OTMETWI, YTO JH000€ TOJIKOBa-
HUE TapaHTHUPOBAHHBIX TIpaB U CBOOOJ
JOJDKHO COOTBETCTBOBATH «OOIIEMY TyXY

' Cm: Mamatkulov and Askaraov v Turkey,
no. 46827/99, 46951/99 (Grand Chamber),
Judgment (Merits and Just Satisfaction) of
4.02.2005; Tyrer v. UK, no. 5856/72, Judgment
(Merits) of 25 April 1978; Marckx v. Belgium,
no. 6833/74, Judgment (Merits and Just Satisfac-
tion) of 13.06.1979.

* Wemhoff v. Germany, no. 2122/64.
Judgment (Merits) of 27 June 1968, para. 8.
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KouBernmum»'. B 9TOM CMBICIE MOXKHO
MIPENIOJIOKUTh, YTO HBOJIIOTUBHOE TOJIKO-
BaHUE XOTS U HE ObLJIO M3HAYAIbHO YIIOMS-
HyTO B TekcTe KOHBeHLMH, HO paccMaTpu-
Basoch cyabsimu ECIIY kak HMHCTpYMEHT
JUI paclIMpEeHUs] KOHBEHLIMOHHBIX IIpaB CO
BpemeneMm. Hampumep, Anrenuka HyccOep-
rep MHpU XapaKTEpUCTHUKE HBOJIIOTUBHOIO
TOJIKOBaHMsI oTMevana cieaytomiee: «Cyn
OTJIMYaeTCs CKPOMHOCThbIO. OH HE MpeTeH-
IyeT Ha pa3pabOTKy BCEOOBEMIIIONICH TOK-
Tpusbl. ...Kak uHTepnperupoBats KoHBEH-
LU0 — 3TO CKOpee HCTOPHsl, paccKazaHHas
MHOTHMHU aBTOpaMH, paccKa3aHHasl U pa3BU-
BaeMasi Ha NPOTSDKCHHMH MHOTHX JIeT |
CTOJIKHYBILIASICSL C Pa3IMUHBIMHU IpoOieMa-
MH. DTO, OJTHAKO, He ciaydaiiHo. Ero ocHoBa
oOuienpu3HaHHa M HHUKOTJa HE IMOJIBepra-
J1aCh COMHEHHIO — 3((PEKTUBHOCTD 3alllUTHI
mpaB uenoBeka» [2, p. 108]. Ilpodeccop
CruBen ['pup mpemioRuI MOXOXKUNH KOM-
MEHTapuil K TOHUMAHHUIO CYITHOCTH 3BOJIIO-
TUBHOTO ToJiIKOBaHUs KouBeHumu: «lIpun-
LUIT 3BOJIOTUBHOTO, WM JTUHAMHYECKOIO,
ToJIKOBaHMs, KoTopblii Cyn paspaboran ans
cebs, crocoOCTBYET OTKa3zy OT YCTapeBIIUX
ToJIKOBaHU KOHBEHIMU, KOT/Aa MTPOU30ILIN
3HAYUTENIbHbIE, JIOJITOBPEMEHHbIE U 00Ile-
eBpOIIENCKUE M3MEHEHUsS B 00JacTH 00Iie-
CTBEHHOTO MHEHH» 3, p. 96].

[Ipu sToM crenyeT pa3nnyaTh MOHATHS
«IMHAMUYECKOE TOJIKOBAHUE» U «IBOJIIO-
THBHOE TOJIKOBaHME». Poccuiicknii ydéHbIN
Anexceil VcnoJMHOB pacUEHUBAET TEPMHU-
HbI «IMHAMUYECKOE» U «3BOJIOTUBHOE» Kak
TOXK/IECTBEHHBIE JJI1 UMEHOBAaHUS TOJKOBa-
HUSl «B CBETE YCJIOBHIl CETOJHSIIHETO ITHSDY
[4, c. 86]. Sl Dpuk XenbreceH, MepBbIi BU-
Le-PE3UJICHT BeHeMaHCKO# KOMHUCCUH M
npodeccop Yuuepcurera Ocio, 0TMEYaET,
YTO «IIpeano4én Obl UCIOJIb30BaTh TEPMUH
“IBOJIIOTUBHOE” KaK OXBAaTHIBAIOIIEE CUTYya-
uuto, korjaa Cyn pearupyeT Ha HOBblE (hak-
Thl, JAa€T OTBETHl Ha BOIPOCHI, BO3HUKAIO-
1I1€ B Pe3y/IbTaTe€ COLMAIBHBIX U3MEHEHUIH,
U BOIIPOCHI, KOTOpPbIE€ HUKOIJA paHee He

