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A significant development of science and technology in the modern world, the relative "development of
the planet" and globalization processes necessitate the solution of qualitatively new scientific and applied problems
and, in particular, the need to take into account the intensive development of world industry, limited natural
resources and environmental requirements. and social mobility. The author has analyzed the most important
historical events, implementation of international norms on environmental protection to national legislation.

A particular attention has been paid to the development of the idea of environmental protection in
European law in the second half of XX century and the separation within it of European environmental law.

Recently, such important issues as the management of genetically modified organisms, the management
of waste and hazardous chemicals, the reduction of harmful emissions into the atmosphere and water pollution
have been regulated. This state of legal regulation of environmental relations at the level of international
law has a positive impact on the national legislation of the Member States of the European Union and other
states that have taken the European direction of development, including Ukraine. One of the important areas
of cooperation between the European Union and Ukraine is the joint solution of problems in the field of
environmental management and environmental protection.

It has been concluded that the international legal regulation of environmental relations is a system
of purposeful actions of subjects of international law, aimed at the rational use of nature and environmental
protection in order to preserve it for present and future generations. The green economy is a priority for the
European Union.
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AHOTAIIA

Birauiii A. 3aBropoauiii, Ouier €. ’Kypaseiib. /Ipy:kH€e Bpery/110BaHHs CIIOPY Y IPAKTHLI €BpoNeii-
CBKOTO0 Cy1y 3 MPaB JIOAUHU. 3'ICOBAHO iCHYIOUI ITiIXOH MIPABHUKIB 0 PO3YMIHHS XapaKTepHUX PUC, BUAIB
Ta CTpyKTypu pimers Cyny Pagu €Bponu, 10 yXBaJIOIOTECS HUM 3 MIJCTaB JIPYXKHBOTO BPETYIIOBAHHS CIIOPY
Ta OOIPYHTYBaHHS Ha I[if OCHOBI aBTOPCHKOTO KOHIIENTY (DeHOMEHIB JeKJIaparlist Ipo APYXKHE BPETYITIOBAHHS
CHOPY Ta OAHOCTOPOHHS JIeKIapariisi Ypsiay. ABTOPOM 3/1iHCHEHO aHajIi3 Ta KPUTHYHE OCMUCIECHHS TOKTPHHAIb-
HHX BHUCHOBKIB Ta ITOJIOXKEHb HAI[IOHAJIFHOTO 3aKOHOJIABCTBA 3 MPHBOY HEOOXITHOCTI BUOKPEMIICHHS pillleHb
€BPOIEICHKOTO Cy/y 3 IPaB JIIOAMHH, 10 Topsix 3 noctanoBamu Cyay Paan €Bporm, miuisraiors 000B's13K0BO-
My BUKOHAHHIO JIep)KaBOIO-y4acHUIet0 KOHBEHINT Ipo 3aXKUCT MpaB JIIOAUHH 1 OCHOBOIIOJIOKHUX CBOOOI.

