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Straipsnyje nagrinéjamas kaltinamojo teisés gintis paciam apribojimas tarptautiniy baudziamyjy tribunoly prakti-
koje, kai jam paskirta teisiné pagalba be jo sutikimo. Ypatingas démesys skiriamas Tarptautinio baudziamojo tribu-
nolo buvusiai Jugoslavijai praktikai.

Cmames nocsAweHa oepdHu4YeHUo npasa 0bBUHAEMO20 HA JIUYHYIO 3dwumy nymem npedocmassieHus
HasHayeHHoU npasosoli noMowu 068UHAEMOMY 6e3 e20 co2adcus 8 NPAaKmMuKe MexOyHAaPOOHbIX Y20/108HbIX
mpubyHanos. Ocoboe s8HUMAaHuUe yOeneHO npakmuke MexoyHapoOHO20 y20/108H020 mpubyHana no bvigwel
t0zocnasuu.

BBenenue

IIpaBo 0OBHHSEMBIX Ha JTUYHYIO 3aIIUTy UMEET ITyOOoKyto uctopuro. CHauana nudHas 3ammra (6e3
MIPABOBOI TTOMOIIM 3aIIUTHHUKA) BOCIIPHHUMAJIACh HE KaK MPaBo, a KaK KapaTelbHOe TpeOoBaHUE, 10
KOTOPOMY OOBHHSIEMBIN He CMOXET 3()(EKTUBHO 3aIIUIIaThCsl. Ha MPOTSHKEHNH BEKOB 3alIUTHUK HE
MOT IPECTaBIATH 0OBUHAEMOTr0, TAK KaK IPE/II0Narajoch, YTO OH ClIEJIaeT BCE BO3MOKHOE JIJIsl TOTO,
4TOOBI HE JJONMYCTUTH OCYXKIEHUS CBOETO MOJ3AIMUTHOTO! .

[IpakTuKa COBPEMEHHBIX MEKIYHAPOAHBIX YTOJIOBHBIX TPUOYHAIOB CBUIETEILCTBYET O BOCIIPH-
STHH DTOTO TIPaBa KaK HEOTHEMJIEMOTO NPaBa KaI0ro 00BuHseMoroZ. OHAKO OHO HE SBISETCS al-
COJIFOTHBIM, U TIPU OTPE/ICIICHHBIX 00CTOSITEIBCTBAX MOXKET OBITh O'PAaHUYCHO, O YeM OyIeT BECTHCh
peub HUXKeE.

[Tpu HanmKCaHUM CTAThH UCIIOJIB30BAIMCh TAKUE METO/BI: JUAICKTHUYCCKUH, (POPMATIbHO-TIOTHYEC-
CKHIA, CHCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHBIIA, CPABHUTEIHHO-TIPABOBOU U JIp.

TeopeTnyecKoit OCHOBOI 3TOTO HUCCIICIOBAHHUS SIBJISIOTCS MOJIOKEHHS, CHOPMYIIHPOBAHHBIC B TPY-
JlaX TakuxX ydeHsIx, kak: [. boac, C. Bunbsmc, M. Mapkosuu, K. Paccu, I'. Cmoutep, f. Tyuncrtpa,
E. YUeppyTH u psina apyrux.

I CERRUTI, E. Self-representation in the International Arena: Removing a False Right of Spectacle. Georgetown
Journal of International Law, 2009, Vol. 40, p. 920.

2 Prosecutor v. Milogevid, Case No.: 1T-99-37-PT, Transcript, Aug. 30, 2001, at 18 (“Status Conference”). In
SCHARF, M. P.; RASSI, C. M. Do Former Leaders Have an International Right to Self-Representation in War Crimes
Trials. Ohio State Journal on Dispute Resolution, 2005, Vol. 20, Issue 1, p. 3.
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1. [IpaBo Ha JUYHYIO 3aLIUTY U IPABO HA CIIPaBeJIMBOe
U ObICTPOE paccMOTpPeHue aeJia

Cornacho cT. 20 (1) YeraBa MexnyHapoqHOro yrojiosHoro TpuOyHana no ObiBuieil FOrocinasuu
(nanee — MYTIO), ct. 19 (1) YeraBa MexyHapogHOro yrojioBHoro TpudyHaia rno Pyanne (nanee —
MVYTP), ct. 17 (2) Yeraa Cnenumansaoro cyna no Ceeppa — Jleone (nanee — CCCJI) u ct. 64 (2)
VYcraBa MOCTOSHHO JeHCTBYIOIero MextyHapoaHoro yronoBHoro cyaa (nanee — MYC), CyneOnble
najarhl JOKHBI 00ECIIeUUTh CIPaBeIMBOE U ObICTpoe cynebHoe pa3duparenscTBo. He BhI3bIBaeT
COMHEHMS, 4TO 00ECIIeUeHHE CIIPABEAIUBOIO U OBICTPOTO PACCMOTPEHHS KacaeTCsl He TOIBKO OOBUHS-
€MOro, HO ¥ obecreueHne myoauuHoro uarepeca’. II03ToMy MCXO/Is U3 3TOM HOPMBI, IIPaBO OOBUHSE-
MOTO Ha JTHYHYIO 3aI[UTy MOKET OTpPaHWYUBATHCS IIPH HEOOXOAMMOCTH 00eCIedeH s CIIPABEIIHBOTO
1 OBICTPOTO PACCMOTPEHUS JeNa.

Cr. 20 (1) YeraBa MYTIO, ct. 19 (1) Yeraa MY TP u ct. 64 (2) Craryra MY C niperycMaTpuBaroT
CIIPaBEIIBOE U OBICTPOE PACCMOTPEHHE TIPH MONHOM COOTIONCHUH IIPaB OOBHHSACMOTO H C YUETOM
HEeoOXOAMMOCTH 3alINTHI IIPaB MOTEPIEBIINX U cBuaeTeNnel. Ha 3ToM 0CcHOBaHHY, B HAyYIHOU JOKTPH-
HE OTMeYaeTcs, YTo Takas (OpMyNIUpOBKa IpeAroaaraeT To, YTo UHTepecaM OOBUHAEMBIX JOKHO
OTABATBCS MPEAToYTEHHE?,

ITpu ompeneneHHbIX 0OCTOATENLCTBAX MPABO HA JIMYHYIO 3ALUTY MOXET OIPAaHUUUBATHLCS UL
o0ecrieyeHus] HHTEPECOB MpaBoCynus (HalmpuMep, BO U30eKaHUE HApyIICHUH MOpsiKa CyaeOHOro
pasbupaTeNbCTBa WK 00ECTIeUeHHsT MUHUMAIBHBIX CTaHAapTOB 3 deKTnBHON 3aiuThi)’. OqHAKO 1
IIPU TAaKUX OOCTOATEILCTBAX JOMKHA COXPAHATHCSA 00IIas ClpaBeJIMBOCTL CYAeOHOr0 pa3oupaTensb-
crBa’.

