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Annomayus. B craThbe NPUBOAUTCS MEXAYHAPOAHO-TIpaBOBasl 6a3a U aHAIM3UPYETCsl MPAKTUKW UCTIOJIb30Ba-
HUsI UHCTUTYTA amicus curiae NByMsl YHUBEPCATbHBIMU CYIeOHBIMU OpraHaMi MUPHOTO pa3pelieHUs] MEXIy-
HapomHbIX crtopoB — MexnyHapomHbeiM CymoM OOH u MexayHapomHBIM TpUOYHAJIOM IT0 MOPCKOMY IIPaBy.
KoncraTupyertcs, 4To B 3THX cynax MHCTUTYT amicus curiae He TaK IIMUPOKO BOCTPeOOBaH, KakK B APYTUX CY-
JNEOHBIX U KBA3UCYIEeOHBIX MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX OpraHax, TAKUX KaK perMOHaIbHbIE CybI 110 TIpaBaM YeloBeKa,
MEXYHapOJIHbIE YTOJIOBHbIE TPUOYHAIbI, MTHBECTULIMOHHBIE apOUTpaXu. Takoe nojoxkeHue el MOXeT 00b-
SICHATBCS PsiIoM (DaKTOPOB: OOJIbIIIEH MTPUBEPKEHHOCTHIO TOCYIapCTB MPOIIECCYaTbHOM TTPEICKa3yeMOCTH
MpU pa3doMpaTebCTBE MEKTOCYIapCTBEHHBIX CIIOPOB; AMCOAIAHCOM BO3MOXKHOCTE MEXIY rocy1apcTBaMu
U MHAVBUAAMM U IOPUAMYECKUMU JTMLIAMU MPU TI0A00pe apryMEeHTOB B TOAAEPKKY CBOEH MO3ULIMU, CKOPPEK-
TUPOBATb KOTOPbII MOXET CONENCTBOBATD amicus curiae; 0COOEHHOCTSIMU SBOJIIOLIVU ITpaBa MpaB yeJoBeKa 1Mo
CPaBHEHMUIO C IPYTUMU OTPACIISIMU MEXIYHApOIHOTO MpaBa.

Karoueevie caosa: amicus curiae, npyr cyna, MexayHaponssiii Cyn OOH, MexayHaponHblii TpUOYHaJ 10 MOpP-
CKOMY TpaBy, MEXIIYHAPOIHbIC MEXITPABUTEILCTBEHHBIC OPraHU3aIu1, MEXIYHAPOIHbIE HEIPABUTEIbCTBEH-
HbIe OPTaHW3alINH, JIETUTUMHOCTb.
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Abstract. The article considers the legal basis and analyses the practice of using amicus curiae at two universal
judicial bodies for peaceful settlement of international disputes — the UN International Court of Justice and the
International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea. It notes that in these courts the amicus curiae mechanism is not
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as widely demanded as in other judicial and quasi-judicial international bodies such as regional courts of human
rights, international criminal tribunals, investment arbitrations. This state of affairs may be attributed to a number
of factors: the greater commitment of States to procedural predictability in inter-State litigation; the imbalance
in capacity between States and individuals and entities in preparing arguments in support of their position, which
amicus curiae may help adjust; and the specific evolution of human rights law in comparison with other branches

of international law.

Key words: amicus curiae, friend of the court, International Court of Justice, International Tribunal for the Law of
the Sea, international intergovernmental organizations, international non-governmental organizations, legitimacy.
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MexayHapoaHOe-NPaBOBOE COAEPKAHHE MOHATHS
“amicus curiae”

