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and only in the Vienna document 1989 it was established as the right of an individual. The 
regulation of the rights of refugees within the framework of the OSCE was formed on the basis 
of the causes of large �ows of this group of individuals, the main among which were armed 
con�icts that took place in the territories of the states-participants of this international or-
ganization. Therefore, the OSCE paid great attention to the right of refugees to return to their 
state of origin and the rights that facilitated their reintegration. Labour migration was initially 
considered in the OSCE documents as a problem that should be addressed by interested States 
on the basis of the OSCE documents, but it was further recognized that the issue of migrant 
workers has a human dimension and can be raised within the framework of the Vienna and 
Moscow Human Dimension Mechanism.
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The peculiarities of the legal status and evolution of jurisdiction, the post-Lisbon period of 
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the reform of the Court of Justice of the EU, and its role in fundamental rights protection in the 
EU legal order were highlighted in the research. It was noted that at present the Court of Jus-
tice of the EU is a generalized title of the Court and the General Court as constituent elements 
of the judicial system of the integration association, each of them within its jurisdiction ensures 
observance of the right to interpret and apply the founding treaties. The modern practice of 
fundamental rights protection in the Court of Justice of the EU and doctrinal views on the 
issues discussed were analyzed.

Key words: EU law, Court of Justice of the EU, Court of Justice, General Court, funda-
mental rights, EU judicial system, jurisdiction.
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Falal e eva L. H. R f rm of Court of Justice of the European Union and practice of 
fundamental rights protection

The peculiarities of the legal status and evolution of jurisdiction, the post-Lisbon period 
of the reform of the Court of Justice of the EU, and its role in fundamental rights protection 
in the EU legal order were highlighted in the research. It was noted that at present the Court 
of Justice of the EU is a generalized title of the Court of Justice and the General Court as 
constituent elements of the judicial system of the integration association, each of them within 
its jurisdiction ensures observance of the right to interpret and apply the founding treaties. 
The modern practice of fundamental rights protection in the Court of Justice of the EU and 
doctrinal views on the issues discussed were analyzed.

The role of the practice of the Court of Justice of the EU in the process of formation 
and development of the EU law, the formation and autonomy of sui generis legal order, the 
establishment and evolution of the EU human rights protection system, its convergence with 
the system of human rights protection within the framework of the Council of Europe was 
emphasized.

It was stated in the research that the reform of the judicial system of the EU had not been 
completed, its post-Lisbon period continues, inter alia oriented on the urgency of responding 
to the challenges the Court of Justice of the EU faced in ensuring respect for human rights. 
Adapting to the new imperatives, conditions and stages of the integration process, the 
organizational and legal principles of the Court of Justice of the EU, its approaches to 
interpretation, taking into account the existing models and the current status of law, are being 
developed. The Court of Justice got the con�dence, established as an in�uential institution of 
the EU, and ensured: e ective judicial protection in the areas of EU law regulation, having 
formulated its main quali�cation features; the correct application of EU acquis, partly �lled 
with Court practice; the progress of European integration, including the deepening of legal 
integration; maintenance and observance of the institutional balance established by the 
founding treaties; the high authority of the judgements that have become an important source 
of EU law, consistently contributing to its evolutionary development and at the same time 
establishing, maintaining and strengthening of the legal order of the EU as a sui generis legal 
order, its autonomy.

Key words: EU law, Court of Justice of the European Union, Court of Justice, General 
Court, fundamental rights, EU judicial system, jurisdiction.
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