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AHHOTaANMA: aHATM3UPYIOTCSI MEHSIIOUTEeCS TTOAX0bI K IMHAMUYeCKOMY MeTOTY TOJIKOBAHMSI M KOH-
CeHcyca, 0COOEHHOCTM MX MPUMEHEHMST B MPAKTUKe MEKIYHapOOHbIX cyaoB. CpaBHEHME Pa3sBUTUS
noaxomoB MACIIY u ECITY nipy npuMeHeHUM OMHAMMUYEeCKOr0 MeTOAa TOJIKOBAHMS BBISIBUJIO, UTO
TepBbIii B MeHbIIIel CTeeHM HAaCTPOeH MCKATh MEeXIYHAapOIHO-TIPaBOBOM KOHCEHCYC B KauecTBe
CcTaHAapTa IPY pacliMPUTEIbHOM TOJIKOBaHUM. Pa3BuUTHe AMHAMMUYECKOTO TOJKOBAHMSI MeKIyHAPOT, -
HBIX IOTOBOPOB BCE ellle HaXOAUTCS B CTaAVM pa3paboTKy, a IpaBOBbIe aCIIEKThI JAHHOTO ITOAX0/1a ellle
He oIpezesieHbl B ITOJHOI Mepe.

KiroueBble ciioBa: guHaMMUYeCcKoe TOJKOBaHME, ITPaBO MEXKIYHapPOIHBIX JOTOBOPOB, 3alllTa ITPaB
YyeJioBeKa, MesKIyHapOoaHOe MpaBocyaye, KOHCEHCYC.

Abstract: the changing approaches to the dynamic method of interpretation and consensus, the spe-
cifics of their application in the practice of international courts are analyzed. Comparing the develop-
ment of the approaches of the IACtHR and the ECtHR in applying the dynamic method of interpretation,
it is revealed that the former is less inclined to seek international legal consensus as a standard for
extended interpretation. The development of dynamic interpretation of international treaties is still
under development, and the legal aspects of this approach have not yet been fully defined.
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TocymapcTBa SIBISIOTCS «X03sI€BaMM CBOMX MeEsK-
IYHAPOJHBIX TOTOBOPOB»! He TOJIbKO B TOM CMBbICITE,
YTO OHM MOTYT 3aK/TIOUaTh TaKe JOTOBOPBI U BbIXO-
IUTb U3 HUX, HO ¥ TIOTOMY, UTO 1. 3 CT. 31 BeHCKO1
KOHBEHIMM O IIpaBe MeXIyHapOIHbIX JOTOBOPOB
1969 r. (manee — BKIIM/I) TpebyeT, 4YTOOBI MEXKITY-
HapOJHbIE TOTOBOPHI TOJIKOBAIUCh B CBETE IOCIe-
IVIOIMUX COMIALIeHUIA U MOCIeAyoel MpakTUKu
MIpUMeHEeHMs IOTOBOPa OTHOCUTETbHO TOJTKOBaHMSL.

! Roberts A. Subsequent Agreements and Practice : the
Battle over Interpretive Power // Treaties and Subsequent
Practice / G. Nolte, ed. Oxford University Press, 2013. P. 95.

© Oranecsau T. 1., 2025

B aTOM monoskeHMM TPU3HAETCS BaXKHAsI U TIOCTO-
SIHHas POJib, KOTOPYI0 YUYaCTHUKAM MeXIyHapo[l-
HBIX JOTOBOPOB paspellaeTcss UrpaTh B Mpoiiecce
pPa3BUTUS TOJIKOBAHUS U TIPUMEHEHUS 3TUX JIOTO-
BOpoB. Ha mpakTuke, Korga rocymapcTsa Jiefneru-
PYIOT MEXAYHAPOAHBIM CyZlaM U TpUOyHaIaM IoJ-
HOMOYMSI TI0 pa3pelieHnio CIIOPOB B COOTBETCTBUMA
C MeXITyHapOAHBIMM JOTOBOPAMU T10 TOJIKOBAHMIO
Y IPUMEHEHMIO ITUX MEKIYHaPOIHBIX TOTOBOPOB,
OHU B TOM UMCIIe [eJIeTUPYIOT HeKOTOpbie 3aK0-
HOTBOpYecKye QYHKIMM STUM Cy/IeOHbIM OpraHam?2,

2 Cm.: Boyle A., Chinkin C. The Making of International
Law. OUP Oxford, 2007. P. 268.
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MexayHapogHoe npaBo

OTeuecTBEHHBIM aBTOPAMM HE YMAJSIETCSI TAKKe
pOJIb TOCYIAPCTB «KaK TBOPIIOB MEKIYHAPOIHOIO
IIOTOBOPA», COXPaHSIOMNX «3HAUUTEIbHYIO CBO6O-
Iy B BOIIPOCaxX KaK TOIKOBaHWSI HOPM MeXIyHapO[I -
HOTO JIOTOBOPA, TaK M M3MeHeHMsI JOroBOpa CBoeli
MOC/IeAYIONei MPakKTUKO»>.

IvHamnyeckoe TOJIKOBaHME CO BpeMeHeM I10-
3BOJIMJIO MEXAYHAPOAHBIM CydaM paCIIMpPUTeb-
HO TOJIKOBATh HOPMbI MeKIYHAaPOLHBIX JOTOBOPOB,
OCHOBBIBASICh HA M3MEHEHMSIX CerOHSIIITHErO SHS.
[TpakTuKa JMHAMMUUECKOTO TOJKOBAHMS SIBJISIETCS
elle OOHUM IPOSIBJIEHNEM «UCKYCCTBA CyLeli», KO-
TOpOEe TTOCTOSTHHO Ga/laHCUpyeT MexXay obecrieye-
HMEM CTabMIbHOCTM, OCHOBAHHO Ha yBasKeHUU
MIPUHLNUIIA aBTOHOMMU BOJIM CTOPOH, U CTpemJie-
HMEM K HEe0OXOIMMOI TMOKOCTH, TO3BOJISIONIEN
«TIOAAEPKUBATh aKTyaJbHOCTb MEXAYHAPOIHOTO
JIOroBOpa IyTeM JOCTVKEHUS LeJIei, Il peLIeHs
KOTOPBIX OH ObUT pazpaboTaH»*. PasBuTiue Mexay-
HapOAHOTO MpaBa U CTpeMJjieHe K TapMOHU3al UK
SIBJISIFOTCSI BAYKHOI HeCyIlel OIOpoi IMHAMUYHON
VHTEepIIpeTanumn’.