Amicus curiae OTHOCUTCSI K OTHUM M3 Haubosee
TPYIHO TTOAIAIOIIMXCS OIPEASICHIUIO MEKIYHAPOTHO-
MpPaBOBLIX SIBJICHUIA. B mepeBoe ¢ 1aTbIHU 3TOT Tep-
MUWH O3HAYaeT «JIPYT Cyaa» ! On moxer onpeneasaTh-
csl KaK CyOBeKT MEeXIYHAapOIHOro MpoIecCyalbHOIo
MPaBOOTHOIIEHUS: B IPAaBOBOM CJIOBape Mo HUM TI0-
HUMAETCsl «JIMIO, HEe SBJISIIONIEeCs] CTOPOHOI B Ipa-
BOBOM CIIOpe, X0OAaTalcTByIOIIee TIepen CyaIoM O pa3-
pelLIeHUN MIPENCTAaBUTh MMChMEHHbBIC 3aMeUaHusl WIN
MIpencTaBiIsgolIee UX 10 3aIlpocy cyaa, BBUAY TOTO,
YTO OHO MMEeT CUJIbHbIII MHTEepeC B MpeaMeTe CIo-
pa>>2. B nene «Aryac ApreHTuHac W Apyrue MpOTUB
ApreHTUHCKO# PecnyOauku» oH ompenensieTcs Kak
«BOJIOHTEP», COAEUCTBYIOLINI TPUOYHATY «B MPUHSI -
TUM pellleHMs] TTOCPEICTBOM BBIABMKEHUS apryMeH-
TOB, BBICKA3bIBAHUS TOYKM 3PEHUS WIN INIYOOKHUX I10-
3HAHUI 110 KAKOMY-JI1M00 BOIPOCY, KOTOPbIE CTOPOHBI
MOTYT HE BBIIBMHYTbh U HE BbIcKa3aTh»". B IIpaBuiax
npouenypbsl MexaMepuKaHCKOro cydga 1o Iipa-
BaM 4YeJIOBeKa MO amicus curiae TTOHUMACTCS «JIUIO
WA OpraHM3anusi, He UMEIOIINEe OTHOIICHMS K eIy
U K TIponeaype, KoTopeie mpeactapisaioT Cymy o00o-
CHOBaHHbIEC apryMEHTHI KacaTeJbHO (haKTUYECKUX 00-
CTOSITENIbCTB, COAECPXKAIIUXCI B ONMMCAaHUU Aeja, WU
MpaBOBBIX COOOpPaK€HUI IO CYIIECTBY MPOLEAYpPhI

'B POCCUIACKOM uTepaType Takxke IMpeaiaraercs nepeBoanuTh
ero Kak «Ipyr mpaBocyausi» (cM.: Jlvicenko B. B. UHCTUTYT amicus
curiae B TEOPUU U MPAKTUKE HEMPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIX OpraHu3aluit
u EBponetickuii Cyn o nmpaBam uenoBeka // Pocc. cynbs. 2008.
Ne 9. C. 38—42).

2 Black’s Law Dictionary / edited by Bryan Garner. 8th ed.
Thomason West USA, 2004. P. 93 (uut. no: Sands Ph., Macken-
zie R. International Courts and Tribunals, Amicus Curiae // Max
Planck Encyclopedia of Public International Law. January, 2008
| Electronic resource|. URL: https://opil.ouplaw.com/view/10.1093/
law: epil/9780199231690/1aw-9780199231690-e8 (nara obparieHus:
05.06.2020).

3 Aguas Provinciales de Santa Fe S.A., Suez, Sociedad Gener-
al de Aguas de Barcelona S.A. and Inter Aguas Servicios Integrales
del Aguas S.A. v. Argentina, Order in response to a Petition for Par-
ticipation as an Amicus Curiae, 17 March 2006, ICSID Case No.
ARB/03/17, § 13.
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B BUJI€ TOKYMEHTA WJIM YCTHOTO BBICTYIJIEHUS B XOJIE
chylaHus» . BcTpeyaercs u Takoe MOHUMAHUE: «amici
curiae — 3TO JIMlla, UMEIOLME UHTEPEC B cyneOHOM
MPOLIECCE, HO HE SIBISIONINECS €TO CTOPOHAMM, KOTO-
pble MHUIIMATUBHO TMPEACTABISIOT MMCbMEHHbIE 3aMe-
YaHUS WU 1eJ1al0T YCTHbIE 3asBJIEHUS B X0O€e Ccyne0-
HOTO 3acenaﬂm1»5. Amicus curiae oTIpenensieTCs] TakxKe
KaK «JI110 Wi obpa3zoBaHue, KOTOPOE UMEET Hame-
pEHMeE BHECTHU BKJIAJ B CyIeOHOE pa30upaTesibCTBO, HE
CTAHOBSCH MPU 3TOM €TI0 CTOPOHOI»~ U KakK «00pa3o-
BaHUsI, KOTOpbIE HE SIBJISIIOTCSI CTOPOHOI B Cy1eOHOM
mnpoliecce, HO HECMOTPSI Ha 3TO MpUIJIALIAIOTCS WU
MoJIyyaloT pa3pelieHue MpeacTaBUTh CBOM B3IISIbI Ha
BOIIPOCHI, IIOAHUMAaeMbIe B TEKYILIEM CyneOHOM pa3ou-
paTeabCTBE, B BUNIE MMCbMEHHBIX 3aMEYaHUi WX YCT-
HOTO BBICTYIIJIEHUS» .

