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B nocaeanue roawr B npaktuke EBponefickoro cya mo mpasam yesioBeka (ECITY) mpociexxuBaetcs ssBHOE cMeltie-
Hue ¢hoKyca ¢ UCKITIOUNTETbHO MaTePUATbHBIX ACITEKTOB PACCMATPUBAEMBIX JIeJ Ha MPOIleypHble. AHAIN3 HETAaBHUX €TO
MMOCTAHOBJIEH W TIPUBOJIUT K BBIBO/LY, YTO B OT/eJIbHBIX caydasx Cy/Ji y/essieT NOBbIIIIEHHOe BHUMAaHNE KaueCTBY HalU-
OHAJIbHbBIX 3aKOHO/IaTEJ/IbHbIX, Cy[[e6HbIX 1 a/IMUHUCTPATUBHBIX ITPOLEAYD, UTOTOM KOTOPBIX CTaJIN pelleHnsd, 3aTPOHYB-
IMe KOHBEHITMOHHBIE ITPpaBa 1 cBo60/bI. XOTsI caMo 110 cebe CylecTBOBaHNE ITON TEHIEHIIH OYEBUIHO, MHOTHE BasKHbIE
METO/I0JIOTMYECKIE BOIPOCHI 10 CUX MOP OCTAIOTCS OTKPHITbIMU. IIpu Kakux obctosareabcrsax ECIIY obpauaercs K
OlleHKe KauecTBa HAIIMOHAJIBHBIX Tpotlenyp? KakuMu KputepusiMu oH TIPU 3TOM PYKOBOzCTBYyeTcs? V, camoe TaBHOE,
Kakoe BiusHue BbIBOAbI Cy/a OTHOCUTEIHHO KAaueCTBa BHYTPUTOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX TIPOIEAYD OKA3bIBAIOT HA PEIleHUe
MaTepUaTbHbBIX BOIMPOCOB, MOCTABJIEHHBIX B jieie? B 1esisix morcka OTBETOB HA 9TU BOIIPOCHI B CTAThe TPETPHHIMAETCS
HOIbITKa 0600IIEeHNs U aHA/IN3a PEJIEBAHTHBIX NPaBOBbIX Mo3ulil Cy/ia 1 BbIABJICHUS 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEI, KOTOPbIE 110~
3BosIAT caenath npaktuky ECITY Gostee mpepckasyeMoil AJist HAllMOHANBHBIX BJIacTel, 3aMHTepecOBaHHbBIX B MOJAepKa-
HUU KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO jinasnora ¢ Cymom.

KimoueBble cioBa: mpaBa 4esioBeka, EBporelicKuii Cy/1 1o paBaM dyesioBeKa, TIPOIeypaJu3aliis 3alUThl TPaB yesio-
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Recent case-law of the European Court of Human Rights has clearly shifted its focus from purely substantive aspects
of cases to procedural ones. The analysis of its recent rulings leads to the conclusion that, in some cases, the Court pays
increased attention to the quality of national legislative, judicial and administrative procedures within which decisions
affecting treaty rights are taken. However, there are still some uncertainties about important methodological matters.
Under what circumstances does the ECtHR refer to quality assessment of national procedures? What criteria are applied
by the Court? Above all, what impact do the Court’s findings on the quality of domestic procedures have on the substan-
tive issues raised in the case? In seeking answers to these questions, the article attempts to summarize and analyze the
relevant rulings of the Court and to identify some patterns in order to enhance the foreseeability of ECtHR’s jurispru-
dence for national authorities willing to establish a constructive dialogue with the Court.
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