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Abstract. The relevance of the research is to identify ineffective methods of administration of justice in the world judicial
practice to ensure the effectiveness of the judicial system in Ukraine. The purpose of the research is to identify and analyse
the most unusual court cases in different countries from the Middle Ages to the present day to determine the level of public
access to justice as a guarantee of the protection of human rights and ensure the rule of law and equality of all before
the law and the court. The methods used to explore the subject include: the dialectical method, formalisation method,
cognitive method, Aristotelian method, hermeneutical method, logical and legal method, systemic method, structural
and functional method, axiomatic method, methods of induction and deduction, methods of analysis and synthesis. The
research establishes how accessible justice and law were to people in different eras. The specific features of court proceedings
in the Middle Ages are determined. The most unusual cases that have become known in many countries of the world, including
the “Stella Case” and the “Cuckoo Case”, are examined; the essence of the “Stella Award” phenomenon is covered; some curious
cases in Ukraine and other countries of the world are explored. The author analyses several court cases of ancient times and
cases that have been considered in modern court practice. The most unusual curious court cases where the accused were not
at all human, and animals and objects are explored and described. The author examines unusual court cases in Ukraine. The
provisions enshrined in this work are of practical value primarily for judicial officers and persons seeking judicial protection
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Introduction

For many centuries, the court has always been described as a
place of justice and law. Fates were decided there, history was
made, and rights were protected. Each era has its specifics of
judicial proceedings, but they are united by one thing — ef-
fective protection of human rights. Thus, the Roman Empire
already had fully functioning judicial bodies that resolved
various disputes on various issues (Vodiannikov, 2020). The
judiciary is a guarantee of legality and justice in every country.

Judicial protection and proper access to justice are the
guarantees of effective human rights protection. The juris-
diction of judges extends to any dispute, and the rights and
interests of every person should be protected regardless of
the subject of the dispute and the seriousness of the crime
committed (Vaughn et al., 2015). Considering the above, it
is necessary to cover the essence of the right to access justice
and analyse the place and role of the court thousands of
years ago and nowadays.

Researching court cases and analysing them allows for
establishing the level of judicial protection and justice in
different periods. Comparing the level of justice in different
centuries allows for tracing the development and improve-
ment of the judiciary and its emergence as an independent
and impartial body whose main purpose is to protect rights
as effectively as possible.

Everyone has access to justice and a fair trial (Luzhanskyi,
2010). It implies that a person can go to court if their rights
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are violated, and their case must be considered - this is what
guarantees effective and legitimate justice. The court should
be the guarantor of human rights protection. As noted by
S. Chorna (2020), “the functioning of effective mechanisms
for the protection of human rights is one of the signs of a
state governed by the rule of law”.

Sometimes the subject of a court hearing has a differ-
ent form from the usual model of justice. There are cases in
court when cases involving the protection of the rights of
animals or statues are considered, and the defendants can be
objects or the dead. In addition, quite unusual decisions can
be made in courtrooms that demonstrate the incompetence
of specific judicial bodies.

Innovations in any field have always caused different
reactions among the people they affect. The field of legal
regulation and judicial proceedings is a fundamental area
of public life, thus, it is not surprising that unconventional
claims or approaches to the conduct of judicial proceedings
evoke a strong reaction from the public. Unusual for the con-
ventional opinion court practices are still emerging today.
For example, a study by D. Eichert (2021) demonstrates that
using Twitter as a tool for digital diplomacy and commu-
nication by the International Criminal Court has both ad-
vantages and disadvantages. Among the positive aspects of
this innovation, the author considers the entry of legal pro-
ceedings into a modern platform. The disadvantage of the
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International Criminal Court’s posting on Twitter is the lim-
ited jurisdiction of the institution due to the restriction on
the volume of messages on the social network. In addition,
using a web resource for diplomacy could indicate a gradual
loss of the Court’s impartiality and objectivity.

Binder et al. (2018) compare the Eighth Amendment to
the United States Constitution, which prohibits the death
penalty for capital murder, with jurisdictions that have exe-
cuted nearly five hundred people in the United States since
1973. The researchers argue that the death penalty is uncon-
stitutional if the murder was unintentional. For example, if
there was a case of the death of a homeowner robbed by a
criminal, but the death was caused by fright or severe stress
and not by the intentional actions of the thief, the crimi-
nal cannot be convicted of murder but rather of theft, as this
would be a violation of constitutional law in the United States.
Thus, despite the validity of such amendments as the Eighth
Amendment to the US Constitution, in some cases, the death
penalty is still imposed on criminals, which is not standard
judicial practice in a democratic country of the 21 century.