Soering v. United Kingdom, no.
14038/88. Judgment (Merits and Just Satisfac-
tion) of 7 July 1989, para. 87.

paccMaTpUBAIIMCH CYIOM; TOT/IA KaK “‘IuHa-
MHUYECKOE” TOJKOBAHHWE OTHOCHUTCS MPEKIE
Bcero K cutyauuu, korna Cyn naér HOBbIE
OTBETHI HAa CTApbI€ BOMPOCHI» [ 5, p. 22].

Conmpe Topn XenbmepceH, B CBOIO
ouepesib, IMPOBOAUT DPA3JIMYUE MEXKIY TaK
Ha3bIBa€MON «IOKTPUHOM MEKBPEMEHHO-
ctu» (doctrine of Intertemporality) u nok-
TPUHOW >KMBOIO MHCTpyMeHTa [6, p. 144].
JIOKTprHa MEXBpEMEHHOCTU ObLIa chopMy-
JUPOBaHa B apOUTPaKHOM pazOMpaTeIbCTBE
no aeny Island of Palmas (The Netherlands
v. United States) B 1928 r. Kak «11puHIUI,
MIPU3BAHHBIN OTBETUTH «HA BOIMPOC, Kakas
U3 pa3IMYHbIX [PABOBBIX CHCTEM, Mpeoldiia-
JaBIIMX B IIOCJEN0BATEIbHBIE IEPHOJIBI,
JOJIKHA MPUMEHSTHCSI B KOHKPETHOM CITy-
gae»’. B TaHHOM Jene GbUIO TAKKe OTMede-
HO, YTO «CYILECTBOBAHUE IIpaBa, APYTUMU
CIIOBAMH, €ro TOCTOSIHHOE IPOSBICHUE
JOJIKHO COOTBETCTBOBATh YCIIOBUSAM, Tpe-
OyeMbIM 3BOJTIOLMEH mpaBa»’. JIOKTpHHA
MEXBPEMEHHOCTH OTJINYAETCS OT JOKTPUHbI
KUBOTO MHCTPYMEHTA, XOTS M MOXET B3au-
MOJIEMCTBOBATh C MOCJEAHEW Ha MpaKTU4e-
CKOM YpOBHE.

Cyn nocpeacTBOM 3BOJIIOTUBHOTO TOJI-
KOBAaHMSI M3MEHSET 3Hau€HUE TEPMHHOB B
KonBeHuuu 6e3 mpsiMoro u siBHOTO BMeIla-
TEIbCTBA TOCYAAPCTB-WIEHOB B COOTBET-
CTBUM CO CBOEH METOJOJIOTUEH <GKHUBOIO
uHcTpyMeHTay. JpPBug ko  Xappuc,
Maiikn O'boiin u Konuna YopOpuk crneayrot
aHAJIOTMYHOM JIOTHKE, OTMEYas, 4TO «IpH
pPaccMOTpPEHUH JieJa CO CChUIKOW Ha JuHa-
muyeckuil xapakrep Konsenuuu Cyn non-
’KEH BBIHECTH PELICHHE OTHOCUTEIBHO TOIO,
B KakOoi MOMEHT M3MEHEHHE COJep>KaHus
IIpaBa MOJy4YHJIO JOCTATOYHO LIMPOKOE MpHU-
3HAaHHME B €BPONEICKUX TOCyIapCcTBax, 4YTO-
Obl TOBIUATH, Ha cMmbicn KonBenmuu. [lpum
stoM Cyn, Kak NpaBUiIo, MPOSIBISUL OCTO-
POKHOCTb, HpPENNOunTasi ClIeA0BaTh IPaK-
THKE TOCyapcTB, a HE (popcHpOBaTH HOBBIM
noaxon» [7, p. 17]. Aurenuka Hyccbeprep B

* Island of Palmas (The Netherlands v.
United States), 2 Reports of International Arbi-
tral Awards (1928), para. 829.

