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C. B. OBEPYYK

KPUMIHAJTIbHO-NMPABOBA PECTUTYLIA MPABOMNOPAOKY
B YMOBAX NMEPEXIAHOIO NPABOCYOAOA:
AHTUHOMIA NEMNTUMHUX OYIKYBAHb
TA IMNEPATUBY ANTI-IMPUNITY

Obrpynmosano Konyenyilo KpUMIHATbHO-NPABOBOI pecmumyyii K iHcmpy-
MeHma NOOOAAHHS AHIMUHOMIT MIJC NPUHYUNOM NPABOBOI GUHAYEHOCMI Mmda
iMnepamueom anti-impunity. Josedero, wo empama mepumopianibHo20 KOHMp-
om0 ymeepodcye napaduemy Sovereignty of Law ma eumacae sukonamms
S3AIUUKOBUX NOZUMUBHUX 30008 'A3aHb 0epacasu 3a cmanoapmom due diligence.
Apeymenmosano O0ekoHCmMpYKYito OUiKY8AHb HA Oe3KAPHICMb, 3ACHOBAHUX HA
axmax «3axonnozo nenpasay (Gesetzliches Unrecht), uepes npiopumem ynisep-
canvrux imnepamugie jus cogens. OOTpYHMOBAHO MeNEON02iUHY PeOyKYilo
[HCMUMYmie UKOHAHHS HAKA3Y MA CIMEUH020 NPUGLIero 3a0Jis YCYHEeHHs Mame-
planvho-npasosux oOap’epis 1opuduunoi sionosioanvhocmi. Busnaueno, wo
nepexio 00 mpaucgopmamusHoi Cnpaseonusocmi 3abe3neyye peanizayiio npasa
na icmuny (Right to Truth) ma ommonoziuny pecmumyyiro npagonopsoxy.
Koncmamosano, wo s3axucm mopanvnoi asmonomii ocobu (forum internum) e
HeOOXIOHOI0 2apanmi€elo HenosMoPeHHsl ITHCMUMyYioOHAII308aH020 HACUTbCIEA
ma ae2imumayii OHO81eH020 NPABONOPAOKY.

Knwuosi cnosa: nepexione npasocyoos, KpuMiHaIbHO-NPABOEA pecmumy-
yist, npaxmuxa €CII/I imnepamue anti-impunity, 3104UHU jus cogens, npaso Ha
ICIMUHY.

Overchuk Serhii. Criminal law restitution of the legal order in
transitional justice: antinomy of legitimate expectations and the anti-
impunity imperative

The concept of criminal law restitution as a tool for overcoming the
antinomy between the principle of legal certainty and the anti-impunity
imperative is substantiated. It is proven that the loss of territorial control
reinforces the Sovereignty of Law paradigm and requires the fulfillment of the
state’s residual positive obligations under the due diligence standard. The
deconstruction of expectations of impunity based on acts of “statutory
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lawlessness” (Gesetzliches Unrecht) is argued through the priority of universal
jus cogens imperatives. The teleological reduction of the “superior orders”
defense and “family privilege” is justified to remove substantive legal barriers
to criminal liability. It is determined that the transition to transformative justice
ensures the realization of the Right to Truth and the ontological restitution of
the legal ovder. It is established that the protection of an individual’s moral
autonomy (forum internum) serves as a necessary guarantee of non-repetition
of institutionalized violence and the legitimation of the renewed legal order.

Key words: transitional justice, criminal law restitution, ECtHR case law,
anti-impunity imp erative, jus cogens crimes, right to truth.

ITocranoBka mpoOiaemMu. Y cydacHill apXiTeKTypi I100anbHOTO
NPaBOIMOPSAKY Ta MDKHAPOIHOI KpUMIHAJIBHOI IOCTHLIT mocTae (yH-
JaMeHTaJIbHa eIiCTEMOJIOTIYHa aHTUHOMISI MK TIPUHIIMIIOM ITPaBOBOI
BU3HAYEHOCTI, IO IPYHTYETHCS HA NIepe10auyBaHOCTI 3aKOHY Ta PaBo-
MipHHUX criofiBaHHsAX 0coou (cT. 7 KoHBEHILIT Mpo 3axXKUCT npas JTIOAUHU
1 0CHOBOIONIOXKHUX ¢cBOOOT; Aaii — €KI1JT), Ta immeparuBHUM 000B’513-
KOM JIepyKaBHU 10O MepeciifyBaHHs (duty to prosecute) 3a HAUTSHKUL
3JI04uHU jus cogens. Llsa normatuuna mpoOiiema HaOyBae 0COOIHBOI
aKTyaJIbHOCTI B YMOBaXx IMEPEeXiJHOTO MPAaBOCYs, KOJIU MOCTKOH(ITIK-
THI CYCHIJIbCTBAa CTHKAIOTHCS 3 HACHIJKAMHU THCTHTYIIOHAII30BaHOTO
HACHJIbCTBA, 10 3yMOBIIIOE TNIMOOKY KpU3Y TPAJULIHHOTO TEPUTOPialib-
Horo Gopmamizmy. OKymalisi Y1 aHTUKOHCTUTYIIHA y3yprialist Bjau
CTBOPIOE HOPMATUBHHI BakyyM Ta ()OpMY€ BHUIAMMICTH JIETAILHOCTI,
Jie HEeTpaBOBi PEKUMH KOHCTPYIOIOTh BJIACHI KBa3ilpaBOBI CHCTEMH.
Taki yTBOpeHHs 11030aBJIeH1 BHYTPIIIHBOI MPETEH3ii Ha MPAaBUIBHICTb
1 32 CBOEIO MPHUPOAOIO CTAHOBIATH (OpMy BTpyUaHHS, IO KBaTi(iKy-
€ThCSI SIK €KCTEPUTOpIaNbHUN IMIepiani3M. Y CHCTeMi KOHBEHIIIHHOT
acuMeTpii 000B’SI3KIB BTpara Jiep)KaBor0 e(EeKTHBHOTO KOHTPOIIIO HaJ|
TEPUTOPI€I0 Je-(HaKTo HE PO3PHUBAE TPUBAIOTO HOPMATHBHOTO 3B’S3KY
CyBepeHa 31 CBOIMH I'pOMajsiHAMH Jie-tope. 3ITKHEHHsI HOMiHAJIbHOT
JIETAJIbHOCTI aKTiB OKYTAIIHHOTO PEKUMY 13 3aCaTHIIOI0 KOHIICTIIII€I0
Sovereignty of Law BuMarae TofonanHs cyTo (GopMaicTChKOro Jiera-
mizmy. Lle 3yMoBIIIO€ HEOOXIIHICTH MTEPEOCMHUCIIEHHS IHCTPYMEHTApPII0
KPUMIHAJBHOT IOCTHIIIT K IUTICHOTO aKTy, CIIPSIMOBAHOTO Ha OHTOJIO-
TIYHY PECTUTYIIIO TPABOMOPS/IKY, 32 K0T HOPMU CHCTEMHOTO HelpaBa
BHU3HAIOTHLCS TIEPBICHO HIKIEMHUMH.

Cran onpanwBaHHs NpodaeMaTuKH. TeopeTHKO-METOOIOTIUHE
MATPYHTS JOCITIKSHHS] CTAHOBIIATH Tpalli 3apyOiKHAX Ta BITUNU3HS-
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HUX BueHHX. Pi10COPCHKO-IPABOBUI BHUMIP «3aKOHHOTO HENpaBay
Ta MPETeH3iI0 NpaBa Ha MPaBHJIBHICTH Kpi3b NpU3MY BimoMoi ¢op-
Mmynmu anamizyBanu . PauOpyx ta P. Anekci. Konuenryanbhi 3acanu
Sovereignty of Law Ta 1opuCAWMKITIMHI BHUKINKA B YMOBaX OKyTarlil
BuByamu ®. JIxk. [xelikooc, M. Minanoiu ta E. Kpigmn. [luranns
aKcioynorii mepexiHOro MpaBocyAls Ta TPaHC(HOPMATHBHOTO TOTEH-
miary KpuMiHanbHOT toctulii BucBiTmoBanu P. Teiirens, I1. I'pexi Ta
C. PobGinc. B YKpalHCBKOMy HayKOBOMY JHMCKYPCi TIPOOJIeMU KpUMi-
HaJIBHOI BiJOBIAAJIBHOCTI B yMOBaX 30pOHHOr0 KOHQIIKTY IPYHTOB-
Ho aHanizyBaaun M. XaBpoHiok, B. HaBpoupkuii Ta 0. Baynin. Box-
HOYAC, MOMPH 1[I HANPAIIOBAHHS, MMTAHHS PECTUTYIIIi MPaBOMOPSAKY
SIK 1HCTPYMEHTA TIOIOJIAaHHS «3aKOHHOTO HEIMPaBa» y CBITIII OCTAaHHBOL
MPaKTHKH €Bponeichkoro cymy 3 npas jronuau (€CILI) 3anumaerses
TEOPETUYHO HEPO3B’s3aHUM. 30KpEMa, y BITUM3HSHIN mormarui Opa-
KY€ IJIICHOTO IiIX0/Ty JIO TIOJ0JIAHHS KOJIi3iH, 110 MPU3BOASATH a00 10
de facto aMHicTIl 3a MDKHapOAHI 371049MHHU, a00 JTI0 HEOOTPYHTOBAHOT
penpecii ocib 3a nepekoHaHHs (civil death).