B nuteparype nHorna nuinyt o amicus curiae Kax
0 MeXaHU3Me, «II03BOJISTIONIEM CYObEeKTY, He SIBIISIO-
IIeMycs CTOPOHOIM B MPaBOBOM CIIOpe, MPeIoCTaB-
JISTh cyny MH(GOPMALINIO, KOTOpasi OTHOCUTCS K ey
U HE MOXET ObITb K HEMY IIPUOOIIeHa UHBIM CIIOCO-
6OM>>8; WIN «IIpOLeaypax, MO3BOJISIIOIINX 21000MYy 00-
pazosaruro (BKJI0Yasi TOCyaapcTBa, OpraHbl TOCyIapCcTB
1 MEXIYHAapOIHBIX OpraHU3alMii U YacTHBIE 00pa30-
BaHUsI), UMEIOIIEMY 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTh B ITpOIIecce,

4 Article 2(3), Rules of Procedure of the Inter-American Court
of Human Rights (Approved by the Court during its XLIX Ordinary
Period of Sessions, held from November 16 to 25, 2000,1 and par-
tially amended by the Court during its LXXXII Ordinary Period of
Sessions, held from January 19 to 31, 2009) [Electronic resource].
URL: http://www.cidh.org/basicos/english/basic20.RulesCourt.pdf
(mara oopartenus: 05.06.2020).

3 Crema L. Testing Amici Curiae in International Law: Rules and
Practice // The Italian Yearbook of International Law. 2013. Vol. 22.
Issue 1. P. 91.

6 Viljoen E, Abebe A. “Amicus Curiae” Participation Before Re-
gional Human Rights Bodies in Africa // Journal of African Law.
2014. Vol. 58. Issue 1. P. 24.

7 Van den Eynde L. Amicus Curiae: European Court of Human
Rights (ECtHR) // Max Planck Encyclopedia of International Proce-
dural Law. March, 2019 [Electronic resource|. URL: https://opil.ou-
plaw.com/view/10.1093/law-mpeipro/e3753.013.3753 /law-mpeipro-
e3753 (nata obparienus: 05.06.2020).

8 Williams S., Woolaver H., Palmer E. The Amicus Curiae in In-
ternational Criminal Justice. Hart Publishing, 2020. P. 83.
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HO He A845I0W,eMyCcsl €20 CHOPOHOU, UHUUUAMUGHO TIPEI -
CTaBUTH MMChMEHHBIC 3aMEUaHUST WU CIENIaTh YCTHBIC
3agBJICHUS TI0 BOTIPOCY Mpasa, (hakma usu oyeHKu Tie-
pem MEeXITyHAPOTHBIM CYIOM WU TpH6yHan0M»9.

HakoHell, mopoii mpeaiaraercsl Takxke MOHUMAaTh
non amicus curiae «IIpaBOBO TOKYMEHT KOHCYJIbTa-
TUBHOTO XapaKTepa, COCTaBJeHHbII He YJacTBYIOIIEH
B Tpoliecce CTOPOHOM, MO0 caMy CTOPOHY, KOTopast
MOAeT TaKOM JOKYMEHT» ~; WU XK€ «MHEHUE, B3TIISII,
OTYET, TIepeIaHHbI Cyly, BBIHOCSIIEMY pPELIeHUE T10
KOHKPETHOMY JIeNly, CYObEKTOM, He TTPUHUMAIOLINM
B HEM y4acTHs B KAYECTBE MPOLIeCCyalIbHOI CTOPOHBI,
HaIrpuMep, HelpaBUTEIbCTBEHHO, MTPOodecCUOHAb-
HOI OpraHu3alusIMU, JTULIOM WU TPYMIOi UL, UMe-
IOIIMX UCKJTIOYUTEbHBIE IOpUINYECKUEe WU npodec-
CHOHAaJIbHbIE 3HAHUSI TT0 BaXKHOI TeMe, BbICTYIatoIIei
B DTOM JieJie — C TOM 1IeJIbl0, YTOOBI BLI3BATh BBIHECE-
HUE KeJIaeMOTro CyaeOHOTro peleHUs» Il

BBuny Takoro pazHoo06pasus IMoaxoa0B K orpene-
JICHUIO coiepkKaHus TIoHITUs1 amicus curiae K. Miop-
peii MUIIeT, UTO «IIpOolle YCTAHOBUTb, UeM amicus
curiae He SIBJISIETCSI, YeM TTIOHSATh, YTO OH WJIM OHA U3
cebst Hpe,Z[CTaBJ'ISIIOT>>]2. Tem He MeHee, Kak CIIpaBe-
mmBo 3amevaeT C. LIbIOyIbcKH, maxke €CIM «CEromHsI
HET eIMHOTO ONpeAeJeHUS 9TOrO UHCTUTYTA, HO €ro
CMBICJI TIOHMMAETCS OIMHAKOBO BCEMU, KTO €ro Mpu-
MeHsteT» 2. Vicxoms 13 9Toro YHUBEPCAJIbHOTO TTIOHU-
MaHUS U MPUMEHSST KOHLENIUU POCCUMCKON Teo-
pUM MpaBa, mpeajaraeM onpeaesiTh MEXIyHapOaHO-
NPaBOBOM UHCTUTYT amicus curiae Kak COBOKYITHOCTb
MEXIYHapOIHO-MPAaBOBbIX HOPM, PETYJIUPYIOLIUX TTO-
PSIIOK yYacTus B MEXIyHAPOIHOM CyneOHOM U KBa3u-
Cy1eOHOM TPOU3BOJCTBE TPETHUX JIUII, a TAKXKE Tpe-
TbUX TOCYJAPCTB, MEXIYHAPOJIHBIX MEXITPABUTENb-
CTBEHHbBIX U HEMPABUTEJIbCTBEHHBIX OpTaHU3alIU,
WHBIX CYOBEKTOB MEXIYHAPOIHOTO MpaBa, I Mpe-
CTaBJIeHUsI TTMCbMEHHBIX WM YCTHBIX 3aMEUYaHUi 10
BorpocaMm (akTa Uiy rpaBa, UMEIOILIUM OTHOIIEHHE
K MpeaMeTy cropa.

