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BEBHUHAP

[TIOMC nm 3AmnTHn cﬁ ' no HA3HA‘IEHHIO
W SAIIUTHUKOM I10 COI‘JIAIIIEHPHO




Crarpsa 6 KOHBEeHIIHH

1. KaxkapI#i ... IpU OpPeabsIBACHUHU €My AIOOOTO0 YTOAOBHOTO
OOBUHEHHS HMEET IIPpaBO Ha CIpPaBEIAUBOE M IIYOAMYHOE
pa3zdoupaTEABCTBO AeAa B pa3yMHBIM CPOK HE3aBUCHMBIM U
OecrmpucTpacTHBIM CYAOM, CO3JaHHBIM Ha OCHOBaHUHU
zakoHa. CynebHoe pelleHue [0 O0OIIEMY IIPaBUAY]
00BABASIETCS ITYOAUMYHO.

3. Kaxapiti OOBUHSIEMBIM B COBEPIIEHUHU YIOAOBHOTO
IIPECTYIIAEHUSA UMEET KaK MUHUMYM CAEAYIOIIHME IIpaBa:

(c) 3ammmimatre cebsda AMYHO HWAH YEpe3 IIOCPEICTBO
BBIOPAHHOTO UM CaMUM 3alllUTHUKA HUAH, IIPU HEJOCTATKE Yy
HEro CPEACTB OASI OIAAQTBI YCAYT 3allUTHHKA, ITOAB30BATHCS
YCAyTaMH Ha3HA4YEeHHOI'0 eMy 3alllUTHUKAa O0ecriaaTHO, Koraa
TOTO TPEOYIOT UHTEPECHI IIPABOCYIUSI.



IIpaBo Ha 3aIHTYy: OOLIHE rapaHTHH
Ilocmanoenerue BII no oeny Beuze v. Belgium (71409/10) om 09/11/2018

JoCcTyn K 3alllUTHUKY C MOMEHTA 3a1epPKaHUs;

[leab: mIpemoTBpAallleHHE OTIIPaBACHUS IIPABOCYIUA HEIOAXKHBIM
obpazoM, obecrieueHre paBeHCTBa CTOPOH U CPEACTB, COOAIO/IEHUE
banaHca MeXAy OOBHUHAEMBIM M  CTOPOHOM OOBHHEHUS,
dbyHIaMeHTaAbHasd TapaHTHS IIPOTUB IILITOK M 0eCYeAOBEYHOTO
oOpallleHusI, a TakKxXKe MNPUHYXKIEHHUd K made II0Ka3aHuH,
yBasK€HHE IIpaBa HE CBUIETEALCTBOBATHL IIPOTUB Cebs M XPaHUTD
MOAYAHME, a TaKxXe TrapaHTHs TOro, 4YTO OOBHHAEMBIH OyaeT
YBEIOMAEHO O CBOHMX IIpaBaXx;

ComepkaHue IIpaBa Ha HaAW4yHe 3alluTHHKa — (1) mpaBo Ha
KOHCYABTAIIUIO U KOHTAKT C 3alllUTHUKOM [0 IIEPBOTO AOIIPOCA,
YTO BKAIOYAET IMIPaBO Ha KOHQHUIAEHIIMAABHBIE HWHCTPYKIIUH OT
aaBoKara U (2) npaBo Ha PU3UYECKOE NPHUCYTCTBHE aaBoOKaTa Ha
H3HAYaAbHOM HHTEPBBIO C IOAUIIMEN W AIOOOM M3 ITOCAEOYIOIIIHUX
JOIIPOCOB.



3allHTHHK II0 BEIOOPY H IIO HAa3HAYEHHIO:

IICPBBIC OTAHYIHSA

IpU Ha3HAYEHUU 3allMTHHUKA I[10 Ha3HAUYEHUIO JKEeAaHUS
OOBHHSIEMOTO MOAXKHBI OBITH yYT€HBI, HO OHH MOTYT OBITH
IIPEOOAEHBI IIPU HAAUYUHM OTHOCHMBIX H [JOCTATOYHBIX
OCHOBaHUM [OAS pPEHIEHHS O TOM, YTO 3TO HEOOXOOAUMO B
nHTepecax mnpaBocymus (Croissant v. Germany, § 29;
Lagerblom v. Sweden, § 54).

ctratbst 6 § 3 (c) He rapanTupyer IIpaBO Ha 3aMeHY
3allUTHUKA [0 HazHadeHuro (ibid., § 535).