IuHaMMueckoe TOJIKOBaHME, OCHOBAHHOE Ha
MOC/IeIyIoLIeli IIPaKTUKe, IPUMEHSIETCS B TeX CIIy-
yasx, KOTJa COOTBETCTBYIONIEe TOJIKOBaHMe Oa3u-
pyeTCs Ha HEKOTOPbIX T0Ka3aTelbCTBax IepBOHa-
YaJIbHOTO HaMepeHMsI CTOPOH MEKIYHAPOLHOTO [10-
roBopa. CornacHo ¢popmynupoBke BKIIM]I, mexxay-
HapOAHBII TOTOBOP MHTEPIIPETUPYETCS C YUETOM
pa3BUTHS COOBITHIT HA OCHOBE Yero-ambo o mocie-
IyIolleM MOBeJleHUM CTOPOH, KaK TOJIKOBaHMe, OC-
HOBaHHOE Ha «II0CTenyIolleil MpakTuke». B aToM
CMBICJIE TIPOLLEeCC TOJIKOBAHMUS, 10 YTBEPKIEHUIO
VYunesma Illabaca, ipeacrasisieT c060Ji «He CTOb-
KO 06BbEeKTUMBHOE YIpaskHeHMe B YCTAHOBJIEHUU
CMBICJIA, CKOJIBKO PaliMOHAMN3aLMI0 B3IVISIA0B, KO-
TOPbIE MOTYT ObITH PE3Y/IBTATOM YCTAHOBOK M JINY-
HBIX IIpeapaccyaKkoB»°. IIOCKOIbKY OOBEKT U LIeJb
MeXIOyHapOAHBIX JOTOBOPOB I10 IIPaBaM yeoBeKa

5 Ucnonunos A. C. Poib TIOC/IeYIOIIEi MPaKTUKYU TOCY-
JIapCTB B MTpaBe MeKIYyHapOIHbIX TOTOBOPOB // 3aKOHOA-
TenbcTBO. 2016. N2 9. C. 79.

4 Dupuy P-M. Evolutionary Interpretation of Treaties :
Between Memory and Prophecy // The Law of Treaties
Beyond the Vienna Convention / ed. by Enzo Cannizzaro.
Oxford Scholarly Authorities on International Law, 2011.
P. 137.

5 Cm.: Knokke /. DIunamuueckoe tonkoBanue EKIIY B
cBeTe nokyMeHTOB CoBeTta EBporbl // JaiimkecT [Ty6amaHOro
IpagBa leiigens6eprckoro MHcTMTyTa Makca ITiaHKa 1Mo 3a-
pybexkHOMY ITyGIMYHOMY U MEKAYHAPOAHOMY mpaBy. 2015.
Ne 1. C. 58.

¢ Schabas A. W. The European Convention on Human
Rights : a Commentary. Oxford University Press, 2015.P. 33.

OT/IMYAIOTCS OT OOBEKTOB U IIeJIeil MHOTUX IPYTUX
MEXIYHapOIHbBIX JOTOBOPOB, TOJIKOBAHME MEXKIY-
HapOIHBIX TOTOBOPOB IO IIpaBaM 4YejIoBeKa B KO-
HEYHOM CueTe JO/KHO OT/IMYAThCS OT TOJIKOBAHMS
IPYTUX BUIIOB JOTOBOPOB’.

DBOJIIOLMS ITOAXO000B
K JMHAMMYECKOMY TOJIKOBaHMIO

[Tpodeccop Aapon bapak oTMedaeT, YTO HEBO3-
MOXXHO IIOCTPOUTDH CUCTEMY TOJIKOBaHUSI, HE IIPU-
3HaBasl CYIIEeCTBOBAHMSI CyAeOHOro yCMOTPEHMS,
OJTHAKO «TaKOe YCMOTPEeHMe TOIKHO ObITh OTPaHy-
YeHO palyOHaJbHOCTBIO, I10CIeL0BATENIbHOCTDIO,
HEIPOTUBOPEUMBOCTBIO ¥ 000CHOBAaHHOCTHIO»E. [T0
MHEeHMIO ObIBIIIETO Ipeacenarens BepxosHoro Cyma
W3pawmiis Aapona bapaka, B paMmKax AMHAMUYeCKOTro
TOJIKOBAHMSI CYAbU OOJDKHBI YUECTh «MCTOPUIO TEK-
CTa, OOIIYI0 COIMATbHYIO Y MCTOPUUYECKYIO TI0J0-
IUIEKY TOJIKYeMOTO TeKCTa, IpelleeHTHOe IIPaBo,
MPaBOBYIO KyJbTYpY, QyHIaMeHTaJbHbIE IIeHHO-
CTY CUCTEMBI (C YITy6IeHHbIM aHaAIM30M) U CpaB-
HUTEJIbHOE IIPaBOBeeHUEY.

B pamkax moknana, mpencTaBJIeHHOro Mmpep-
cenarenem McoiemoBaTenbCKOi IPYIIbI IO U3Y-
YEeHUIO NOrOBOPOB B IMHAMMKe r-Hom ['eoprom
Homnpbre, KMII mipenjioxknia Tpu MOAX0Aa K TOJIKO-
BaHMIO MEXIYHAPOLHBIX JOTOBOPOB:

1. KoHBeHLIMOHHBIN — ITpUCyI MesKTyHapOgHO-
My Cyny OOH, 601bIIMHCTBY Cy[e6HbIX OPraHOB
(TpubyHa MO yPeryJImpoBaHMIO CIIOPOB MEXKIY
Vpanom n CHIA, MexxIyHapOLHbIE YTOJIOBHbBIE CYbI
U TPUOYHAJIbI), KOTOPbBIE, KaK MPaBUJIO0, YYUTHIBAIOT
BCe CIT0co0bI TonKoBaHus cT. 31 BKIIM/I, He nmenas
3aMeTHO OOJIBIIMM UV MEeHBIITMM VCIIOIb30BaHVe
oIpefeNeHHbIX CPeNCTB MHTepIIpeTaLn.

2. OpMeHTHpPOBaHHbI — IPeob/IagaeT OpueH-
TUPOBAHHOCTb HAa TEKCT LOTOBOPA; HEOXOTHO Jefa-
€TCsI aKLeHT Ha LieJIeHalIPaBJIeHHOM TOJIKOBAHUM.