(0030p NPAKTHKH UCNOIb30BAHUS UHCTUTYTA amicus
curiae B MEKIYHAPOIHOM NpaBe

Co BpeMeHeM HallMOHaJbHO-TIPAaBOBOM MHCTUTYT
amicus curiae, 0OCOOEHHO XapaKTEePHBIN JJISI TOCYTapCTB

% Crema L. Op. cit. P. 94.

10 JTvicenko B. B. Vkas. cou.

" Iwoyavcku C. «Amicus curiage» KaK WHCTPYMEHT

YCOBEPILIEHCTBOBAHUSI TTPABOBOM CUCTEMbI: MaTepuasbl TpeTbeit
MexnyHap. KoH(D. «/loctyn K npaBocyauto. [Ipakruka Amicus
curiae — npyra npaBocynus». Kues, apens 2005. C. 1 [Electronic
resource]. URL: https://csip.kg/documents/HFHR/1/attPart01/3—
la.pdf (nata o6pamenusi: 05.06.2020).

12 Murray Ch. Litigating in the Public Interest: Intervention and
the Amicus Curiae // South African Journal on Human Rights. 1994.
Vol. 10. P. 242.

13 Lbt6ynvcku C. Ykas. cou.

KOITBIJTOBA

o0111ero HpaBal4, HECMOTPSI Ha CBOE PUMCKOE TTPOUC-
XOXIEHUE ~, TIOJIydMJT pacpoCTpaHEHWE B MEXAyHa-
pomHoM mpaBe . B 3apy0exxHoi 1uTepaType yKa3biBa-
€TCSI, YTO BO3pacTaHWe MHTEPEca K UHCTUTYTY amicus
curiae co CTOPOHBI MEXIYHAPOAHBIX CYI0B U TpUOyHa-
JIOB mpuxoautcs Ha 1990-¢ FO,[[LIW. IIpeueneHTH eTO
HCIIOIb30BaHUs BCTPEYAIUCH U paHee, HO KaK Macco-
BBIi (heHOMEH B MacIITabax MCTOPUH MEXIYHAPOIHO-
ro rpasa OH BeChbMa Moo 'S,

ITo 3ameuanuto E.JI. Mupropoackoro, «paccmo-
TpeHUEe MHOTUX NleJl B HaAHAIlMOHAJIbHBIX U apOu-
TPaXXHBIX CyJaX CEroiHsl He 0OXoaUTCs O6e3 yJyacTus
«apy3ei cy/:[a»»lg. Haubosee akTUBHBIM €ro UCIIOIb-
30BaHUEM XapaKTePU3YIOTCS peruoHaabHbIE Cyabl MO
npaBaM uenoBeka. B EBpomneiickom Cyne 110 mpaBam
yeJ0BeKa yyacTue amicus curiae siBISIETCSI IPOYHO YT-
BepAWBIIECS npaKTMKoﬁ20. OduumanbHas CTaTUCTU -
Ka yuyactus amici curiae B npousBoactsax ECITY ot-
CyTCTBYyeT; 110 oueHKaM P. UnuoBcku, B iepuoxn ¢ 1972
o 2012 r. 6su10 ogano 702 xomaTaiicTBa 00 ydyacTum
B KauecTBe amicus curiae, TPeUMYILIECTBEHHO OT JIMLIA
HETIPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX opraHmauHﬁQI. JI. Baun nen
MeHne oTMeuaeT, 4To «3aMevyaHust amicus curiae Mo-
ryT nosnausiTh Ha cyaeit [ECITY] u nHorna naxe oka-
3BIBAJTUCDH PEITAIOIIMM» “~.

