CMNPABA TAHYYK MPOTU YKPAIHWA»
(CASE OF PANCHUK v. UKRAINE)
(3asBa Ne 14607/16)
CTuchuii BUKNaA pilenns Big 22 aunus 2021 poky

[lo EBponeiickKoro cyay 3 Npas NIoAMHY (fani — EBPONeAcbKMi CyA) 3asBHUK CKapXuB-
CA 32 NyHKTOM 1 CTaTTi 5 KOHBEHUii NP0 3aXUCT NPaB MIOAUHY i OCHOBOMONOXHUX CBOGOA
(nani — KoHBEHUis) Ha HE3aKOHHICTb TPUMAHHS #OT0 Nif BapTolo.

PO3rAAHYBLIN CKapry 3aABHUKA HA HE3aKOHHe TPUMaHHA Nid BapToI, €BponencbKuit Cya
BKa3aB, 1|0 NYHKT 1 cTaTTi 5 KoHBeHuii BuMarae, u06 6y/ib-aKke no36asneHHs cBoboau Bia-
110BIAAN0 METi 3axMCTy 0CO6M Bif} CBaBINNs Ta, NOCUNAIOYUCH HA PillieHHs y Cnpasi «Pycnax
SK0BEHKO MIPOTH YKpaiHm», KOHCTATYBAB MOPYLUEHHS LIbOT0 NONOXEHHS KOHBEHLIT.

3A UMX MIACTAB CYA OAHOr0/10CHO

«1. Oronouye 3asBy NPUAHATHOIO;

2. [locTaHOBNAE, WO LA 3aABa CBIAYMTH MPO NOpYwWeHHs NyHKTy 1 cTatTi 5 KoHseHuii y
38’A3KY 3 HE3aKOHHUM TPUMAHHAM Nif BapTOio;

3. [loctaHosnse, WO:

(a) ynpogoBX TpbOX MiCALIB AepXaBa-BiAnoBigay NOBUHHA CNATUTI 3aABHUKY CyMH, 3a-
3Ha4eHi y Tabnuuyi B 40AATKY, SIKi MaloTb GYTV KOHBEPTOBAHI B HALIOHAbHY BANIOTY AepXa-
BY-BifINOBIJa4a 32 KYPCOM Ha [ieHb 3MINCHEHHS nnaTexy;

(b) i3 3aKiH4EHHSIM 3a3HA4EHOTO TPUMICAYHOTO CTPOKY 0 OCTATOYHOrO PO3PaxyHKy Ha
3a3Ha4eHi CyM HapaxoByBATUMETLCA NPOCTH BIACOTOK (simple interest) y PO3MIipi rpaHny-
HOi N03M4KOBOI CTaBKM EBPONEACHKOTO LIEHTPNbHOro 6aHKy, Aka AifTuMe B Nepiof Hecnna-
TH, A0 SKOi Ma€ 6yTv A0AAHO TPU BIAACOTKOBI MYHKTH.

4. Bigxunsie pewTy BAMOT 3asBHUKA OO CMIpaBenmBoi catuctakuii».