3. LleneHarnpaB/ieHHbIV — MIPUCYIL, PETUOHAJIb-
HBIM CyZ,aM 10 [IpaBaM YeI0BeKa, a Takke Komurery
T10 ITpaBaM YeJIOBEKa, YAEJISIONM 0c060e BHUMA-
HM€e TIPYU TOJIKOBaHUY OOBEKTY U IIeJIM 10rOBOpa’.

7CwMm.: Andenas M., Bjorge E. A Farewell to Fragmentation :
the convergence of the methods of treaty interpretation :
different regimes, different methods of interpretation?
Cambridge University Press, 2015. P. 513.

8 Barak A. Purposive Interpretation in Law. Princeton
University Press, 2011. P. 14.

® Cwm.: Jlokyiam, mpeacTaBAeHHBI MpeacemaTenemM
VccnemoBaTenbCKO TPYIIITBI IO M3YYEHUIO JOTOBOPOB B TN -
Hamuke r-Hom ['eoprom HosbTe, B pamkax 63-1i ceccuum KMIT
(8 aBrycra 2011 r.). URL: https://legal.un.org/docs/?path=../
ilc/sessions/63/pdfs/treaties_over_time_sg chair_re-
port_28aug2011.pdf&lang=E (maTa o6pamienus: 12.02.2025).
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T. .. OraHecsH

[uHamuyeckoe ToIKOBaHMe MeXAyHapoaHbIX 4OroOBOPOB M KOHCEHCYC: 3BOIKOUMA NOAXOA0B U aHANNU3

O1ipuK bpopre noguepKuBaeT, UTO AMHAMMUYE-
CKOe TOJIKOBaHMe 3aBUCUT OT HaMepeHMUsI CTOPOH
JIOTOBOPA U SIBJISIETCSI Pe3y/IbTaTOM MpUMeEHEeHMS
CT. 31-33 BeHCKOJ1 KOHBEHLIMM O ITpaBe MeXAyHa-
POIHBIX OoroBopoB 1969 1.0, ITyHKT 3 cT. 31 BKIIM]],
ele 60JIbIIIe paciIupseT chepy IPpUMeHEeHUs MeTO-
IIOJIOTMM TOJIKOBAHMSI, TPEOYST YUUTHIBATh BasKHbIE
IOTIOJTHUTEIbHbIE aCIleKThI: «3. Hapsay ¢ KOHTeK-
CTOM YUUTBIBAIOTCA: ... b) TOCIEMYIONIAs TPAKTUKA
IIpMMeHeHMs JOroBopa, KOTopasi yCTaHaBAMBaeT
corialieHye yYaCTHMKOB OTHOCUTEIbHO €ro TOIKO-
BaHMs; C) T106bIe COOTBETCTBYIOIIE HOPMbI MEX-
IyHApOMHOTrO TpaBa, IpMMeHsieMble B OTHOIIIeHM -
SIX MeXOY y4acTHUKaMM»!!. B cBS31 ¢ 3TUM TaHHas
HOpMa ChITpajia pelarolyo pojib B Pa3BUTUM M-
HaMMUYeCKOTO MeTOAa TOAKOBAHMS MeXIYHapos -
HbBIX IOTOBOPOB.

Cynpss MC OOH Anexanapo AnbBapec OTMeTUIT
MIPUYMHBI CHUKEHUST BaYXKHOCTY MIOJITOTOBUTEIbHOI
pPabOoThI TP TOJKOBAHUM MEKIYHAPOIHBIX HOPM:
«PacTymmii AMHaMMU3M MeKIyHapOIHO SKU3HM Te-
JlaeT He0OXOIMMBIM, UTOOBI TEKCTHI ITO-TIPESKHEMY
COOTBETCTBOBA/IY HOBBIM YCJIOBMSIM OOIIIECTBEH-
HOM >KU3HU... [I03TOMY NIpU TOTKOBAHUU MEXIY-
HApOAHbBIX JOrOBOPOB ... HEOOXOIMMO CMOTPETh
B Oypylee, T. €. YYUTbIBATh HOBbIE YCJIOBMS, a He
OIVISIOBIBATHCSI HA3a M He IIpMberaTh K ITOATOTOBM-
TeJIbHBIM MaTepuaaaM. MexxIyHapOIHbIi JOrOBOP
WUJIA TEKCT, KOTOPBIi OJHAXKIbI ObLI IIPUHSIT, 0Ope-
TaeT CBOI0 COOCTBEHHYIO KM3Hb. C1em0BaTeIbHO,
IIPY €ero MHTepIIpeTaly Mbl JOKHbBI YUUTHIBATH
TpebGOoBaHMsI COBPEMEHHOJ JKI3HY, 8 He HAMEePeH s
TeX, KTO ero co3man»'2,

Kaxk ormeuaeT ITbep-Mapu [Itorion, B MeXXayHaA-
POIHBIX HOPMaXx MMeETCs ITPOo6est, KOTOPbIN IIpemo-
CTaBJIsIeT HEKOTOPOe MPOCTPAHCTBO [J1s1 MaHeBpa
TeM, KTO sKejlaeT IPUHSITh IMHAMMUYECKMI TTOIX0 K
TOJKOBaHMIO. B TO ke BpeMsl KOHIIeIII /I KOHCEeH-
Cyca M IIPUHLIUII IIPaBOBOI OTIpeie/IeHHOCTM HaK/Ia-
IbIBAIOT OTPaHMYEHMSI Ha UCIIOb30BaHMe JOKTPH-
HBI «KMBOT0 MHCTpyMeHTa». Komuter OOH 1o nipa-

10 CMm.: Bjorge E. Introducing the Evolutionary
Interpretation of Treaties. 2014. URL: https://www.ejiltalk.
org/introducing-the-evolutionary-interpretation-of-trea-
ties/ (mata o6pamienus: 12.02.2025).

1 BeHCcKast KOHBEHIMS O TTpaBe MeKIYHAPOIHBIX JOTO-
BOpOB : mipuHsTa 23 mas 1969 r. URL: https://www.un.org/
ru/documents/decl_conv/conventions/law_treaties.shtml
(maTa obpamenusi: 12.02.2025).

12.1CJ 1950 Reports at p. 18. See Judge Alvarez in the
Second Admissions Case. URL: https://www.icj-cij.org/
case/9 (mata o6pamienus: 12.02.2025).