UHTEPEChl IIPaBOCyAHUsa HE MOTYT TpaKToBaThCsI Kak
aBTOMATHUYECKOE IIpEeI0CTaBACHHUE 3aIUTHUKA 10
Ha3HA4YEHHUIO B CAydae, KOTZla OCYXKIEeHHBIM 0e3 00heKTHUBHOU
BO3MOXKHOCTH IIPEYCIIETh XOYEeT IIoAaTh AalleAASIITUOHHYIO
>Kano0y IIpu YCAOBUU IIPOBENEHUS CIIpaBE€IANBOIO

pa3bupaTeAbCcTBa M0 €ro(ee) AeAy B Cyle IMepBOM HMHCTaHIINU
(Monnell and Morris v. the United Kingdom, § 67).



«Korma Toro TpedyioT HHTEpEeCHI
IPaBOCYAHS»

CaHkuHuA (AHIIIEHHE
cBoDOOABI Kak

Cepre3HoOCTBb yKa3aTeAb
NIpaBOHAPYLIECHHS HeOOXOAHMOCTH
NpeaoCTaBACHHS
azaBoOKaTa)

« CAOKHOCTB OeAa
o AMYHAA CHTyalusi OOBHHIE€MOTIO
. Huble dhakTOPHI

ANIEAASIIIHMSI: IOAHOMOYHSI Cyda aleAATIITHOHHOMH
HHCTAHIIHH, CEPbE3HOCTHh OOBHHEHHH H
cypoBocTh Haka3zauusa (Mikhaylova v. Russia, § 80).



IIpaBo Ha 3 PeKTHBHYIO 3aLIHTY
(practical and effective legal assistance)

IIpumepsl oen: Artico v. Italy, Lagerblom v. Sweden, Czekalla v. Portugal

Camo 1o cebe HazHaAUEeHHE 3allIUTHUKA HE MOIKET CAYKUTH rapaHTHel obecriedeHHUs
IpaBa Ha IIPaAaKTHUYECKyI0 U SP(PEeKTHUBHYIO 3allUTy, T. K. 3alIUTHUK MOXKET
YMEPETh, 3a00A€Th, 110 PA3AWYHBIM IIPUYHMHAM HE UMETH BO3MOXKHOCTHU (IOAKHBIM
00pa30oM) BBIIIOAHATE CBOU 00s13aTEABCTBA I10 3alIUTE JOBEPUTEAL.

Ipaxkmuueckasi u sagpghexmusHast 3auuma.:
o IIPaBO Ha KOH(PUIAEHIITHAABHOE OOIIEHUE C 3alIUTHUKOM;

o Ha roCyJIapCTBO HE MOKET OBITh BO3AOXKEHA OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a AI000O€ HapyIIeHUe
CO CTOPOHBI 3alIUTHHUKA (KaK 10 Ha3HAYEHHUIO, TaK U I10 COTAAIIIEHUIO);

o TOCyJapCTBO BMEIIHUBAETCsI TOABKO B CAyYae, KOTZa 3allluTHUK SIBHO He
cIipaBAdeTcd C O0093aHHOCTBIO MO 3PPEKTUBHOMY IPEACTABACHUIO HUHTEPECOB
IIOA3AIIUTHOrO0, YTO JOCTATOYHO SICHO U YE€TKO JOBEAEHO N0 CBEAEHUd (CYyOd0B);

. [IpuMeHeHHe cTaHmapTa O «IIPAKTHIECKOM U 3P(PEKTUBHOU 3alllUTEe» B OTHOIIIEHUU
3alllUTHUKA [10 Ha3HAYEHHUIO BO3MOIXKHO TOABKO B HCKAIOUHUTEABHBIX CAydasX (CM.,
Hanpumep, Guvec v. Turkey (§ 131) — wMoaomo#t Bo3pacT MTOA3AIIUTHOTO,
CEpPhE3HOCTh [MOEesdHUS U BO3MOXKHOIO HaKa3aHUs, sSBHas HECIIOCOOHOCTbD
IIPEACTAaBAATh HWHTEPEChl II0A3AIIMTHOTO, YacTO€ OTCYTCTBHE OOBHHSIEMOTO Ha
CAYILIaHULIX).



SalllMTHHK IIO HA3HAYEHHIO

AEAO «AHAHBEB npomue POCCHH», Ne 20292/04,
INocmaHoenernue om 30 uronst 20009 e.