B xoni mocnimxenns BcranoieHo, mo Cyx Pagu €Bponm, 3Baxkaroun Ha CBOIO CyOCHAIapHY POJIb,
JIHIIE MPOTIOHYE CTOPOHAM BHUEpIaTH KOHQIIIKT, SIKMI CKIIaBCs, Yepe3 MOMKINBICTh YKIAAEHHS JJBOCTOPOH-
HBOI Yroju, He yXBaIIOIOUU MPH IIOMY JKOJHUX BIACHUX MPABOKOHCTATYIOUHX PillleHb PO APY’KHE BPETy-
JIIOBAHHS CIIOPY. AHaJli3 PEe30IIOTHBHOI YaCTHHH pillleHb €BPOINECEKOTO CYAy 3 IpaB JIOAWHU, SIKi CKIaja-
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I0Th IIPEAMET PO3MNIAAY, CBIAYMTE MPO Te, IO IX YXBaJeHHS Ma€ Ha METi He BUPILIUTU CHpaBy IO CYTi, 4u
3aCBIUUTH IOPUANYHUN (AKT IPY>KHBOTO BPETYITIOBAHHS, a BIIyYHTH CIPaBY 3 PEECTPY Ha IiICTaBI TAKOTO
¢axry. PestomyeThcs, mo pimeHHs CTpacOyp3bKOTO Cyy, SKi yXBaJIIOIOTECS 3 MiJCTaB APYKHHOTO BPETYIIO-
BaHHS CIIOPY MK CTOPOHAMH, He SIBIIOTH COO0I0 OKpeMoro pisHoBuay nocranoB Cyny Pagu €sponn, a oTxe
HE MaloTh iX BJIACTHBOCTEHl Ta HE BUKOHYIOTHCS K TaKi JepKaBoio-yyacHuIeo KoHBeHii. Y 3B'I3Ky 3 UM
c(hOopMyITbOBAHO aBTOPCHKI Ae(iHIII] MOHATH ASKIAPALlisl IPO IAPY’KHE BPEryIIOBaHHS CIOPY Ta OAHOCTOPOH-
HI JIeKJIaparist Ypsy, SIKi IPOIOHYIOThCS BKJIIOYUTH JI0 OJIOKEHb YNHHOTO 3aKkoHy Ykpainu "IIpo BHUKOHaHHS
pilIeHb Ta 3aCTOCYBAaHHS MIPAKTHKH €BPOMEHCHKOro Cyy 3 IIPpaB JIIOAUHH".

Kurouosi cioBa: E€sponeiicokuii cyo 3 npas noounu, pivienns Cmpacoypsvroeo cyoy, npakmuka Cyoy
Paou Esponu, dexnapayis npo OpyscHe epe2yniosants cnopy, 0OHOCMOponHs OeKkaapayis Ypaoy, eukonanms
nocmanos €6poneicoko2o cyoy 3 npag 100UHYU, MIdHCHAPOOHi 30008'a3anHs 0epacasu-yuacHuyi Koneenyii.

Relevance of the research. After the recognition of complaints about violation of rights
and/or freedoms guaranteed by the European Convention on Human Rights (hereinafter — the
Convention), the European Court of Human Rights (hereinafter - the ECtHR) is increasingly
offering their services to the conflict parties to reach a friendly settlement of the dispute, which
is primarily due to the constant increase in the number of complaints to this international judicial
institution, especially from Ukraine.

In this regard, domestic legal science expresses the opinion that there is an independent
variety of legal acts of the ECtHR, namely: decisions on friendly settlement of the dispute and
decisions approving the terms of the unilateral declaration of the Government. Moreover, this idea
was developed in the provisions of Article 1 of the Law of Ukraine "On the fulfillment of decisions
and application of practice of the European Court of Human Rights".

However, the legal nature of such decisions of the ECtHR still remains debatable, as does the
need for their implementation by the respondent State, similar to the rulings of the ECHR.

Recent publications review. The following domestic and foreign scholars have made a
significant contribution to the development of issues concerning the clarifying the peculiarities
of the procedures and mechanisms for the friendly settlement of disputes in the ECtHR: T. V.
Antsupova, M.O. Baymuratov, O.B. Butkevych, S.K. Burma, O.0. Hrinenko, S.V. Studennikov,
A.Ye. Solokhin, B.S. Mukan and others. However, despite the research already made in this area,
a number of issues remain unresolved, both related to the understanding of the peculiarities of the
decisions of the ECHR, adopted regarding the friendly settlement of the dispute, and the scope of
international obligations of a State Party of the Convention arising in this regard.

The article’s objective is to clarify the existing lawyers’ approaches to understanding
the characteristics, types and structure of decisions of the ECtHR, adopted by it for the friendly
settlement of disputes and substantiate on this basis the author's concept of phenomena "declaration
of friendly settlement" and "unilateral declaration of the Government".