The purpose of the research is to analyse some of the
most unusual cases that have been considered by the court
in different countries and different periods. The study of un-
usual cases is intended to demonstrate how the principles
of the rule of law and equality of all before the court are
ensured. Unusual court cases in this research are defined as
those that have elements that vary from the standard model
of court cases (e.g., an animal rather than a human as the
defendant, etc).

The main objectives of the research were: to describe
the “right of access to court” and “protection of fundamental
rights”; to explore unusual cases that were decided in an-
cient Rome and Greece; to conduct an analysis of the most
unusual court cases in the world; to explore unusual cases
that were considered in Ukraine.

The research is relevant as the courts receive a large
number of lawsuits that must be classified according to their
importance and expediency. The study of unusual trials
conducted in different historical eras will identify a meth-
odology for making rational decisions in ambiguous court
cases. Such an analysis will be useful for saving the time and
material resources of both litigants and judicial officers in
Ukraine. The work is of scientific value as it highlights the
ways to ensure the human right to fair justice through the
prism of unusual trials.

Materials and Methods

One of the most important methods used in this study is
the dialectical method, which was used to analyse the most
unusual cases as a confirmation and guarantee of the right
to access justice and to clarify the content of the right to
access court and the right to a fair trial. The logical method
of scientific cognition was used to identify and distinguish
the specific features of the right to access to court and the
protection of fundamental human rights. Using the methods
of synthesis and theoretical analysis, the most unusual cases
in the world and Ukraine were explored.

The Aristotelian method of research was used to analyse
the specific features of court proceedings in different periods.
Using the systematic method, it was established that the
court has considered and is considering cases in which only
people can be parties to the court, and animals and even
objects. The logical-semantic method is used to deepen and

analyse some unusual and curious cases from ancient times
to the present and to characterise the activities of judges. By
using historical and comparative legal methods of scientific
research, the author clarifies the specific features of the judi-
cial system of the Middle Ages and compares them with the
realities of today.

The hermeneutic method is used to identify the essence
of the right to a fair trial and the protection of human rights.
The comparative legal method was used to compare the res-
olution of cases before and after the Middle Ages. The syn-
thetic method was used to explore various court cases that
have been considered worldwide and in Ukraine in particular.

The effective methods of the research were the axiomatic
method, the task of which was to identify the reasons behind
the absurdity of some court cases, and the construction of a
scientific theory, in which some statements (axioms) are ac-
cepted without evidence and then used to obtain the rest of
the knowledge according to specific logical rules. The method
of formalisation, which reflects knowledge in a known sign
and symbolic content; methods of system analysis, theoretical
generalisation, induction and deduction were used to develop
conclusions based on the results of this research.

Results and Discussion

Non-trivial court cases from the Middle Ages as an example
of the rule of law

Every person in the world has the right to access court and
a fair trial. At the national and international levels, several
different regulations guarantee the above rights to varying
degrees. At the national level of each country, some regu-
lations establish the procedure for access to justice and the
consideration and resolution of cases, and international reg-
ulations that are adopted and ratified by several countries
and are binding on them. The main international acts that
regulate and guarantee access to justice include the follow-
ing: The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948), the
Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fun-
damental Freedoms (1950), the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights (1966), etc.

The above international regulations guarantee equal
and impartial access to justice for the protection of their
rights and interests of all persons, as Ukrainian legislation
is no exception, as the Constitution of Ukraine (1996) guar-
antees and ensures the right of access to court and fair trial
to every person.

The right of access to court is a guaranteed and enforced
right of people to apply to the judiciary without hindrance to
protect their rights and interests (Godzimirska et al., 2022;
Katic et al., 2018). In turn, the right to a fair trial is a human
right, which is enshrined in several regulations, to a public
hearing by an independent and impartial court (Carvacho
et al., 2022).