41. Kaxknaplii, KTO OOBHUHSETCS B COBEPIIEHUU IMPECTYIIACHUS, UMEET
npaBo Ha 3(P@PEKTUBHYIO IIOMOIIb 3alllUTHHKA, KOTOPBIA B CAydYae
HEOOXOIUMOCTU MOXKET OBITh Ha3HA4YE€H TI'OCyJapCTBOM. XOTd OaHHOE
IIpaBO HE dBASETCA aOCOAIOTHBIM, OHO IIPEACTaBASIET COOOU OmHY U3
OCHOBHBIX TapaHTHUH CIIPaBEIAUBOIO Cy/IeOHOro pasdbupaTeAbCTBa (CM.
«dIyampumon npomus Pparyuw» (Poitrimol v. France), 23 Host6psi 1993
2, § 34, cepus A No 277-A). Auito, oOBUHSAEMOE B COBEPIIEHUH
IIPECTYIIA€HUS, HE MOXKET yTPaTUTh 3TO IIPaABO TOABKO IIOTOMY, YTO
caMo He€ IIPUCYTCTBYeT Ha cyaebHoMm 3acemaHuu (cm. «MapuaHu
npomue Pparyuwr (Mariani v. France), No 43640/ 98, § 40, 31 mapma
2005 2) [dag Toro, 4ToOBbI CHUCTEMAa YTOAOBHOTIO IIpaBOCyaud Oblra
CIIpaBeOAMBOM, KpaiiHe BayXXHO IIPEAOCTaBUTh OOBUHAEMOMY
HaOAEXKAIIYI0 3alllUTy B CylaxX IEePBOU U alleAAdITMOHHONM HHCTAHIIUU
(em. «\Aana npomue Huoepnavooe» (Lala v. the Netherlands), 22
ceHmsibpst 1994 2., § 33, cepus A Ne 297-A, u dlennadoa npomus
HuoepnaHoos» (Pelladoah v. the Netherlands), 22 cenmsibpss 1994 2., §
40, cepust A Ne 297-B).



SalllMTHHK IIO HA3HAYEHHIO

AEAO «AHAHBEB npomue POCCHH», Ne 20292/04,
INocmaHoenernue om 30 uronst 20009 e.

52. B stoint cBa3u Cyn MOBTOPSET, YTO HAa3HAYEHUE aaBOKaTa HE MPUBOAUT K
aBTOMATUYECKOMY BBIIIOAHEHUIO TpeboBaHuit cratbu 6 (3) (c). Camo mo cebe
Ha3HaQUeHUE 3alllUTHUKA He O3HadaeT Hasuudue 3Pp(PeKTUBHOM 3alllUThI, TaK KaK
Ha3HAQUYE€eHHOMY a[BOKaTy MOTYT IIOMEIIaTh BBIMIOAHSTH €T0 HPOdPeCCHUOHAABHBIE
00s13aHHOCTH, AM0O0 caM aIBOKaT MOXKET YKAOHUTBHCA OT UX BBIIOAHEHUdd. Ecau 06
9TOM CTaHOBHUTCH H3BECTHO BAACTAM, OHU 00s3aHBI AMOO 3aMEHUTH aaBoKaTa,
Au0O0 TPUHYAUTH €ro K BBIIIOAHEHHUIO CBOUX ITPOPECCHOHAABHBIX 00si3aHHOCTEM
(cMm. «<ApTHKO mmpoTuB HMTaaum» (Artico v. Italy), 13 maga 1980 r., § 33, cepua A Ne
37).

TeM He MeHee, TOCyZapCTBO HE MOXKET HECTH OTBETCTBEHHOCTh 3a BCE
OIIAOIIIHOCTH, [OOIIyIIlEHHble HAa3HAYeHHBbIM  aABoKaToM. He3aBUCHMOCTH
IOPUANYECKON MHPOPeCCUU TIPEAIIOAATAET, YTO IIO3UIHS 3alllUThl IIOJAEKUT
COTAQCOBaHHIO MeXKAy OOBUHSEMBIM M €ro 3alllUTHUKOM, BHE 3aBHCHMOCTU OT
TOTO, HAa3HA4YE€H AW J3TOT 3alllUTHUK TOCyJZapCTBOM HAU IpUTAAIlleH U
omnmaaymBaeTcd ob6bBuHdeMbIM. Cya cuutaeT, 4To crathd 6 (3) (c) Tpebyer
BMeEIIIaTEABCTBA KOMIIETEHTHBIX HAaIIMOHAABHBIX BAACTed TOABKO B TOM CAy4ae,
eCAUu HeokKasaHue 3(PPEKTUBHOM IIOMOINMU HAaA3HAYEHHBIM 3aIlIUTHHUKOM CTaAO
OYEBUAHBIM, AUDOO €CAM BAACTSIM OOCTATOYHO YETKO yKas3aAW Ha 3TO YIyILIEHHE
(«KamacuHckuit npotuB ABctpun» (Kamasinski v. Austria), 19 nekabps 1989 r., §
07, cepuda A No 168).



Cnacubo!

A.Cyuxoea
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