B coBpeMeHHBIX MEXIyHapPOIHBIX YTOJOBHBIX TPHOyHAIaX HanOOIee HHTEPECHBIM IS aHATIH3a
BOMPOCOB O JIMUHOU 3amute (0e3 mpaBoBOM MOMOIIM 3alUTHUKA) siBisiercs: aeno MYTHO mpotus
C. MutomreBr4a, KOTOpOE CTaJI0 MPEIeeHTOM /s mocienyromux fnen kak B MY THO, tak u B MY TP
u MYC. Cpenn mpodero, orpaHUYCHHUS IIpaBa Ha JIMYHYIO 3aIIUTy 0OOCHOBBIBAIOCH HEOOXOAMMO-
CTBIO O0ECIEUCHUs CIIPaBEMIMBOTO M OBICTpOro cymeOHOro pasduparenbcrBa. CyneOHas manara
MYVTIO no sToMy Jiely YCTaHOBUJIA, YTO MUHUMAJIbHBIE FapaHTUU yCTaHOBJIEHBI B CT. 21 (4) YcraBa
MYVYTIO sBisitorcs 3aeMeHTaMy 00I1ero TpeOoBaHuUs CIPABELIUBOIO CyAONPOU3BOACTBA. VIMEHHO B
9TOM KOHTEKCTE JOJKHO PacCMaTpUBAThCA [IPAaBO OOBUHAEMOIO 3aIIUIIATHCSA IUYHO UM Yepe3 Mpa-
BOBYIO IIOMOIIb 3alUTHUKA. [T03TOMY eciu IMuHas 3aluTa HOPOXKAaeT PUCK HECIIPaBEAIMBOCTH IS
00OBHHSAEMOTO, TOJDKHBI OBITh IPUHATHI MEPHI B COOTBETCTBUH € MOJIOKEHUAMU cTatei 20 u 21, 94To0b!
o0ecreunTs MpaBo Ha CIIPABEUINBOE Pa3OUPATEILCTBO, B IPOTUBHOM CIIydae, IPaBo Ha 3alUTy OyaeT
cBefeHo K Hymo. OCHOBHBIM KPUTEPHEM TIPU 3TOM BBICTYIAeT TO 00CTOATEIBCTBO, 00MaaeT JIN 00-
BUHSEMBII B TOCTaTOYHOH Mepe BO3ZMOKHOCTAMH U CPEICTBAMH IS TOTO, UTOOBI 3 (heKTHBHO MPOBO-
auTh cBoto 3amuTy. [TosTomy Cynebnas manara He JOIKHA TIOTBOPCTBOBATH JKETAHUAM OOBHHACMOTO
TPOBOJUTH €T0 3alUTy TUYHO (6e3 ITOMOIIH 3aIUTHNKA), KOT/Ia TaKas 3aIl[iTa CMOXET BHI3BAaTh Hec-
TpaBeUTHBOE paccMOTpeHue’. AnesurinnonHas nagara MY THO nepecmarpusast pernerne CyneGHOR

3 WILLIAMS, J. Slobodan Milosevic and the Guarantee of Self-Representation. Brooklyn Journal of International
Law, 2007, Vol. 32, Issue 2, p. 572.

4 WILLIAMS, J. Slobodan Milosevic <...>, p. 574.

3 SLUITER, G. Fairness and the Interests of Justice, Illusive Concepts in the Milosevic Case. Journal of International
Criminal Justice, Vol. 3, Issue 1, March 2005, p. 12.

6 JORGENSEN, N. H. B. Problem of Self-Representation at International Criminal Tribunals. Journal of International
Criminal Justice, Vol. 4, Issue 1, March 2006, p. 70.

7 Prosecutor v. Milosevic: Case No.: IT-02-54-T. Reasons for Decision on Assignment of Defence Counsel,
22 September 2004, para. 32. Available at:
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nagarsl 0 Ha3HAYEeHHUH 3allUTHUKA, 00paTiiia BHUMaHKE, YTO MIPABO Ha JIMYHYIO 3alIUTy MOXET Orpa-
HUYHMBATHCS €CITH OHO MPEIITCTBYET Ha/UIeKAIeMy U OBICTPOMY paccMOTpeHuto aena. O00CHOBBIBas
CBOE pelleHHe 110 ITOMY Borpocy, AnemraunonHas nanara MYTIHO cocnanace Ha To, 4TO IpaBo Ha
JHYHYIO 3aIIUTy TpenycMoTpero B ct. 21 (4) (d) Yeraa MYTIO, kotopas Tarxke mpemycMarpuBa-
€T IpaBO OOBHHAEMOI0 Ha NMPHUCYTCTBUE Ha CyaeOHOM pazOuparenbcTBe. B cBOIO ouepenb, MpaBo Ha
MIPUCYTCTBHE Ha CyneOHOM pazOHparebCcTBE MOXKET ObITh OrpaHMYeHHO Ha ocHOBaHuu mp. 80 IIpa-
BT Tipouieaypsl U fokaseiBanus (nanee — [I11) MYTIO, ecnu oOBUHSIEMBIN coBepIIaeT ACHCTBUS,
HapyLIaloNUe MOPSAA0K BO BpeMs CyaeOHOro paszouparenbcTa. Mcxons U3 CMEKHOCTH YKa3aHHbBIX
npas, MYTIO npuiuesn k BBIBOAY, 4TO B CJIydae COBEPILECHUS MOJCYAUMbIM ASHCTBUI, HAPYILAIOMIUX
MOPSIJIOK BO BpeMsi Cy/IeOHOTO pa3OupareibCcTBa, MPABO Ha JIMYHYIO 3aIIUTY MOKET ObITh aHAJIOTHYHO
orpanuyeHo?.

Bwmecre ¢ Tem, ctout otmetuTh HenocnenosatensHocTh MY TIO B cBoux cyxxnenusx. Tak, Hanpu-
Mep, 1o atomy xe neny (ITpokypop MYTIO nporus C. Munomesuua), CyneOHast [Tanara paccMarpu-
BaJa IPaBo OOBHUHIEMOr0 Ha JIMYHYIO 3aIUTy U Ha3HAYECHHUE 3alIUTHUKA TPOTUB BOJIU OOBHHIEMOTO
JUaMeTpaIbHO MPOTHUBOMONOKHO. Tak, 18 nexadps 2002, CyneOnas [Tanara ykaszana, 4To MpOU3BO/I-
CTBO aeia B TpuOyHasie UMeeT COCTSA3aTeNbHYIO MIPUPOY, a HaBA3bIBAHHE 3alIUTHUKA TIPOTHB BOIU
OOBHMHSEMOTO SIBJISIETCS HEMPMEMIIEMBIM B COCTs3aTeNbHOM Tporecce’. 4 ampens 2003 rona, nasas
o0bscHenust cpoero perteHust, CyneOnas [lanara oOparuina BHUMaHHE Ha TO, YTO B COCTSI3aTEIbHON
cucTeMe, 3allMTHUK Ha3HAYeHHBII MPOTHUB BOJIM OOBHHSAEMOr0, HE MMesl BOBMOKHOCTH I10JIy4YaTh OT
HEr0 COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX MHCTPYKIHUH, HE CMOXET BBIIOJHUTH CBOM OO0S3aHHOCTH 110 0OECIICUCHHIO
sammthl 0. Takoe nsmenenue nosuimu MYTIO B ouepenHOii pa3 BbI3BIBAET COMHEHHE B OECIpH-
CTPACTHOCTH ATOTO TPUOyHaIA.

