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Espormeiickuii cyn mo mpasam udeinoBeka (ECIIY) B mocaennue 10 et cTan Bce
gaiie pacCMaTpUBaTh 3asdBICHUS O HapyIIeHUSX COIMMATBHEIX MpaB rpaxnaaH. HecMor—
P Ha KPUTHUKY paclIMpeHHOTO Moaxona K EBpomeiickoif KOHBEHIIHMH IO MpaBaM 4eio—
BeKa Jieia 0 HapyIIeHUIX TPYIOBHX MpaB, MpaB Ha COIMalbHOE 0becledeHUe U ejia o
MUCKPUMUHAIIUY TTPU peaTu3alliy COIUATbHBIX MPaB CTall MOCTOSHHBIMHU B TIPaKTUKE
ECIIY [2, c. 321-332]

B pamkax HacTosuiero moKiaga MB pPacCMOTPUM TpakTuky EBpomeiickoro cyna
Mo TpaBaM YejoBeKa B 00JTACTH 3allUTH TPYJAOBHIX MpaB rpakiaH, MIpaBa Ha COIHATH
Hoe obecliedyeHNe U MTpaBa Ha 3alllUTy OT TUCKPUMHUHAI[UH.

1. 3awuma mpydoseix npag epadxncdan. EBpoTieiickasd KOHBEHIIUS HE COIEpPXKUT
CTEIMAaNTbHOW HOPMBI O TPYAOBHIX MpaBaX TpakiaH, 3a MCKIOYCHUEM HOPMH cT. 11 o
mpaBe Ha oObeUHEHHE W HOPMHL CT. 4 0 3alpellleHUU TMPUHYAUTENbLHOTO Tpyna. Tem
He MeHee IepedeHb e, pacCMOTpPeHHBX EBpomeficKuM cymoM O HapymieHUsIX B 00—
JTACTH TPYAOBOTO TpaBa OYeHb IMHUPOK W BKIIOYAeT fela 0 He3aKOHHOM YBOJIbHEHHH
(Kudeshkina v. Russia (29492/05 ) 26-02-2009, Redfearn v United Kingdom,
(47335/06) 6.11.2012), o nmuckpumuuanuu ( Eweida and Others v. the United
Kingdom (No. 48420/10), 15 January 2013), o HapymeHHuAX oxpaHB Tpyaa { Vilnes
and others v. Norway (52806709 22703/10) 05/12/2013), mnpaB mnpodcowszoB (
Danilenkov and others v. Russia (no._67336/01) 30 July 2009) u 1. 1.

PaccMoTpeHMe MHOTHX «TPYIOBBIX» NeJ OCHOBHBIBAeTCS Ha IMUPOKOH cynebHON
TpakToBKe cTarhu 8§ EBpormeiickoil KOHBEHIMH O 3allUTe MpaBa Ha YaCTHYIO U ceMeii—
Hyl0 Xu3HbL. Hampumep, B nere Boakos mporuB YkpawHwsl (Oleksandr Volkov v.
Ukraine (N 21722/11), 9.01.2013) Cyam mocyuTax, 4To JaHHOE IIpaBO HapyllaeTcs
He3aKOHHBIM YBOJbHEHHeM, B nene BunHec u apyrue mpoTtuB Hopserum ms sToif XKe
cTaThU OBIJIO BHIBENEHO MpaBO pabOTHUKOB Ha MojdyvYeHHe MHpopManuu o ycroBuax
Tpyna. BaxkHo oTMeTHTB, YTO B AejiaX, CBS3aHHBIX C TPYJAOBBIMH OTHOIICHUSIMU, CYI
momMumo EBpomefickoil KoHBeHIMH oOpalraeTcs K APYTUM MEXKAYHAPOJIHBIM KOHBEH
musaM, B dacTHocTH EBpomeiickoii ConmanpHoit Xaptuu u koHBeHumuaM MOT. Kax
ormetun ECIIY B pemenmu mo pemy Cudak v. Lithuania (Qidak v. Lithuania
(no._15869/02), 23 March 2010): EBpomneiickags KoHBeHIIIA He MOXET OBITH HCTOJIKO—
BaHa B Bakyyme. [lostomy Cya, yautsiBasg oco6wiii xapakTep KoHBeHIIMH Kak corjia—
NMeHUS O TpaBax YeJ0oBeKa, MOJIKEH YYHUTHBATh COOTBETCTBYIOIIME HOPMHBI MEKIyHA—
POOHOTO TIpaBa.
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ITonaraem, uto ob6pamenno ECIIY x uHBIM, moMuMo EBpolleiicKoii KOHBEHIIHH,
MEXIYHApOTHKM aKTaM, HUMeeT OTPOMHOE 3HaueHHWe HMEeHHO B 0O0JNacTH TPYTOBOTO
mpaBa. Ccwuinku Cyma Ha EBpomeiicKyio cOIMaNbHYIO XapTHIO B COUYSTAHUHM C OUSBHI—
HOl TeHAeHIHMel Bce §oliee MUPOKOTO MOAX0Ma K 3alUTE COMMATBHBIX TIpaB MO3BOISI—
eT pacCUUTHBATH Ha TO, UYTO TPYAOBHIE CIOPH BCKOpe 3aiiMyT IMPOUYHOE MECTO B Ipak—
tuke ECIIY.