Occasionally, quite unusual issues are resolved during
court hearings. Such cases are being considered nowadays,
and examples are dating back to the Middle Ages. The Middle
Ages were unpredictable and occasionally strange with their
laws and traditions, and with their judicial system and or-
der (Bubalo, & Cerki¢, 2022). Thus, in 1386, in the city of
Falaise, located in France, a case of the murder of a three-
month-old child was considered, where the accused was a
pig (Evans, 1906). All the time during the investigation and the
trial, the pig was in jail and even had its lawyer. All stages of
the trial were conducted: witnesses were interrogated, case



materials were collected — all relevant procedures were fol-
lowed. The court sentenced the pig to death, put on human
clothes and took it to the scaffold. On the square where the
execution occurred, they gathered both people and pigs, ar-
guing that it would set an example for other animals. The
person who executed the sentence hung the pig, pulling a
human mask over its face. Bringing the pig to justice was
justified primarily by the fact that animals are morally re-
sponsible and therefore should be fully accountable for their
actions. After this case, there were about 60 more similar
cases in history.

In Rome in 897, there was a case in which the ac-
cused was Pope Formosus himself, although he was dead
(Chamberlin, 2003). This case was known as the “Corpse
Synod” and it is believed that the trial of this case marked
the beginning of a corrupt era in the history of the papacy
(Bilal & Tubbs, 2016). To understand the absurdity of this
case, it is necessary to begin the research with the life of
Formosus himself and the reign of Pope John VIII. To under-
stand the absurdity of this case, it is necessary to begin the
research with the life of Formosus himself and the reign of
Pope John VIIL Pope John VIII turned against Formosus and
accused him of violating a law that prohibited bishops from
ruling several places at once-a law that was supposed to pre-
vent bishops from developing their domains (Collins, 2009).
In 891, Formosus was elected pope and his reign lasted 5
years. During the court hearing, the accused was asked sev-
eral questions, but the deacon answered these questions. The
prosecution demanded that the papacy of the Formosus and
all decisions made by him in the course of his duties be in-
validated, as they considered him a supporter and protégé of
the famous Italian clans. Thus, according to the decision, the
pope was convicted and ordered to cut off the fingers with
which he made the sign of the cross, and he has dragged
down the street, with his clothes off, and buried in a grave
where foreigners were buried.

When exploring the above case, it is advisable to de-
termine the specific features of the judicial system of the
Middle Ages. The Middle Ages are defined by the establish-
ment and development of such modern countries as France,
England, Germany, Italy, etc. For the proper functioning of
these countries, the development of their economies and so-
cio-political life, it was necessary to establish effective mech-
anisms for the protection of various spheres of life and hu-
man rights, in which the judiciary played a significant role.
In England, for example, the common law and the adversar-
ial principle dominated, with the parties to the case initiat-
ing the judicial resolution of the dispute. Another significant
characteristic of the trial in England at that time was that
the defendant was not obliged to prove his innocence, as the
prosecutor had to prove his guilt. In addition, the Middle
Ages in England were distinguished by the development
of procedural law and, in this regard, more effective judi-
cial protection of human rights (Slinko, 2019). France and
Germany in the Middle Ages are defined by the emergence
of common law and the development of the inquisitorial
form of justice, which replaced the accusatory adversarial
process (Slinko, 2018; Hamilton, 2022). In addition, proce-
dural law is being developed, and the powers of judges are
being expanded. The court in the Middle Ages gradually be-
came a class-based court (Coretti, 2019). It meant that there
were separate courts for the clergy, nobility, and citizens.
The courts of the Middle Ages can be described as being in
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their infancy, as they were mostly at the disposal of higher
authorities, nobles or kings. It is clear that the judicial sys-
tem of the Middle Ages was far from perfect and required
significant development and improvement.

Bringing animals to justice and punishing them was
not unusual in the Middle Ages, as it was quite common for
the legal, legislative, and judicial systems to hold animals
accountable as humans. In addition, animal trials included
investigation, interrogation, witness testimony, provision of
a lawyer, and other procedures, and torture could be used
against them. Even nowadays, there are animal prisons,
mostly for monkeys that pose a danger to humans.

One of the most illustrative cases in which animals were
accused is the case of the conviction of rats, and the lawyer
who defended the animals became world famous. According
to this case, rats were tried before a church court for de-
stroying a barley crop (Evans, 1906). It caused a disaster in
the province of Burgundy, as the loss of crops meant famine
for the inhabitants. Therefore, the population of the prov-
ince turned to the authorities and clergy, organising rallies
to take action to stop the destruction of the crops and pun-
ish the perpetrators. In 1522, a trial was held against the
rats, where they were accused of spoiling and stealing the
barley crop, and the bishop’s vicar asked to excommunicate
and anathematise them. The animals would have been con-
victed if their defence lawyer had not been Barthelemy de
Chassaigneau, one of the most successful lawyers of the 16™
century, who, due to his intelligence and legal skills, was
able to save the rats from punishment. The modern structure
of the judiciary and the nature of the cases to be heard are
undoubtedly different from the Middle Ages when the con-
sideration of unusual cases was a common practice.