Mera crarTi nonsrae B JOKTPUHAIBHOMY OOTPYHTYBaHHI KOH-
Heniii KpuMiHaJIBHO-TIPABOBOI PECTUTYLII MPaBOMOPSAKY B YMO-
BaxX MEPEXiTHOTO MPABOCYNIA, IO YepPe3 MEXaHi3MU TEICOTOTTIHOL
penykmii Ta mpioputesamnito Right to Truth cripsmoBaHa Ha PO3B’s-
3aHHS AHTHMHOMII JIETITUMHUX O4YiKyBaHb Ta peaji3alilo iMIepaTHuBy
anti-impunity.

Buxiaa ocuoBnoro marepiany. Tepuropianbuuii (opmaJtizm
Ta Sovereignty of Law: acumeTpisi I0OpUCAUKUiHHUX 3000B’s13aHb.
Tpaauuiiina rormMaTuka IpoCTOPOBOI YNHHOCTI KPUMiHAJIBHOTO 3aKO-
Hy (ct. 6 KK VYkpainn) rpyHTyeThCs Ha BecT(albChbKiii MO Tepu-
TOPIaJIbHOTO CYBEPEHITETY, /1€ IOPUCANKIIIA JETEPMIHYETHCS MOHOIIO-
JE€I0 AepKaBU Ha IHCTUTYLIWHAN TpuMyc. B ymMoBax 30poitHOro KOH-
¢uikTy Ta OKymnamii BUHHUKA€E KOJi3is MiXK BU3HAHUM MIKHapOIHUM
MPaBOM CYBEPEHITETOM de jure Ta BTPaTo0 e(pEeKTHMBHOTO KOHTPOIIO
de facto, mo cupuunHse Kojarc (GopMaizoBaHOT MOJICII TPaBO3acTo-
CyBaHHs. Y 30HaxX «00OMEXEHOT IepKABHOCTI» MPAaBOBUH MO3UTHUBI3M,
3aCHOBaHMW HA JKOPCTKil MPUB’s3Ili 3aKOHY 10 (i3HYHOT MPUCYTHO-
CTi, 3a3Hae MeToNoJIOTiuHOT Kpu3u. [lomiOHa cuTyallisi He O3Hadae
3HUKHEHHS JIEPKaBU: TEPUTOPIs de jure HaJICKUTH T, IpoTe 11 BHY-
TPIINIHIHN CyBepeHIiTeT TaM de facto cTae KpuxkuM [ 1, c. 23]. Sk 3ayBa-
kye E. Kpinan, oqHOCTOpOHHE MOMMPEHHS 1HO3€MHOT I0pUCIUKLIT Ha



Yacmuna 1 e IOpuouuni nayku 361
OKYIIOBaHY TEPHUTOPil0 CTAHOBUTH KT «EKCTEPUTOPIaIbLHOTO iMIIEepi-
ani3My», KU TiAMOPSAIKOBY€E HaceJIeHHs HopMaM Oe3 ioro cysepe-
HHOI 3ronu [2, c. 608, 627].

HacamkeHHsl oKynaniifHuX KBa3impaBOBUX CHCTEM Ta CTBOPEHHS
napajieilbHuX KapaJbHUX OPraHiB MPSMO MOPYIIYE iMIEPaTUBH MiX-
HApOJHOTO T'yMaHIiTapHOro mpasa. 30kpema, cT. 64 JKeHeBCbKOI KOH-
BEHIIT PO 3aXUCT IUBLIBHOTO HACEJCHHsI Mija yac BiHU 1949 poky
nependadae 30epeKeHHS] YMHHOCTI MICIIEBOTO KPHUMIHAIBLHOTO 3aKO-
HOJIAaBCTBa Ta Oe3MepepBHICTh (YHKIIOHYBAaHHS JIETITUMHHUX TPHOY-
HaniB [3]. JleMOHTaXX HaIiOHAJIBLHOI CYTOBOI CUCTEMH Ta MPUMYCOBE
BIIPOBA/DKEHHSI JIeP)KaBOI0-arPEcOpPOM BJIACHOTO 3aKOHY M030aBiisie
TaKi HOBOYTBOPEHHS O3HAK 3aKOHHOCTI. APTYMEHTYIOYH OHTOJIOTIUHY
HECIPOMOXKHICTh TOIOHUX CTPYKTYp, rapBapjacbkuii podecop Jlon
JI. ®ynnep 3a3navae: «ToranbHUE NpoBaj y AOTPUMAHHI NPUHLIHMIIIB
3aKOHHOCTI HE MPOCTO MPU3BOIUTH 10 CTBOPEHHS MOTaHOI CHCTEMH
MpaBa; BIH Ma€ HACIIIKOM YTBOPEHHS TOTO, III0 B3arajii HEe MOXKHA Ha3-
BaTH MPABOBOIO CHCTEMOIO, Xi0a 10 B IMi/IECIUBUX BUXBASIHHAX TTi/I-
JaHMX, SIKI B)KE BTPATHIIM 3aTHICTb BiAPI3HATH MPAaBIiHHA MpaBa Bil
CBaBUILHOTO JAMKTATY JIIOACHKOI BIagu» [4, c. 39]. YTBopeHi cTpyKTy-
PH CTaIOTh IHCTPYMEHTAaMH PETIpeciii, mo jwumie (opMyIoTh BUANMICTD
JIETITUMHOCTI CBOIX aKTiB.

s mo3uuisi 3HaXOAUTh AOKTPUHAIBHY MiATPUMKY B CTajiil mpak-
tui CrpacOyp3bkoro cyay. OLUiHIOIOUH cTaTyc KBa3icyliB HEBU3HAHUX
yTBOpeHb, Cy/ KOHCTAaTye iX HEBIAMOBITHICTh KOHBEHIIIHHOMY KpHUTe-
pito «cymy, BcranosneHoro 3akoHoM» (ECtHR 23 February 2016, Grand
Chamber, Mozer v. the Republic of Moldova and Russia, No. 11138/10,
§ 148). Benuka Ilamara €CIDI Takoxx BcTaHOBWJA, IO CHUCTEMHE
3anpoBaPKEHHS 3aKOHOJIABCTBA Ta CTBOPEHHS CY/IiB JiepKaBH-arpecopa
€ TTIOpyIIeHHIM €BpONeichKoi KOHBEHIII1, sIka Ma€ TITyMa4nTUCS Y CBIT-
71 HopM MikHapoaHoro rymaniTapHoro npasa (ECtHR 25 June 2024,
Grand Chamber, Ukraine v. Russia (re Crimea), Nos. 20958/14 and
38334/18, §§ 946, 1019, 1022). 3acTocyBaHHs KBa3iCyJaMu BIACHOTO
KPUMIHAJIBHOTO 3aKOHY Ta HOT'O PETPOCIIEKTUBHE MOMINPEHHS Ha MisH-
HSl, BANHEHI 10 MOMEHTY OKYyIMalii, BU3HAETHCS TPYOUM MOPYLICHHSIM
npunuuny nullum crimen sine lege (ct. 7 €KIUI) (Ukraine v. Russia
(re Crimea), § 1272). Bynb-siki akTH TaKUX YTBOPEHb 11030aBJICHI IOPH-
muaHoi e, FOpucnukiiitHa mpeTeH3isl, 3acCHOBaHa Ha 3aCTOCYBaHHI
30pOWHOI CHJIH, BU3HAYAETHCS SIK aOCOMIOTHA IOPUANYHA HIKYEMHICTD
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[5, c. 127-128]. Lle Bukiro4ae BUHUKHEHHS CTaHy res judicata Ta jito
NpUHIMITY non bis in idem.

