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Abstract

Purpose: The effectiveness of human rights protection in the Council of Europe largely depends on activities
of the European Court, which demonstrates high standards of justice, particularly in matters of human rights
protection in the field of aviation activities. The article offers a critical assessment of Ukrainian national
legislation in terms of its internal legal consistency and compliance with international legal acts. Methods:
The methods of legal analysis are used to study court decisions in the aviation field; methods of comparative
legal analysis, forecasting and dialectical - in the study of problems in the further improvement of Ukrainian
legislation. Also in article applied the theory of legal comparative, approaches to applying the analogy of
legal and law in process of making decisions on similar court cases. Results: The article deals with the
analysis of the European Court of Human Rights jurisdiction on cases of protection of human rights in the
field of aviation activities. Two groups of cases in which Ukraine is a defendant are identified: a) cases of
international concern (in particular the Malaysia Airlines’ Boeing 777-200ER crash),; b) cases of national
character (citizens of Ukraine against the State of Ukraine). The author's position on deciding the cases in
the field of aviation activities is based on the principles of respect for the European Convention on Human
Rights, 1950. Discussion: The conclusion about the necessity of amending some national laws, taking into
account the legal positions of the European Court (in particular, regarding the right of airlines workers to
strike) is made, and the fact that the issues of States and airlines activities to respect human and civil rights
in the field of aviation activities are covered by jurisdiction of the European Court of Human Rights and
occupy an important place in its practice is indicated.

Keywords: aviation activities; European Court of Human Rights; human and civil rights; judicial practice;
Ukrainian legislation.

jurisdiction of the European Court of Human Rights

1. Introduction by the State, which applies to all issues of

In modern globalization processes the protection of
rights, freedoms and interests of individuals and
legal entities, particularly in the field of aviation
activities, at the international level become
increasingly important.

The most effective international association in
terms of providing international human rights and
civil rights protection is the Council of Europe.
Since becoming a member of the Council of Europe
Ukraine has undertaken a number of commitments
in the field of human rights protection, one part of
which is the recognition of the compulsory

interpretation and application of the Convention and
its Protocols [1], and also the enforcement of the
final Court decisions in cases against Ukraine. The
European Convention and the Court activities are
legally recognized by the State as a source of law.
Since 1995 the Joint program of the Commission of
the European Communities and the Council of
Europe to reform the legal system, local government
and improve the system of law enforcement in
Ukraine has been carried out, and since 2015 The
Plan of Actions for Ukraine for 2015-2017 has been
developed by a joint initiative of the Council of
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Europe and Ukraine, which aim is to support
Ukraine in carrying out its statutory and specific
obligations as a member state of the Council of
Europe and to help deal with the fundamental issues
in the field of human rights and the rule of law.

The effectiveness of human rights protection in
the Council of Europe largely depends on activities
of the European Court, which demonstrates high
standards of justice, particularly in matters of human
rights protection in the field of aviation activities.

2. European Court of Human Rights and
Ukraine: Court Cases International Value

The analysis of the European Court of Human
Rights activities (hereinafter — ECHR) confirms that
the issues of human rights protection in the field of
aviation activities are relevant. Thus, much attention
of the international community is focused on several
cases in the ECHR against Russia and against
Ukraine related to the events that took place in the
east of Donetsk region (Ukraine), where 298 people,
including 80 children, three of whom were babies
died as a result of Malaysia Airlines’ Boeing 777-
200ER crash, Flight MH17 from Amsterdam to
Kuala Lumpur. The passengers were citizens of 10
countries. The majority of victims (193 persons)
were citizens of the Netherlands. The Security
Council of the Netherlands released a report on the
causes of the Flight MN17 crash on October 13,
2015. It was established that the aircraft had been hit
by the anti-aircraft missile system "Buk".