2. ®opMBI NIPEAOCTABICHHS HA3HAYCHHOH MPaBOBOil MOMOIIM 00BHHSIEMOMY
0e3 ero coryiacust

AHanu3 IpakTUKU MEXIYHapOIHBIX YTOJIOBHBIX TPHOYHAIOB U MEXIYHApPOIHO-IIPABOBON JOKTPUHBI
MO3BOJISIET BBIACIUTH TPpU (HOPMBI OKa3aHHs MPABOBOM TTOMOIIH 1 OOBHHSIEMOro 03 ero coracus,
a UMEHHO TyTeM MNpuBieueHus: 1) amici curiae 2) pe3epBHbIX 3alUTHUKOB (Standby Counsel) 3)
Ha3HAYCHHBIX CyJ0M 3auTHUKOB (Court Assigned Counsel). OcTaHOBUMCSI Ha 3TOM BoTpoce Oosee
OAPOOHO.

Amici curiae. IncTUTYT amicus curiae, WM «JIpy3ed Cynay, 3aMMCTBOBAH MEXTyHAPOIHBIMU
YTOJIOBHBIMH TPUOYHaJaMH U3 HAIIMOHAIBHOTO IPaBa CTPaH CHCTEMBbI 00Iero mpasa. B aTux crpa-
Hax TPaTUIUOHHASI POJb amicus curige COCTOUT B OKa3aHUH MOMOIIU CyHdy IIOCTOPOHHUM ITHIIOM,
KOTOpOE, He UMesi COOCTBEHHOTO HHTEpeca B JIelie, JAeaeT MPE/IIOIOKeHNE OTHOCHTEIIFHO MpaBa Ul
(bakToB MCXOMIA U3 COOCTBEHHBIX 3HAHUI JUI MH)OPMUPOBAHUS MPEICENATENCTBYIOMENO Cyabull,
TToaToMy TpamuIMOHHO amicus curide NEWCTBYeT Kak OSCIPUCTPACTHBI COBETHHMK Cyla, a HE Kak
cTOpoHa npotuecca. Ero ponb cBonuTcst K M”HGOPMHUPOBAHHIO, M BOBCE HE K OCYILECTBICHHUIO (DYHKITHIA

8 Prosecutor v. S. Milosevic: Case no. IT-02-54-AR73.7: Decision on Interlocutory Appeal of the Trial Chamber’s
Decision on the Assignment of Defense Counsel, 1 November 2004, para. 13. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/
slobodan_milosevic/acdec/en/041101.htm>.

9 Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic, Case No. IT-02-54-T, Trial Transcript 14574, 18 December 2002. Available at:
<http://www.icty.org/x/cases/slobodan_milosevic/trans/en/0212181T.htm>.

10 Reasons for Decision on the Prosecution Motion Concerning Assignment of Counsel, 4 April 2003, paras. 8; 22;
24; 25; 26. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/slobodan_milosevic/tdec/en/040403.htm>.

I'WILLIAMS, S.; WOOLAVER, H. Role of the Amicus curiae before International Criminal Tribunals. International
Criminal Law Review, 2006, Vol. 6, Issue 2, p. 151.
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anBokara'?, B ominume OT aiBOKaTa-3alMTHAKA OOBHHAEMOTO, 3a1a4€l KOTOPOTO SABJIAETCS 3aIUTa
WHTEPECOB OOBUHIEMOTO, amicus curiae He CBSI3aHBI MO3ULUEH OOBHHSIEMOTO, OHU MOTYT JEHCTBO-
BaTh IPOTHB BOJH OOBHHSEMOTO, IIOCKOIBKY MEXIY HUMH M OOBHHSIEMBIM OTCYTCTBYIOT OTHOILCHUS
a/IBOKAT—KJIMEHT, a CIIEJI0BATEILHO HE HAPYIIAKOTCS UX TPOPECCHOHANBHBIE 00s3aHHOCTH |3,

BosmoxxHOCTD npuBNeueHust amicus curiae npepycmorpena np. 74 IITJL MYTIO, np. 74 TIIIJ
MVYTP, np. 106 ITITJI MYC. B cooTBeTCTBUHU € STUMU HOpMaMHU, CyJieOHast ITajiaTa MOXeT, €CJIM CUNTa-
€T 9TO HeOOXOIMMBIM JUIsl Ha UIEKAIIETO pa3pelieH s Jeia, IPUIIIACUTh WU MTO3BOJIUTH TOCYIapCTRY,
OpraHu3alMy WU JIMILY MPEACTaTh Nepel Hel U cliesaTh 3asBJICHUE 10 JII0OOMY BOIPOCY, KOTOPBIH
Bo3HuKaet nepex [Nanaroit. CrnenoBarensHo, [lanara, npusnekas amicus curiae, He OrpaHUuYEHA Ka-
KHUM-TO IIEPEUYHEM KpyTa JIMI U1K BOTIPOCOB, OTHOCUTCIIBHO KOTOPBIX OHHU MOTYT 6])ITI> BOBJICYCHBI.

B uewm e 3akmnrouaetcs pons amici curiae? MY THO nipuiiien kK BEIBOAY, YTO pOJib amici curiae co-
CTOWT HE B IPEJCTaBUTEILCTBE OOBUHIEMOT0, a B IOMOIIH B Ha JIS)KAI[EM [IPOU3BOJCTBE Jielia Iy TeM:
1) hbopMyTHpPOBKH 3asiBICHUHN, TOCTYIHBIX JUIsi OOBUHSEMOTO Ha JocyacOHOU cTamuu 2) GopMyIiu-
POBKH 3asiBJICHHI WM BO3PAKEHUI Ha JIOKA3aTeNILCTBA, JOCTYIHBIX ISl OOBUHSEMOTO B X0OzI€ Cyned-
HOTO PacCMOTPEHHS JIeNIa 110 CYIIeCTBY U IIEPEKPEeCTHOTO Jo1poca; 3) obparuenus BHuManus Cyned-
HOM TajiaThl Ha ONpaB/aTelIbHbIC JOKA3aTeIbCTBA WM TaKue, KOTOPhIe CMArYaloT OTBETCTBEHHOCTD,
4) ocy1iecTBICHHS APYTHUX JICHCTBUI BO BpeMsl IPOU3BOJICTBA Jiesa, HEOOXOMUMBIX ISl 00ecieueH s
CIIPaBEIMBOTO CyIonpou3BoacTBal4. Kak MoxkHo npocieants, MY TIO 3HaunTENBEHO OTOLIEN OT MO-
noxenuit np. 74 I MYTIO o ponu amici curiae npu paccMorperun aena. Eme O6oinbiie n3MeHu-
J1a BOCHIPUSITUE amici curiae UCKIIOYUTENIBHO KaK «Apy3ed cyaa» AneiuisunonHas nanatra MYTIHO.
B wactHOCTH, HECMOTps Ha TO, uTo mp. 73 IIIIJ] MYTIO npenycmarpuBaeT BO3MOXKHOCTb MOJA4U
aneJUBILUKY TOJIBKO CTOPOHOH mpoliecca, ANEUIILUOHHAS NanaTta NpUHsUIA NOAAHHYIO amici curiae
aneJuBINUI0, 000CHOBBIBASL 9TO WACHTUYHOCTBHIO HHTEPECOB MEXKAY amici curiae n OOBUHAEMBIM II0
JIAHHOMY JIEIly W TIOATBEP/MB, YTO amici curiae He SBISIETCS TPEACTABUTEIAMU 00BMHsIeMOro!. O
HAKO HECMOTpsI Ha Takoe 00ocHOBaHue, AnemusaionHas nanara MY THO ¢akrtudecku npepocTaBuia
amici curiae TIOMTHOMOYHSI CTOPOHBI IIpoliecca (B YaCTHOCTH 3aIUTHHKA 00BHHseMOro). [TpaBomep-
HOCTbh YKa3aHHOTO pEIIEHHsI BbI3Bajla COMHEHHE KaK CO CTOPOHBI OIHOTO M3 Cy[el AMNeIsIIMOHHON
nanarel MY TIO, KoTOpBIH paccmarpusain aeno (cyaps [laxabymiun) !0, Tak u co CTOPOHBI yd4eHbIX .
Amici curiae HEOTHOKPATHO MOKAa3bIBAJIM CBOI aKTHBHYIO MO3UIMIO 10 3amure C.Musomesnya u
JIaKe BBICTYTIAJIM 3a BBIHECEHME ONPAaBaTeLHOTrO npuroopa'®. Bee 5T0 Mo3BONSET rOBOPHUTE, UTO