Amicus curiae ObLT JOTIYIIEH K yYacCTUIO yXe B ca-
MOM MEPBOM JI€JI€, BBIHECEHHOM Ha pPacCMOTpEHUeE
MexxaMepuKaHCKOro cyna Io MpaBaM yejoBeka (1a-

23
nee — MACIIY)“°. B mokTpuHe OoTMeYaeTcs pojb
amicus curiae B PaCIIUPEHUU YK€ CYLIECTBYIOIIUX
U CO3IaHUM HOBBIX MpaB yeaoBeKa, baarogapst Ux yya-
24
ctuio B pasouparenbctBax B MACITY . Cynbu BbI-
COKO OLIEHMBAIOT BKJaja amici B paboTy 3TOro opraHa

14 Cm.: Tam xe.

5 e Lvi6ynvcku C. Yxas. cou.; Shelton D. The Participation
of Nongovernmental Organizations in International Judicial Proce-
edings // The American Journal of International Law. 1994. Vol. 88.
Issue 4. P. 616.

16 oy Gomez K. F. Rethinking the Role of Amicus Curiae in In-
ternational Investment Arbitration: How to Draw the Line Favorably
for the Public Interest // Fordham International Law Journal. 2012.
Vol. 35. Issue 2. P. 518.

7 Cm: Bartholomeusz L. Op. cit.
18 Cm.: Crema L. Op. cit. P. 91.

19 Mupeopoockuit E.JI. Amicus Curiae B MeXIyHapOIHOM IMpa-
BE: UCTOPUS U COBPEMEHHOCTb // BecTHUK YHuBepcurera um.
O.E. Kyraduna (MI'FOA). 2019. Ne 10. C. 201.

20 Cm.: Van den Eynde L. Op. cit.

2L Cwm.: Cichowski R. The European Court of Human Rights, Am-
icus Curiae, and Violence against Women // Law & Society Review.
2016. Vol. 50. Issue 4. P. 903, 904.

22 Van den Eynde L. Op. cit.
3 Cwm.: Shelton D. Op. cit. P. 638.

4 Cm.: Wiik A. Amicus Curiae Before International Courts and
Tribunals. Nomos/Hart, 2018. P. 451.
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HpaBocyzu/m25 U B MPOTPEeCCUBHOE Pa3BUTHUE MEX-
aMEPUKAHCKOI CHUCTeMBI 3alllUThI IIpaB yenoseka’®.
B pemenun no neny «Kumenb nmpoTuB ApreHTUHbI»
MACIIY pgaxe 1mocTaHOBWJI, YTO 3aMe€YaHUs amicus
curiae MOTYT paccMaTpUBAThCS KaK A0Ka3aTeabCTBa
10 BOIlpocaM IpaBa“’.

[TpaBuma nmpouenypbl AGpUKaHCKOIO cya Mo mpa-
BaM 4eJIOBEKAa M HapOIOB IIpeayCMaTPUBAIOT MEXaHU3M
Y4acTHs B €r0 IMMPOU3BOACTBAX TPEThUX mu’®. Ou 0.~
poOHO gaCKmeaeTCﬂ B IIpakTnyeckoM pyKOBOJCTBE
2012 1.” Tloka 3a(pMKCUPOBAHO JIBa CIIOpa, K y4aCTUIO
B KOTOPBIX ObLIM NOMYIUEHBI amici curiae™, a TaKXKe
JIIBa KOHCYJIBTaTMBHBIX IPOU3BOACTBA, B paMKax KO-
TOPBIX MOABAIMCh COOTBETCTBYIOIIIE xonaraiictea’’.

OpraH 1o pa3spelieHnIo crmopoB BcemupHoit Topro-
BOI OpraHM3alliy BIEPBBIE CTOJKHYJICS C BOIIPOCOM,
CBSI3aHHBIM C Y4acTHUEM B MpOLENype amicus curiae
npu paccmotrpeHuu crnopa «CIHIA — 3anpet umnop-
Ta KPEBETOK U IIPOAYKTOB M3 KPEBETOK». X0IaTaliCTBO
O TIPUOOILIEHUHN K JIeJTy 3aMeYaHUid amicus curiae ObIIIO
OTKJIOHEHO TPETEHCKOI IPYIIION B NMEPBOM MHCTAH-
UM Ha TOM OCHOBaHUU, 4TO CT. 13 JloroBopeHHOCTH
0 MpaBUJjax 1 Ipolenypax, peryJupyoix pa3pele-
HUE CIIOPOB, MpeaycMaTpUBaeT JUIIb IIPaBO «3aIpa-
IMBaTh NH(POPMALIMIO U TEXHUUECKUE KOHCYJIBTalluU

25 Cwm.: Padilla D. The Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights of the Organisation of American States: a case study // Ameri-
can University Journal of International Law and Policy. 1993. Vol. 9.
P. 95, 111.