? Ibid., para. 845.
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OTHOIIEHUU JOKTPUHBI «KUBOTO HHCTPY-
MEHTa» MOJYEPKUBAET, YTO «TaKUE KOHIIETI-
nun Cyna, Kak )KMBOW MHCTPYMEHT W TIpe-
JIeNIbl YCMOTPEHHUS, HE TOJIbKO OKa3bIBaIOT
BIIMSHUE Ha CYINCOHYIO NPAKTUKY IPYIHX
MEXAYHApOJAHBIX PErHOHaJIbHBIX OPIraHOB
10 KOHTPOJIIO 32 COOJIIOJICHUEM IIpaB 4Yesio-
BEKa U CyJIOB, HO U BJIOXHOBJISIIOT Ha pa3BU-
THE TMPAaBOBOM JOKTPUHBI B LEJIOM» [2,
p. 108].

[IpaBa uyenmoBeka HE SIBIISIIOTCS YEM-TO
KaMEHHBIM HWJIM «IIpOrpaMMOM ONTHUMU3A-
UUW», 1 KOTOPOW HET OTpaHUYEHUH, IO0-
CKOJIbKY 3TO HapyIIUJIO Obl PETYIHPYIOIIYIO
(GYHKIMIO 3aKOHAa M Hpenenbl cyaeOHOTo
npaBoTBopuecTBa. B atoit cBsazu Credanu
Imans, npodeccop BropulOyprckoro yHu-
BEpPCUTETA, OTMEYAET, YTO NMPUMEHSS TaKou
JANEKO HUIYIIMHA JUHAMUYHBIA METOJ TOJI-
KOBaHUs, KOTOPBIA B KOHEYHOM CUETE IMPHU-
BOJIUT K YCTAHOBJEHHWIO HOBBIX IIPaB,
npeaycMotpenusix KouBenmmeit, Cya BbI-
XOJUT 3a paMKu (DaKTHYECKU MpelHa3Ha-
YEeHHOW JJIs1 HEro poJiu, cuuTas ce0si «riaB-
HBIM OJIFOCTUTENIEM MEXIYHApPOJIHOIO MpaBa
B o0JacTH MpaB yejoBeKa, ONpeaessas Mac-
mTadbl ¥ CKOPOCTh MPABOBOTO PA3BUTHS B
EBpome» [8, p. 199].

JIlxon Meppwic, npodeccop Mexmy-
HapOJHOTO MyOJUYHOTO MpaBa B Y HUBEPCHU-
tere [lledpdunma, B cBoeli kuure «Pa3zputue
MEKyHApOJHOro IpaBa EBporeickuM cy-
JoM 110 TipaBam uenoBekay (The Development
of International Law by the European Court of
Human Rights) ananu3upyeT BKJIaJl, BHECCH-
Heiii ECIIY B pa3BuTHE NPUHIIMIIOB MEXY-
HapOJHOro IpaBa MyTEM JAETaJbHOTO H3Y-
YEeHUsI ero CyJeOHON MPAKTHKH, a TAKXKE Me-
TOJOB TOJIKOBaHUSA. OH OTMEYaeT, 4To BKJIaJ]
Cyna B «M3MEHEHHUS! B BHYTPEHHEE 3aKOHO-
JaTeIbCTBO U MPAKTUKY» MPEJOCTaBIsSET
HauboJjiee CyIIECTBEHHOE J0Ka3aTebCTBO
ero BozxaeictBus [9, p. 12]. Korma [xon
Meppwiiic IpoOBOJIMI CBOM aHAIM3 POJIHU
Cyna B pa3BUTUH MEX]yHApOJIHOTO IMpaBa,
OH, inter alia, OOHAPYXWJI, YTO TOJIKOBAHHUE
KonBeHnuuu mnpecienoBaio TpHU LEIU: YCH-
nenue poin KoHBeHuuu, mid ykasaHud Ha

ee yIymieHus1 U Juisi cooTBeTcTBUsI KoHBeH-
MU COBPEMEHHBIM PEaIUSIM.