12 WILLIAMS, S.; WOOLAVER, H. Role of the Amicus curiae <..>, p. 151.

13 TUINSTRA, J. T. Assisting an Accused to Represent Himself: Appointment of 4mici Curiae as the Most
Appropriate Option. Journal of International Criminal Justice, 2006, Vol. 4, Issue 1, p. 54.

14 Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic, Case No. IT-02-54-T, Order inviting Designation of Amicus Curiae, 30 October
2001. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/slobodan_milosevic/tord/en/11030A0516673.htm>.

15 Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic, Case No. IT-02-54-AR73: Decision on the Interlocutory Appeal by the Amici
Curiae Against the Trial Chamber Order Concerning the Presentation and Preparation of the Defence Case, 20 January
2004, Para. 4-5. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/slobodan_milosevic/acdec/en/040120.htm>.

16 Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic, Case No. 1T-02-54-AR73: Separate opinion of judge Shahabuddeen on the
Decision on the Interlocutory Appeal by the Amici Curiae Against the Trial Chamber Order Concerning the Presentation
and Preparation of the Defence Case, 20 January 2004, Paras. 14-15. Available at: <http:/www.icty.org/x/cases/
slobodan_milosevic/acdec/en/040120.htm>.

17 Cm. nanp.: SCHOMBURG, W. Role of International Criminal Tribunals in Promoting Respect for Fair Trial
Rights. Northwestern University Journal of International Human Rights, 2009, Vol. 8, Issue 1, p. 18.

18 Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic, Case No. IT-02-54-T: Order on Amici Curiae Request Concerning the Manner
of their Future Engagement and Procedural Directions under Rule 98bis, 27 June 2003. Available at: <http://www.icty.
org/x/cases/slobodan_milosevic/tord/en/030627-2.htm>; Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic, Case No. IT-02-54-T: Order
on Amici Curiae Motion in Relation to Accuseds Disclosure Obligations and Request for Additional Time, 28 July 2004.
Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/slobodan_milosevic/tord/en/040728-2.htm>.
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de facto amici curiae BHINONHSIM (QYHKIMH, TPUOIMIKCHHBIC K (YHKIHSIM 3al[UTHAKOB, XOTS Cam
TpuOyHas oTpuIiall Takoi (BaxT.

Pe3epBuble 3amuTHuku (Standby Counsel). B otnuuue ot amici curiae, UHCTUTYT PE3EPBHBIX
3aLIUTHUKOB UMEET MHYIO MPaBOBYIO Npupoay. Tak, eCliu Lelb amici curiae COCTOUT B TIOMOLIN CyRy
B HAIIeXKAIIEM MPOU3BOACTBE JieNia (a He B MPECTABUTEILCTBE OOBHHAEMOTO0), TO LIEJb PE3EPBHBIX
3alIMTHAKOB 3aKJIIOYAETCS B 3alIUTE WHTEPECOB OOBHHSAEMOTO TPH OJHOBPEMEHHOM CONESHCTBHU B
o0ecleyeHnH CIPABEIIUBOrO U OBICTPOro paccMoTpeHus. K OTHOIIEHUSIM pe3epBHBIX 3aIUTHUKOB
1 0OBUHSIEMOr0 MPUMEHSIOTCS IPUBUIICTUH a/IBOKATa-KJIMEHTA, B YaCTHOCTH, OTHOCUTEIBHO Koppec-
HOH/ICHIMY ¥ OOIIEHHS MEXKTy HUMH ',

BrniepBbie MbICIb 0 HEOOXOAMMOCTH Ha3HAUEHHS PE3EPBHBIX 3AIUTHUKOB B MPAKTUKE MEXKJyHa-
POJIHBIX YTOJIOBHBIX JIefax MosBuiaack B aene S1. B. Bapasrauza (MYTP)%0. B atom siene, 00BUHsIEMBIi
4. b. bapasdrsusza nopy4usa aCCUrHOBaHHOMY €My aJIBOKaTy HE NPEJCTaBIsATh €r0 UHTEPECH! B CYJIE.
B cBoro odepens anBokar B CBS3M C TAKMM MOPYYEHHEM CBOETO MOA3AIIUTHOIO MPOCHII CYJl OCBO-
GO/IUTH €ro OT BBHITIONHEHMS 00A3aHHOCTEH 3alMTHUKA MO 3ToMy Jeny?!. B 0co6oM MHEHMH Cylbn
k Pemennto MYTP no stomy neny ot 2 Hos6ps 2000, cynbst A. ['yHaBapaaHa ykasai, 4To JUist TOTO
4TOOBI MPEIYNPEaUTh B OyIylIeM TaKoe Pa3BUTHE COOBITHUH, JJsi OOBHUHIEMOrO HYKHO Ha3HAYUTh
PE3EPBHOTO 3aLINTHHKA, KOTOPBIA OyZIeT He TOIBKO 3alHIIaTh HHTEPEChl OOBHHSAEMOTO, HO M HHTEpe-
CcBl mpaBocynus. HazHaueHne u IesTelbHOCTh TAKOTO 3alIUTHUKA JaKe MPOTHB BOJM OOBHHSIEMOTO,
10 MHEHHMIO 3TOTO CyIbH, cienyeT u3 crarbu ctT. 20 (4) (d) Yeraa MY TP, kotopas mpeaycmarpuBaet
MPaBO OOBHHSAEMOTO 3AIIUIIATH ce0s TMYHO WM Yepe3 MPaBoOBYIO MOMOLIL 110 COOCTBEHHOMY yCMO-
TPEHHIO, OBITH YBEIOMJIEHHBIM 00 9TOM IIpaBe M MMETh aCCUTHOBAHHYIO ITPABOBYIO MTOMOIIb 3aIlUT-
HHUKa B JIIOOOM CIIydae, KOraa 3T0ro TpeOyroT HHTepeChl npaBocyaus?2, C TakKUM MHEHHMEM HE COBCEM
MOXHO cornacutbes. Benp cr. 20 (4) (d) npeaycmarpuBaer rnpaBa 0OBUHSEMOT0, B TOM YHCJIE Ha ac-
CHTHOBAHHYIO IIPABOBYIO IIOMOIIb 3aLIUTHHKA. JTO UCKIIOUUTENBHOE IPaBo 00BUHAEMOro. [ToaTomy
CTOHUT comtacuTbes ¢ M. MapkoBuueM, KOTOPBIN CIIPABEAIMBO YKA3bIBaeT HA HEIOMYCTUMOCTh OTO-
JKJIECTBIICHHS aCCUTHOBAHHOW TPABOBOI MMOMOIIY KaK MpaBa OOBHHIEMOTo (Hampumep, Korna y Hero
HET JIOCTaTOYHBIX CPEACTB /IS OILIAThI YCIIYT aIBOKATa) U HA3HAUCHHOU [IPaBOBOM IIOMOIIY a1BOKATa
[POTUB BOJIM OOBHHAEMOTO?,