Ha mpoTuBary tepuropiaabHOMY (QopMaiizMy, Mi>KHapOIHa J0TMa-
THKA 3MILIYETHCS 0 NMapagurMU HOPMAaTHBHOI HemepepBHOCTi. Brpa-
Ta (I3MYHOTO KOHTPOIII0 HE PO3PUBAE MPABOBOTO 3B’S3KYy MIXK JIETi-
THMHOK JICP)KaBO Ta il HacelleHHsM. BiamoBa Bij reorpadiuHoro
JICTEPMIHI3MY CBIJUUTH, III0 CyBEPEHHA BJIaJ/ia HE € TOTOXXHOI BHKJIFOY-
HO THCTUTYIIHHINA TPUCYTHOCTI AepkaBu. KpuMiHamsHUN 3aK0H 30epi-
ra€ YMHHICTH IIOJ0 MPAaBONOPYIICHb, BAMHEHHUX 11032 MeKaMH (i3nd-
HOI TOCSHKHOCTI JIETITUMHUX OpraHiB. JJOKTpHHAIEHOIO OCHOBOIO €KC-
TEPUTOPIaJILHOTO 3aXHMCTy BUCTYNA€e KoHIeMIisi Sovereignty of Law.
Y cydacHOMY IpaBOIOPSIAKY aBTOPHUTET JIEPXKaBHU IPYHTYETbCS HE Ha
3MATHOCTI CHJIOMII[h YTPUMYBATH TEPUTOPIIO, & HA CTAIOCTI FOPHIUY-
HUX TPUHLIUMIB. Sovereignty of Law mependauae, Mo 3acagHuyi mpa-
BOBI I[IHHOCTI Mi/IJISITAI0Th IMAHEHTHOMY 3aXHCTY HE3aJIeKHO BiJl Tepu-
TopialbHUX BTpart [6, ¢. 45, 137-138]. Bigrak xpuMmiHaimbpHA IOpHC-
TUKIisE TpaHCHOPMYEThCs y (QYHKIIIOHAIBHY MOJIEIb, SIKa BijoOpaxae
cTaOlIbHUIT HOPMAaTHBHUH 3B’ 30K 3aMiCTh MEXaHIYHOI MPUB’SI3KU JI0
reorpadiyHuX KoopauHat. KOpHCaMKIIiIO CITiji pO3TIISAaTH SIK KOMIUIEKC
mmpaB Ta 000B’SI3KiB AepkaBH 1070 ocid [7, c. 5—6]. Take po3yMiHHA
JEKOHCTPYIOE HEJETITUMHY MOHOIIOJNIIO OKYIIAHTAa Ha PEryJlOBaHHS
CYCIIJIbHUX BiJHOCHH.

VY cBiTI1 KOHBEHIIIHHOT acuMeTpii 000B’S3KiB BTpaTa e(h)eKTHBHOTO
KOHTPOJIO TpaHC(HOPMYE CTPYKTYPY BiAMOBIIATBHOCTI AepPKaBH-CyBe-
peHa. HasBHICTE TUTYITy Ha TepuTOpito 30epirae IOPUCIUKIIIIO B PO3Y-
MminHi cT. 1 €KII, npote Bumarae ii aganTamii 10 eKCTpaopAuHAPHUX
peamiii [8, ¢. 106, 209-222]. Jlep:xaBa 00’€KTUBHO BTpaydae 3/IaTHICTh
BUKOHYBAaTH KJIACHYHI HEraTWBHI 3000B’sI3aHHsI, OCKUIbKH BIJICYTHICTh
JIETITUMHOTO anapary IpuMyCy YHEMOKJIMBIIOE O€3110CepeIHE IPUIIH-
HEHHS TOpyweHb. L1 00’eKTHBHA HEMOMIIMBICTh HE CKAaCOBYE BiIIO-
BiZJaNIbHOCTI JieriTuMHO1 Biaan. CyBepeH 3BIIbHAETHCS BiJ] BAKOHAHHS
HE3/IICHEHHUX HEeraTuBHUX 3000B’s13aHb, MPOTE 3a HUM 30€piraroTh-
CsI 3aJTUIIKOBI TIO3UTHBHI 3000B’SI3aHHS OO 3aXHUCTy TIpaB ocib [9,
c. 168, 207-209]. Taka acumetpisi JO3BOJIIE€ 30€pEIrTH BiAMOBITAIb-
HICTb JepkaBu 0e3 TOKJIaJaHHs Ha Hel HepeaJiCTHYHUX OYiKyBaHb
1I0J10 HETAHOTO MPUIMHEHHS OKYMAI[ifHAX MPAKTHUK CUJIOBUMHU METO-
npamu. OOCsT UX MO3UTHBHUX 3000B’s3aHb BU3HAYAETHCS CTAHAAPTOM
HaJeKHOI 00ayHOCTI (due diligence), Mo BUMarae BUKOPUCTAHHS BCiX
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JMIOCTYITHUX MEXaHi3MIB JUIs MiHiMi3amii HacminkiB arpecii. Jlep:kapa
Hece BiAMOBIIaIbHICTh 32 MOPYLICHHS MPaB BHACHIJOK Oe3isITbHOCTI
JUIIEe 32 YMOBH OOI3HAHOCTI MPO PU3UKU Ta HASBHOCTI MPaKTHYHOI
MOKJTUBOCTI BXKHUTH TIPEBEHTUBHUX (3aXUCHUX) 3aXOiB, POTE YXHUIISI-
€ThCsI Bix iX peamizarii [10, c. 23].

[lincymoBytoum, clifi KOHCTAaTyBaTh: OOOB’SI30K JEpKaBH MIONO
PECTUTYLIT TPABOMOPSIIKY HE 3HUKAE 3 BTPATOIO (Di3UYHOTO KOHTPOIIO
HaJ TePUTOPiAMU. 3ITKHECHHS HOMIHAJIBHOI JIETaJFHOCTI OKyIIaHTa i3
3acalHUYO0I0 KOHIENIIicr Sovereignty of Law TiATBEpIKy€e MEPBICHY
IOpUINYHY HIKYEMHICTh KBa3ilPaBOBHX cUCTeM. Bynb-sKi ouikyBaHHS
Ha CTaOUIBHICTh OKYMAIIHHOTO PEKUMY UM rapaHTOBaHY HUM Oe3Kap-
HICTh € IOPUINIHO HECIIPOMOKHUMH Tepen OOIHIUYsSM CYBEpEHITETY
npasa. [lepexin 10 TOKTPUHM 3aJMIIKOBUX MO3MTUBHHUX 3000B’S3aHb
030pOI0€ HaLlIOHAJBbHY IOCTULII0 KOHIENTYaJIbHUM MEXaHi3MOM st
JEKOHCTPYKIII O4iKyBaHb Ha OE3KapHICTh, YTBEPIKYIOUH MPiOPUTET
CyOCTaHTHBHOI CIIpaBe/IIMBOCTI.

Gesetzliches Unrecht Ta 00’ckTHBI3alisi nependavyBaHOCTI:
MaTepiaabHO-NPaBoOBi MexkKi JosIbHOCTI. PyHIaMEHTaIbHUIN TPUH-
uun nullum crimen sine lege (ct. 7 €KILJI) Tpanuiiino BUKOHY€E (PyHK-
ito 6a30BOi TapaHTii Bil PETPOAKTHBHOTO Ta CBABUIHHOTO IEPECITi-
nyBaHHA. [Ipore B ymMOBax mepexiIHOTO MpaBocymnas (GopMamicTchbke
TIIyMaueHHsI LOT0 NPUHLUIY YaCTO BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS MPEACTaBHH-
KaMH PENPEeCHBHUX PEXHUMIB IJIsi KOHCTPYIOBaHHSI BUAMMOCTI MpaBo-
BO1 BU3HAYCHOCTI Ta YHUKHEHHS BiMTOBIJATBHOCTI 32 MacOBI 3BipCTBA.
Le#t moxTpuHaIHHMIA KOH(IIKT BUMArae mepeoCMUCICHHS JIeTali3my,
OCKUIBKH abCOIOTH3ALIS TO3UTUBHOTO 3aKOHY, 110 CAHKLIOHY€ iHCTHU-
TYLiOHATi30BaHEe HACHIIBLCTBO, PYHHYE CYTHICTb MpaBonopsaky. Komn
HOPMATWBHI aKTH JEp:KaBH CBIJIOMO 3alepedyioTb OCHOBOIIOJIOXKHI
TpaBa JIOAWHHW Ta TPHWHINI PIBHOCTI, BOHH BTPAvarOTh OHTOJOTIY-
HY NPETEH3110 Ha MPaBWIBHICT 1 JETPagylOTh A0 CTaHy «3aKOHHOTO
Henpaay (Gesetzliches Unrecht) [11, c. 107-108].