Discussions. From the point of view by S.K. Burma, one of the criteria for distinguishing
the types of friendly settlement procedures in the ECHR is the form of the court decision, which
should be distinguished: a) friendly settlement decision - in the form of a decision or judgment
on the merits; b) decision on removal of the application from the register of cases - in the form
of a decision; ¢) a decision on a friendly settlement - in the form of a report of the Commission
or in the form of a decision before 1998. This lawyer emphasizes that the practical side of the
implementation of the decisions of the ECtHR on friendly settlement is reduced to the general
and individual measures proposed by the ECtHR in its decisions against Ukraine. The greatest
difficulties, in the authors’ view, arise in the field of eliminating systemic/structural problems in the
legal system of Ukraine, identified by the decisions of the Court [1, p. 130, 180-181].

The analysis of the above allows us to state that the author, defining only one criterion
for the classification of friendly settlement procedures, does not single out any features of the
relevant decisions of the ECtHR. This is confirmed by this scientist's thesis that the respondent state
takes measures of general and individual nature to fulfill the decisions of the ECtHR on friendly
settlement of the dispute, which is typical for the rulings of the Court of Justice of the ECHR. At
the same time we consider ungrounded this scholar’s statement that the decision of the ECtHR on
the merits is a form of court decision, which is friendly settlement of the dispute, because the use
of such a procedure and pursues the goal of exhausting the conflict at the first stage of its detection
and avoiding the full procedure of consideration of the case on the merits.

According to M.O. Baimuratov and O.O. Hrinenko, the main criteria of the decisions of the
ECtHR on the friendly settlement of disputes in the case against Ukraine should be considered the
criteria provided by international law. At the same time, from the point of view of researchers, the
criteria established by the practice of the ECtHR are important, in particular reflected in almost
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all decisions against Ukraine, which describe cases of friendly settlement. These authors include
the following: a direct reference to the ECtHR in the operative part of the decision, namely: 39 of
the Convention (in decisions of September 2012); b) a statement or establishment of the ECtHR
in the section of the decision "Law" of the fact that the parties to the case have reached a friendly
settlement (in decisions not later than June 2006); ¢) a statement or establishment of the ECtHR in
the section of the decision "Law" that the achieved settlement is based on respect for human rights
guaranteed by the Convention and its protocols (in decisions not later than June 2006) [2, p. 15-16].

It follows from the above that the European Court of Human Rights has developed its
own approach to the content of decisions taken on the basis of friendly settlement of the dispute.
However, apart from the removal of applications from the register of the ECtHR, decisions such as
legal acts do not have any effect on a State party to the Convention.

It should be noted that the idea of the existence of ECtHR decisions on friendly settlement
of the dispute has its opponents.

For example, O.V. Butkevych emphasizes that Art. 2 of the Law "On Fullfilment of Decisions
and Application of the Practice of the ECtHR" declares mandatory on the implementation of the
decisions of the ECtHR, and Part 1 of Art. 1 of the same Law includes such decisions as the decision
"on friendly settlement in the case against Ukraine".

At the same time, the European Court of Human Rights, as the researcher emphasizes, does not
make a decision on friendly settlement of the case (there is a decision of the Court after communication
or after the admissibility of removing the application from the list of cases on the basis of friendly
settlement by the parties), and the Registry of the Court is involved in this process. Under Article 38 of
the Convention, the ECtHR merely places itself at the disposal of the parties concerned in order to ensure
a friendly settlement of the dispute, and such negotiations are confidential. In this situation, the issue
arises again about what is mandatory in Ukraine, in particular its courts [3, p. 288-289].

A critical understanding of the above statements of lawyers provides grounds for such inferences.

The Declaration on the Friendly Settlement of the Dispute, signed by the State party to the
Convention and the complainant due to the latter's allegation of a violation of Convention rights or
freedoms, is a voluntary agreement between the two parties concluded on a confidential basis. further
consideration of the case by the Court of Justice of the Council of Europe to resolve the conflict that has
arisen at the national level without further consideration by the ECtHR of the case on the merits.