B npaxTrke cOBpeMEHHBIX MEKTyHAPOIHBIX YTOJIOBHBIX TPHOYHAJIOB HanOoJee IPKUMH JICIaMH,
B KOTOPBIX OBUTM Ha3HAYEeHBI pe3epBHBIC 3alIMTHUKY, ObuTH: neno B. Ilemens (MYTIO), P. Kapan-
xuya (MYTIO) u C. X. Hopmana (CCCJI). Bo Becex U3 nepeuucaeHHbIX €]l Ha3HAUEHUs PE3EPBHBIX
3aLIUTHUKOB 00OCHOBBIBAJIOCH HEOOXOOMMOCTBIO 00ECHEUEHHs CIPABEIJIMBOTO CYIONPONU3BOACTBA.
OpnHako B TO BpeMs KOTJa MPUUMHOW Ha3HAUEHUS PE3ePBHBIX 3alIMTHUKOB 1o neiy B. lllemenem u
P. Kapamxknua 6bu10 HapymieHus ops/ka cyneOHoro 3acenanus (mo nenry P. Kapampkuua — nectpyx-
tuBHoe noBenenue)’4, o B nene C. X. Hopmana, de facto taxoil mpuurHoii 0610 00ecIieueHUe UH-

19 SCHARF, M. P.; RASSI, C. M. Do Former Leaders <...>, p. 29.

20TUINSTRA, J. T. Assisting an Accused <..>, p. 55.

2L prosecutor v. Barayagwiza, Case No. ICTR-97-19-T: Decision on Defence Counsel Motion to Withdraw,
2 November 2000. paras. 4-5. Available at: <http://www.unictr.org/Portals/0/Case%5CEnglish%5CBarayagwiza%5Cde
cisions%5C021100.pdf>.

22 Prosecutor v. Barayagwiza, Case No. ICTR-97-19-T: Concurring and Separate opinion of judge Gunawardana on
the Decision on Defence Counsel Motion to Withdraw, 2 November 2000. Available at: <http://www.unictr.org/Portals/0/
Case%S5CEnglish%5CBarayagwiza%5Cdecisions%5C021100.pdf>.

23 MARKOVIC, M. In the Interests of Justice: A Critique of the ICTY Trial Court’s Decision to Assign Counsel to
Slobodan Milosevic. Georgetown Journal of Legal Ethics, 2005, Vol. 18, Issue 3, p. 950.

24 Prosecutor v. Radovan Karadzic: Case No.: IT-95-5/18-T: Decision on designation of standby counsel, 15 April
2010, paras. 1; 7-8. Available at: <http:/www.icty.org/x/cases/karadzic/tdec/en/100415.pdf>; Prosecutor v. Vojislav
Seselj: Case No.: IT-03-67-PT: Decision on Prosecution’s Motion for Order Appointing Counsel to Assist Vojislav Seselj
with his Defence, 9 May 2003, paras. 21-23. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/seselj/tdec/en/030509.htm>.
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TEPECOB ABYX JIPYIHX OOBHHSIEMBIX MO 3TOMY €Iy, KOTOPBIM JOJDKHO OBIIO OBITH TapaHTHPOBAHO
UX IIPaBO Ha CIIPABEUIMBOE M OBICTpOE CyaeOHoe pazduparensctBo?. U ecmu B gene B. [lemens u
C. X. HopmaHa pe3epBHBIX 3alIUTHUKOB 3aMEHUIN Ha3HAYEHHBIE CYIOM 3alIUTHUKH, TO IO COCTOSI-
HuIo Ha 16 suBaps 2014 roma2%, no nemy P. Kapamkuda (T. €. yXe II04TH 4 rofa) IPUHAMAET yIacTHE
Pe3epBHBII 3aLIUTHUK, KOTOPBIM SIBJSIETCSI JIOHIOHCKUI anBokat Puuapn Xapsu. Hecmotpst Ha mpock-
6b1 P. Kapapkuua npekpatuts QyHKIMU standby counsel v ero «HaMEpEHHUs! BBIMOIHATH BCE MPUKA3bI
u pacnopsbxenus Cyne6Hoi nanarspy, Cynebnast namara MYTIO ocraBuiia MaHIaT pe3epBHOIO 3a-
IUTHUKA? .

Cynebnas nanara MYTIO no neny B. Illemens u P. Kapamxuua u Cyne6nas nanara CCCJII B
nene C. X. Hopmana onpeaenuinu U QyHkuuu standby counsel. B nenom ux QyHKIUH CBOAMIUCH K
clenyIoueMy: cofeiicTBie 0OBUHAEMOMY B ITOATOTOBKE U MPEICTaBUTENLCTBE €TI0 Jiejla B TeYEHHE J10-
CyaeOHOM cTauy WM PaCCMOTPEHHS JeJia 10 CYLIEeCTBY, ITOTyUYeHNE KON CyAeOHBIX TOKyMEHTOB,
MIPE/ICTABICHHBIX U PACKPBITHIX MaTepHajoB, MOJYyYSHHBIX OOBHHIEMBIM WM MIPUCIAHHBIX K HEMY;
NIPUHAMATh aKTHBHOE ydJacTHe B HaJUIEKallleHd TOArOTOBKE JeNa W y9acTBOBAaTh B MPOU3BOACTBE II0
HeMy; BBICTYIaTh B Cy/ie, KOraa 9To TpeOyeT oOBHHseMbli wiau [lanara, 1aBaTh COBET WIH JieNaTh
TIPEUTOKEH U ISl OOBHHSIEMOTO OTHOCHTENIFHO JI0Ka3aTeIbCTB U MPOLEIYPHBIX BOIIPOCOB, TPH Ha-
JIMYHMH CIyYaeB JeP3KOT0 IMOBEICHUsS CO CTOPOHBI OOBHHSEMOTO, 337aBaTh BOIPOCH CBUACTEISIM; B
HCKITIOUMTENIBHBIX 00CTOATENbCTBAX Oparh Ha ceOs 3amuTy, eciau CyaeOHas manaTa mociie npeaynpe-
JKJICHUS TIPUJIET K BBIBOJLY, YTO OOBUHSEMbII OCYIIECTBISET ASCTPYKTHBHOE MOBE/ICHUE WU TTOBEIC-
HHE, KOTOpOoe TPeOYET €ro ynaieHus U3 3aja CyneOHbIX 3aceqanni®s.