Unusual lawstuits in the history of modern legal proceedings
The history of medieval case law is distinguished both by un-
usual cases and by the number of such cases in modern his-
tory and case law. Occasionally, absurd lawsuits are brought
by judges themselves. In the capital of the United States,
Washington, D.C., a case was heard on a judge’s lawsuit against
dry-cleaners who had ruined his favourite pants. He estimated
the material damage and non-pecuniary damage he suffered at
$65 million. However, the judge who heard the case proved
to be more competent and refused to rule in the plaintiff’s
favour. The judge filed a similar lawsuit several more times,
but the positive decision he expected was never made (Court
Opinion of the District Court of Appeal of Colombia..., 2020).

There was a similar dispute in Ukraine. Thus, in the
Dnipropetrovsk region, a woman filed a lawsuit for compen-
sation for damage to her property. According to the circum-
stances of the case, she agreed with a dry cleaner to whom
she handed over several items. When she arrived to get her
belongings, she noticed that a woman’s cashmere coat, the
colour “coffee with milk” by Nero, had been damaged during
dry cleaning (Decision of the Zhovtnevyi District Court of
Dnipropetrovsk..., 2019). In turn, representatives of the
dry cleaners noted that the coat had already been handed
over to them with defects, which was confirmed in the con-
tract receipt. The expert later concluded that there were no
grounds to believe that the chemical cleaning of the product
had been performed in violation of the technological process
and cleaning regimes. As a result of the case, the court ruled
in favour of the dry cleaning company and dismissed all of
the plaintiff’s claims.
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However, history knows unusual cases that have become
known throughout the world. One such case is “Stella v. Mc-
Donald’s” (Gerlin, 1994). The case became one of the most
unusual cases in the United States and later in the world.
There is even a “Stella Award” presented for the most ridic-
ulous lawsuits. The incident that became the crux of Stella’s
case occurred in 1994 when Stella Liebeck and her grandson
stopped by a “McDonald’s” fast food restaurant to order cof-
fee. After receiving her coffee, sitting in the passenger seat,
Stella opened the coffee, pulled the lid sharply and spilt the
coffee on herself, resulting in third-degree burns of 6% of
her skin and less severe burns of 16% of her skin. The victim
was 79 years old at the time of the incident.

During the treatment, which lasted eight days, Stella un-
derwent several surgeries that totaled $10,000. The victim’s
family asked “McDonald’s” to pay them $20,000 for treat-
ment, but “McDonald’s” offered only $800. After several un-
successful lawsuits, Stella Liebeck hired a lawyer who had
already won several successful cases where “McDonald’s”
was the defendant. Previously, he won two lawsuits against
“McDonald’s”, where his clients suffered burns, although in
one case the negligence was on the part of a waiter who spilt
coffee on a woman. The fast-food chain “McDonald’s” was
frequently a defendant in cases of custody of clients, and
before Stella’s case was heard, about 700 similar cases were
considered.

When bringing the case to court, Stella Liebeck’s law-
yer, Reed Morgan, argued that the coffee spilt by the victim
was too hot, approximately 80 degrees (which ultimately
resulted in the case is won), and Morgan referred to previ-
ous cases that were almost identical and which he had suc-
cessfully won. Before the trial, the victim’s lawyer offered
“McDonald’s” $90,000 in compensation, and later increased
it to $300,000, but “McDonald’s” categorically refused to
pay such an amount. During the trial, due to his skill, Morgan
managed to convince the jury that “McDonald’s” should pay
the victim the world’s income for two days of work. The jury
agreed with the defence and the defendant had to pay the
victim her income for two days of work, namely $2.7 million
and $200,000 in compensation for medical treatment. The
amount of $2.7 million is mentioned in many versions of the
case, but the final amount to which the parties jointly agreed
was $600,000 (Cain, 2007).