26 Cwr.: Article 55, American Convention on Human Rights, Ad-
visory Opinion No. OC-20/09 of 29 September 2009, IACtHR Se-
ries A. No. 20, § 6, 17.

27 Cwm.: Kimel v. Argentina, Judgment of 2 May 2008 (Merits,
Reparations and Costs), IACtHR Series C No. 177, § 14, 16; Castane-
da Gutman v. Mexico, Judgment of 6 August 2008 (Preliminary Ob-
jections, Merits, Reparations and Costs), IACtHR Series C. No. 184.

28 Cm.: Rule 42(5), Rules of the African Court on Human and
People’s Rights (replace the Interim Rules of Procedure of 20 June
2008, following the harmonization of the Interim Rules of the Court
and the Commission carried out during joint meetings in July 2009
in Arusha, October 2009 in Dakar and April 2010 in Arusha) [Elec-
tronic resource|. URL: http://www.african-court.org/en/images/
Basic%20Documents/Final _Rules_of Court_for Publication_af-
ter_Harmonization - Final _English 7 sept 1 .pdf(marta o6pa-
mwenus: 05.06.2020).

2 Cwm.: African Court on Human and People’s Rights Practice
Direction (1—5 October 2012), § 42—47 |Electronic resource]. URL:
https://en.african-court.org/images/Practice %20 Directions/Prac-
tice%20Directions%20t0%20Guide %20 Potential %20 Litigants %20
En.pdf (nata o6parenus: 05.06.2020).

30 Cwm.: African Commission on Human Rights v. Libya, App
No. 004/2011; Lohe Issa Konate v. Burkina Faso, App No. 004/2013.

3 Cme: Request for Advisory Opinion by the Socio-Economic
Rights and Accountability Project (SERAP), App No. 001/2013, Ad-
visory opinion, 26 May 2017, § 17; Request for Advisory Opinion by
the Centre for Human Rights of the University of Pretoria and the
Coalition of African Lesbians, App No. 002/2015, Advisory Opinion,
28 September 2017, § 13.
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y J11000T0 JMLIa WIX OpraHa», HO He IPUMHUMATh K CBe-
JIEHUIO CIIOHTAHHO MpeIOoCTaBisIeMble 3aMeYaHUsl.
ATIEeJUISIIAOHHBIN OpraH, OMHAKO, UCTOJIKOBAI JaHHOE
MoJIOXKeHUe B 00Jiee IUPOKOM 3HAUCHUU, YKa3aB, YToO
HUYTO B HEM He 3ampelaeT TpeTeiCKUM TpymaM o
CBOEMY YCMOTPEHUIO MPUHUMATh BO BHUMaHUE JTNOO0
OTKJIOHSITb CIIOHTAHHbIE 3aMEYaHMsI 2.

CaM ATeIISIIIMOHHBIN OpTaH BIIepBbIc MHUIIAA-
THUBHO TIPEIJIOKMI 3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIM OpraHu3a-
UM TIPEICTAaBUTh 3aMEeUaHUs amicus curiae B CBSI3U
¢ paccMotpeHueM cropa «EC-AcbecT», cchllasgch Ha
IIMPOKUI OOIIECTBEHHbINA UHTEPEC B €r0 lecxoae33 .
Hsa peryavpoBaHUS TIOPSIIKA M YCIOBHUI TIpEICTaB-
JIEHUS 3aMeYaHUi ObLT TPUHST OTACIbHBIN TOKYMEHT,
MOJIyYUBIINI Ha3BaHKE «/OMOIHUTEbHBIE TIPOLIETY-
pbl»~". TeM He MeHee u3 17 mpeacTaBIeHHBIX 3aMeda-
HUU amicus curiae HA OTHO He OBLIO YUTEHO ATICIUISI -
LIMOHHBIM OPTaHOM TIPY TIPUHSATHY pellleHKs, 6e3 yKa-
3aHUS TIPUYNH .

Hcrnonb3oBaHue MHCTUTYTA amicus curiae B paM-
kax BTO BbI3Baj10 KPUTUKY CO CTOPOHHI psijia TOCY-
JapCTB — YJIEHOB 3TOI OpraHu3alunn, 00eCIIOKOSHHbBIX
MOCENCTBUSIMU MOTEHIIMAJIBHOTO BMEIIATEIbCTBA
TPETHUX JIALL B PACCMOTPEHUE CIIOPOB C UX y4acTU-
em>®. TocymapcTBa-4ieHbl OTCTaMBaIM CBOE MCKIIIO-
YUTEJbHOE MPaBO MPUHUMATh pellleHre 00 yJacTum
TPeTbUX JIML ¥ 00pa30BaHU B IpoLeIypax pa3pelie-
Hus criopoB BTO; yka3biBaau Ha pUCK MOJUTU3ALIUY,
3aTITMBAHUS IIPOLIEAYp U conymn;;qomero yBeanye-
HUS PACXOMOB JJI CTOPOH B CIIOpe ™.