KoHcraramist ¢akTy icHyBaHHSI HEMPaBOBOTO CEPEIOBHUIIA 3yMOB-
JIIO€ TICPETIIT KPHUTEPiiB TependadyBaHOCTI KPUMIHAIBHOTO 3aKOHY.
B cranax mpaBoBOi HEBU3HAYEHOCTI, TOPOLKEHUX (PYyHKIIOHYBaHHIM
ABTOPUTAPHHUX CHCTEM, MeXa IependauyBaHOCTI 3MILIYEThCS 3 Halli-
OHaJIBPHUX HOPMATMBHUX aKTiB Ha yHiBepcalbHI iMIEpaTUBH MiXKHa-
POTHOTO KPUMIHAIBLHOTO TIpaBa. €BPONEHCHKHUI Cym MIATBEPIUB IICH
BEKTOpP, BCTaHOBMBILIM, L0 AEp)KaBHA MPAaKTHKA, sika rpy0o mMmopy-
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IIy€ MpaBoO HA JKUTTSI, HE MOXKE OXOIUTIOBATHUCS 3axucToM cT. 7 €KILJI
(ECtHR 22 March 2001, Grand Chamber, Streletz, Kessler and Krenz v.
Germany, Nos. 34044/96, 35532/97 and 44801/98, § 87). Ocoba He Mae
JIETITUMHUX OYiKyBaHb 100 OC3KapHOCTI 3a MisTHHS, SIKi, TIOTIPH IXHIO
(hopMalTbHY BIJOBITHICTh TTO3UTUBHOMY 3aKOHO/IABCTBY, CTAHOBIISITH
3JI0YMHHM BIJIMOBIIHO JIO 3arajibHUX MPHHIIUIIB MIPaBa, BUBHAHUX IUBi-
JII30BAaHUMH HaL(ISIMH.

3a3HaueHUNA MOKTPUHATHHUN 3CYB 3yMOBIIOE €pO3il0 TapaaurMH
0e3yMOBHOI ITOKOPH, KA TPUBAJIHIA YaC CIIyTyBaJia iIHCTPYMEHTOM 3aXH-
CTYy JJIsl BUKOHABIIB 31104rMHHUX HakasiB. CT. 41 KK Ykpainu BusHauae
BUKOHAHHSI HaKa3zy ab0 pPO3MOPSKEHHS K 00CTaBHHY, 1[0 BUKJIIOYAE
KPHUMiHAJIbHY TTPOTUIIPABHICTh, aKIICHTYIOUH yBary Ha cy0’ €KTHBHOMY
YCBiZIOMIIEHHI 0CO0010 HE3aKOHHOCTI PO3MOPSIKeHH. B yMoBax mepe-
X1JTHOTO MPaBOCY/Is TaKa KOHCTPYKIisl CTBOPIOE HOPMATHBHY KOJi3i10,
OCKUIBKY BUMArae npouecyalbHOTO JOBECHHS CKIaJHOTO 1HTEJIEKTY-
aJTbHO-BOJILOBOTO CTAaHy O0COOW B MOMEHT BUMHEHHS CHCTEMHUX MiXK-
HaponHuX 3704nHIB. OpieHTaIis BUKIIOUHO Ha CyO €KTUBHUH (hakTop
CHpUIHATTS (HOpMYy€e TEPeIyMOBH Ul YHUKHEHHS BiJNOBIZaIbHOCTI
3a IMIUIEMEHTAIiI0 TIOMITHKU AEPKAaBHOTO Tepopy. B 11boMy KOHTEKCTi
BHU3HAUYATILHOIO € mo3uis npodecopku Emic Ban Ciiapert: «€nuHuMA
CIpaBIi MDKHAPOTHUMH TEOPISMH KPUMiHAIBHOI BiJMOBITaIBHOCTI,
TOOTO TaKUMH, 110 HE MAIOTh HAI[IOHATBHOTO TIOXO/KCHHS, € BiJIMOBI-
JAJIBHICTh KOMaHAMpPa Ta 3aXHUCT Yepe3 BUKOHAHHS HaKa3y HadallbHH-
Ka» [12, c. vii].

[lomonanns 1i€l KOi3ii JIEKUTH Y TUIONIMHI 3aCTOCYBaHHS 00’ €K-
THUBHOTO CTaHAAPTYy «IUBLII30BaHOI CBIZIOMOCTI», 110 3aMiI[y€ MOJIEIb
iepapXivyHOi MiAMOPSIKOBAHOCTI JIeiOepaTUBHUM CY/DKSHHSIM. 3TiIHO
3 UM CTaHJIAPTOM OOOB’SI30K OCOOM PO3IMI3HATH SIBHY 3JI0YMHHICTH
Hakazy € 00 €KTMBOBAHWM 1 He 3aJIeKUTh B 1i iHIWBIMyaIbHOI TIpa-
BOBOI ekcriepTusu. PajukaibHa aHTHUTYMaHHICTh Haka3iB PO BYH-
HEHHSI TCHOLUMY UM BOEHHUX 3JI0YMHIB POOHUTH IXHIO MPOTHIPABHICTh
CaMO3PO3yMIJION0, 1[0 HOPMATUBHO BHKJIFOYAE MOXKJIUBICTH BUKOHABIIS
ameTIoBaTH A0 Ciyk00Boi cybopmuHarii [13, ¢. 379, 384]. Bumora
MOpaJIbHOI aBTOHOMII ITPEBAIIOE HAJT TUCIUITIIHOO, SKIIO 3MICT HaKa-
3y CHOpsSMOBaHWHA Ha 3HUIICHHS (yHIaMEHTalbHHX IMPAaBOBUX OInar.
CrpacOyp3bkuii cyl OOTPYHTYBAB, IO JKOJCH IMPABOMOPSJIOK HE Mae
MpaBa BUMaraty abCOIOTHOI, HEKPUTHYHOI TOKOPH HaKa3aM, BUKOHAH-
HS SIKUX Tpy00 MopyIrye MiKHapoJHO Bu3HaHI npasa oauan (ECtHR
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22 March 2001, Grand Chamber, K.-H.W. v. Germany, No. 37201/97,
§§ 75-76). 3naTHICTh 1O KPUTUYHOI €THYHOI pediiekcii € 000B’I3KOM
KoMOaTaHTa, a BUKOHAHHS SIBHO 3JIOYMHHOTO PO3IOPSKEHHS KBaTi-
¢biKyeTbcs SK YCBiIOMIIEHA CITIBYYacTh Y MIKHAPOIHOMY 3JIOYHHI, e
MOCHJIAHHS Ha CITY>KOOBY JIOSTBHICTD € FOPUIUYHO HIKYEMHHM.

JleKoHCTpyKITisi a0COIFOTH30BAHOT JIOSUTLHOCTI BUMArae 3acTOCyBaH-
HSl METOJy TEJICONIOTIYHOI PEeyKIll TaKoXK 1 JI0 IHCTUTYTY «CIMEHHOTO
npuBineto». Bimgmosigao 10 4. 2 c¢t. 396 KK Ykpainum Onm3bKi pomudi He
T ISTAI0Th Bi/IMOBITAIEHOCTI 32 3a3/1aJIET1/Ib HE OOIIsTHE TPUXOBYBAHHS
TSDKKOTO 41 0COOJIMBO TSKKOTO 37104mHY. [IpoTe Tpancdopmaris macus-
HOTO KOHCTHTYIIIHOIO IpaBa Ha MOBYAHHS y MarepialbHO-TIPaBOBY
npedepeHIlito Ha aKTUBHE TIPUXOBYBAHHS 3JIOUHHIB jus cogens TEHEPYE
HE3/I0JIaHHY TIPaBOBY JeopMarliiro. Y crpaBax Mpo MiKHAPOIHI 3II0YH-
HH TaKa KOHCTPYKIIiS CAaHKLIOHY€E JIECTPYKIIiIO JOKa30BOi 0a3u Imif mpu-
KPHUTTSIM IIPUBATHOI comifapHocTi. TonepyBaHHS JepikaBOKO aKTHBHOTO
TIEPETTKOKAHHS TIPABOCYIITIO 3 00Ky POIUYIB BOEHHUX 3JI0YHHIIIB ITepe-
TBOPIOE TapaHTii MPUBATHOCTI Ha JIETITHMI30BaHy de facto aMHICTIIO.
B ymoBax jii no3utuBHEX 3000B’s13aHb 3a crartsmu 2 ta 3 €KILT nep-
’KaBa 3000B’s13aHa 3a0e3nednTH e(EKTUBHE PO3CIIIyBaHHS MacOBHX
3BipcTB. PommHHa CoNMimapHICTh HE MOXKE BHCTYIIATH 0€33aCTEPEIKHIM
JIO3BOJIOM Ha 3HUINEHHS JO0Ka3iB KaTyBaHb YH M03aCYIOBHUX CTpAT.