Its conclusion is possible provided that a consensus is reached between the parties on the
following issues: a) the amount of compensation for violations of human rights or freedoms; b) the
obligation of the State to take other specific measures of an individual or general nature in order to restore
the complainant's impaired capabilities guaranteed by the Convention; (c) an obligation on the applicant
not to lodge any complaint against a State Party to the facts of the application and not to request a retrial.

For example, in a declaration of akuryrsi settlement made in the case of Gongadze v. Ukraine
(application no. 34056/02), the Government of Ukraine stated that it was prepared to voluntarily pay Ms
Gongadze EUR 100,000) as evidence of a friendly settlement of the case, which is currently before the
European Court of Human Rights, and that the Government of Ukraine undertakes to take all necessary
measures to continue a thorough investigation into the murder of Mr Gongadze in order to prosecute all
persons guilty of a crime, and will ensure future compliance with the requirements of the provisions of these
articles. Despite the outcome of the investigation, the Government undertakes to ensure that all appropriate
measures are taken in the future to achieve the outcome of this investigation. Accordingly, the applicant
agreed that she would lose the right to make any complaints against Ukraine concerning the facts of the
application and undertook not to request that the case be referred to the Grand Chamber under § 1 of Art.
43 of the Convention after the European Court of Justice has ruled in this case [4].

As S.V. Studennikov emphasizes, since January 2019, the European Court of Human Rights is
testing a new complaint procedure: before the trial, the applicant and the respondent state will be required
to offer a friendly settlement. This is the so-called indisputable (or non-competitive) procedure. The court
believes that it will help reduce the time of the case and allow you to get results much faster.

In general, the new procedure is as follows: after examining the complaint (if it is not
manifestly inadmissible), the Court will invite the applicant and the Government to agree on a
friendly settlement within 12 weeks (send the parties a draft declaration of friendly settlement). The
friendly settlement proposal does not establish that a violation has taken place. If the parties agree,
the court will exclude the case from the register. The implementation of the friendly agreement will
be overseen by the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe [5].

For the proper functioning of the above mechanism, the Government of Ukraine has issued a
Resolution of 14.08.2019 Ne 709, the provisions of which stipulate that if the circumstances of the case
and previous case law of the European Court give grounds for predicting the Court's finding of a violation
of the Convention, the Commissioner concluding an agreement on friendly settlement of the dispute
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or sending a unilateral declaration and submits this issue to the interdepartmental working group. The
decision on the expediency of concluding an agreement on friendly settlement of the dispute, sending a
unilateral declaration to the Court and its conditions is made by an interdepartmental working group [6].

This suggests that the Court of Justice of the Council of Europe, given its subsidiary role, only
offers the parties to settle the conflict through the possibility of concluding a bilateral agreement,
without making any own legal decisions on friendly settlement of the dispute. An analysis of the
operative part of the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights, which are the subject of
consideration, shows that their adoption is not intended to resolve the case on the merits or to certify
the legal fact of friendly settlement, but to remove the case from the register on the basis of such a fact.

This position is confirmed by the provisions of Art. 39 of the Convention, part 3 of which states
that in the event of a friendly settlement, the European Court of Human Rights removes the case from
the register, adopting a decision that contains only a summary of the facts and the solution reached [7].

For example, in the decision of the Strasbourg court of 23.10.2012 on the application Ne 20440/06,
filed by G.K. Apalkova v. Ukraine, the Strasbourg Court states that it received declarations of friendly
settlement signed by the parties on 25 August and 10 September 2012, according to which the applicant
agreed to waive any further complaints against Ukraine concerning the facts set out in this application. in
exchange for the Government's obligation to pay her EUR 1,400 (one thousand four hundred euros) in
respect of any pecuniary and non-pecuniary damage, as well as compensation for legal costs to be converted
into the national currency of the respondent State at the exchange rate on the day of payments in exchange
for the Government's obligation to pay her EUR 1,400 (one thousand four hundred euros) in respect of
any pecuniary and non-pecuniary damage, as well as compensation for legal costs to be converted into
the national currency of the respondent State at the exchange rate on the day of payment. any taxes. The
Court takes note of the fact that the parties have reached a friendly settlement and is convinced that such a
settlement is based on respect for the human rights guaranteed by the Convention and the Protocols thereto
and finds no grounds for further consideration of the application. On these grounds, the Court unanimously
decides to strike the application out of its list of cases in accordance with Article 39 of the Convention [8].