Jlo mnocranoBienus Cypa mno geny
Tatipepa oOcyxaeHHE TPUPOJIbI JOKTPUHBI
KUBOTO HWHCTpyMeHTa KoHBeHIIMU ObLIO
npoBesieH0 B yuyeOHuke @PpsHcuca Jlxei-
koOca, onmy0nmkoBaHHOM B 1975 1., 1 Mex-
JIYHApOJHOM KOJUIOKBHAJIBHOM pedH, IMpo-
n3HeceHHoil B 1975 r. no Konsenuuu Mak-
com Copenconom. @pancuc [IxeitkoOc, Ha
TOT MOMEHT wwieH cekperapuara Kommuccun
I10 TIpaBaM yelsloBeKa, omyonukoBan B 1975 1.
KHUT'Y, nocBsleHHyr0 KoHBeHiuu. B atoit
CBSI3M €ro WJEU IMPEACTaBISAIOT OCOOBIM MH-
Tepec, YYUTHIBAas TO OOCTOATEILCTBO, YTO
KHUTa Obla OMyOJMKOBaHA 10 BBIHECCHHS
mocTaHoBjeHus1 no neny Taupepa. OH OT-
METWJI, YTO TOJKOBaHHWE KOHBEHIIMU TOJDK-
HO OBITh «JMHAMHUYHBIM» B TOM CMBICIIE,
YTO OHO JOJDKHO TOJIKOBAaThCS B CBETE CO-
IHATBHBIX U TTOJIUTHYCCKUX M3MeHeHui [ 10,
p. 282]. JlokTpuHa >XWBOTO HHCTPYMEHTA
TaKKe YIMOMHUHAJACh B paMKax MEXIyHa-
POJIHOTO KOJUIOKBHYMa, COCTOSIBLIETOCSI B
Pumve 5-8 Hosiopst 1975 r.' Ha sroii konde-
pentiun Makc Copencon, cyaps Cyma EC,
KOTOphI moke ctan cyasedd ECIIY, mpen-
CTaBWJI JIOKJIaX 00 3BOJIOTUBHOM TOJIKOBa-
Huu Konsenmuu [11]. [Ipubernys x npume-
pam Mexnaynapoanoro cyna OOH, on nonu-
YEpKHYJ, YTO CTAHAAPTHI 3aIIUTHI, MPEHO-
craBisieMble KoHBeHIMEH, COCOOHBI HBO-
JOIMOHUPOBATH C TCYEHUEM BPEMEHH U YTO
€CTh MPHU3HAKU TOTO, YTO ITO YXKE MPOU30-
1110.

JIOKTpuHA  <OKMBOTO  WHCTPYMEHTA»
IIUPOKO TPU3HACTCS B KAYECTBE YHHKAJb-
HOTO WMHCTpyMEHTa ToJKkoBaHusi KoHBEH-
uuu. OHa 3aHMMAaeT BHJIHOE MECTO B JIHC-
KYCCHUSIX O TOM, IOJPHIBACT JIM TPAKTHKA
tonkoBanuss CyoM €ro JEeruTUMHOCTH, KO-
r7la OH U3MEHSET WIN paciupser cepy oc-
HOBHBIX TIPaB, 3aKperuieHHbIX B KoHBeHIMY.
JIoKTpuHa >KMBOTO MHCTPYMEHTa IOTEHIIU-
QTBHO PacCMaTPUBACTCS KaK aKTUBHAs JOK-
tpuHa Cyna [12, p. 309]. Kak TakoBasi oHa