The European Court of Human Rights began to
consider an complaint against Ukraine in the case of
Malaysian Airlines' Boeing-777 crash in Donbas on
July 17, 2014. The Court issued a decision on
communication of the complaint on the case “loppa
and others against Ukraine” online [2]. The
applicant parties are German citizen Elena loppa, a
resident of Australia Tim Lauschet and Chris and
Denise Kenke. The applicant parties complain about
a violation of Article 2 of the European Convention
on Human Rights, 1950, which guarantees the right
to life. According to the preliminary report of the
European Court of Human Rights released on the
case on August 5, 2016 relatives of the dead claim
they want to get just satisfaction from Ukraine.
Media reports that applicant parties call on Ukraine
a compensation in the amount of 1 million euros. In
their complaint they claim as if [2]:

Relying on Article 2 of the Convention, the
applicants claim that the Ukrainian authorities failed

to protect the relatives’ life by not completely
closing the airspace above the ongoing armed
conflict in the region through which the MH17 flight
passed. In particular, the applicants complain that
failure to close the airspace was intentional, that the
authorities knew of the danger of flights above the
military conflict zone but undertook no action to
close the airspace. The applicants submitted that the
Ukrainian authorities’ intentional failure to close the
airspace above the military conflict zone resulted in
death of the applicants’ relatives.

A similar lawsuit of relatives of MN17 victims
against the Russian Federation has not been
considered by the Court yet.

As it 1s known, the results of an official
investigation by international experts have not yet
been made public. Ukraine believes that the aircraft
MN17 was hit by the ground-to-air missile by the
combatants of so-called “Donetsk People's
Republic” from the anti-aircraft missile system
"Buk" received from Russia. The Russian Federation
has denied any involvement in the tragedy and along
with the combatants of so-called “DNR” blames
Ukraine. At the same time, in January 2015 the
results of journalistic investigation of CORRECT!V
organization became known, which indicated that
the Malaysia Airlines’ Boeing 777, Flight MN17,
was hit by the system “Buk” M1 delivered from
Russian city of Kursk by the members of the 53™
air-defense missile brigade of the armed forces of
the Russian Federation.

In these circumstances, it should be noted that in
addition to control and judicial mechanism of the
European Convention, there are other international
legal mechanisms for bringing the guilty party to
justice: the International Court of Justice, the
International Criminal Court, the Permanent Court
of International Justice, ad hoc arbitration, ICAO
procedures and others. In particular, ICAO has the
international mechanism for bringing the States to
justice for a long time — the Council of the
International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO),
the member of which is the Russian Federation. As
it is known, in accordance with Article 3 of the
Chicago Convention on International Civil Aviation
of December 7, 1944 “each State should refrain from
the use of weapons against civil aircraft in flight.”
[6]. Jurisdiction of the ICAO Council is determined
in Article 84 of the Convention. We believe that we
should agree with an international lawyer, a
professor at Cambridge University Thomas Grant,
who believes that the ICAO Council will try to avoid
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difficult issues, especially those that will apply to
what exactly happened, and possible legal liability
of the Russian Federation for the actions of people
who shot from the anti-aircraft missile system
"Buk". However, if the Council refuses to clearly
and unequivocally answer the question whether the
States that have submitted the case for consideration
consider the Council’s answers wrong, these States
can offer arbitration. Only if Russia refuses such
arbitration, the States may apply to the International
Court of Justice.

3. European Court of Human Rights and
Ukraine: Court Cases National Value

3.1. Judicial Practice of Aircraft Accidents

Another aviation accident that occurred on the
territory of Ukraine and drew the attention of
European justice is the tragedy of July 27, 2002.
During an air show at Lviv airport “Sknyliv”
military aircraft Su-27UB crashed, resulting in
killing 78 people, including 28 children and more
than 290 people were injured. Only in 14 years, on
September 1, 2016, the European Court of Human
Rights declared the decision in the two cases
"Mikhno family against Ukraine" [5] and "Svitlana
Atamanyuk and others against Ukraine" [3]
concerning Sknylivska tragedy.