We believe that the legal acts of the European Court of Human Rights are similar in legal
nature, which are adopted on the basis of the Government's approval of the terms of the unilateral
declaration, which is interpreted by the Court as a friendly settlement by the parties.

Thus, in the judgment of the Court of Justice of the Council of Europe of 18 December 2012
on application Ne 7635/07 filed by GF Buryak v. Ukraine, the Court noted that on 13 February
2012 and 29 March 2012 it had received a unilateral Government declaration and a letter from the
applicant, in which he accepted the terms of this declaration, according to which the applicant agreed
to waive any further complaints against Ukraine concerning the facts set out in this application in
exchange for the Government's obligation to pay him 100,000 (one hundred thousand) Ukrainian
hryvnias of any material and moral damage, as well as compensation for court costs, which must
be exempt from any taxes that may be charged. The court takes into account the fact that the
parties have reached a friendly settlement. The Court is convinced that such a settlement is based
on respect for the human rights guaranteed by the Convention and its protocols and finds no basis
for further consideration of the application. On these grounds, the Court unanimously decides to
remove the application from the register of cases in accordance with Art. 39 of the Convention [9].

Conclusions. All the above suggests that the examined legal acts of the Strasbourg Court, adopted
on the basis of friendly settlement of the dispute between the parties, do not constitute a separate type of
judgments of the Court of Justice of the Council of Europe and therefore do not have their properties and
are not enforced as such Convention. In the case of declarations of friendly settlement or approval of the
terms of a unilateral declaration by the Government, it is correct to speak only of the proper fulfillment
by the parties of their obligations under such friendly agreements and of the existence of ancillary nature
of decisions of the ECtHR the removal of applications from the register on these grounds..

In view of this fact, Article 2 of the Law of Ukraine “On Fullfilment of Decisions and
Application of the Practice of the European Court of Human Rights” needs to be amended, to which
should be added regulatory requirements dispute or approval of a unilateral declaration.

At the same time, the provisions of Article 1 of the above-mentioned legal act must be
supplemented by the following provisions: 1) a declaration of friendly settlement of a dispute is a
voluntary agreement concluded on a confidential basis between the complainant and the state in order to
end a conflict that has arisen at the national level in connection with the latter's violation of convention
and / or human rights, without further consideration by the European Court of human rights of cases on
the merits; 2) a unilateral declaration by the Government is an act by which the Representation Body, in
agreement with an interagency working group, proposes conditions for a friendly settlement of a conflict
between the complainant and the State at the national level related to the latter's violation of Convention
further consideration by the European Court of Human Rights on the merits.
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ABSTRACT

The existing approaches of lawyers to understanding the characteristics, types and structure of decisions
of the Court of Justice of the Council of Europe, adopted by it on the basis of amicable settlement of disputes
and substantiation on this basis of the author's concept of phenomena declaration of amicable settlement
and unilateral declaration of the Government. The author analyzes and critically comprehends the doctrinal
conclusions and provisions of national legislation on the need to separate the decisions of the European Court of
Human Rights, which, along with the rulings of the Court of Justice, are subject to mandatory implementation
by the State party to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms.

Keywords: European Court of Human Rights, decisions of the ECtHR, case law of the Court of
Justice of the Council of Europe, declaration of friendly settlement of the dispute, unilateral declaration of the
Government, implementation of the ECtHR, international obligations of the State party.
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