' Fourth International Colloquy About the
European Convention on Human Rights, Rome,
November, 1975.
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PUCKYET HapyLIUTh CYBEPEHHUTET TOCY-
JapCTB-WJIEHOB, €ciau OyIeT HCIOJb30BaHa
HeHaJJexalmuM obpazom. B mpunuumne
JaHHasl JOKTPUHA MOXET HaHEeCTH yuiepo
[IpaBOBOW OMpeeIeHHOCTH npakTuku Cyna
U CO3/1aTh CUTYaIMIO, KOI'Ja TocyIapcTBa-
YJICHBI HE TIOHUMAIOT 00beMa 00s3aTeIIbCTB,
Ha KOTOpbI€ OHU COTJIAIIAIOTCS IPU MPHUCO-
envHeHnd K KoHBEHIMM, WM UCHBITHIBAIOT
HEONPEJCIIEHHOCTh B OTHOLIEHUH CBOMX
obs3arenscTB 1o KoHBeHumu B Oymaymiem.
JlanHasi cuTyanusi sIpKO BbIpakKeHa Ha MpHU-
Mepe BenukoOputanum B CBSI3M C IOCTa-
HosienueM ECIIY mo neny o rojsocoBaHuu
3aKJIFOUEHHBIX.

®an IOBeH mnpemiaraer ClIEIyOLIYIO
JIOTUKY CYXJEHUH: «ObITh MCTOJIKOBAHHBIM
B CBET€ COBPEMEHHBIX YCIOBUW» — 3TO
HEO0OXO0IMMOCTb, a «OKUBON MHCTPYMEHT» —
unTepnperupyromas uens [13]. Ipodeccop
Jl>xon Meppriuic pearnonokuil, 4ro cyuie-
CTBYIOT JIBa Pa3IMYHBIX MOJXO0Ja K TOJIKO-
BAHMIO NoJIo)KeHUN KOoHBeHuuu: npuHsITHE
npeanogaraeMoro  3HadeHuss KoHBeHLIMH
KaK HEM3MEHHOI'0 IO CPaBHEHUIO CO 3Haue-
HUEM, KOTopoe oHa nmMena Ol B 1950-x rr.,
U MPU3HAHUE TOTO, YTO COCTABUTEIM HaMe-
peHHO ocTaBWIN KOHBEHIIUIO OTKPBITOM IS
TOJIKOBAHMSI B CBETE MEHSIOLUXCS YCIOBHIA,
TeM caMmbIM npeaoctaBuB Cyay mpaBo TOJ-
KOBaTh 3TOT BONPOC TakK, KaK OH COYTET
YMECTHBIM B JIaHHBIH MOMEHT. EBporen-
CKUH Cyll B KOHEUYHOM CHeTe 0J00pui mHo-
CIIEIHUIl MOAXOJ C TMOMOUIBIO JTOKTPHHBI
KUBOTO HMHCTPYMEHTa, KOTOpas MOXET
MPEJIOKUTh HEUTO IOX0XKEEe Ha «KOHCTHU-
TyUHOHHYIO pousib» KonBenuuu [9, p. 48].
Takum obpazom, yem Oombiie KoHBeHIHS
BOCIIPUHMMAETCS  KaK  «pa3BUBAIOLIASICS
koHcTuTynus uist EBporns [14], Tem Oouee
pazymHo oxunarb oT Cyma TBOPUYECKOIO
TOJIKOBAHHUS WJIU, IO KpallHEW Mepe, MOIX0-
1ia, KOTOPBIH KECTKO MPUMEHSET UMEHHO TO,
yto ObuIO 3amymMano B 1950 r. bpurtanckuit
nuccnenosarens Jxopmk Jlercac xapakre-
PHU3YET <JIOKTPUHY >KMBOTO MHCTPYMEHTA,
npumensiemyio Cyaom, cieayrmum oopa-
30M: a) ocHoBHOe BHUMaHue ECIIY ynens-
€T «COBPEMEHHBIM CTaHJapTaM TOJKOBaHHUS

KonBennun»; 0) «CoBpeMEHHBIE CTaHIap-
ThI», KOTOpBIE MIPAIOT BAXXHYIO POJb IMPHU
TonkoBaHMM KOHBEHIMM M paccMarpuBa-
orcsi Cynom Kak «oOliue Wiy pasjense-
MbI€» CpeAu ToCyJapCTB-y4aCcTHUKOB |1,
p. 107].