13 Cm.: Dupuy P-M. Op. cit. P. 127.

BaM uejioBeKa 3asiBWJI, UTO AMHAMMUUYeCKoe TOJKO-
BaHMe JO/DKHO OBITh COATAHCHPOBAHO C HEOOXOIM -
MOCTbIO «00eCTieunBaTh KaK MOCae0BaTeTbHOCTD,
TaK M HEMPOTUBOPEUYNBOCTD... CyJeOHOI MPaKTu-
Ku»'*, AHajormyHbIM o6pa3om EBpormeiickuit cyp
MPU3HaJI, YTO «B MHTEpecax MpaBOBOii onpefeeH-
HOCTY ¥ TPeJICKa3yeMOCTH OH He IO/DKeH 6e3 yBa-
SKUTEJIbHOM TIPUYMHBI OTXOAUTh OT CBOe mpelie-
IEeHTHOM TTPaKTUKM»'>,

EBpomnerickuii cyz 1o mpaBaM yejioBeKa (maiee
- ECITY) Takke moiuepKuBaeT «0COObIN XapakTep»
KoHBeHIIMM KaKk JOrOBOpa O 3al/Te IIpaB yeaoBe-
Ka IIpu ee TOJIKOBaHMUM. Haripumep, B MOCTaHOBJIe-
HuM 1o geny Soering v. UK Cyz, OTMeTIII, UTO «IIpU
TosIKoBaHUY KOHBEHIIMYM HEOOXOOMMO YUUTHIBATh
ee 0Co0OBIii XapakTep Kak JI0roBOpa O KOJIJIEKTUB-
HOM obecIieueHn COOTIONEeHNMS ITpaB yeoBeKa U
OCHOBHBIX CBOOOI»'°. B mene Rantsev v. Cyprus and
Russia ECITY mpuiiies1 K BbIBOIY, UTO TPaAUILIMOH-
Hasl KOHIEeMIINS «pabCcTBa», KaK OHa oIpeaeaeHa B
Kousenuuu o paberse 1926 1., pasBuiach B 6oyee
MO3IHUX TOKYMEeHTax MeXIyHapOAHOro MpaBa U
CTasa OXBaThbIBaTh (OPMbI COBPEMEHHOTO PabCTBa,
BKJIIOUAst TOPTOBJIIO JTIOObMM .

Cynpu ECITY yacTo MCIIONB3YIOT AMHAMUYE-
CKUIT MEeTOJT TOJIKOBaHUS TIPY BBIHECEHUM 0COOBIX
MHEHUI1 B MOMBITKE PACHIMPUTh KOHBEHIIMOHHBIE
IpaBa: «IIpaBO Ha HaJEXIy» B OTHOIIEHUM 3a-
KJIIOUEHHBIX, OTOBIBAIOIIUX TIOKM3HEHHOE JINIIIe-
Hue cBobonsl (Vinter and Others v United Kingdom,
2013) mnu «mpaBo Ha nipasay» (El-Masri v Former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, 2012). ITo cioBam
A..Kosnepa, 0ogHOJi 13 MOTUBALIT 0COO0r0 MHe-
HUS Cy[IbU SIBJISIETCS JKeJlaHMe TIOBAUSITh Ha MO3U-
uym ECITY B Gymytiem, ec/iv Cyibsi yBEpEeH, UTO U3-
MeHEeHMe 3TUX MO3ULMIT Ha3peo.

Cynerickuii akTMBU3M B paMKax BOIIOTUBHOTO
TOJIKOBAHMSI BbI3bIBAa€T HEMAJIO Pa3HOI/IACHIL Cpe-
Iy rocypapcTts — wieHoB Coserta EBpornbl. Cienyer
Takke MPU3HATh, UTO HEMAIO SBOMIOTUBHBIX I0-
cTaHOBJIeHUI, BbrHeceHHbIX ECITY, 66TV TPUHSTHI
6rarogapsi Cy/ieiickoMy aKTUBU3MY M UTHOPUPOBaA-
JI/ eBPOIIeiCKNI KOHCEHCYC. B 5TOM cMbICiie upes-

4 Judge v. Canada, International covenant on civil and
political rights. 13 August 2003. & 10.3.

15 ECtHR. Mamatkulov and Askarov v. Turkey, nos.
46827/99,46951/99, Judgment (Merits and Just Satisfaction)
of 4 February 2005, § 121.

1ECtHR. Soering v. UK. No. 14038/88, Judgment of 7 July
1989, § 87.

I ECtHR. Rantsev v. Cyprus and Russia. No. 25965/04,
Judgment of 7 January 2010, 2010, § 282.
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MexayHapogHoe npaBo

MEpHBIN CyAeiiCKUIA aKTUBU3M IIPU PaCIIMPUTEb-
HOM TOJIKOBaHMM KOHBEHIIMOHHBIX HOPM CTaJl TaK-
>Ke OOHOM M3 NPpUYMH OeHoHcanuu KoHBeHIMN, O
yem 15 mapra 2022 r. poccuiickoe I[TpaBUTeIBCTBO
npouHdopMupoBaso 'eHepaJbHOTO cekpeTapsi
Coseta EBpoIIbl.

CTtuBeH YUTIM COpaBenjuBO OTMEYaeT, YTO
J060e M3MeHeHNe TOTKOBaHMs KoHBeHIUM Tpe-
O6yeT 4eTKOTO 060CHOBAHMSI, TIOCKOJbKY TOCYAap-
CTBO-YYaCTHUK, COOITIONAIOIIEE «CTapy0» MHTEP-
MPEeTALVIOHHYIO MO3ULINIO, OyIeT MpU3HaHO KaTe-
rOpMYeCKy HApYUIMBIIMM CBOM 00S13aTeIbCTBA 10
MeXIyHapogHOMY TpaBy, Kak ToiabKo Cy mpyuMeT
CBOe «HOBOe» IoHumManume'8. B arom cmpicie ECITY
B mene Micallef v. Malta ipu3Ha, 4TO HECIIOCOO-
HOCTbB TOAIEPKMBATh «IMHAMUYHBIN M pa3BUBa-
FOLLMIACST» TIOAXOM, K TOIKOBAHUIO MOSKET IIPUBECTHU
K TOMY, YTO MHTepeChl TPaBOBOIi OIpeeIeHHOCTU
1 TIOC/IeA0BaTe/IbHOCTY CTAHYT MPEISTCTBMEM OIS
pasBuUTUS IIpaB'’.