Konnenuisi «MarepiajbHO-IPaBOBOi MEXi JOSUIBHOCTI» MOCTYIIOE,
10 PUBATHI IHTEpECH HE € a0COIIOTHUM OJIaroM i MOBUHHI OyTH 00Me-
KEHI TaMm, Je TXHA peajtizallis mapaiisye nepeciigyBaHHs 3a MOCsITaHHs
Ha OCHOBU MIXKHAPOJTHOTO MPaBOIIOPAIKY. [lorMaTndae oOTpyHTYBaHHS
BOTO OOMEKEHHsI 0a3yeTbesl Ha iepapxiuHiil mepeBasi iMIepaTUBHUX
HOPM MIXHapOJHOTO MpaBa. OCKUILKA HOPMHU jus cogens, 1110 3a00po-
HSIOTh HAUTSDKYI MIDKHAPOJIHI 3JI0UMHH, 3aiiMarOTh HAUBHIIK 111a0€ITh
y HOPMAaTHBHIN i€papxii, BOHM HaJileHi aOCOIIOTHOI IOPUIANIHOIO
CHJIOIO 1 HIBENIOIOTH [il0 CyOCTaHTHBHHX NPHUBLICIB UM IMYyHITETIB
(30kpemMa iMyHITETY ratione materiae), O CTOSTh Ha 3aBajli TPUTSIT-
HEHHIO BUHHUX JI0 BiAMOBigaIbHOCTI [ 14, c. 405—406]. Y miii miHHICHIN
napagurMmi Right to Truth, SKUM HaIiIeHI XEPTBU IHCTHTYIIOHATI30-
BaHOTO HACWJIbCTBA, Ma€ MPIOPUTET HAJ] MOTUBAMH MI>KOCOOUCTiICHOT
JIOSTBHOCTI Ta MPUBATHUMH CiMEHHUMU 3B’si3kamu [15, ¢. 698—699].
Binrax Oynp-sika BHYTPIIIHBO/ICPYKABHA HOPMA, [0 1HCTUTYIIOHAITIZY€E
IMYHITET 3a CHPHUSHHS ITOCOOHMKAM MiXHAPOMHHUX 3J0YHHINIB, OCTa-
TOYHO BTpadae CBOIO IOPUINYHY JICTITHMHICTb.
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V3arajgpHEHHs HABEACHUX TOTMAaTHYHHUX TpaHCOpMAaLiil 103BOJIsIE
CTBEpIXKYBarH, o Gopmyna Pagdpyxa QyHKIIOHYE SK yHIBEpCaIbHUN
METOJIOIOTIYHUN KPUTEPIH Y CHCTEeMI MepexiJHOro mpaBocyas. Bona
HIBEItO€ OyIb-sKi JIETITUMHI OYiKyBaHHS Ha OC3KapHICTH, SKIIO BOHH
IPYHTYIOTHCSI HA HOPMaTHBHHUX aKTaxX 4M Hakas3ax, KOoTpi rpy0o 3are-
peuyioTh pyHIaMeHTanbHI MpaBa JonuHu. [IpaBoBUil MOPSAOK, SKHUN
TOJIEPY€E MAacOBI1 3BIpCTBa, BTpayae CBOK CYTHICHY HPUPOAY, a 0COOH,
K1 MOKJIaIAl0ThCs HA HOT0 JIeTalbHICTh, HE MOXKYTh PO3PaxOBYBaTH Ha
3aXMCT NPUHLUITY [IPABOBOI BU3HAYCHOCTI MIEPEA YHIBEpCATbHUM Mpa-
BocyaasaM. OTke, KpUMiHAJIBHO-IPAaBOBA PECTUTYLsI MPaBOMOPSAKY
BUMarae JEKOHCTPYyKIii (opmarnicTcbkux Oap’epiB. bynb-sika mosuib-
HICTb — UM TO CIIy>KOOBa IOKOPA 3JIOYMHHUM PO3HOPSKEHHIM PEXU-
My, M TO POIMHHA COIIJJAPHICTh Y TPUXOBYBaHHI MAacCOBHX 3BIPCTB —
MOCTYIIAETHCS IMIIEpaTuBy anti-impunity. OO0B’ 30K AepKaBH Iepe-
CJIIyBaTH BUHHUX (duty to prosecute) 3a 31I04UHHU jus cogens MpeBalltoe
HaJ JIOKQJTbHUMHU IMyHITeTaMH, 3a0€e3MeqyIour MOBEpHEHHS Mepexia-
HOT'O CYCHIJIbCTBA A0 CTaHy CyOCTaHTMBHOIO BEPXOBEHCTBA IpaBa Ta
HEBiIBOPOTHOCTI MOKapaHHS.

TpancpopmaTuBHa cnpaBelauBicTh Ta Right to Truth: onto-
JIOTiYHA pecTUTYIUis NMpaBonopsaAKy. B cyuacHiil Teopii mepeximHo-
TO TPaBOCYMIS 3MINIYyEThCSA aKCIONOTiYHA TapajgurMa KPUMiHAIBHO-
ro IpaBa: MOHOIOJISI I€PKaBH Ha MOKAapaHHS MOCTYMAEThCS MIPaBaM
JKEPTB 1HCTUTYIIOHAJII30BAHOTO HACWJIBCTBA. TpajuilidHI ITiXO0/IH,
Opi€HTOBaHI Ha 30€peeHHS MONITHYHOTO KOHCEHCYCy YH CTa0illb-
HICTh HETIPABOBHX CTaHIB, AEKOHCTPYIOIOTHCA Yepe3 MPIOpHUTeT Cyo-
CTAaHTUBHOI CHPAaBEUIMBOCTI (Substantive justice). Sk oOIpyHTOBy€
P. TeliTenb, y TpaH3UTHUBHUX CYCHUIBCTBAX KPUMiHAJIbHE TPABOCYAISL
BHUKOHYE KOHCTPYKTHBICTCHKY (DYHKIIITO, 1€ PO3CIIiyBaHHSI CHCTEMHHIX
3JIOYMHIB MHHYJIOTO CTa€ HEBiI’ €MHUM €JIeMEHTOM (OpMyBaHHS HOBOL
JEMOKPATHYHOI 1IGHTHYHOCT] Ta AUCTAHLIIOBAaHHS Bifl MONEPEAHBOTO
penpecuBHOrO pesxkumy [16, c. 67, 49]. 3axuct npaB ocodbu HabyBae
BU3HAYAJILHOTO 3HAYCHHS JUIS BiJTHOBJICHHS JICTITUMHOCTI BJIaJHHX
IHCTHUTYTIB.