OO6cyxnass JNOKTPUHY <«OKHUBOTO HH-
ctpymenTta», mpodeccop leddunackoro
yHuBepcurera ko Meppuiuic npeamnosio-
&KW1, 4to npu TosnkoBaHuu Konsenuuu Cyn
MOT OBl OCTaBaThCS CTPOTO IMPUBEPKEHHBIM
CTaHJapTaM 3allMThI IpaB yeJlIoBeKa, Cylle-
CTBOBAaBUIMM B CO3HAaHMU COCTaBUTENEH B
1950-x rr. B kauecTBe anbTEpHATHBBI OH
yrBepxkaaer, uro «Cya Mor Obl BBIATH 3a
paMKu KOHKpeTHbIX KoHuenuui 1950 roga u
MIPUHATH BO BHUMaHHE COBPEMEHHBIE UJIEH
[9, p. 48]. UIMeHHO ATOT MOCJIEIHUN TTOIXO/T
Jl>xon Meppwiic B KOHEYHOM CUeTe Ipel-
naraet Cynay. DTOT MOJIXO0J BO MHOTOM CO-
OTBETCTBYeT MNoHMMaHu0 Komwurera HsKc-
neptoB Coseta EBpombl 1o pedopmupoBa-
Huto Cyna: «B cooTBETCTBUU C MpeLEeaeHT-
Holl mpaktukoil Cyna KonBenuus paccmar-
pUBaeTCsl Kak >KMBOM HMHCTPYMEHT, IOJjIe-
KaIIUi TOJKOBAHUIO B CBETE COBPEMEHHBIX
ycinoBuid. Takum oOpa3om, rapaHTHpOBaH-
HbI€ MpaBa ObUIM MMPU3HAHBI IPUMEHUMBIMU
K CUTYyalllsiM, KOTOpbIe HE ObUIN MpeacKa3y-
embl, korga KonBeHuMs Obula BIEpBHIE
MpUHSATA, KakK, HalpUMep, HCIOJIb30BaHUE
HOBBIX MH(QOPMAIMOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTUN WU
HCKYCCTBEHHOE€ OIIOJIOTBOPEHUE, U K CUTY-
anusM, KOTOpbIe ObUIM (DAaKTUYECKU Tpe-
CKa3yeMbl, HO B KOTOPBIX MPOU3OLLIN COLH-
anbHble M3MEHEeHHs mociie npuHaTus Kon-
BeHIMM»' .  [BHIO Parimonju, OBIBIIMI
npeacenarens ECITY, manpoTus, oTMeTHII,
4TO, peanu3ys IuHaAaMU4HbIN monaxon, Cyn

' Steering Committee for Human Rights,
Committee of Experts on the Reform of the
Court, ‘Consolidated draft CDDH final report on
the longer-term future of the Convention Sys-
tem’, Council of Europe GT-GDR- F(2015)010,
para 23. URL: http://www.coe.int/t/DGHL/
STANDARDSETTING/CDDH/REFORMECH
R/GT-GDR-F/GT-GDR-F%282015%29010
Consolidated%20draft%20CDDH%?20final%
20report.pdf (mata ooparuenus: 10.12.2023).
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npeBpaTtuil KOHBEHIMIO B KMBOW HHCTpY-
MEHT, IPEJJOCTaBUB €Il BO3MOXKHOCTb UJITH B
HOTY C COOBITUSIMH, HPOUCXOJIALIUMHU B
HallMOHAJFHOM M €BPOIEHCKOM OOIIEeCTBE
[15,c. 17].