Mapko BbomrHsik, Kairiep 3asii oTMeuaroT, 4YTO
ECIIY, o cBOe CyTH, He SIB/ISIETCS «aKTUBUCTCKUM
CYIOM» M «UTO Ha IEePBbIi B3IVISII KasKeTCs Cymeo-
HbIM aKTMBM3MOM, Ha CAMOM JeJie SIBJISIeTCS TIpo-
cT0 (heHOMEHOM CYyIe6HOTO MPAaBOTBOPUYECTBA, ITPU-
CYTCTBYIOIIMM BO BCEX ITPABOBBIX IOPUCIUKIUASIX» 2.
B nmene Loizidou v Turkey (1995) Cyn 3assBUJI O He-
MPaKTUYHOCTU TOMKOBaHMSI KOHBEHIIMM UCKITIOUM-
TEeJIbHO Ha OCHOBAaHMM HaMepeHMs NOTOBapuBalo-
HIVIXCSI CTOPOH, BhIpaskeHHOTO Ooee 40 et Ha3am?'.
MesxkgyHnaponssii cyn OOH B 1958 1. mocTaHOBMII,
YTO HOPMbI MEXIYHAapOJHOI'0 AOroBOpa CjiefyeT
TOJIKOBATb C «OCTOPOKHOCTbHIO»?2,

Kputnuku nuHaMmuyeckoro TOJIKOBaHMS YTBEp-
SKIOAIOT, UTO ITpY PaTU(hUKALMM TOCYIAPCTBA COIIa-
CUJTCh OTCTaMBaTh ITpaBa, 3asiBJIeHHbIE COCTaBUTE-
JISMM JIUIIIb B TTepBOHAYaIbHOM TeKcTe. [1o ux MHe-
Huio, ECITY gejicTBOBaI HE3aKOHHBIM 00pa3oM, 3a-
KpPeIUIssl TOIOTHUTEIbHbIE 00s13aTeIbCTBA €X post
facto B KouBeH1uy 6€3 IBHO BhIPAasKEHHOT'O COIIa-

18 Cm.: Wheatley S. Interpreting the ECHR in Light of the
Increasingly High Standards Being Required by Human
Rights : Insights from Social Ontology // Human Rights Law
Review. 2024. Vol. 24, Issue 1. P. 3.

19 ECtHR. Micallef v. Malta. Application No 17056/06,
Judgment of 15 October 2009, & 81.

0 Bosnjak M., Zajac K. Judicial Activism and Judge-Made
Law at the ECtHR // Human Rights Law Review. 2023. Vol. 23,
Issue 3. P. 1.

21 ECtHR. Loizidou v. Turkey (Preliminary objections).
No 15318/89. ECtHR, 23 March 1995, § 71.

22 ICJ. Governing the Guardianship of Infants-
Netherlands v Sweden, 10 July 1957. § 116.

Cusl MOTOBAapUBAIOIIMXCS TOCyAapcTB. UTo KacaeTcst
BOIIPOCA TOJKOBAHMSI, TO B TIOATOTOBUTEIbHBIX Ma-
Tepuaaax MeXIyHapOoHbBIX JOTOBOPOB COEPKUT-
Cs1 MaJio CyIl[eCTBEeHHOT0: yUaCTHUKY TIeperoBopoB
YIIOMMHAIOT O TOJIKOBaHUM UCKTIOUUTENbHO TOT/IA,
KOT/Ia BhIpakaloT CBOe 0c000€e IMOHMMAaHMe OT/IeNb-
HBIX CTaTel, ¥ He 00CYKIAIOT Mpeebl M MacIITa-
ObI OYIyIIMX M3MEHeHUIt, a TeM 6oJiee He YIIOMMU-
HAIOT, KaKo¥ MoJxof, K TOJIKOBaHMI0 OHM CUMUTAIOT
MIpeaIouTUTeNbHbIM?. OOBEKT U 1IeJIb TOTOBOPa
TaKKe CBSI3aHbI C JOKTPUHOI 9P HEeKTUBHOCTH, OT-
paskeHHOJ B MakcuMe: «Ut res magis valeat quam
pereat». MexxayHapOIHbIl JOTOBOP MOKET TOJIKO-
BaTbCS PacCHIMPUTETbHO, YTOOBI TapaHTUPOBATH,
YTO BCE eT0 MOJI0KeHNS UMEeIT He3aBUCHMOe 3Ha-
yeHue (effet utile).

MeskayHapoaHbIe CyIbl TPY MPUMEeHEeHUU OU-
HaMMWYeCKOTO TOJTKOBAHUSI MOTYT COCPeOTOUUTh-
Cs1 Ha KOHCEHCYyCe, HOCTUTHYTOM C TIOMOIIIbI0 MeXK-
IyHApPOJOHO-TIPAaBOBbIX MaTepUaIOB, CY3UB TeM Ca-
MbIM TIpeiesibl YCMOTPeHMSI TOCylapCTBa B OTHO-
IIeHUM paccMaTpuBaeMOro mnpasa. B aTom ciyuae,
Kak nopuepkuaet, Iumurpuoc Karuapoc, mex-
IYHAPOIHBIN CyZ, TTPOCTO MOCYMUTHIBAET rocyaap-
CTBa, KOTOPbIe COIVIACHBI MJIX HE COTJIACHBI C KOH-
KpPEeTHBIM TPebOBaHMEM O TpaBax, BbIJBUHYTHIM
MeHBbITMHCTBOM?. B paMKax AMHaMMUYECKOTO TOJ-
KOBaHUSI MeXIyHapoAHble CyIbl He OTpeaenuan
TOYHBI TTPOLIEHT KOHCEHCYCa, OHaKO MOXXHO BbI-
SIBUTb HEKOTOpbIe TeHJeHlIuM. Hanpumep, B nene
Schwizgebel v. Switzerland oTCyTCTBUE KOHCEHCYCA
6b110 TTomuepkHyTo ECITY, KOrga KOHCeHCYC MO -
TBepsKIaJics Bcero 16 rocygapcTBaMu M3 COpoOKa
cemn®. B moctaHoBIeHMH 110 Aeny Sitaropoulos and
Giakoumopoulos v. Greece Bonbimas ITamara ECITY
MOATBepAMIa KOHCeHCYC, TPM3HaBaeMblii TPaKTU-
Koii 29 u3 33 rocymapCcTB-WIEHOB, OyAeT aKTyaslb-
HOT1%. BasKHO ITOHMMAaTb, YTO KaskI bl pa3 BhIsIBJIE-
HMe KOHCeHCYyCca IMOCPeCTBOM IMPOLIEHTHOTO COOT-

25 Cm.: Theil S. Is the ‘Living Instrument” Approach of
the European Court of Human Rights Compatible with the
ECHR and International Law? // European Public Law. 2017.
Vol. 23(3). P. 602.