BignoBigHo 10 HBOTO MapaJIurMaibHOTO 3CyBY O0OB’SI30K JepKaBU
NepeciayBaTi BUHHUX (duty to prosecute) cTa€ HEOOXiTHUM iHCTPY-
MEHTOM peaJizamii npasa Ha ictuny (Right to Truth). €Bponeicbkuit
CyZl KOHCTATY€, IO ITPaBo KePTB 1 CyCIUIBCTBA 3HATH 00’ EKTUBHI 00CTa-
BUHH CEPHO3HUX MOPYLICHb OCHOBOIOJIOKHUX NPAaB JIOAWHHU (30Kpe-
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Ma, 3a cT. 2 Ta 3 €KIIJI) mae npiopureT HaJ NOJITHYHUMH MipKyBaH-
HSIMU, CTpoKamu AaBHocTi yu aktamu amHicTii (ECtHR 17 September
2014, Grand Chamber, Mocanu and Others v. Romania, Nos. 10865/09,
45886/07 and 32431/08, §§ 288, 326). 3abe3nedeHHs IIHOTO TIpaBa
BUMAarae HaJIe)KHOI MPaBOBOI BI/AIMOBiAI Ha AMCKpUMIHAIlIITHE HACUIIb-
CTBO, /I€ 3aCTOCYBaHHsI HECIIBMipHO M SIKUX CaHKLIH 4M (hopMambHUX
NpOIIEAYp TeHEpY€E BIMUYTTs OS3KapHOCTI Ta pyHHYy€e NOBipy A0 mpa-
Bocymus (ECtHR 14 January 2021, Sabali¢ v. Croatia, No. 50231/13,
§§ 97-98, 111). Lle MOBHICTIO y3rOIKYETHCS 3 MO3UITIEI0 TTPODHECOPKH
J. ®@. Opentiixep, sika 3acTepirae BijJ NOJTITUKO-NIPABOBUX KOMITPOMi-
ciB: «BuMora Mi>KHapoHOTO TpaBa MO0 MTOKapaHHS 3a KaxXJIUBI 3710~
9uHU 3a0e3Teuye HAWIMOTYXHIMMN 3aXUCT Bing Oe3kapHOCTi. OmHaKk,
SKIIO MM J03BOJMMO MAHIIyJIOBaTH LIUM IIPaBOM Ha HallOHAJILHOMY
PiBHI, Ti, XTO OOpETHCs 3a CIPABEATUBICTD, BTPATAThH CBili HAWBAXKIIMBI-
i iHcTpymeHT» [17, c. 22].
3a3Ha4yeHnii aKCiOJOTIYHMHN IMIepaTHB BHMara€ MepeoCcMHUCICHHS
MEJX JIETITUMHOTO AEP’KaBHOTO MpuMycy y cdepi npas mroqunu. Pec-
TUTYLisI TPaBONOPSIKY TNependavae iHTErpamilo 3axucTy BHYTPILI-
HBOTO CBITYy 0COOU (forum internum) y TUIONIUHY KPUMIHAJIBHOT JIOT-
Matuku. Ct. 9 €KIIJI rapanTye HETOTOPKAHHICTH CBOOOAM TYMKH Ta
COBICTi, 0OMEKYIOUM BTpYUYaHHs B i7Iei{HI UM CBITOTVISIHI IEPEKOHAHHS
ocobu. Y curyarii, KoJIi IOpHINYHII 000B’ 130K BCTyTae y Henepedop-
HUH KOHQIIIKT 13 CyMJIIHHSIM, IPUMYC J0 MOTO BUKOHAHHSI CTAHOBUTH
dbopMy MOpPaTbHOTO HACWILCTBA, HEMPUITYCTHUMOTO B JIEMOKPATHY-
HoMy cycminbcTBi (ECtHR 7 July 2011, Grand Chamber, Bayatyan v.
Armenia, No. 23459/03, § 110). BigmoBigao g0 4. 4 ct. 35 Konctu-
Tyuii YKpaiHu BiCHKOBUI OOOB’S30K, IO CYNEpPEYUTh PENiridiHUM
MEPEKOHAHHSM TPOMaJITHIHA, Mae OyTH 3aMiHCHUH aJIbTePHATHBHOIO
(HeBiiCbKOBOIO) Ciyk0010. BificyTHICTH aJIMiHICTPaTUBHOTO MEXaHi3-
My peaitizaiii bOTo MpaBa B yMOBaX 30pOHHOr0 KOH(QIIIKTY CTBOPIOE
PETYIATOPHY JIaKyHY, IPOTE HE CKACOBYE CY0 €KTHBHOTO IpaBa 0COOH.
JepxaBa He Mae MPaBOBUX TIJICTAB BUKOPHCTOBYBATH KPUMiHAIBHY
pempecito sk 3acid KOMITEHCAIi1 BITACHOI HECTIPOMOKHOCTI 3aIpoBaIH-
TH 00’ €KTUBHUH TECT Ha IUPICTh IEPEKOHAHb (Sincerity test).
3acTocyBaHHs KPUMIHAIBHOTO TOKapaHHS A0 oci0, siki 30epira-
I0Th MOpPaJibHy aBTOHOMIIO Ta BiJIMOBIISIIOTBCS JIISITH BCyIeped imrie-
paTHBaM BIIaCHOI COBicTi, (hopMye PEHOMEH «TPOMAITHCHKOT CMEPTi»
(civil death). CuctemaTndHe TiepecyilyBaHHs 32 BiJIMOBY, 3yMOBIICHY
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HE3MIHHUMH NIEPEKOHAHHIMHM, HaOyBa€ O3HAK MOBOKEHHSI, 1110 IPHHU-
JKye€ JIOACHKY TigHicTh (cT. 3 €KIJI). ¥V TpaH3UTHBHOMY CYCHiJILCTBI,
IO TIparHe YTBEpAUTH CyOCTaHTHBHE BEPXOBEHCTBO IPaBa, pempecis
3a IOTPUMAaHHS OCOOOI0 MHUPHHUX CBITOINISIIHUX YCTaHOBOK € IOpHU-
JUYHOIO aHOMAJIIEI0, SIKa CYIEePEeYUTh CYTi MPABOMOPSAKY Ta pyHHYe
eTHYHY LTiCHICTh cy0’ekTa. BupileHHs 3a3HaueHUX KOMi3ii moTpedye
CHUCTEMHOTO MEPEXO/Ty BiJl 0OMEKEHOT peTpUOyTUBHOI MOJIEJII JI0 rapa-
IUTMH TpaHC(HOPMATHBHOI CTIpaBeTHBOCTI (Transformative Justice).
VY KIacuuHIN CUCTeMi KOOpAMHAT KPUMiHAJIBHA FOCTHUIIS (DOKYCY€EThCS
NepeBaKHO Ha iHAMBIAyaslbHiN Biamiati Ta i3omsuii ocodu. [Ipote y
NepiofM paAuKaIbHUX CYCHIJIbHUX 3pPYIIEHb UM MOJOJTAaHHS HACIIIKIB
OKyTIAIlil CyTO KapadbHUH ITiIX11 BUSBIISETHCS IHCTPYMEHTAIBHO 0OMe-
JKEHUM, OCKITBKH HE yCyBa€ CTPYKTYPHHUX YNHHUKIB KOH(ITIKTY.

Konnenuist Transformative Justice 3milye akeHT Ha 3MiHY BJIaj-
HUX BiJIHOCHH, TIOJIOJIAHHS iIHCTUTYII0HAJII30BaHOT HEPIBHOCTI Ta 3a0€3-
TIEYCHHSI CY0’ €EKTHOCTI MOCTPaKIaIUX Y MPOIIECi COIiaTbHOTO BiTHOB-
nensst [18, c. 339-340, 346]. Y mexax 1i€l mapaaurMu oKapaHHs 3a
MOCATaHHS Ha IMIIEPaTHBHI HOPMH jus cogens HaOyBa€ SKiCHO HOBO-
ro OHTOJIOTiYHOTO BUMipy. [lepecmigyBanHs 3a HAUTSHKYI MIKHAPOIHI
37I0YMHM TIepecTae OyTH MEXaHIYHIM aKTOM MTPUMYCY, EBOJIOIIOHYIOUN
B IHCTPYMEHT CTPYKTYPHOT'O OUHMILEHHS CyCIijbcTBa. Take npaBoCcyaas
BiJTHOBJIIOE CUCTEMY COLIaJIbHUX KOOPAMHAT, M030aBIIs€ JIETITUMHOCTI
IHCTUTYTH «3aKOHHOTO HEIpaBa» Ta JIEMOHCTPYE PO3PUB 13 37T0UMHHU-
MU TPaKTHKaMW OKyMAI[ifHMX YW aBTOPUTApHUX aaMiHicTpamiil. Lle
JIO3BOJISIE HE JIAIIE 3a0€3MEYUTH BilITOBITATBHICTE KOHKPETHHX OCIO,
a ¥ iHIIiFOBaTH MTEPETBOPEHHSI, HEOOX1IHI JIJIs 3aI00IraHHs peuIuBaM
MacoOBOI'O HACHIILCTBA Y MailOyTHbOMY.