Pursuant to the case materials, a married couple
Sergey and Tatyana Mikhno from Lviv and four
members of Mykchaylo family — Natalia, Andriy
and their daughters Natalia and Adriana — were at
the epicenter of the disaster, which occurred on July
27,2002. They died at the scene.

Claims to the European Court of Human Rights
were filed by the relatives of the victims of this
disaster. The plaintiffs believed that the State of
Ukraine had not ensured the right to life and the
investigation (Art. 2 of the European Convention on
Human Rights) and their right to a fair trial within a
justifiable time period (paragraph 1, Art. 6 of the
Convention), and the right to an effective legal
remedy (Art. 13 of the European Convention on
Human Rights).

The proceedings at the European Court of Human
Rights lasted exactly for 10 years — complaints of
relatives of the victims were filed in ECHR on
August 30 and September 1, 2006.

The European Court of Human Rights decided
that the complaint against the State in this case was
not justified because Ukraine did not hide the

incident and conducted a full investigation of the
disaster. In its decision, the Court noted that “in both
cases the investigation of the incident was
sufficiently independent, adequate and fast, and the
applicant parties had sufficient access to the
process.” It was noted that Ukraine had not violated
Article 2 of the European Convention on Human
Rights.

In its turn, the Strasbourg Court also rejected as
groundless the complaint on the article prohibiting
torture.

However, on one of the complaints ECHR found
a violation of the Convention on Fair Compensation
because the Mikhno family could not obtain
compensation from the State for a long time, despite
the decisions of national courts in their favor. The
European Court of Human Rights stated that
Ukraine had violated Articles 6 and 13 of the
Convention on the basis of duration of considering
claims for compensation (consideration of the claim
of Mrs Mikhno for compensation of material
damage in Ukraine lasted for 10 years), and on the
basis of lack of legal means in Ukraine for
acceleration of the proceedings. The Court held that
the State of Ukraine had to compensate the Mikhno
family 3600 euros of nonmaterial damage and 360
euros to cover court costs.

3.2. Judicial Practice of the Labor Disputes in
Aviation

Some attention should also be paid to the European
Court of Human Rights decision in the case
“Veniamin Tymoshenko and others against Ukraine”
of November 13, 2014 [4]. The case started with the
application submitted to the ECHR against Ukraine
on the basis of Article 34 of the FEuropean
Convention on Human Rights by five citizens of
Ukraine. The applicant parties complained about the
absolute prohibition of strikes by government
agencies on the sole basis that they work in the
sector of passenger traffic. Complainants relied on
Article 11 of the Convention, which provides for the
right to freedom of peaceful assembly and to
freedom of association with others, including the
right to form trade unions and join them to protect
their interests. These rights are not subject to any
restrictions except those prescribed by law and are
necessary in a democratic society in the interests of
national security or public safety, for the prevention
of disorders or crime, for the protection of health or
morals or for the protection of the rights and
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freedoms of others. The applicant parties claimed
2,400,000 euros as compensatory damages.
According to their calculations, this was the amount
of company management wages debt for 404
members of the Directorate of service passengers on
board of the airline “AeroSvit” for the period from
2008 to 2012. The applicants also claimed 1.6
million euros in nonmaterial damage. In this regard,
they referred to the bankruptcy proceedings begun
by the company's management allegedly illegally,
and which, in their view, could be prevented by a
strike. According to the applicant parties, the
company “AeroSvit” grossly violated the law of the
State, illegally fired workers without paying their
salaries.

Taking into account the requirements of the Law
of Ukraine “On the procedure for settling collective
labor disputes (conflicts)” [10] a labor dispute was
registered at the National Service on Mediation and
Reconciliation and conciliation procedures lasted for
about six months and ended with the adoption of
agreed solutions between the employer and the trade
union. However, the employer — the company
“AeroSvit” was not going to follow them. That is
why, the employees of the company had no choice
but to opt for decisive actions: on September 9, 2011
general meeting of trade union was held, where it
was decided to declare a strike on September 28,
2011. Both the employer and the government
agencies were warned about the strike. However, the
decision of Boryspil City Court of Kyiv region
prohibited the strike. Boryspil City Court relied on
Article 44 of the Constitution of Ukraine [8], Article
18 of the Law of Ukraine “On Transport” [7],
according to which strikes related to the transport of
passengers, service of continuously operating plants
are prohibited, and also when a strike is a threat to
life and health of an individual, and on article 24 of
the Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for settling
collective labor disputes (conflicts)”, which
prohibits strikes if they threaten the life and health of
individuals.