24 Cm.: Kagiaros D. When to use European Consensus :
Assessing the differential treatment of minority groups by
the European Court of Human Rights // Building Consensus
on European Consensus Judicial Interpretation of Human
Rights in Europe and Beyond. Cambridge University Press,
2019. P. 299.

% ECtHR. Schwizgebel v. Switzerland, No. 25762/07,
Judgment of 10 June 2010, § 23-32.

26 ECtHR. Sitaropoulos and Giakoumopoulos v. Greece,
[GC], No. 42202/07, Judgment of 15 March 2012, § 32-45.
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HOILIEHNSI MHEHUII TOCYZapCTB OCYILIECTBIISIeTCS 10
ycmotpenuto Cypna. [Tpu atom ECITY ormeTw, 4To
«Jaxke ecIy HEBO3MOXKHO OITpeIeUTh 001Nt eB-
pOITeiCcKuii ITOAXO, K IIpo6ieMe, 3TO CaMo I10 cede
He MOKeT ObITh OIIpeIe/IsIoIIM B Borpoce»?’, 13
aroro Takxke cienyet, uto ECITY He paccmaTpuBaeT
KOHCEHCYC KaK O3HAvalolINii Bceobliee coracue,
OH TaKke JIOMyCKaeT MeHbIe GOpPMbl KOHCEHCY-
ca, Takye Kak TeHAeHIMN. [Tpy 5ToOM TOKTpUHA KOH-
ceHcyca SBsieTcst 3pPeKTBHBIM CPeICTBOM BIIMSI-
HMS HallMOHAa/IbHbBIX BJIaCTei Ha TOJKOBaHME KOH-
BEHIIMIOHHBIX HOPM.

Kak ormMeuaeT cTapiimii IiperogaBaTesb I0pu-
nuJyeckoro ¢axkynbreta YHUBepcuTeTa HOKHOI
Ascrpanumn Jlykac JIeKCMHCKHM, [UHAMUYECKOe TOJ-
KoBaHMe KoHBeHI1[MM Ha OCHOBe KOHCEHCYyCa — 3TO
TaKoe TOJIKOBaHMe, KOTOPOE «IIOUTH TPeOYeT OT ro-
CYIapCTB-yYaCTHUKOB ITPeIBAPUTETHHOTO 006 pe-
HMSI CTaHaapTa 10 BMemarenabcTBa ECITU»%,

ITo muenmto KorcrantuHa JlertsipeBa, QyHKIIN-
SIMM KOHCEHCYCHOTO TOJIKOBaHUS SIBJISIIOTCS : 1) 1O~
BBIIIIEHME JIETUTMMHOCTY PETMOHAIBHOTO CyZa I10
IIpaBaM 4YeJI0BeKa; 2) yoemauTh rocyiapcTBa- yuacT-
HMKM B YKa3aHHO 3aKOHHOCTY ¥ T€M CaMbIM Ce-
J1IaTh cymebHOe pelleHue 6ojiee IPUEMJIEMbIM,;
3) u36ekaTh IMIPOMU3BOJIBHOTO IIPUHSITHS PEIIeHNIA;
4) omnpemenuTh cepy cybcuauapHoCcTu; 5) mo-
MOYb CyZly B pellleH} HOBBIX BOIIPOCOB TOJIKOBA-
HMSI MeXAYHApOLHOTO JOroBOpa MM MHBIX CIIOP-
HBIX MJIM BasKHBIX BOIIPOCOBZ.

B 0 e Bpemsi Venc TeiineH yTBepXKaaeT, uyTo
npoiiecc moucka CygoM eBpOIeiicCKoro KOHCEeHCY-
Ca He SIBJISIeTCS] «00beKTUBHBIM» ¥ BO MHOI'OM 3a-
BUCUT OT «JIMUHBIX IIeHHOCTe cymei»*.

Ha npumepe EBpomneiickoit KOHBEHLIVN 10 I1pa-
BaM ueyjoBeka 1950 r. MOKHO 3aMeTUTh, UYTO B CO-
OTBETCTBUM CO CT. 32 KOHBEeHLUM IOPUCAUKIINS
ECIIY pacrnipoctpaHsieTcst Ha BCe BOIIPOCHI, Kacaro-
IIMecs TOJIKOBaHMS U NpuMeHeHMsT KOHBeHUIMU U
IIpoToKosoB K Heii. OmHako caM TeKCT KoHBeHLIu
He SBJSeTCSI eIMHCTBEHHbIM CIIpaBOUYHbIM MaTe-

2T ECtHR. Hirst v. the United Kingdom (no. 2), 74025/01.
Judgment (Merits and Just Satisfaction) of 6 October 2005,
§81.

28 Lixinski L. The Inter-American Court of Human Rights’
Tentative Search for Latin American Consensus // Kapotas P,
Tzevelekos V., eds. Building Consensus on European
Consensus : Judicial Interpretation of Human Rights in
Europe and Beyond. Cambridge University Press, 2019.P. 337.

2 Cm.: Dzehtsiarou K. European Consensus and the
Legitimacy of the European Court of Human Rights.
Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 2015. P. 184.

30 Cm.: Theil S. Op. cit. P. 593.

puajioM, Ha KOTOPBIM ONMMUPAETCSI apryMeHTalus
Crpac6ypra. [To70KMUTeIbHbII BKJIA[ KCII0NIb30Ba-
HMS «BHEITHMX UCTOYHUKOB», HECOMHEHHO, 3aKJII0-
yaeTcs B IMPOABMKEHUM K eCJIN He eAMHO0OpasHo-
MY, TO, TIO KpaiiHeil Mepe, «rapMOHM3MPOBAHHOMY
MpaBy» B 0671aCTH TIpaB yesioBeKa’®!.