OTXe, KpUMIHAJIBHO-TIPABOBA PECTUTYILIS B YMOBaxX IEPEXiAHOTO
MPaBOCY/JII BUCTyNAa€ aKTOM BiTHOBJICHHS KOHIENIii Sovereignty of
Law. TpaH3UTHBHI CyCHIBbCTBA, IMIUIEMEHTYIOUM CTaHIAPTH MiXHa-
POIHOTO KPUMIHAJIBHOTO MpaBa y HaIlOHAJIbHY JOIMAaTHKY, JOJAr0Th
0OMEKEeHICTh MO3UTUBICTCHKOTO JIETATi3My Ta BIIKHIAIOTH UTHO30pHI
OUiKyBaHHS Ha O€3KapHICTh, IPYHTOBaHI Ha Me(HEKTHUX HOpMax MUHY-
J0r0. YTBEpIKEHHS TpaBa Ha iCTUHY Ta 3a0e3MeueHHs HEBiABOPOTHO-
CTi BIJIMIOBIJJAJIBHOCTI 3a 3JI0YMHU MPOTH OCHOB JIFOJICHKOTO CIIBICHY-
BaHHS CTa€ HEOOX1JHOI MepeyMOBOIO JIETITUMAI[iT OHOBJIEHOTO Mpa-
BOTIOPAZIKY. BimMoBa Bill peISITHBI3MY 3aCBiAUyE CIIPOMOXKHICTE TEp-
JKaBH YTBEPAKYBaTH BEPXOBEHCTBO IPaBa HaBiTh Y CKIAJHUX yMOBaXx
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couianbHO-noMiTHYHOI TpaHcdopmanii. ¥ 1pomy (yHKIIOHAIBHOMY
BUMIpi MOKapaHHS MepepocTae MEXi MPOCTOi BiAIUIATH, BUCTYNAIOUN
HaJIMHUM MEXaHI3MOM 3a0e3ICUCHHS] TapaHTId HEMOBTOPCHHS (1ON-
repetition) THCTUTYIIIOHAJI30BAHOTO HACHIILCTBA. Jle3aByror0un HEmpa-
BOBI aKTH Ta BU3HAKOYH HIKYEMHICTh KBa313aKOHHUX HAKAa3iB 1 MOJITHY-
HUX aMHICTi{ 3a MacoBi 3BIpCTBa, Aep:KaBa yepe3 KpUMiHaIbHE CYI0-
YUHCTBO 3/1MCHIOE TIOBEPHEHHS 710 CYBEPEHHOTo cTaHy mpasa. Crane
YTBEPIKEHHS YHIBEPCAIBHUX CTAaHAAPTIB CTa€ IarGopMoro, Ha SKii
(dbopMyeThCsl IEMOKPAaTUYHA 11EHTHYHICTh. JlnIie uepe3 KOMIJIEKCHY
PECTUTYLIO CIIPAaBEATMBOCTI TPAH3UTHUBHE CYCIUILCTBO 3aTHE JEKOH-
CTPYIOBaTH TPaBMH MHUHYJIOTO 1 TapaHTyBaTH CTAOUIbHHN PO3BUTOK,
TPYHTOBaHUH Ha 1TOBa3i 10 HEBI EMHHX IIPAB JIFOIUHH.

BuchoBku. Enoxa teputopiagbHOTo Ta 3aKOHOIABYOTrO (opmariz-
My, IDyHTOBaHa Ha BecT(aNbChbKiil TOrMaTHLIi, BUUepIaa CBiil perys-
TUBHHI MOTEHIIaN. B yMOBaxX cHCTEMHOTO HenpaBa FOPUCIUKILIS JIeTi-
TUMHO{ Iep>kaBH TpaHC(HOPMYETHCS 3 TeorpadigHOT MOHOMONIT Ha MTPH-
MyC y MapajurMy CyBepeHiTeTy npaBa (Sovereignty of Law). Byab-sxi
npeTeHsii arpecopa Ha MPaBOTBOPYICTb UM 3/1iHCHEHHS KBa3impaBoCyI-
Js1 KBaTiPIKYIOThCS SIK €KCTEPUTOPIaIbHIN IMITEpiai3m, 10 3yMOBIIOE
CTaH JIePUBATHUBHOI HENETITUMHOCTI (nullity) BIATIOBIAHUX BIIaIHUX
IHCTHUTYIIIH. BTpaTta TeputopiaabHOTO KOHTPOIIO de facto He po3pHuBae
HOPMAaTHBHOTO 3B 3Ky MiX AEp>KaBOIO Ta 0c00010, a CTBOPIOE CHUTYa-
1[I0 KOHBEHI[IIHOT acuMeTpii 000B’s13KiB. 3a Takoi acUMETpii CyBepeH
3BUTHHAETHCS Bl BUKOHAHHS HEMOXKJIMBUX HETAaTHBHHUX 3000B’S3aHb,
mpoTre 30epirac BH3HAYAJILHUN TMPIOPHUTET 3aJUIIKOBHX ITO3HTHBHHUX
3000B’s13aHb 110JI0 KPUMIHAIBHOTO MEPECiTyBaHHs, peani3allis sSIKUX
BUMIPIOETBCS CTAHJAPTOM HAJICKHOI 00a4HOCTI (due diligence) Ta
BUMarae aJianraiii KpuMiHaJIbHOT IOCTHILIT 10 peaii 30poiHOro KoHp-
JKTY.

AprymeHranis, BHOymOBaHa Ha (HOPMaNICTCHKOMY TIIyMadyeHHi
NPUHIMITY TPaBOBOi BU3HAUEHOCTI SIK TapaHTil BiA mepeciigyBaHHS
3a MacoBi 3BIpCTBa, MIJISITa€ KOHIIETITYalIbHIH AekoHCcTpyKiii. Cromi-
BaHHS Ha O€3KapHICTh, 3aCHOBAaHI Ha HOPMATHBHUX Je(eKTax pempe-
CHUBHMX CHCTEM UM OKyINaliiiHOMY 3aKOHOAABCTBI, sSike HaOyBa€e O3HAK
«3akoHHOTO HenpaBay (Gesetzliches Unrecht), He TIATAIOTh 3aXUCTY
B Me)Xax aBTOHOMHOro TrymadeHHs ct. 7 €KI1JI. HopmarusHi aktu Ta
Jep:KaBHA MPAKTHKA, 110 3alePeuyroTh JIIOACHKY TIJHICTh Ta MPUHIIMII
piBHOCTI, 1M030aBIIeHi BHYTPIITHBOI MMPETEH31]1 Ha PaBUIBHICTh. YHAC-
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nipok nii popmynu PanOpyxa mexa nepenbadyBaHocTi (foreseeability)
KPUMIHAJIBHOTO 3aKOHY JJIsl BUKOHABI[IB CHUCTEMHHUX 3JIOYUHIB jus
cogens 3MINTYEThCS 3 JIOKAJILHOTO HEIpaBa Ha YHIBEpCaJbHI iMIlepa-
TUBHU MIXKHapoaHOro npaBocyns. Cy0’eKTHBHE NMOKJIAAaHHSI 0cOOU Ha
JIETAJIBHICTD aKTiB BIABEPTO 3JIOYMHHHUX PEKHUMIB IEPETBOPIOE ii mmpa-
BOMIpHI CITOMIBaHHS Ha IOPUANYHY (IKITiTO, IO HiBEITIOETHCS BUMOTA-
MU CyOCTaHTHBHOI CIIPABEIITUBOCTI.

3a3Ha4YeHUI JOKTPUHAILHHUN 3CYB 3yMOBIIOE BCTAHOBJICHHS KPHTE-
pifo MaTepiaTbHO-TIPaBOBOI MEXKi JIOSITBHOCTI, 110 AEMapKy€e MeXi JI0Iy-
CTUMOT CITy)KO0BOI cyOopauHaiii Ta pofauHHOI coigapHocTi. JKoaeH
BHYTPIIIHBOJIEPKaBHUN IMYHITET, PO3TOPS/IXKEHHS UM IHCTUTYT 3aXHUCTY
CIMEHHHMX 3B’SI3KiB HE MOKE (DYHKIIIOHYBAaTH SIK IHCTPYMEHT YHUKHEHHS
BIJITIOBIAAJIBHOCTI JUIsI OCIO, MPUYESTHUX JIO IJIAHYBAHHS, BUKOHAHHS Y1
CTIPUSHHS y BYMHEHHI MDKHApOAHUX 3104MHIB. TomepyBaHHS nepia-
BOIO MPUXOBYBAHHSI TaKUX IisIHb IiJl MPUKPUTTAM TpaBa Ha MOBYAHHS
a00 BUIPaBIaHHs HACUJIBCTBA HEKPUTUYHOIO ITOKOPOIO (POPMYE MPaBOBY
nedopMartiro, o0 CTAaHOBHTS de facto aMHICTIFO JIIsl BOEHHHUX 3JI0YMHIIIB.
BignoBigHO HalioHaJbHI IHCTUTYTH BHKOHAHHS Haka3y Ta CIMEWHOTO
NPUBLIEIO TOTPEOYIOTh HOPMATUBHOTO OOMEKEHHS Yepe3 TeJICOJIOTTUHY
PenyKIIio o0CsATY BiAMIOBITHUX HOPM. lepapxiduHuii mpioputeT iMmepa-
TUBHUX HOPM MIKHApOIHOTO TpaBa BHMarae cyOopauHaiii BHYTpiml-
HIX TIPUBIICIB TOKTPUHI anti-impunity, O BUKITIOYAE MOXIIUBICTH KOH-
CTpyIOBaHH: 0ap’€piB IOPUAMIHOI BiIIOBITATBHOCTI.

