CMPABA «OPO)XXAHKIH TA IHLUI POTU YKPAIHUW»
(CASE OF GOROZHANKIN AND OTHERS v. UKRAINE)
(3asBn Ne 13582/11 1a 2 iHLwi)

Ctucnuii BUKnag piweHns Big 02 rpyaxs 2021 poky

[lo €8poneitcbKoro cyay 3 Npas NoANHY (aani— EBPONENCHKNIA Cy 1) 3aABHUKM CKapXu-
nucs 3a nyHKToM 1 cTaTTi 5 KoHBeHLii Mpo 3aXuCT Npas NIOANHY | 0CHOBONONOXHNX CBO6OA
(nani — KoHBeHLjs1) Ha HE3aKOHHICTb TPUMAHHS iX Nl BApTOH.

PO3MNAHYBLUM CKapryl 3asBHUKIB HAa He3aKOHHE TPUMaHHA X nia BapToi, €sponen-
CbKWiA Cy/ BKaaas, WO nyHKT 1 cTarTi 5 KoHBeHLii Bumarae, 106 6yab-ake nosbasneH-
Hs cBOGOAW BIANOBIAAN0 METi 3aXMCTy 0COOM Bif CBaBINNA Ta, NOCUNAKYUCH HA PiLlieH-
HA Y CripaBi «XapyeHKo NpoTh YKpaiku», KOHCTATYBaB NOPYLUGHHS LibOT0 NON0OXKeHHS KoH-
BEHLUI.

3A LUWX NIACTAB CyA O4HOI0S10CHO

«1. Bupiluye 06’efHaTV 3asBy;

2. Oronotye 3asBy NPUAHATHUMM;

3. [locTaHoBAAE, WO Li 3aABU CBi4aTb NP0 MOPYLLeHHs NyHKTy 1 cTatTi 5 KoHseHuii y
3B'A3KY 3 HE3aKOHHUM TPUMAHHAM NiJ BapTOIo;

4. [locraHosnse, Wo:

(a) yNnpogoBX TPbOX MICALB AepXKaBa-BiAN0BiIAaY NOBUHHA CNNATUTI 3aABHUKAM CY-
MM, 3a3Ha4eHi B TabnuLi y 10AaTKy, AIKi MaoTh 6YTI KOHBEPTOBAHI B HALiOHaMNbHY BanioTy
[IepKaBu-Bignosigaya 3a Kypcom Ha ieHb 3AINCHEHHA NnaTexy,

(D) i3 3aKiHYEHHAM 333HAYEHOr0 TPUMICAYHOTO CTPOKY A0 OCTATOYHOID PO3PAXYHKY HA
3a3HayYeHi CyMU HapaxoByBaTUMETLCA NPOCTUN BIfCOTOK (Simple interest) y poamipi rpa-
HUYHOI MO3NYKOBOI CTaBKM EBPONEIACHKOrO: LUEHTPANbHOro GaHKy, Aka AiaTume B nepioa
HecnnaTy, 0 AKOi Mae 6YTY JOAAHO TPY BIACOTKOBI NYHKTU.

5. Bifxunse pewty BUMOT 3asiBHUKIB LLOZO CrPaBeAnvBoi catucdakLyii».