Hampumep, B nese Demir and Baykara v. Turkey
ECIIY ormeTuia: «IIpu ornpeneneHnn 3HaYeHUS
TEPMUHOB U MOHITUI B TekcTe KOHBeHIUM MO-
YT U OO/DKHBI IPUHMMATBCSI BO BHMMAaHMeE 3j1e-
MEHTBbI MEeXAYHAapOIHOTO IMpaBa, OTAUYHBIE OT
KoHBeHUIMM, TOKOBaHNME TAKUX JIEMEHTOB KOM-
MeTEeHTHbIMM OPraHaMy U IPaKTUKa €BPOMNEeCKUX
roCygapCTB, OTPaXKAIIasi UX O6IIye eHHOCTH.
KoHceHcyc, BbITEKaIINIT U3 ClleqUaan3upOBaH-
HBIX MEXIYHAPOIHbIX JOKYMEHTOB U MPAKTUKU
JloroBapuBaroIMXCs roCyJapCTB, MOXKET IMPeICTaB-
JIITH c000¥1 BaskHOe coobpaskeHue myisg Cyna, Koraa
OH TOJIKYeT MoyioskeHMsT KoHBeHIIMM B KOHKPETHBIX
cy4asix. ... [ocy1apCcTBy-0TBETUMKY HEOOSI3aTeIbHO
paTUdUIMPOBATH BCIO COBOKYITHOCTD IOKYMEHTOB,
KOTOpPbIe IPMMEHNMbI B OTHOIIEHMY KOHKPETHOT'O
MpeMeTa COOTBeTCTBYoIIero aena. Cyay 6ymerT mo-
CTaTOYHO TOIO, YTO COOTBETCTBYIOLINME MEXAYyHa-
pOAHbIE AOKYMEHTHI YKa3bIBAIOT HA HEIIPEPBHIBHYIO
3BOJIIOLMIO HOPM Y MPUHIUIIOB, IPUMEHSIEMbIX B
MeXIOyHapOLHOM IIpaBe UM BO BHYTPEHHEM 3aKO-
HOZATETbCTBE GOJIBIIMHCTBA TOCYIAPCTB — UJIEHOB
CoBeTa EBpOIIbI, ¥ IOKA3bIBAIOT B KOHKPETHOJ 06-
JIaCTH, UTO B COBPEMEHHbBIX OOIEeCTBax CyIecTBY-
10T TOYKM COITPUKOCHOBEHMSI»>2,

[aHHYIO JIOTUKY ITOAAeP;KMBAET U ObIBIINIA 3a-
mectutensb npepcenartenss ECITY Xpucroc Po3sa-
KIC, KOTOPBI CUMTAET, UYTO «IIpaBoBas cuUcTeMa
KoHBeHI1IMM He SBJSEeTCS BOOOHENPOHUIIAEMOIA,
caMoJOoCTaTOUHOM cuctemoit. OHa HaxoOuUTCs B
IMOCTOSIHHOM JIMajiore C OPYIrMMU IPaBOBbIMU CU-
cremamu. EBponelickmii Cy[ 110 TipaBam 4e0BeKa
U €To CyAbM PaboTalOT He B TOPJIOM OJMHOYECTBE
B GalllHe M3 CJIOHOBOJ KOCTH, IOCTPOEHHO U3 Ma-
TepUasoB, B3SIThIX UCKIIOUUTEIbHO U3 UHTEPIIpe-
TaMOHHbIX M306peTenntt ECITY wim rocymapcTs —
Y4aCTHUKOB KoHBeHLIMm»*,

31 CMm.: Tulkens F., Van Drooghenbroeck S., Krenc F. Le soft
law et la Cour européenne des droits de ’homme. Questions
de 1égitimité et de méthode // Les sources du droit revisitées
/ Hachez I., Cartuyvels Y., Dumont H., Gérard P., Ost F., Van
de Kerchove M. (eds.). Anthémis : Louvain-la-Neuve, 2012.
Vol. 1: Normes internationales et constitutionnelles. P. 382.

S2ECtHR. Demir and Baykara v. Turkey [GC], No 34503/97,
12 November 2008, § 85.

55 Rozakis C. The European Judge as a Comparatist //
Tulane Law Review. 2005. Vol. 80. P. 278.
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MexayHapoaHoe npaso

CpasHusas nogxoasl MACITY n ECITY nipu nipu-
MeHeHUM IMHaMMUUYeCKOTO MeToda TOJAKOBaHMS,
MOXXHO 3aMeTUTh, 4TO MACITY B MeHbI11el CTeIeHU
HaCTpOeH MCKaTh MeXAYHAapOAHO-ITPaBOBO KOH-
CeHCYC B KaueCcTBe CTaHJapTa IMpy paciiupuTeb-
HOM TOJKOBaHuM. Hampumep, B mene Mapiripdn
Massacre v. Colombia ipu perieH1¥ BOIpoca 06 oT-
BeTCTBEHHOCTM T'OCYAAPCTBA 3a HapylleHUS IpaB
YyejioBeKa, COBepllleHHble HerocyaapCcTBeHHbIMU
cyobekTamu, MACITY He nipumai 3HaUeHMe O0IIMM
HOpMaM MeKIyHapOIHOTO ITpaBa, OTMETMB He3aBU-
CUMOCTb ITpaB YeJIoBeKa OT 0011eit MeXXTyHapOTHOI
MPaBOBOI CUCTEMBI: «XOTS B CaMOi AMepUKaHCKOM
KOHBEHILINY JIJISI ee TOJIKOBAHMSI U ITPUMeHeH s TTpsi-
MO COIEPKaTCSI CChUIKM Ha HOPMBbI OOIIIETO MEXKITY-
HapOIHOTO ITpaBa, 00s13aTeIbCTBA, U3JIOKEHHbIE B
cratbsix 1(1) u 2 KoHBeHIIMM, B KOHEUHOM CU€eTe SIB-
JISTIOTCSI OCHOBOJA JIJIST yCTAHOBJIEHUSI MeXKIYHAPO/I -
HOJt OTBETCTBEHHOCTM T'OCYIapCTBa 3a HApYILIeHUSs
nosiokeHnit KoHBeHLMM. DTOT YKa3aHHbIN JOKY-
MEHT IpeicTaBisgeT coboit lex specialis B oTHOIIE-
HUM OTBETCTBEHHOCTU TOCYIAapPCTB BBUY €T0 0CO-
60ro xapakrepa Kak MeskIyHapOIHOI0 JOTOBOPA I10
MpaBaM Yeji0BeKa 0 CPaBHEHMIO C OOIIUM MEKIY-
HapoaHbIM MpaBoM. CieoBaTe/IbHO, BO3JIOKEHME
MeXAyHapOoIHOV OTBETCTBEHHOCTM Ha ToCyaap-
CTBO, a TaKke 00beM ¥ IOCIeICTBMS IIPMU3HAHMSI,
CAeNaHHOTO B JAHHOM Ciy4yae, JO/DKHBI OCYIIeCT-
BJISITHCS B cBeTe caMoil KoHBeHIIMm»3,