2. Tuckpumunayua e npaxmuxe FEseponelickoeo cyda no mnpasam uenogexa. EBpo—
meiickuit Cyn omepupyeT MOHATHIMY MPIMOi M KOCBEHHOUW nucKpuMuHanuu. [Ipamas
TUCKPUMUHAIINS OTpeneNsdaeTcd KaK pa3Hoe obpallleHWe K NIOIIM, HaXONSIMIUMCSI B
OTWHAaKOBHX CHUTYallMAX 6e3 0o0BeKTHBHOTO W pPa3yMHOTO ompaBmaHus. OTCYyTCTBUE
00BEKTUBHOTO M pazyMHoro omnpabmaHusg ("No objective and reasonable justification™)
03HayaeT, UTO pa3nuyue B oOpalleHWHW He TIpecleAyeT <«3aKOHHYIO IeNb» WIH HeT
«pa3yMHOIl CcOpa3MepHOCTH MEXIY HCIMONb3YeMBMHU CpeIcTBaMU W TIpeciaelyeMoit
TeTBIO» .

KocBenHasg quckpuMuHalnug monuMaercs ECIIY kak pasHuUila B oGpalni¢eHUN, BRI —
pakeHHasd B TakoM sddekTe HeHTpalbHOW MOMUTUKH WJIM MEpPH, KOTODHI HaHOCHUT
Hecopa3MepHHH Bpel ompedeleHHBIM rpynmamM mogeit (Opuz v. Turkey (No.
33401/02), 9 June 2009, Zarb Adami v. Malta (No. 17209/02), 20 June 2006).

IIpaBuio o pacmpeneneHus 6peMeHHU TOKa3bIBAHHUS B JAelaX O TUCKPUMUHAIAHT -
3T0 OMHO W3 BaXHHIX MONOXKEHUI B MpakTuke EBpomeiickoro cyma, obecmeunBamIiee
Hanbompimyio 3G PeKTUBHOCTH paccMOTpeHUS MoqoOHBIX Hen. CoTriacHo TMpellefeHTaM
ECIIY B criyuae, ecium 3asgBUTeNh MoKa3aldl pazHUIy B oOpalleHWHW, TOCYIapCcTBO-
OTBETUYMK MOTXKHO MOoKazaTh, UTO HTa pa3HHUIa OblJla ollpaBiaHa W He ABISIETCS TUC—
KpuMuHamueit [1, ¢. 66-88]

3. llpaxmuxa FEgponelickoeo cyda no 3awjume npaea HA CouudlvHoe obecneue—
nue. Ilpm oOXKamoBaHUM He3aKOHHOTO OTKa3a B BHIIIaTe KaKoTO-THOO COMHATHHOTO
TMocoOUS WIH MMeHCUH 3asIBUTENU CCHITAIOTCT Ha HOpME ¢T. | mpoTokona 1 x Esporreii—
CKOM KOHBEHIIMH, COTIAacHO KOTOpo# Kaxkmgoe GU3MUSCKOe WIH IOPUIUUSCKOE ITHUIO
uMeeT MpaBo Ha yBakeHUe cBoell cobctBenHocTu. CormacHo paHHell mpakTuke EBpo—
meiickoTo cyda, HalmpuMep, B pelieHuu mo jgeny Muller v. Austria, oTKa3 B HazHade—
HHUH COIMANBPHHX BHIIAT (BKII0Uas MEHCHHU) paccMaTpUBAJICd CYIOM KakK HapyIleHHUe
TpeboBaHUA TaHHOW HOPMBI, B cIydyae BBIMONHEHUSA JUIIOM YCTAHOBICHHBIX 3aKOHOM
TpeboBaHUIT O BHeCeHUIO ITaTeXel B COOTBETCTBYOINIME cTpaxoBhie GoHAH [3, c.
25] B pemrenuu mo meny Stec and Others v. UK (No 65731/01 and 65900/01, 12 April
2006) EBpomefickuit Ccyo OTMETHJI, YTO IpPU CO3TaHUHM TOCYIAPCTBOM IEHCHOHHOM
CHUCTeMH BBHITeKaloIe W3 Hee WHAWBUAYATbHEIE TpaBa M MHTEPECH OTHOCITCS K che—
pe MeicTBUA TaHHOI HOPMBI BHE 3aBHCHUMOCTH OT VIIJIATHl B3HOCOB M CpPENCTB, 3a CUeT
KOTOPHIX GUHAHCUDPYETCS MMEeHCHOHHAasI cUcTeMa.

ITomaraeM, 4TOo WM3TOXKEHHBIN BEINIe KpaTKUil 0630p del, paccMOTpeHHHX EBpo—
TMeiicKUM CyIoM, ITO3BONAET cAeNaTh BHIBOJ O TOM, UTO MaHHBIH opTaH CTaHOBHTCS
Hauboaee BIUATETHPHHM 3allUTHUKOB COIUANBHBIX IIpaB TpaXiaaH Ha TEPPUTODPHUH
ctpan CoseTta EBpomnnl. HalmoHalbHBIe CYIBI, KaK MPaBUIO, TOTXKHB MPUHUMATH BO
BHUMaHWe TpaBOBHe IMO3UIMH EBpoleiickoro cylda Mo TpaBaM dYeloBeKa, ciegoBa-
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tenbHO, mpakTuka ECIIY mMeer orpoMHBIHT TOTeHIIMAT BIUSHHUS Ha HAIIMOHATBHOE
MpaBOTIPUMEHEHNE U COCTABISET KUBOH MPaKTHICCKUIT HHTEpeC.
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