BBUIy ONIMO3UILIMN TOCYIapCTB-WICHOB AMEIUTSII -
OHHBIM OpraH 3aHsI IBOMCTBEHHYIO MMO3ULINIO: TIOCIIE-
JIOBAaTEJNIbHO MOATBEPXK/Iasd CBOE MPAaBO HA OCHOBAHUM
JOroBOpEHHOCTU O MpaBWiax U Mpouenypax, peryiu-
pYIOIIMX pa3pelleHue CNopoB, MPUOOIIATh K MaTe-
puanaM Jieja U MpUHUMaTbh BO BHUMaHUE 3aMe4aHus
amicus curiae B cllydasix, KOrja, 1o ero MHEHUIO, 3TO

32 Cwm.: WTO, United States — Import Prohibition of Certain
Shrimp and Shrimp Products — Appellate Body Report, 12 October
1998, WT/DS58/AB/R, § 104 et seq.

B e WTO, European Communities — Measures Affecting As-
bestos and Asbestos-Containing Products — Appellate Body Report,
12 March 2001, WT/AS135/AB/R, § 50, 51.

3% Ibid. § 52.
3 Cm.: ibid. § 53—-57.

36 Cm.: Palchetti P Opening the International Court of Justice to
Third States: Intervention and Beyond // Max Planck Yearbook of
United Nations Law. 2002. Vol 6. P. 173; Charnovitz S. Judicial In-
dependence in the World Trade Organisation // International Organ-
isations and International Dispute Settlement / Laurence Boisson de
Chazournes, Cesare Romano, Ruth Mackenzie (eds). Ardsley, New-
York, 2002. P. 219; Howse R. The World Trade Organisation 20 Years
On: Global Governance by Judiciary // European Journal of Inter-
national Law. 2016. Vol. 26. P. 9.

37 Cwm.: Williams S. et al. Op. cit. P. 95.
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YMECTHO U IIOJIE3HO, OH HU pa3y HE BOCITOJIb30BaJICA
OTUM HpaBOM38.

ITo yrBepkneHuto @. Dib-XocceHU, MEXaHU3M amicus
curiae «TOJTHOCTBIO IMPU3HAETCS B 00JACTU UHBECTUIIMOH -
HOTO apouTpaka Kak crmocod BbIPaXKEHUST MIHTEPECOB 00-
Jiee IUPOKOM OGLLECTBEHHOCTI» . Bl'[epBbIe40 WHCTUTYT
amicus curiae ObLI IPUMEHEH apOUTPaKHBIM TPUOYHAJIOM,
(byHKIIMOHMPOBABIIVM B COOTBETCTBUU C ApOUTPaKHBIM
pernamenToM Komuccuu OOH no npaBy MexxayHapos-
Hoit Toprosiu (FOHCUTPAJI), B cuity ero ectecTBeH-
HBIX ITOJTHOMOYMIA B Xo7ie apouTpaxka «MeTaHeKe ITPOTHUB
CILA» 2001 ! IIpetieneHT ObUT BOCITPUHSIT IPYTUM ap-
OUTPaKHBIM CYZIOM B 3TOM 3K TOIy .

OTOT UHCTUTYT MPSIMO PETYJIUPYETCS MpaBUIaMU
TpubyHana MexayHapogHOTO ILIEHTpa MO yPeryampo-
BaHUIO MHBECTULIMOHHBIX criopoB. CornacHo § 2 mpa-
BuJia 37 pellleHue o JOMYIIEHWU K yJacTUIO amicus
curiae IPUHUMAETCSI apOUTPaKHBIM CYIOM TOCJe KOH-
CyJbTallMii ¢ 00EUMU CTOPOHAMMU, €CJIU COOTBETCTBY-
[o1IMe MMCbMEHHBIE 3aMEYaHUs MOTYT COAEHCTBOBATh
YCTaHOBJIEHUIO Bomipoca (akTa Wiu Npasa, MUMelole-
ro OTHOIIIEHWE K CITOpPY, O6arogapst TOMy, YTO B HUX
MU3JiaraeTcst 0CoObIii TOAX0A, TO3HAHWE WU UHMOP-
Mallusi U3 BHYTPEHHETO UCTOYHUKA, OTJIUYAIOIIUICS
OT U3JIOKEHHOTO B 3aKJIIOUEHUSIX CTOPOH, MPU YCJIO-
BUM, YTO 3aMeUaHMs KacaloTcs MpeaMeTa criopa 1 4To
3asBUTEJIb UMEET CYILLIECTBEHHBIA UHTEPEC B CHOpE.
[Tpu aTOM apOUTPaKHBIN Cyl 00s13aH MPUHSITH MEPHI
K TOMY, UTOOBI y4acTUe amicus curiae He TpepbIBaJio
X0/l pa3duparebCcTBa, He HaJlarajao JIMIIHUX oOpeme-
HEHUI1 Ha CTOPOHBI CITIOpa U He TTPUBOIMIIO K Hecrpa-
BEIJIMBOMY YIIIEMJIEHUIO UX UHTEPECOB .