Thus, the victory was based on the convincing posi-
tion of the lawyer, who proved that the coffee served at
“McDonald’s”, according to the instructions, was 82-84°C,
and should be less — at least 70°C, since the temperature
of coffee at 80°C is simply impossible to drink and is con-
sidered life-threatening. In addition, the defence counsel
referred to the fact that this was not the only case in the
activities of “McDonald’s” in which customers were harmed.
In each case, “McDonald’s” settled for a small compensation,
and in Stella’s case, they hoped for this. Another important
argument was that the company had done nothing to protect
its customers after all these incidents. In court, defending
the company’s position, the “McDonald’s” lawyer referred
to the fact that they care about their customers not drinking
“cold coffee” and he claimed that the cup said “Beware, hot
coffee!” (Gerlin, 1994). However, such arguments did not
convince the jury and the judge, and they issued a decision
finding “McDonald’s” guilty and awarding Stella Liebeck
compensation.

Unusual lawsuits involving well-known individuals and
companies

In addition, the case where the defendant was the illusionist
David Copperfield was quite unusual (Report and recom-
mendation of the United States District Court..., 2007). Ac-
cording to the case file, illusionist Christopher Roller filed a
lawsuit for patent infringement. In substantiating his claim,
he noted that the defendant, David Copperfield, was using
his “divine powers” without permission, which he had al-
legedly patented. As it emerged in the course of the case, the
plaintiff did not apply for a patent and, accordingly, did not
receive one. David Copperfield filed a counter-motion, argu-
ing that the claim should be dismissed as the patent claimed
by the plaintiff does not exist. Upon this motion, the plaintiff
filed an amended complaint. It claimed that Copperfield, in
collusion with other people, intended to kill him. The court
dismissed the plaintiff’s claim and prohibited him from
bringing similar claims in the future, as Christopher Roller
did not provide any evidence or facts to support his claim.

Unusual things happen in everyday life, and in various
areas of life, such as fashion or culture. For example, Chris-
tian Louboutin sued the Dutch company “vanHaren”, which
violated intellectual property rights, namely trademark
rights (Judgment of the Court..., 2018). The year 1992 was
marked by the development of the world-famous “red sole”
by designer Christian Louboutin. He used his assistant’s red
nail polish to paint the soles of his black shoes red, which
to this day remains a classic worn all over the world, from
ordinary people to the first ladies of the world.

The history of the lawsuit dates back to 2012, when
“vanHaren”, together with Halle Berry, presented the Fifth
Avenue shoe collection. The collection included black pumps
that had a specific feature, namely a red sole. In this regard,
Christian Louboutin filed a lawsuit for the illegal use of the
trademark that it invented. After the trial, the Hague Dis-
trict Court issued a ruling in which it temporarily banned
the sale of shoes with red soles by “vanHaren”. However,
the company disagreed with the court’s decision and filed
an appeal, which was considered by the European Court of
Justice. During the trial, the company’s lawyers and repre-
sentatives argued that Louboutin could not have rights to
the “red sole” as under the laws of the European Union (EU),
“the shape of the product that gives it the significant value”
is not considered an element of a trademark in the EU.

After substantiating the positions of both parties and
considering the case, the Court ruled in favour of Christian
Louboutin, noting that the designer was not trying to protect
the shoes themselves but the idea of using the colour ap-
plied to the soles of the shoes. After the decision was made,
the designer himself spoke on this issue and said: “The pro-
tection of the red sole as a Christian Louboutin trademark
has been confirmed by the European Court of Justice. The
red colour applied to the soles of high-heeled shoes is a dis-
tinctive feature that Christian Louboutin has been using for
many years” (Judgment of the Court..., 2018).

Comparison of the results of research by other scholars
with the analysis of unusual court cases

Although the cases under consideration departed in many
ways from conventional processes, it is difficult to accuse
the judges of being unprofessional. If unusual lawsuits were
heard in a courtroom and received a specific verdict, the



plaintiffs’ right to fair justice was implemented. Comparing
the level of guarantees for access to justice in judicial institu-
tions in the past and today, it can be said that there are some
problems in this area currently.

Unimpeded access to fair and impartial justice is
regularly explored by scholars from different countries.
Yu. Matat (2017) in one of his works lists the main problem-
atic areas of judicial practice in providing access to justice.
Among the main obstacles to the exercise of this right, the
author identifies the low level of legal capacity of the appli-
cant to file a civil action, appeal in criminal proceedings or
obtain a court decision; access barriers, including time limits
and court costs; inability to provide sufficient legal aid; and
lack of jurisdiction of defendants in civil cases. Drawing a
parallel between these statements and the cases analysed in
this study, it can be concluded that similar problems with
access to justice have been present before. For example, the
“Corpse Synod” case lasted several years, which indicates
that the trial was delayed and the court decision was post-
poned. In the case of Stella Liebeck, jurisdiction was avoided
only by engaging a lawyer with experience in similar cases.