B ymoBax nepexigHoro nepioay KpuMiHaIbHE TPABOCY/IS €BOIIOLT-
OHYE 3a MeX1 00MekeHOi peTprOyTHBHOI mapagurMu, HabyBaro4uH MpH-
ponu TpaHchoOpMaTuBHOI cnpaBemIuBOCTI (Transformative Justice).
[TokapaHHSI cTa€ akTOM CTPYKTYPHOTO BiJHOBICHHS HPaBOMOPSAKY
Ta BU3HAYAJILHUM MEXaHI3MOM peaji3allii npaa Ha ictuny (Right to
Truth) nuist KepTB 1 CyCIUIBLCTBA, MAKOYH MPIOPUTET HAJ TOTITHYHUMH
KoMIpoMicamu. BogHouac 3acTocyBaHHSI pelPECUBHHUX 1HCTPYMEHTIB
10 ocib, siki 30epiratloTh MOpajbHY aBTOHOMIIO y cdepi aOCOIIOTHUX
npaB, NPOAYKY€E IACCTPYKTHBHUN (PEHOMEH «TPOMAASHCHKOI CMEPTi»
(civil death), HecyMicHUI i3 BEPXOBEHCTBOM IIpaBa. 3a TaKHUX YMOB
OHTOIIOTIYHA PECTUTYIliS Yepe3 MeXaHi3MU KPUMIHAIBHOTO CYJOYHH-
CTBa IOCTAE JI€BUM 3aCO0OM [TOBEPHEHHS TPAH3UTHBHOTO CYCIIiJILCTBA
JI0 CTaHy CyOCTaHTHUBHOTO IpaBa. Jle3aByrorouM iHCTUTYTH «3aKOHHO-
TO HempaBay, KPUMiHAIHLHO-TIPABOBA PECTUTYIIS BUCTYIA€ TapaHTIEI0
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HETIOBTOPEHHS (non-repetition) IHCTUTYLIOHAII30BaHOTO 3714 TA YTBEP-
JUKY€ CYBEPEHITET YHIBEPCATHHHX JTFOICHKIX ITIHHOCTEH.
IepcnekTHBY MOJANBIINX AOCTIIMKEHD MIOJSTAIOTh Y PO3POOIICH-
Hi IPUKIIQJIHAX MEXaHI3MIB IMITIEMeHTaIlii napagurmMu Transformative
Justice Ta 3a0e3TnedeHH] HOPMATWBHOI KOHBEPIEHIIT HalliOHAIbHUX
KPUMiHAJIBbHO-IIPABOBUX 1HCTUTYTIB i3 MI0OATBHUM iMIIEpaTUBOM anti-
impunity 3a 3J09HHH jus cogens.

1. Krieger H., Baade B., Miihrel L. Introduction: International Humanitarian
Law and Areas of Limited Statehood. International Humanitarian Law in Areas
of Limited Statehood / ed. by B. Baade, L. Miihrel, A. O. Petrov. Baden-Baden:
Nomos, 2018. P. 21-39. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845289557-21
2. Criddle E. J. Extraterritoriality’s Empire: How Self-Determination Limits
Extraterritorial Lawmaking. American Journal of International Law. 2024.
Vol. 118, Issue 4. P. 607-658. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/ajil.2024.33
3. Geneva Convention Relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of
War (Fourth Geneva Convention) of 12 Aug. 1949. Refworld : website. URL:
https://www.refworld.org/legal/agreements/icrc/1949/en/32227 4. Fuller L. L.
The Morality of Law. Rev. ed. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1969. 262 p.
5. Grant T. D. Aggression against Ukraine: Territory, Responsibility, and
International Law. New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2015. 298 p. 6. Jacobs F. G.
The Sovereignty of Law: The European Way. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2007. 163 p. 7. Ryngaert C. Jurisdiction in International Law. 2nd ed.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015. 320 p. 8. Milanovic M. Extraterritorial
Application of Human Rights Treaties: Law, Principles, and Policy. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2011. 306 p. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:o
$0/9780199696208.001.0001 9. Mallory C. Human Rights Imperialists: The
Extraterritorial Application of the European Convention on Human Rights.
Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2020. 238 p. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.5040/9781509914760 10. Stoyanova V. Positive Obligations under the
European Convention on Human Rights: Within and Beyond Boundaries.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2023. 320 p. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/
0s0/9780192888044.001.0001 11. Radbruch G. Gesetzliches Unrecht und
iibergesetzliches Recht. Siiddeutsche Juristen-Zeitung. 1946. Jg. 1, Nr. 5.
S. 105-108. URL: https://www.jstor.org/stable/20800812 12. Sliedregt E. van.
Individual Criminal Responsibility in International Law. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2012. 360 p. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:o
$0/9780199560363.001.0001 13. Ambos K. Treatise on International Criminal
Law. Volume I: Foundations and General Part. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2013. 468 p. 14. Pedretti R. Immunity of Heads of State and State
Officials for International Crimes. Leiden: Brill Nijhoff, 2015. 493 p. 15. Sadat
L.N. A Contextual and Historical Analysis ofthe International Law Commission’s
2017 Draft Articles for a New Global Treaty on Crimes Against Humanity.



372 Hepoicasa i npaso © Bunyck 100

Journal of International Criminal Justice. 2018. Vol. 16, Issue 4. P. 683-704.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/jicj/mqy039 16. Teitel R. G. Transitional Justice.
Oxford : Oxford University Press, 2000. 304 p. 17. Orentlicher D. F. ‘Settling
Accounts’ Revisited: Reconciling Global Norms with Local Agency.
International Journal of Transitional Justice. 2007. Vol. 1, Issue 1. P. 10-22.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/ijtj/ijm010 18. Gready P., Robins S. From
Transitional to Transformative Justice: A New Agenda for Practice. International
Journal of Transitional Justice. 2014. Vol. 8, Issue 3. P. 339-361. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1093/ijtj/iju013

Overchuk Serhii. Criminal law restitution of the legal order in transitional
justice: antinomy of legitimate expectations and the anti-impunity imperative

The article substantiates the doctrine of criminal law restitution of the legal
order as an intellectual toolkit for overcoming the epistemological antinomy
between the principle of legal certainty and the anti-impunity imperative. It is
proven that the crisis of territorial formalism in conditions of armed aggression
and occupation necessitates a transition from the geographical model of
sovereignty to the multi-dimensional paradigm of the Sovereignty of Law.
Within this paradigm, any claims of the aggressor to exercise justice produce a
state of derivative illegitimacy (nullity), which precludes the emergence of res
judicata and blocks the application of the non bis in idem principle. It is
established that the loss of territorial control determines a conventional
asymmetry of obligations: the sovereign is exempt from performing impossible
negative obligations but retains the priority of residual positive obligations
regarding criminal prosecution, the implementation of which is measured by the
strict standard of due diligence.

The deconstruction of formalist expectations of impunity, based on
legislative acts that acquire the features of “statutory lawlessness” (Gesetzliches
Unrecht), is argued. Through the implementation of the Radbruch Formula
and the autonomous interpretation of Article 7 of the ECHR, it is substantiated
that the threshold of foreseeability of criminal law for jus cogens crimes
inevitably shifts from local normative acts to the universal imperatives of
international justice. It is proven that an individual’s subjective reliance on the
legality of the acts of overtly criminal regimes transforms their legitimate
expectations into a legal fiction, which is nullified by the requirements of
substantive justice.

The concept of the “substantive legal limit of loyalty” is formulated,
demarcating the absolute boundaries of permissible superior orders and family
solidarity. The necessity of the teleological reduction of the “superior orders”
defense and the “family privilege” is proven to remove substantive legal
barriers to criminal liability. It is established that the hierarchical priority of
imperative norms of international law requires the subordination of any intra-
state privileges to the anti-impunity doctrine, which excludes the possibility of
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constructing substantive or procedural obstacles to the punishment of the
perpetrators.

It is determined that within the coordinate system of transitional justice,
criminal justice evolves from a restrictive retributive model to the paradigm of
Transformative Justice. In this dimension, punishment is transformed into a tool
for the ontological restitution of the legal order and a mechanism for the direct
realization of the Right to Truth for victims of violence and society as a whole.
It is established that the application of repressive instruments to individuals who
retain their moral autonomy in the sphere of absolute rights (forum internum)
generates the destructive phenomenon of “civil death,” which is incompatible
with the rule of law. It is concluded that by disavowing the institutions of
“statutory lawlessness,” criminal law restitution serves as the ultimate guarantee
of non-repetition of institutionalized violence and asserts the sovereignty of
universal values on the basis of the substantive rule of law.

Key words: transitional justice, criminal law restitution, ECtHR case law,
anti-impunity imperative, jus cogens crimes, right to truth.
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