During the hearing of the case in Strasbourg the
Government of Ukraine admitted that the prohibition
of strike of “AeroSvit” employees interfered with
the applicant parties rights under Article 11 of the
Convention. However, the government argued that
the interference was based on the provisions of the
Constitution of Ukraine, the Law of Ukraine “On
Transport” and the Law of Ukraine “On the
procedure for settling collective labor disputes
(conflicts).” The government has also drawn

attention of the European Court of Human Rights to
the fact that Boryspil City Court of Kyiv region with
its decision of September 29, 2011 banned the strike,
the beginning of which was scheduled for the
September 28, 2011. Accordingly, the Government
of Ukraine maintained that nothing prevented the
applicants from strike on September 28, 2011.
Finally, the Government of Ukraine with reference
to the findings of the national courts maintained that
if a strike was held, it would put at risk the lives and
health of passengers whose flights would have been
canceled.

ECHR in its decision unanimously declared the
application admissible and held that there was a
violation of Article 11 of the European Convention
on Human Rights, 1950. But it mentioned that it did
not observe any cause-and-effect relationship
between the violation and the material damage and
therefore refused to comply with the claim.
However, the Court awarded the applicant parties
jointly 20,000 euros as a mnonmaterial damage.
Within three months of the date on which the
decision became final in accordance with paragraph
2, Article 44 of the Convention, Ukraine, as the
respondent State was to pay the applicant parties this
amount of nonmaterial damage, which should be
converted into the national currency rate at the date
of settlement. With the end of the mentioned three
months period to the final settlement on the above
amount simple interest equal to the marginal lending
rate of the European Central Bank, which will
remain in effect during the default period, will be
charged and three percentage points will be added.

So, in this decision, as well as in several other
decisions against Ukraine, the European Court of
Human Rights draws attention to the existence of
systemic / structural problems in the legal system of
the State, including imperfection of national
legislation, existence of conflicting provisions in
different regulatory legal acts. In the legal decision
in the case “Veniamin Tymoshenko and others
against Ukraine” the European Court of Human
Rights noted that some issues limiting the right to
strike in the State are regulated by both the Law of
Ukraine “On Transport” of November 10, 1994, Ne
232/94-VR and the Law of Ukraine “On the
procedure for settling collective labor disputes
(conflicts)” of March 03, 1998, Ne 137/98-VR”. The
contradiction of these regulatory legal acts reflected
in the fact that the Law of Ukraine “On Transport”
provides more restrictions on the right to strike than
the Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for settling
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collective labor disputes (conflicts)”, which came
into force later and assumes the regulation that other
laws and regulatory legal acts should be applied only
to the part in which they do not contravene this Law.

Having examined the complaints the European
Court noted that although the final provisions of the
Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for settling
collective labor disputes (conflicts)” provide that
other laws and regulations should be applied only to
the extent to which they do not contravene this Law,
and that they should be brought into conformity with
this Law, the Law of Ukraine “On Transport”, which
provides more restrictions on the right to strike,
however, still continues to be used without
amendments. On this basis, the European Court
concluded that the interference with the applicant
parties’ rights under Article 11 of the Convention
was not based on sufficiently defined and anticipated
legal acts and therefore a violation of the relevant
provision took place.