The work of Y. Sopyan (2021) examines the process of
struggle for the provision of basic human rights to children
of migrant workers in Malaysia. Along with the difficulties
in providing the right to justice to vulnerable groups in so-
ciety, the Malaysian state of Sarawak has a very acute prob-
lem of providing basic rights to children of illegal labour
migrants. According to the researcher, the main problem in
ensuring the right of access to court for such children is that
they must first be granted citizenship. The research states
that more than 43,000 stateless children live in the state,
which significantly complicates the fight for any rights. The
example of this work demonstrates the similarity between
the problem of access to court due to the lack of legal reg-
ulations and the problem of unusual court hearings in the
past centuries. But while in the case of the unusual cases of
the Middle Ages, one can explain such trials by the lack of
a legal framework for the administration of justice, in the
case of Malaysian children, the problem lies in the too-slow
consideration of the issue of granting citizenship to specific
groups of the labour population.

In some countries, even if citizens have access to fair jus-
tice, there are issues with its provision due to innovations.
Thus, in the work of researcher D.Q. Anderson (2020) notes
that in Singapore, in the course of mediation development,
doubts have arisen about the reliability of involving a third
party in the trial. The originality is perceived by the judiciary
as unreliable, which can result in a lack of transparency in
court verdicts. It can be observed that both the absence or
restriction of the right of access to court and obstacles in the
judicial system to grant such a right can become significant
problems in guaranteeing the right to justice.

Based on the analysis of court cases, it can be concluded
that unusual court cases have gained significant publicity
mainly due to the lack of a legal foundation for settling
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such claims. However, notably, in all of the cases listed and
explored, the rule of law and equality of participants be-
fore the law were observed. It demonstrates the necessity
to make significant efforts to empower citizens in different
countries (and guarantee the rights of stateless persons) and
to improve existing legal documents to ensure unimpeded
access to the courts.

Conclusions

To summarise, the right of access to court is a guarantee for
every person to receive a fair court decision on the issue at
hand without hindrance. In general terms, this right existed
in the Middle Ages, when the first judicial bodies were just
beginning to be established. The legal, legislative and judi-
cial system has evolved over a long period to effectively pro-
tect human rights. A considerable number of legal provisions
have been adopted at both the national and international
levels, which have enshrined the right of everyone to access
justice. And the consideration of unusual cases only confirms
that everyone can apply for the protection of their rights,
and the court, in turn, as the guarantor of justice, will ensure
that this right is implemented. The purpose of the work was
achieved through a comprehensive analysis of both unusual
cases in the history of the world and Ukrainian legal pro-
ceedings and a look at the problem of the right to justice
through the prism of human rights guarantees.

To maximise the protection of their rights, everyone is
guaranteed the right to a fair and impartial trial. It is con-
firmed by the example of the cases reviewed within the
framework of the study. The analysed court cases indicate
that the judicial system has developed gradually until it has
reached the features of effective human rights protection,
as the court is becoming more and more independent and
autonomous in the administration of justice every year.
However, even at the current stage of development of pub-
lic access to a fair trial, there are obstacles in the form of
limited rights and awareness of citizens, long duration and
high cost of participation in court proceedings, new polit-
ical discourses that contradict the established principles of
the judiciary, etc. To guarantee equal access to judicial in-
stitutions, it can be effective to review and improve existing
legislation in countries that guarantees the provision of basic
human rights to all segments of the population.

The practical significance of this research is to track the
evolution of the provision and implementation of the right to
justice to improve the Ukrainian judicial system for the effec-
tive operation of courts. A study of the level of efficiency of
the judicial system in the post-war years in different countries
could have a positive impact on the development of the sub-
ject of fair justice. In the future, the following issues should be
explored: how accessible Ukrainian courts are to every citizen;
what criteria should be used to determine the appropriateness
of a lawsuit; and how the justice system should proceed in
cases where a case is determined to be not appropriate, to
avoid violating the human right to access to the court.
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AHani3 HaubiAbLL He3BUYAUHUX CYAOBUX pilLieHb Y CBITOBIW NpaKTULy
3 OrAfiAYy Ha peaai3auiio npaBa Ha NPaBoOCyAAS
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CxiaAHOyKpaiHCbKMI HaliOHaAbHUI YHIBEPCUTET iMeHi Boroanmmpa Aans,
01042, ByA. loaHHa lMaBaa ll, 17, m. KuiB, YkpaiHa