To ecTh, pe3epBHBIN 3aMIUTHUK MPUHUMAET Ha ce0s B MOMHON Mepe (GyHKIHMH CTOPOHBI 3aIUTHI
TOJIBKO B UCKJIIOUUTENBHBIX CIydasx. B ocTaJpHOE BpeMs €ro poiib MOJTHOCTBIO CBSI3aHA MO3MLUEH
oboBuHsiemoro. C nipyroii CTopoHsl, standby counsel B oTau4ue ot amici curiae sIBISICTCS CTOPOHOM
IIpoLecca U YIOJTHOMOYEH JeHCTBOBATh KaK 3aIIUTHUK OOBHHIEMOr0, KOTa 9TOro TpedyeT 0OBHHse-
MBIH U CybU2Y.

Hasznauennbie cynom 3amuTHuku (Court Assigned Counsel)

Kax kpaifHee CpeJCTBO U IO CYIIECTBY CaMBIM OOJBIINM OIpaHMYCHHEM IIpaBa OOBHHSIEMOTO 3a-
IIUIIATBCS JINYHO SIBIISICTCS BCTYIUICHHE B JICJIO Ha3HAYCHHBIX CynoM 3aiutHuKoB (Court Assigned
Counsel).

HexoTopble y4eHbIe OIIMOOYHO CYUTAIOT, YTO BIICPBHIC HA3HAYCHHBIC CYIOM 3AIIUTHUKH ITOSBH-
smek 2 centsadpst 2004 mo geny C. Munomesnya’®. OpHako, Ha caMoM Jielie, NEPBBIM JEI0M MEKLY-

25 Prosecutor v. Norman, Fofana and Kondewa: Case No.: SCSL-04-14-T: Decision on the application of Samuel
Hinga Norman for self-representation under Article 17(4)(d) of the Statute of the Special Court , 8 June 2004, Paras. 19
and 26. Available at: <http://www.sc-sl.org/LinkClick.aspxfileticket=1PnvyCyqWs8%3d&tabid=153>.

26 Prosecutor v. Radovan Karadzic: Case No.: 1T-95-5/18-T: Decision on Accused’s Eighty-Fourth Disclosure
Violation Motion, 16 January 2014. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/karadzic/tdec/en/140116_1.pdf>.

27 Prosecutor v. Radovan Karadzic: Case No.: IT-95-5/18-T: Decision on continuation of standby counsel assignment,
21 June 2012. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/karadzic/tdec/en/120621.pdf>.

28 Prosecutor v. Vojislav Seselj: Case No.: IT-03-67-PT: Decision on Prosecution’s Motion for Order Appointing
Counsel to Assist Vojislav Seselj with his Defence, 9 May 2003, para. 30. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/
seselj/tdec/en/030509.htm>; Prosecutor v. Radovan Karadzic: Case No.: IT-95-5/18-T: Decision on designation of standby
counsel, 15 April 2010, paras. 9. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/karadzic/tdec/en/100415.pdf>; Prosecutor v.
Norman, Fofana and Kondewa: Case No.: SCSL-04-14-T: Consequential Order on Assignment and Role of Standby
Counsel, 14 June 2004. Available at: <http://www.worldcourts.com/scsl/eng/decisions/2004.06.14 Prosecutor v
Norman_Fofana_Kondewa2.PDF>.

29 JORGENSEN, N. H. B. Right of the Accused <...>, p. 726.

30 TUINSTRA, J. T. Assisting an Accused <...>, p. 58.
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HApOJHBIX YTOJOBHBIX TPUOYHAIIOB, B KOTOPOM OBUT Ha3HA4YEH 3aIIUTHUK IIPOTHUB BOJIH OOBHHSIEMOTO,
obu10 1eo MY TP Ipokypop npomus bapasiesusa. Petienue o BBIMOTHEHNH (yHKIUN HA3HAYCHHOTO
3alITHUKA, HECMOTPS HA BO3PAXEHUS CO CTOPOHBI OOBHHAEMOTO, ObLIO MPHHATO 2 HOoAOps 200031,
XoTs crpaBeUIUBO OyJeT yKa3aTh, YTO YeTKHE (QYHKIHH U POJIb TAKUX aJBOKATOB B MEX/yHAPOTHOM
YTOJIOBHOM CYAONPOM3BOACTBE OBUIM OmpeneseHa MMeHHO no aeny C. Munomesuya. B atom nene
Ha3HAYEHHBIA CyJJOM 3aIIUTHUK MOsBWICS 0 yecTHOMY pernennto MY THO no nexy C. Munomesnya
ot 2 cents16ps 2004 rona. MurepecHo, uro umu ctanu Ctusen Keit u Jpxuinmman Xurruae, Kotopeie
JIO 9TOTO BBINONHSIM QPyHKUMU amici curiae. DYHKINU TaKUX 3alIUTHUKOB OBLUTH ONPEIEIICHbI B pe-
menun Cyne6Hoit manarel MYTIO ot 3 centsiOpst 2004 rozma: a) mpeacTaBUTEIbCTBO OOBUHSIEMOTO
MyTeM MOATOTOBKHM M JJONPOCE TEX CBUJETENEH, KOTOPHIX HA3HAYEHHBIH CyOM 3alIUTHUK COYTET IIe-
Jecoo0pa3HbIM BBI3BaTh; 0) GopmynupoBaHue 3asBICHUI O (akTax M MpaBe, KOTOPbIE OHH COYTYT
HEOOXOMMBIMHU C/IeJaTh; B) goouBarbes oT CyneOHOM manarkl TaKUX MOCTAHOBJICHHUH, KOTOPHIE OH
CUUTACT HEOOXOMUMBIMH JUIS HAJUICKAILETO IPEeICTaBUTENILCTBA JIejIa OOBUHIEMOTr0; 1) 00CYKIaTh C
OOBHHSIEMBIM BOIIPOCHI BEICHHUS JICJIA, ITBITATHCS MONYYHTh €T0 YKa3aHUs, NPUHATH UX BO BHUMAaHHE,
OCTAaBJISISL TIPH OTOM 32 COOOH IPaBO ONPENeNsTh KaKoi Kype 3alllUThI BEIOPATh; €) IelCTBOBATH C MTO3HU-
Ui HAWJTY9IIIX UHTEPECOB ISl 0OBMHAEMOT032, JI71s TOro, 4T00bI OOBMHSEMBI, KOTOPOMY Ha3HAYa-
JIMCh TAaKOTO POJa 3alIUTHUKH, MOT B JaJbHEHIIIEM NIPUHUMATh aKTHBHOE Y4acTHE B OCYLIECTBICHUI
CBOEH 3aIUTHI, TPeOOBAIOCH OTAEIbHOE paspemenne CynebHOl manaterl. B ocTambHOE e BpeMs,
MCXOJISl M3 9TOTO PELICHHS, JINHHS 3alIUThI IIOTHOCTHIO HAXOJUTCS B PyKaX HA3HAYCHHOTO CYIOM 3a-
HIMTHHUKA, KOTOPBIH TOJDKEH MPUHUMATh BO BHUMAaHHE ITOXKEJIaHUS OOBUHIEMOTO, OJJHAKO HE 00si3aH
BBITIOJHATD HX.