Hcxons w3 mpupoibl, SBOIIOTUBHBIE
noctaHoBieHUs: Cyna MOXKHO pa3Je/uTh Ha
2 xareropuu: 1) MOCTaHOBJIEHUS YBOJFOTUB-
HOTO XapakTepa, KOTOpble HAl0T JOTMOJIHU-
TEJbHBIE PA3bsICHEHUS], KAK KOHBEHLIMOHHAS
HOpMa JIOJDKHA OBbITh BIIpEIb UHTEPIPETH-
pOBaHa, U 2) 3BOJIFOTUBHbBIE TOCTAHOBJICHHUS,
KOTOpbIE  PAaCIIUPSIIOT  KOHBEHLUHOHHYIO
HOpPMY IPEAMETHO K HOBBIM BOIIPOCAM.
Hanpumep, neno Taiipepa sBisieTcs XOpo-
HIed MIUTIOCTpalMed HBOJKOTUBHOIO IOCTa-
HOBJIEHHUSI, TOCKOJIbKY CyJ1 HE TOJIBKO yCTa-
HOBHJI HOBBIM IPUMEHUMBIN KPUTEPUH, HO U
pactmupui chepy nerictBus cratbu 3 KoH-
BEHILIUM, TIPU3HAB TeJEeCHble HaKa3aHUs
(dbopMOl YHIIKAIOILIETO JOCTOMHCTBO 0O0pa-
menus. [locranoBnenue no aeny Giirbiiz v.
Turkey siBsieTCs MPUMEPOM MOCTAHOBJIEHHUS
HBOJIIOTMUBHOIO Xapakrepa, Mockoyibky Cyn
JUIIb Pa3BUJI KOHBEHUIMOHHYIO HOPMY, IIpH-
Is1 K BBIBOJY, YTO IMOBTOPHOE 3aKJIFOUEHUE
TSXKEI000JBHOTO 3aKJIFOUEHHOTO, KOTOPBIH
OOBSBUI JUIMTEIBHYIO TOJIOJIOBKY, OyneT
MIPEJICTaBIATh COOOM HapylleHHe CTaTbu 3
KoHBeHIuH' .

M. Angenac u E. bbopre ormeuaror,
YTO pa3BUBarolleecs (TakKe OINKChIBAEMOE
KaK «IMHAMHUYECKOE» WU «IBOJIIOTUBHOE)
TOJIKOBaHME IpaBa sIBJsIETCs 00Iel YepToit
MEXAYHApOJHBIX JIOTOBOPOB: «pa3paboTuu-
KM MEXIYHApOJHBIX JOTOBOPOB XOTENH,
9YTOOBI OHU ObUIM CIIOCOOHBI TPUMEHSITHCS K
HOBBIM CHUTYallUsIM, U [I03TOMY (POPMYIUPO-
BaJIM OOBEKT M 1LIE€Jb JOTOBOPOB B “O0MIMX
yeptax”» [16]. AnHanoruyHeiM 00pazom
JI. Apnen omnucaia 3BOJTIOLMOHUPYIOUIYIO
IIPUPOAY MpaBa €BPONEICKOTO MpaBoCyus,
KOTOpasi «MOXET pacIIUpSATbCS U COBEP-
LIEHCTBOBATHCSI, YTOObI MPUCHOCOOUTHCS K
m3menenusim» [17]. FO. A. TaBpusioBa npu
HCIIOJIb30BAHUU PE3YJIbTAaTOB 3BOJIOTHUBHO-

! Giirbiiz v. Turkey, no. 26050/04, Judg-
ment (Merits and Just Satisfaction) of 10 No-
vember 2005, para. 71.

ro TtonkoBanus ECIIY B oTedecTBeHHO
[IPaBOBOM cHUcTEME MOTYEPKUBAET BAXKHOCTh
COOIOCHUS «IIPEEMCTBEHHOCTH DPA3BUTHS
OTEYECTBEHHOM IOPUIUYECKON HAYKH H
HallMOHAJBHBIX MPaBOBBIX Tpamuiuit» [18,
c. 52]. B. JI. 3opekun, Ilpencenarens Kon-
crurynuonHoro Cyna P®, noguepkuBaer,
YTO «TaK Ha3bIBAEMOE HBOJIIOTUBHOE TOJIKO-
Banue KonseHnuun EBporneiickuM cyzom, 1o
CyTH JIe1a, HAaIIPAaBJICHO Ha CO3aHHE HOBOIO
YHU(PUIIMPOBAHHOTO €BPONEHCKOro IMpaBo-
nopsiaka» [19]. hxon dunHUC 00001IaET
CyTh KPUTHUKH O JEMOKpPAaTUYECKOM Jieru-
TUMHOCTH: 3BOJIIOTUBHOE TOJIKOBaHHE CBO-
IUTCSL K TOMY, YTOOBI [TIOCTaBUTh Ha NEPBOE
MECTO «COBpPEMEHHBIE B3IJISIbI U/UJIU MHE-
Hus» [20, p. 83].