It is necessary to pay attention to the fact that
during proceedings national courts in their decisions
made reference primarily to the provisions of Article
18 of the Law of Ukraine “On Transport” of
November 10, 1994, Ne 232/94-VR, which among
other issues regulate legal relations connected with
tariff agreements. This article, entitled “Transport
Strikes”, provides that the work stoppage (strike) in
transport enterprises may take place in the case of
disregard of tariff provisions by the enterprise
authorities, except cases specified by the law. But
such agreements, as we know, are now replaced by
collective agreements. At the same time it did not
prevent the courts from making the decision to ban
the strike. In addition, as we see, the Law of Ukraine
“On Transport” was passed before the adoption of
the new Constitution of Ukraine.

In view of this, provisions of the Law of Ukraine
“On transport” should be coordinated and aligned
with the requirements of the Constitution of Ukraine
and the Law of Ukraine “On the procedure for
settling collective labor disputes (conflicts)”, in
particular in terms of respect for human and civil
rights and freedoms, and the right to strike.

4. Conclusion

In pursuance of Article 46 of the European
Convention on Human Rights, point 1 of the Law of
Ukraine “On Ratification of the FEuropean
Convention on Human Rights, 1950, Protocol Nel
and Protocols Ne2, 4, 7 and 11 of the Convention” of

July 17, 1997, Ned75 / 97-VR [9] concerning the
recognition of the jurisdiction of the European Court
of Human Rights compulsory and without special
agreement in all matters regarding the interpretation
and application of the Convention, Article 17 of the
Law of Ukraine “On Execution of Judgments and
Application of Activities of the European Court on
Human Rights” of February 23, 2006, Ne3477-1V
[11] concerning the application of the Convention
and the Court activities as a source of law, the unity
of national courts activities in Ukraine should be
carried out taking into account the legal positions of
the European Court.

So, the issues of States and companies activities
concerning the respect of human and civil rights in
the field of aviation activities fall within the
jurisdiction of the European Court of Human Rights
and occupy an important place in its practice.
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10.1. Musosap', O.B. Basos’

€BponeiicbKkuii cya 3 NpaB JIIUHU SIK TAPAHT NPABOBOI0 3aXMCTY JIIOJUHU B aBiauiliHii aisabHOCTI
Ykpainn

HarmionansHwmii aBianiiiHuil yHiBepcuteT, npocnekT KocmonasTa Komaposa 1, Kuis, Ykpaina, 03680
E-mails: 'pyvovar yuriy 2008@ukr.net; “nommennescio@gmail.com

