CNPABA «3AIPHIOK NMPOTH YKPAIHW»
(CASE OF ZAYARNYUK v. UKRAINE)
(3anea No 2806/18)
Crucnmit Buknag piwenns sig 11 motoro 2021 poky

Mig Yac TpUMaKHR Nig BAPTOK 3aABHIK CTPEXKAAB Ha CEPAO3HI 3aXBOPIOBAHHA, AKi BNK-
Banw Ha AOro NOBCAKAGHHY QIANLHICTD.

[lo EsponeicbKoro cyay 3 Npae NIOANHK (fani — EBPONEACHKIMA CYJ1) 3AABHUK CKAPXKME-
5 3a crarTelo 3 KoHBeHLi Npo 3axucT Npae NIoANHY | OCHOBONONOXKHMX CBOGOA (aani — Kow-
BEHLJIA) Ha HEHaNAHHA AOMY HANEXHOI MeMYHOI JONOMOrY Nif Yac TPUMAHHA N BapTOIO.

Po3rnanysLum ckapry 3asBHiUKa Ta NOCNABIUKMCh HA CBOK) MONEPEAHI0 NPAKTUKY Y cnpa-
Bax npati Yipaiiu, EBponedcsKui cy/l NiAKPECNMB, WD MEANYHA ONOMOTa, AKa HAJAETD-
€S B YCTAHOBAX BUKOHAHHA NOKapaHb, Mae GYTW HaneXHoIo Ta BIANOBIAATI TOMY PiBHIO A0-
NOMOTH, AKY AEPXaBHi opraHi 30608'A3aNMCA HAAaBaTH NS BCHOTO HACeNeHHs. bepyuu e
110 yBaru, EBpONEACLKMIA CyJ AIRLLIOB BUCHOBKY, W0 3aABHWK HE DTPMMAB HANeXHOi Meany-
HOT AONOMOT W Nifl 4aC TPMMaHHA Nif BAPTOHD, | KOHCTATYBAB NOPYIWEHHA cTaTTi 3 KonseHuii.

3A UWMX MIACTAB CYA 0HOrONOCHO

«1. Oronoluye 3aRsy NPURAKATHOIO;

2. MNocTarosnse, L0 BOHA CBIAYMTL NPO NOPYLUEHHA CTaTTi 3 KOHBEHUITY 38'A3KY 3 HEHa-
NEKHOIO MEAMYHOI0 I0NOMOTOIO Nif 4ac TPUMAHHA N BapTOIO;

3. Mocranosnge, W0

(a) ynpofoBxX TPLOX MicALiB AepKaBa-BiANORINaY NOBUHHA CNNATHTY 3ABHUKY CYMK,
3a3Ha4eHi y Tabnuuyi B AOAATKY, AKI MAOTL GYTW KOHBEPTOBAHI B HALIOHANLHY BaNKOTY Aep-
XaBu-BiANOBIAA4A 33 KYPCOM Ha iEHb 3AIACHEHHA NNaTexy;



(b) i3 3aKiH4EHHAM 3a3Ha4EHOr0 TPUMICAYHOTG CTPOKY A0 OCTATOMHOO PO3PaxyHKy Ha
3a3Ka4eHi CYMN HapaxoBYBaTUMETLCA NPOCTWI BIACOTOK (Simple interest) y poamipi rpaHiy-
HOI NO3M4KOBOI CTaBkW EBPONBACLKOTO LEHTPANLHOro BaHKy, AKa JIATUME B Nepiof Hecnna-
!, 10 AKOT Mae BYTW AO/AHO TP BIACOTKOBI NYHKTI»,



