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CraTbs NOCBSLIEHA aHANN3y NPaBOBbIX NOCAEACTBUIA BANSHUS MEp, HanpaBAEeHHbIX HA NPEefOTBPallEHNe pac-
MPOCTPaHEHNs KOPOHABMPYCHOI MHGEKLMN, HA peanuaaumio npasa Ha CyAaebHyl0 3awmTy. B 4acTHOCTM, aBTOPOM MC-
cnenyeTcs npobnematiika BBEAEHUS «CyAeOHOr0 NOKAAyHa» — BPEMEHHOrO NPeKpalleHns paboThl Cya0B, OTNOXEHNS
PAcCMOTPEHNS [ieN, 3a UCKTIOYEHNEM «3HAYUMBbIX Aef». ABTOP MPUXOAMT K BbIBOAY, 4TO Mpe3nauymom BepxoBHOro
Cyna PO n Mpesuanymom Coseta cyaeit PO Gbinn co3aaHbl HOBbIE, PaHee He CyLLLECTBOBABLLME HOPMbI MPOLLECCYaNbHOTO
npaea, a Takke KOHCTATMPYET, Y4TO NPaBo Ha CyaeOHyI0 3alimTy B KOHTEKCTE A0CTYNa K NPABOCYAMIO B O4HbIX CYAEOHbIX
3aceiaHusX B Nepuo/ NaHAEMUM KOPOHABUPYCHOM MHAEKLMY 1 IOPUANYECKM, U DAKTUYECKM NOABEPTaeTCs OrpaHNYEHNAM.
[ins T0ro 4T06bI YNPOCTUTL AOCTYN CTOPOH, WX MPEACTaBUTENelt, NPOGECCMOHaNbHOTO COOBLIECTBA 11 NpeaCcTaBUTENEi
CMMW k npaBocyanio, npeanaraeTcs akkyMyampoBaTthb BCHO MHGOPMaLID 0 paboTe CYA0B 1 CYAEOHbIX Y4aCTKOB Ha OAHOM
MHGOPMALIMOHHOM PECYPCE B PEXMME «OAHOMO OKHa».

KnioueBbie cnoBa: npaso Ha CyaebHy0 3aluTy, OrpaHiyeHne KOHCTUTYLIMOHHbIX NpaB, npekpalleHre paboTbl
CyA0B, MPOLECCYanbHble CPOKM, PACCMOTPEHUE AENA B PAa3yMHbI CPOK, CyaeOHble OHNaiH-3aceaaHus.
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In this article the author examines the legal consequences of the impact of measures aimed at preventing the spread
of coronavirus infection, for the implementation of the right to judicial protection. In particular, the author examines the
problems of introducing a ‘judicial lockdown’ — a temporary one termination of the work of courts, postponement of
consideration of cases, except for ‘significant cases’. The author concludes that the Presidium of the Supreme Court of
the Russian Federation and the Presidium of the Council of Judges of the Russian Federation created new, previously
non-existent norms of procedural law, also he states that the right to judicial protection in the context of access to justice
in face-to-face court hearings during the coronavirus pandemic is both legally and subject to restrictions. To simplify the
access of the parties, their representatives, professional community and media representatives to justice, it is proposed to
accumulate all information about the work of courts and judicial sites on one information resource in a ‘single window’ mode.
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