Mera: EdextuBHicTh 3axucTy mnpaB qoauHd B Pami €Bpomum Garato B YoMy 3alICKHTH Bil AiSUTBHOCTI came
€BpOIEHCHKOrO Cy/y, SKUH JIEMOHCTPYE BHCOKI CTAHAAPTH 3MIHCHEHHS MPaBOCY/IS, 30KpeMa, 1 y TNHTaHHIX
3aXKCTy TpaB JIIOMMHKA y cdepi aBiamiiiHOT MisBHOCTI. B cTarTi MponoHyeThcs KPUTHYHHIN aHa3 YKPaiHCHKOTO
Hal[lOHAJIFHOTO 3aKOHOZABCTBA 3 TOYKH 30py MOTr0 BHYTPILIHBO-TIPABOBOI Y3rOPKEHOCTI Ta BIATIOBIAHOCTI
MDKHApOHO-TIpaBOBUM akTaM. Metomu: Y paboTi BUKOpHCTaHI METOIM FOPUANYHOTO aHaNli3y CYIOBUX PIllleHb,
TTOPIBHSUTLHO-TIPABOBOTO aHAITI3Y; METOMM MPOTHO3YBAaHHSA W TiadeKTHIHHI METOXI — TIPU JOCTIDKEHHI MpooieM
TOZIAJIBIIIONO BIOCKOHAJICHHSI YKPAiHCHKOTO 3aKOHOJIaBCTBA. Y JIOCIIPKEHHI TAaKOXK BHKOPHUCTaHI Teopisi paBoBOl
KOMITApPaTHBICTUKH, TIIXOM 3aCTOCYBaHHS AHAJIOTIH 3aKOHY 1 MpaBa B XOJi NMPHUHSTTS PIllIeHb 3 aHAJOTIYHHUX
cynoBux crpaB. Pe3yiabTaTm: HaBeneHo 3araipHHMI aHANI3 CYIOBOI IPAKTUKHA CBPOICHCHKOTO Cymy 3 IIpaB
JFOZIMHHU OO PO3TIBIIY CIpaB Mpo 3aXMCT MpaB JIFOJUHK y cdepi aBialiidHoi JisuibHOCTI. BunineHo nBi rpymm
CTIpaB, BIATIOBigaueM B SKUX BUCTyNae YKpaiHa, a came: a)CIpaBH MDKHAPOJHOTO 3HA4YeHHs (30Kpema, IMIOZO0
aBiakaractpocu Jitaka Boeing 777-200ER kommanii Malaysia Airlines); 0) cripaBu HaIliOHAIBHOTO XapakTepy
(rpoMamsay YKpaiH! TIPOTH AepkaBU YKpaiHa). ABTOPCHKA TO3HINS MIOJO BUPINICHHS CyIOBHX CIpaB y cdepi
aBialiifHOT MiSUTBHOCTI TIPYHTYEThCS Ha MPHHIMIAX AOTpUMaHHA KOHBEHHiI Mpo 3aXWCT TpaB JIIOAWMHU 1
OCHOBOTIONIOKHIX cB0OOK 1950 poky. O6roBopennsi: PoOHThCS BUCHOBOK NP0 HEOOXIAHICTH BHECEHHS 3MiH JI0
JICIKUX HAIIOHATBHUX 3aKOHIB 3 ypaxXyBaHHAM TMIPABOBUX IIO3UITIH €BPOIEHCHKOr0 cymy (30Kpema, IIoj0
3a0e3reyeHHs Mpapa MPaIiBHUKIB aBiaKOMITaHIi Ha CTPaiK), a TAKOXK BKA3YETHCSI, IO MUTAHHS AISUTBHOCTI epKaB
Ta aBiaKOMITaHI{ IOAO JOTPUMaHHS NPaB JIIOAUHH 1 TPOMasIHIHA y cdepi aBialliiHol AiSTTBHOCTI MiNafatoTh i
FOPHCAMKITIIO €BPOIICHCHKOTO CYY 3 TIPaB JFOIMHN Ta 3aliMar0Th BKJIFBE MICIIE B HOTO ITPAKTHIII.

KirouoBi ciioBa: aBianiiiHa IisuIbHICTB; €BpoIeiicbKHI Cy 3 ITPpaB JIOIUHM; paBa JIOAWHY 1 TPOMasIHUHA;
CyJOBa MPaKTHKA; YKpaiHCbKE 3aKOHOAABCTBO; IOPUCANKLIIS.

10.H. usosap', O. B. Bazos®

EBponeiickuii cyJ mo npaBaM 4e/10BeKa KaK IapaHT NPaBOBOH 3alllUTHI YeJIOBEKAa B aBHAILMOHHOM
JAesITeIbHOCTH Y KpauHbI