Uro KacaeTcst MPensITCTBUIA, CTOSIIIIUX Ha ITYTU
COIJIaCOBAaHHOTO KOHCceHcyca B CTpacOyprcKoMm cyze,
TO OTMeuaeTcs cnenyoiiee. OrpoOMHOe KOIM4YeCTBO
IleJl TIofaBJIsieT TBOPUECKUI MOIXO Cyaeit: «Ipu
paccmoTtpenuu 45 576 nen B 2015 1. cpegumit Cymbs
ECIIY paccmaTpuBai 970 men B rofi, YTO B CPeIHEM
cocrassiet 2,7 caydasi B IeHb»> . KpoMe Toro, 6051b-
[I0€ KOJIMYECTBO CyJeil MPemnsiTCTByeT (GopMuUpo-
BaHMIO eIMMHOI'0 MHEHMS Ha KaKoii-1100 I1oc/Ieno-
BaTe/IbHOV OCHOBE: «MHOTIIa TPYAHO COIJIacoBaTh...
MUaeoJoruuyeckue, MOJUTUYECKME U TIPaBOBbIE
B3IJIS1ObI 47 Cymei, KakOblil 13 KOTOPBIX MOTYYNUIT
ob6pa3oBaHye U OPUANIECKYIO U TTPOheCcCHOHaTb-
HYIO 3peJIOCTb B Pa3jMUHbIX ITPABOBbIX CUCTEMAX,
HEKOTOpbIe U3 HUX B APYTOi MPaBOBOV TpaguULUU

3 Case of the ‘Mapiripdn Massacre’ v. Colombia. Merits,
Reparations and Costs. Judgment of 15 September 2005.
Series C. No. 134, § 107.

5 Kukavica J. National Consensus and the Eighth
Amendment // Building Consensus on European Consensus :
Judicial Interpretation of Human Rights in Europe and
Beyond / P. Kapotas, V. P. Tzevelekos (eds.). Cambridge
University Press, 2019. P. 370.

WY Jake B IPYroil SKOHOMUYECKO U MOTUTIYE-
CKOJ1 cucTeMe»). K 3ToMy OTHOCSITCSI TAaK)Ke SI3BIKO-
BbIe Oapbepbl: «IIOJABJISIIONIEe OOIbIIMHCTBO CyIei
00s13aHbI 001IATHCST ¥ paboTaTh Ha CBOEM BTOPOM
WK Iake TpeTheM sI3bIKe». M mocienHee, 4To OT-
meuaet S. KykaBuma: ECITY Hukorma He cobMpaeTcst
Ha 3acefaHus B IOJITHOM COCTaBe (46 Ccymein): «gaH-
HbIVi (paKT AesiaeT KpajiHe MaJOBEPOSITHBIM, UTO Cy/
CMOXKET BbIpabOTaTh MOC/IeNO0BATEIbHYIO KOHIIE-
uuio EBporieiickoro cyjia 1o rnpaBam uejoBeka»®®.

IOyHaMuJYecKkoe TOJIKOBaHME MEKIYHAPOIHBIX
JIOTOBOPOB CO BpeMeHeM MPeBPaTUIoch B HE0OX0-
IUMBI/ MHCTPYMEHT B OTBET Ha MEHSIIOIIMIICS Xa-
pakTep MeXIYHapOOHOTO ITpaBa. HensbeskHOCTh
IIPMMeHeHNs MeXIyHapOTHBIMM CyJaMM IMHA-
MMUUYECKOTO TOJIKOBAHMSI 3aK/II0UAeTCsI B TOM, UTO
«HM OfHa ITpaBOBas CUCTEMa He MOXKET OCTaBaTh-
€SI B COCTOSIHMM 3acTOsI»*’. OMHAKO CYILeCTBOBAHME
HEeSICHOCTEM B IIPUMEHEeHUN TaHHOTO MeTO/Ia TOJI-
KOBaHMSI, B YACTHOCTM OTCYTCTBME UETKUX KOJIMU-
YeCTBEHHbIX KPUTEPUEB OIpeeeHNs] KOHCEeHCY-
ca, CTaBUT I10Jl, COMHEHME caMy JIETUTUMHOCTD Me-
TOAA KOHCEHCYCa.

Cpenyt IopUCTOB-MEeKIYHAPOSHMKOB B HACTOSI -
Iiee BpeMs CK/Ia[ibIBaeTCsl KOHCEHCYC B OTHOIIEHUY
TOr0, UTO, BO-TIEPBBIX, CYIbI II0 IIpaBaM uejioBeKa
BCE 6oyiee aKTMBHO MPUMEHSIIOT AMHAMMUYECKOE
TOJIKOBaHMe, OCHOBbIBasiCh Ha HOpmax BKIIM/I. Bo-
BTOPBIX, HECMOTPS Ha Pas3/inuys B IOIX0aX MEXKITY
PasIMYHBIMM CYIaMM I10 IIpaBaM uejI0BeKa, MeXK-
IyHapOIHbIE CYIbl IIPU IIPUMEHEHUN AMHAMUYE-
CKOTO TOJIKOBAHMSI CChITAIOTCS HA IIMPOKUIA CIIeK-
Tpa IOKYMEHTOB IT0 IpaBaM uejoBeKa. B-TpeTbux,
IMHaMMYeCKoe TOJIKOBaHMe MeXKIYHAPOIHbIX J0-
TOBOPOB BCE eIlle HaXOIUTCSI Ha CTaauy pa3padboT-
KU, ¥ TIPaBOBbIE ACMEeKThbI JAHHOTO IOAX0/a eIlle
He oITpejie/ieHbl B MOJIHOM Mepe. ITO MHOTOTpaH-
Hasl IIpaBOBasi KOHCTPYKIMS, KOTOPYIO MeXKIyHa-
pOIHbBIE CyIbl U TPUOYHAIbI pa3pabaThIiBalOT He-
CKOJIbKO TIO3TAaIHO.
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