Cronp 3HaYUTENBHOE OTpaHWYEHHE NPaB OOBHHIEMOIO B OCYIIECTBICHHU UM JIMYHOW 3aIlUTHI
OBLIO TIEPECMOTPEHO ATEIUISIIUOHHON TaIaToi, KoTopas ykaszaia, yto CyneOHas majgaTa JOJDKHA BbI-
paboTtaTh pexuM padOThI, KOTOPBIH ObI CBOMII K MUHUMYMY MIPAKTHYECKUE TOCIEACTBUS (JOpMATIbHO-
r0 Ha3HAUCHUS aJBOKATa, 38 UCKIIIOYEHUEM TOT0, KOTIa 9TO HEOOXOIUMO ISl HHTEPECOB PaBOCYANSI.
IToaToMy, KOT/Ia OOBHHSIEMBIH (HU3MUECKH MOXKET IIPEACTABIATE CBOE AETI0, OH OyAeT UrpaTh BEIyLIYIO
pOJIb B TIPEJICTABICHUU CBOETO JIeja: ONPEACNIsATh, KAKUX CBUJIIETENEH BBI3bIBATH, NOMPAIIUBATE dTHX
CBUJIETEIICH, Iepe/l TeM KaK UX JONPOCHUT Ha3HAUYEHHBIH 3alIUTHUK, U B 1IeJIOM ()OPMUPOBATH CTpATe-
THIO 3aIIATHI?,

B nene B. llemens, B CBSI3U € €ro AeCTPYKTHBHBIM noBeacHneM, CyaeOHOH nanaroi Takxke Obut
BBEJIEH Ha3HAYEHHBIN Cy0M 3ammTHAK>>, Oanako, Anemnsuuonnas natara MYTIO nepecmorpena
9TO pelIeHUE, OTMETHB, YTO TEpe] TeM, KaK OrpaHHYMBaTh OOBHHIEMOIO B €ro IpaBe Ha JHMYHYIO
3aLINUTY B CBSI3U C €T0 IECTPYKTHBHBIM MOBEICHUEM, MY HYKHO OBUIO CIIeNaTh MIPEAyNpexkKICHUE e-
pen HasHavYeHMeM 3amuTHEKa®. B monmonnenue k stomy, CyneOnas nmamara MY TIO Tpu roga crycrs

31 SCHARF, M. P. Self-Representation versus Assignment of Defence Counsel before International Criminal
Tribunals. Journal of International Criminal Justice, Vol. 4, Issue 1, March 2006, p. 41; Prosecutor v. Barayagwiza,
Case No. ICTR-97-19-T, “Decision on Defence Counsel Motion to Withdraw”, 2 November 2000. para. 21. Available at:
<http://www.unictr.org/Portals/0/Case%S5CEnglish%5CBarayagwiza%5Cdecisions%5C021100.pdf>.

32 Prosecutor v. S. Milosevic: Case No. IT-02-54-T: Order on the Modalities to be Followed by Court Assigned
Counsel, 3 September 2004. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/slobodan_milosevic/tord/en/040903.htm>.

3 Prosecutor v. S. Milosevic: Case No. IT-02-54-T: Order on the Modalities <...>.

34 Prosecutor v. S. Milosevic: Case no. IT-02-54-AR73.7: Decision on Interlocutory Appeal of the Trial Chamber’s
Decision on the Assignment of Defense Counsel, 1 November 2004, para. 19. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/
slobodan_milosevic/acdec/en/041101.htm>.

35 Prosecutor v. Vojislav Seselj: Case No.: IT-03-67-PT: Decision on Assignment of Counsel, 21 August 2006,
para. 81. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/seselj/tdec/en/ses-dec060821e.pdf>.

36 Prosecutor v. Vojislav Seselj: Case No.: IT-03-67-AR73.3: Decision on appeal against the Trial Chamber’s decision
on assignment of counsel, 20 October 2006, para. 52. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/seselj/tdec/en/ses-
dec060821e.pdf>.
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(24 HO510pst 2009) ycTaHOBMIIA, YTO TAKOE MPEIYNPEIKACHUE JOKHO OBITh C/IEIAaHO 32 KOHKPETHBIN
BUJI oBezieHHs1. [1oaTOMY, Take eciM MPHU3HATh, YTO TIOBEJCHHE OOBUHAEMOTO B OUepeHOH pa3 Ha-
pymaet paboTty cyna, mpenBapuTeIbHbIE MPEIYyNIPExACHUsI, KOTopble nMenn Mmecto B 2006 romy st
JIPYTHX THIIOB MOBEIICHUS, HE MOTYT OBITh OCHOBAHHEM JJIsl TOTO, YTOOBI OBUIN PHHSTHI COOTBETCTBY-
tomme Mepbl’. Kak cnenctsue, momuepkusaet I. Boac, mepes NpuHATHEM JTIOOBIX MEPOTIPUSITHIA, CBS-
3aHHBIX C OTPaHHUYEHHUEM I1paBa Ha JMYHYIO 3aIHTY, IOJDKHBI ObITh CAETaHbl HOBBIC NPEIYPEKICHHS
U1 0OBHUHSIEMOr03S.

Jlpyrum npumepoM acCUrHOBaHMs Ha3HAYEHHOT'O CYJIOM 3alllUTHUKA 0e3 coracusi 0OBUHSIEMOTO
sBasiercst aeno [lpoxypop MY TIO npomus P. Cmanxosuua. Ilocneqauid, ocie Toro, Kak ero 3aimr-
HHUKa JIMIIWIIK TIpaBa MPEACTABIATh €ro0 MHTEPCChl U HAa3HAYWJIW APYTOro 3alllMTHUKA, 3asdBUJI, YTO
WM TPEeBIAYIIMN 3aIIUTHUK OyleT MPECTaBIsATh €r0 MHTEPECH], WM OH OyIeT MPEACTaBIsThH CBOU
MHTEPECH JTUYHO, 6€3 IPaBOBON MOMOIIHM 3auTHIKa’, BMecTo o1oro P. CTankoBHYy GBUIO OTKA3aHO
B IIpaBe Ha JMYHYIO 3alIUTy 0€3 MPaBOBOW MOMOIIHN 3AIIUTHHKA, 0OOCHOBBIBAsI 9TO T€M, YTO OHO HE
OyzeT B mHTepecax npasocyaus. HempaBomepHoe mosenenne P. CtankoBHYa BO BpeMsl TPOU3BO/ICTBA
o zieny, o yreepxkacHuto Cynebnoii [anatet MY TIO, TpeOyeT Ha3HaYCHHUS IPABOBOI MOMOIIHU 00-
BuHAEMOMY™*).