AHoTanisA. AKTyasbHICTh JOCJIXKEHHS MOJIsArac B MOTpebi BUOKPEMUTU HeIieBi MeToau 3MiliCHEHHs MpaBOCYAIs Y
CBiTOBiH Cy[OBil MpakTulli 3aJis1 3abe3neueHHsa eeKTUBHOCTI Cy/I0BOI cucTeMH B YKpaiHi. MeTa cTaTTi — BCTAHOBUTHU
Ta IpoaHaJsidyBaTH HaNOiJbII He3BUYAlHi Cy/IOBi CIpaBU B Pi3HUX KpaiHax IMouuHaouu 3 yaciB CepeqHBOBiYUsA Ta
3aKiHUyl04Md CbOT'OJEHHAM [JIA 3’ACyBaHHA PiBHA AOCTYIly HaceJIeHHA O IPaBOCYAAA AK rapaHTil 3aXUCTy HaJIeXKHUX
JIIOAVHI IIpaB Ta 3abe3leueHHs NPUHIMIY BEPXOBEHCTBA IIpaBa i piBHOCTI BCix nepej 3aKkoHOM Ta cyfaoM. Cepel METOAIB,
3a JOTMOMOTIOK0 SIKUX 3AIMCHIOETHCA AOCIiI)KeHHA TeMHU, MOXHa BUIIATU: AiaJeKTUYHUIN MeTol, MeToAd (opmastizaii,
MPAaBOIi3HABAJIBHUN MeTO[, (HOpMasIbHO-IOPUOUYHUIN METO[, TePMEHEeBTUYHUN METOM, JIOTiKO-IOPUOUYHUI METO,
CHUCTEMHUI MeTOJ, CTPYKTYPHO-GYHKIIOHAJIBHUI METOM, aKCioOMaTUYHUI MeTOM, MeTOAU iHAYKIil Ta JeAyKlii, MeToau
aHaJli3y Ta CHMHTe3y. Y CTaTTi 3’sCOBaHO, HACKiJIbKU OyJIM NOCTYMHUMMU JIJIA JIIofell IpaBoOCy/ /i Ta IpaBo B Pi3Hi ernoxu.
VYcTaHoBIeHO 0cOOJMBOCTI po3ryiAfy cyAoBux crnpaB y CepeqHboBiudi. JloctigxeHo HaiibiabIl He3BUYALHI CIIpaBy, fAKi
cTaJIi BiJOMUMU B 6aratboX KpaiHax CBiTy, cepef Akux «Crpasa Cresuin» Ta «CrpaBa Ipo KyKypiKaHHA MiBHA»; PO3KPUTO
cyTb apuma «[Ipemii Cresin»; BUBYEHO OKpeMi KyplO3Hi clpaBu B YKpalHi Ta B iHIIMX KpalHax cBiTy. IIpoBemeHO
aHaJIi3 KiJIBKOX CyJOBUX CIIPaB AaBHIiX 4YaciB Ta CIpPaB, SIKi PO3IJIANAIMCA B Cy4YacHIil CyOBiH npakTumi. J[OCiIKeHo Ta
CXapaKTepH30BaHO HaMOiIbII He3BUYAUHI KypHO3Hi Cy0Bi cripaBy, Ae oOBUHYBaueHMMHU OyJiy He TiJIbKU JIIOAU, ajie U
TBapuHU Ta npeaMeTu. [IpoaHasizoBaHo He3BUYalHi Cy/I0Bi cripaBu Ha TepuTopil Ykpainu. [TosoxeHHs, sIKi 3aKpirjieHo
B Lili poOOTi, CTAHOBJIATH NMPAKTUYHY IiHHICTh Hacammepes JJis NpalliBHUKIB CyJOBHUX OpPraHiB, a TaKoX A ocib, AKi
3BEPTAIOTHCA 34 CYJIOBUM 3aXHCTOM

Kutr04oBi cjioBa: cy, nmo3uBay, 0OBUHYBaueHU, JOCTYII A0 Cy1y, HE3BUYAlHi CIIpaBu, BUPOK
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