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HMHCcTUTYT mepecMoTpa Jesl 0 HOBBIM OOCTOSITENIbCTBAM PAacCMaTPUBAETCSl B CTaThe KaK CPEICTBO
peanu3aluny opraHamMu cyaeOHoii Bi1acTu akToB EBpormneiickoro cyna mo mpasaM uenoBeka. JJocTymHocTh
JTAHHOTO CPE/CTBA MPABOBOW 3allIUThI, B YMCJIE MPOYETO, XapaKTePU3YeTCsl MPOLeCcCyalbHbIM MPAaBUIOM
orpefieIcHUsT CyleOHOM MHCTAHIIMKM, KOMIIETEHTHOM Ha MEPecMOTP BCTYMUBIIETO B 3aKOHHYIO CUITY
CyneOHOro akTa 1Mo HOBBIM OOCTOSITEJILCTBAM, B COOTBETCTBMU C KOTOPBIM 3asiBJIEHUE O MePecMOTpe Hal-
JIEXKUT TOIaBaTh B CYI, NMPUHSBLINK MOCIEAHUN CyNeOHbIM aKT, BBIHECEHUEM KOTOPOTO 3aKOHYMIOCH
paccMoTpeHue Jiesia 1o cyuiectsy. [1o pesynbraTtaM ucciaeaoBaHus MPaBOBOM MPUPO/bI JAHHOTO MTpaBUiia
YCTaHOBJIEHO, UTO OIPEAEIISIONNM (HaKTOPOM ero (PYyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS SIBIIIETCS (DOPMUPOBAHUE CYIOM
pe3ysibTaTa pacCMOTPEHMSI CITOpa, KOTOPBIH 10 OTKPBITHSI BHOBb OTKPBIBLIETOCS OOCTOSITEILCTBA MU BO3-
HUKHOBEHHUSI HOBOTO OOCTOSITEIbCTBA COOTBETCTBOBAJ LIEJISIM OTIIPABIEHUSI NIPABOCYAMUSI U HE BBISIBIISUL
HaJIMYMS CyneOHOM ONIMOKM, ToJIeXallleil CIpaBIeHNI0 B TIOPSIAKEe caMOKOHTpoJisi. Ha ocHoBaHMM
aHajM3a cyaeOHOM MPaKTUKK MTPUMEHEHUsI PaCCMaTPUBAEMOTO MpaBuiia B paMKax KOHKPETHBIX TTPABOBBIX
CUTYyallMii B cTaTbe 000CHOBaHA HEOOXOIMMOCTb YTOYHEHUS TOJTOXKEHUI, PErIaMeHTUPYIOIIUX MOPSIIOK
MoJauYM 3asiBJICHUSI O TIEPECMOTPE MO HOBLIM (BHOBb OTKPBIBILIMMCSI) OOCTOSITENILCTBAM BCTYMMBIIETO B
3aKOHHYIO CUJTY CY/IeOHOTO aKTa.
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The Institute of cases review under new facts is considered in the article as a means of executing the European
Court’s of Human Rights acts by judicial authorities. The availability of this remedy is characterized, among other
things, by the procedural rule of determining the court competent to review an enforceable judicial act under new
facts, according to which the petition for review must be submitted to the court, adopted the last judicial act ended
the consideration of a case on the merits. It is established by results of research of the legal nature of this rule that
the defining factor of its functioning is creation by court of such result of consideration of case which corresponded
to the purposes of administration of justice and didn't reveal any miscarriage of justice, subject to correction in the
order of self-control, before opening of the newly opened facts or emergence of the new facts. Based on the analysis
of judicial practice of application of these rule within the specific legal situations in the article prove the need to
clarify the provisions governing the filing of the application for review of the final judgments under new (newly
discovered) facts.
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