BriBoabI

1. TIpaBo Ha JIUYHYIO 3aLIUTY — 3TO HEOTHEMJIEMOE TPABO KaXKJ0TO OOBHHAEMOTO. ACCUTHOBaHHAS
npaBoBas MOMOIIL 0e3 COrTacusi OOBHHSIEMOTO MPEAOCTABIACTCS B UCKIIOYUTEIBHBIX CIy4asX,
KOrza 3To 00yCIIOBJICHO MHTEPECaMK PAaBOCY/IHsI, 1 HAUOOIEe YacTo B CIydae IUHUYHOTO MOBE-
JIeHUs1 OOBHHSEMBIX BO BpeMsI IPOM3BO/CTBA JeIa.

2. B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT OOCTOSITEIBCTB «IPUHYAUTEIbHAs» IPABOBas MOMOILL OOBHHSIEMOMY MO-
JKET TPEOCTABIATECS B (JOPME MPUBIICUCHUS: amicus curiae, pe3epBHOTO 3alUTHUKA (standby
counsel) 1 HA3HAUSHHOTO CYIOM 3aIllUTHUKA (court assigned counsel). ABOKATHI, KOTOPBIE TIpe-
JIOCTABILSIFOT TaKUe BUJIBI IIPABOBOM MOMOIIH, PYKOBOACTBYIOTCSI B CBOeH paboTe HE TOJIBKO WH-
TepecaMy OOBHHSEMOTO, HO U HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO 00eCIIeueH s HHTepecoB mpaBocyaus. [Ipuaem
B Cilyyae KOH(JIMKTa HHTEPECOB OOBUHIEMOTO U HHTEPECOB TPABOCYAHNS, OTIAIOT NPEIANOYTCHAES
MOCITETHHM.

3. TlockoJbKy MpaBoOBas MOMOIIb OOBHHIEMOMY MPEIOCTABISIETCS] POTHB €r0 BOJH, JOCTATOYHO
pacmpoCTpaHEeHbI CIOKHBIC B3aUMOOTHOIICHHS MEX/Ty OOBUHSIEMBIM U aJBOKATOM, KOTOPBIH Tpe-
JIOCTABIISIET ACCUTHOBAHHYIO IIPABOBYIO MTOMOMIb. [IpakTHKa MeXIyHapOIHBIX YTOJIOBHBIX TPHOY-
HaJIOB IIOKa3bIBACT, YTO B OCHOBHOM O6BI/IH$ICMLIG HC XKCJIAIOT COTPYAHHUYATh C TaKMUMHU aJBOKa-
TaMH, a CIEeAO0BATEIbHO 3(D(HEKTUBHOCTH MPEAOCTABICHHON MTPABOBOW IMOMOIIN OCTACTCS 3HAUM-
TEJIFHO HIKE TOH, KOTOPYIO MPEIOCTABIUT ObI IPH TEX JK€ 00CTOSITENILCTBAX BBIOPAHHBIN CaMHM
OOBHHSIEMBIM 3aIIUTHUK WU ITPU OTCYTCTBUH MIPABOBON ITOMOIIN aCCUTHOBAHHBIX aJJBOKATOB.

37 Prosecutor v. Vojislav Seselj: Case No.: IT-03-67-PT: Public version of the “Consolidated decision on assignment
of counsel, adjournment and prosecution motion for additional time with separate opinion of presiding judge Antonetti in
annex”, 24 November 2009, para. 75. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/cases/seselj/tdec/en/091124.pdf>.

33 BOAS, G. Self-Representation before the ICTY. Journal of International Criminal Justice, 2011, Vol. 9, p. 62.

39 Prosecutor v. Jankovic and Stankovic: Case No.: [T-96-23/2-PT: Decision following Registrar’s Notification of
Radovan Stankovic’s Request for Self-Representation, 19 August 2005, para. 18. Available at: <http://www.icty.org/x/
cases/stankovic/tdec/en/050819.pdf>.

40 Prosecutor v. Jankovic and Stankovic: Case No.: 1T-96-23/2-PT: Decision following Registrar’s Notification of
Radovan Stankovic’s Request for Self-Representation, 19 August 2005, para. 25 <...>.
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RESTRICTION OF THE RIGHT OF AN ACCUSED TO DEFEND HIMSELF IN PERSON IN THE CASE LAW
OF INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNALS

Vitalii Gutnyk
Summary

Article is devoted to restriction of the right of an accused to defend himself in person through the assigned legal assistance
in the case law of international criminal tribunals. Particular attention is given to the practice of the International Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia.

It is emphasized that the practice of international criminal tribunals assigned to legal assistance without the consent of
the accused is given in exceptional circumstances where it is caused by the interests of justice. It is particularly common
in case of the obstructive and disruptive behaviour of the accused during the proceedings. It is noted that assigned legal
assistance can be provided in the form of involvement of an amicus curiae, a standby counsel and a court assigned
counsel. Each of these forms is considered in detail.

The author stresses that the counsels providing these types of legal assistance are guided by their work not so much
by the interests of the accused as the need to ensure the interests of justice.

Attention is focused on widespread difficult relationship between the accused and the counsel providing assigned
legal assistance because the legal assistance of the accused is given against his will.

KALTINAMOJO TEISES GINTIS PACIAM APRIBOJIMAS TARPTAUTINIY BAUDZIAMUJU TRIBUNOLU
PRAKTIKOJE

Vitalij Gutnyk

Santrauka

Straipsnyje nagrin¢jamas kaltinamojo teisés gintis paciam apribojimas tarptautiniy baudziamyjy tribunoly praktikoje,
kai jam paskirta teisiné pagalba be jo sutikimo. Daugiau démesio skirta Tarptautinio baudziamojo tribunolo buvusiai
Jugoslavijai praktikai.
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Straipsnyje teigiama, kad teisiné pagalba kaltinamajam be jo sutikimo suteikiama tik iSimtiniais atvejais ir tiktai
teisingumo vykdymo interesais. Ypa¢ daznai tai daroma, kai, nagrin¢jant baudziamaja byla, kaltinamasis elgiasi obstruk-
tyviai arba destruktyviai. Nurodoma, kad asignatyvi teisiné pagalba gali buti suteikiama trimis formomis: amicis curiae,
skiriant atsarginj (rezervinj) gynéja (angl. standby counsel), ir kai gynéja skiria pats teismas (angl. court assigned coun-
sel). Paminétos formos analizuojamos atskirai.

Autorius pabrézia, kad advokatai, teikiantys analizuoty formy teising pagalba, savo veikloje daugiau vadovaujasi ne
tiek kaltinamojo interesais, kiek biitinumu garantuoti teisingumo vykdyma. Straipsnyje sutelkiamas démesys | tai, kad
kaltinamyjy ir advokaty, teikian¢iy asignatyvia (be kaltinamyjy sutikimo) teising pagalba, santykiai dazniausiai biina
sudétingi ir komplikuoti.
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