HarmonanbHbIil aBHalinoHHbIN yHUBEpcuTeT, mpocnekT Kocmonasra Komapona 1, Kues, Ykpauna, 03680
E-mails: 'pyvovar_yuriy 2008@ukr.net; “nommennescio@gmail.com
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Hean: D¢pdexTHBHOCTD 3amUTH npaB 4eioBeka B CoBere EBpomnbl BO MHOTOM 3aBHCUT OT JESTEIBHOCTH
umenHo EBponetickoro Cyna, KOTOpBIA AEMOHCTPUPYET BBICOKUE CTaHIAPTHl OCYLIECTBICHUS MPaBOCYANS,
B TOM YHCJIE B BOIIPOCAaX 3alllUThl IIpaB dYeJOBeKa B cdepe aBHALMOHHOW IEATEJBHOCTH. B cTarhe
npeyiaraeTcss KpUTHUECKH aHaNN3 YKPaAHHCKOTO HAIMOHAILHOTO 3aKOHOJATENbCTBA C TOYKH 3PEHUS €ro
BHYTPEHHE-IIPABOBON COIJIACOBAHHOCTH W COOTBETCTBHUSI MEXIYHAapOIHO-NpaBOBbIM akTam. Metoani: B
paboTe MCIIOIB30BaHBl METOABI FOPUANYECKOTO aHaIN3a CyAE€OHBIX PELICHUH, CPaBHUTEIBHO-IIPABOBOIO
aHaJM3a; METObI IPOTHO3UPOBAHUS U TUATICKTHUECKHI METOI — MPH UCCIIEIOBAHNHN TIPOOIIEM JaibHEHIIero
YCOBEPIIEHCTBOBAHHUS YKPAaWHCKOTO 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA. B HCCliefOBaHMM Takke HCIOJIb30BaHbI TEOPHS
[IPaBOBOH KOMIIAPaTUBUCTUKH, MTOJXO/bI IPUMECHEHHSI aHAJOTHH 3aKOHA U IIpaBa NP BBIHECCHUH PELICHUI
[0 aHAJIOTHYHBIM cyJeOHbIM nenaM. PesyabTarhl: OcymiecTBieH oOmuMil aHamW3 CcyAeOHOW NpaKkTHKU
EBpomnetickoro Cysna mo mpaBaM 4eJIOBEKa, KacaloUIeWCs pacCMOTPEHHMs A€ O 3alluTe MpaB YejoBeKa B
chepe aBHALMOHHOW AEATEIBHOCTH. BblmeneHbl OBE TPYNIBl A€d, OTBETYMKOM B KOTOPBIX BBICTYIACT
YkpanHa, a UMEHHO: a) Jeja MEXIYHAapOIHOTO 3HadeHWsS (B YaCTHOCTH, IO aBHWakaTacTpode camoieTa
Boeing 777-200ER kommanuu Malaysia Airlines) 0) aena HalMOHaNBHOTO XapakTepa (rpaxkaaHe YKpauHbI
MPOTHUB TocyaapcTBa YKpanHa). ABTOpCKas MO3ULMS IO PELICHUIO CyAeOHBIX Jen B cepe aBHAMOHHON
JESITeIbHOCTH OCHOBBIBACTCS Ha MIPUHIMIAX coOtofeHns KoHBeHIMu 0 3aInuTe MpaB 4eI0BeKa U OCHOBHBIX
cBobon 1950 roma. O6cyxnenme: Ilpemmaractcs MHEHHE O HEOOXOIMMOCTH BHECEHHS HM3MECHEHUH B
HaIlMOHAJbHbIC 3aKOHBl YKpauWHBl C y4eTOM NpaBoBbIX no3uuuii EBpomeiickoro Cyna (B 4aCTHOCTH, IO
o0ecTieueHHIO0 MpaBa COTPYAHUKOB aBUAKOMIAHMWN Ha 3a0aCTOBKY), @ TAKXKE OTCTaMBAETCS MO3MLUS O TOM,
YTO BOIIPOCHI ACATEIILHOCTH T'OCYIapCTB U aBUAKOMIIAHUI 10 COOJIIOZICHUIO IIPaB YeJIOBEKa U IpakJaHUHA B
chepe aBHALMOHHOW [EATEIBHOCTH MOANANAlOT moj topucaukuuio EBponeiickoro Cyna mo mpaBam
YeJIOBEKa M 3aHUMAal0T BXKHOE MECTO B €T0 MPAKTHUKE.

KuaroueBble ci10Ba: aBuallMOHHAS A€STEIbHOCTh; EBpomneiickuii cy 1 o mpaBaM 4eJIOBEKa; MpaBa YeJIOBeKa U
rpaKJaHUHA; CyneOHas IPaKTHKa; YKPAUHCKOE 3aKOHOAATEIBCTBO; IOPUCAUKITHSI.
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