[Togxon, mnpunsaTeii CrpacOyprckum
CyZIOM, SIBJISIETCS MOJXO/0M, CEPbE3HO Y4H-
THIBAIOLIUM HaMEpPEHUE J0r0BAPUBAIOLINXCS
rocyapcTB, H3J0KEHHOE B mpeamOyne
KonBeHiuu, 4ro HE TOJBKO «IIPU3HAHHEY,
HO M «JaJIbHEWIIas peanu3alus» IpaB ue-
JIOBEKa ¥ OCHOBHBIX CBOOOJ BO3jaraercsi Ha
rocy/ilapcTBa-4ieHbl, a CJIeJJOBaTeNIbHO, U Ha
ECITY. B srto#i cBsa3u Oonee yOemuTeanrHO
MPUHATH MOPAJIbHBIE ONPEEIICHNUS, ClIEIaH-
weie ECIIY, u mpusnHath, 4to (MCTOpHYE-
CKH€) HaMepeHus cocTaBuTesneii KonBeHmm
B II€JIOM UMEIOT U JIOJDKHBI MUMETh JIMIIb
BTOPOCTENIEHHOE OTHOILIEHNUE K HbIHEUIHEMY
TOJIKOBAHMIO TOCJIE€ YCTAHOBJIEHUSI COOTBET-
CTBYIOIIUX MOPAJIbHBIX MPHUHITUIIOB, JIeXKa-
mux B ocHoBe KoHBeHIINM.

BbiBogbl

Jlist BeimosiHeHus cBoux Gyakunii Cyn
HE MOJKET HE IPUMEHATH IBOJIIOTUBHOE TOJI-
KOBaHME, OJIHAKO JOJDKEH JenaTh 3TO pa-
3YMHO M TMocienoBaTenbHo. bonee Toro,
9BOJIIOTUBHOE TOJIKOBAHUE SIBIISIETCS 3aKOH-
HBIM, a €ro HCIOJb30BaHUE CTAHOBHUTCS
«HEOO0XOUMBIM i JeruTuMHOCTH Cynan,
[IOCKOJIBKY OHO IOMOTaeT 0OUThCA COrJia-
COBAaHHOCTH B BBIHECCHHH CYJICOHBIX peIlie-
Huil. OJIHaKO HECMOTPSI Ha 3TO 0OCTOSATENb-
CTBO IIPaBO Ha MopaibHOE mpouTteHue Kon-
BEHIIMU B OTHOIICHHWH Bcex 46 rocynapcTB-
ywieHoB CoBera EBpombl TpUHAAIEKUT
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mumb Cyny. B atom u ocobennocts Cyna,
cocrosiliero u3 cyaed u3 46 rocynapcrs,
pa3BuBaTh U ToJIKOBaTh KOHBEHIIMIO, OCHO-
BBIBASICh HA NPEABIAYIIEH IPEeUeaeHTHON
npaxktuke ECITY u koHCceHcyce.

[IpaBa yenoBeka, UX MOHUMAHHUE U CO-
Jep)KaHue caMu 1o cebe TUHAMUYHBI |
HaXOJSTCSl B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT COLMANIbHBIX,
MOpAJIBbHBIX U HAayYHBIX W3MEHEHHH U HOB-

mectB. JIOKTpUHA KUBOTO HMHCTPYMEHTA U
HBOJIIOTUBHOE TOJIKOBAHME KaK MHCTPYMEHT
€€ IIPETBOPEHUS SBIISIIOTCSI OTPAKEHUEM T10-
KOJICHHUSI U T€X MOPAJIbHBIX LIEHHOCTEH, KO-
TOpble B TOT WJIM MHOM MOMEHT TOCHO-
CTBYIOT B oOmecTtBe. Pesynmbrarsl 3BOIIO-
TUBHOTO TOJIKOBaHHUS OTPAKalOT TaKKe
B3IVl U YPOBEHb INPABOCO3HAHMS COOT-
BeTCTBYMOIIEro nokosenus cyneit ECITY.
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