[Topsinox yuyactust amicus curiae, IperyCMOTPEH-
Hbiit [1paBunamu KOHCUTPAIJL o npo3payHocTH
B KOHTEKCTe apOUTPaKHBIX pa30oMpaTesbCTB MEXIY
WHBECTOPAMM U TOCyJapCcTBAMU Ha OCHOBE MEXIyHa-
POIHBIX TOTOBOPOB, COLEPXKHT CXOXIE TpeGoBaHms .

38 Cm.: Williams S. et al. Op. cit.

i El-Hosseny F. Civil Society in Investment Treaty Arbitration:
Shifts and Prospects. Leiden, Brill, 2018. P. 300.

40 Cwm.: Williams S. et al. Op. cit. P. 97.

#l Cm.: UNCITRAL/NAFTA, Methanex Corporation v. United
States of America, Decision of the Tribunal on Petitions from Third
Persons to Intervene as Amicus Curiae, 15 January 2001.

42 Cm.: UNCITRAL/NAFTA, United Parcel Service of America
Inc v. Canada, Decision of the Tribunal on Petitions for Intervention
and Participation as Amicus Curiae, 17 October 2001.

B Com: Aguas Provinciales de Santa Fe S.A., Suez, Sociedad
General de Aguas de Barcelona S.A. and Inter Aguas Servicios Inte-
grales del Aguas S.A. v. Argentina.

o MyHKTHI @), b), ¢) 4. 1 cT. 4 [1paBun KOHCUTPAIJI o npo-
3paYHOCTU B KOHTEKCTE apOUTPaKHbBIX Pa30MpaTeibCTB MEXIY MH-
BECTOpPaMM M TOCYIapCTBAMM Ha OCHOBE MEXKIyHAPOIHBIX TOTOBO-
pos. Hoio-Mopk, 2014) [DnexrpouHsrii pecypc]. URL: https://un-
citral.un.org/sites/uncitral.un.org/files/media-documents/uncitral /
ru/rules-on-transparency-r.pdf (mara o6patuenust: 05.06.2020).

KOITBIJTOBA

YTo KacaeTcsi MeXIyHapOMAHbBIX YTOJTOBHBIX TPU-
OyHaJIoB, TO, Oyaydu IIpollecCyaJbHbIM II0 CBOEMY
XapakTepy, MHCTUTYT amicus curiae OObIYHO peryjiu-
pyeTcsl He B UX YCTaBHBIX TOKYMEHTax, a B IpaBuUiax
npoluenypsbl U 1oka3biBaHusl. KpoMe Toro, cynbu Mex-
JlyHAPOMIHBIX YTOJOBHBIX CYIOB UMEIOT OOJIBIIIOE MPO-
CTPaHCTBO /ISl MaHeBpa, Oaroaapsi KOHUEMNIUKU ecTe-
CTBEHHbIX, WIN MOIPa3yMeBaeMbIX, TOJHOMOYMIA Y,
MO3TOMY OTCYTCTBUE CHEIMAILHOTO PErYIUPOBAHUS
HE SBJIIETCS MPENATCTBUEM UISI UCTIOJIb30BAHUS Me-
XaHu3Ma amicus curiae. Vicxonst 3 3TOro moHUMaHUs,
B JIMTEpAType YTBEPXKAAETCS, UTO YK€ MexXayHapo-
HBIII BOeHHBI TpubyHain (manee — MBT) nu MexnyHa-
POIHBIN BoeHHBIN TprbyHa mis JanpHero Boctoka
UMeJIM BO3MOXHOCTb MPUBJIEKATb amicus curiae Jjst
COAECMCTBUS HaaJexalleMy OTIPaBJICHUIO MPaBOCy-
zma“. B snoxy ¢yukunonupoBanus MBT B amepu-
KaHCKOM 001IeCcTBe 00cyKaanach Unesl UCIoab30Ba-
HUS MeXaHU3Ma amicus curiae 1151 TPEICTaBUTENbCTBA
B XOJI¢ MPOLIECCOB NHTEPECOB EBPEHCKOro Hapoma” .
O6BuHuTenb ot CIIIA P. JIxKeKCOH IIpUHIMITMAIbHBIX
BO3paXeHUIl He BbICKa3bIBaJl, OMIHAKO 3amMeyvall, uTo
«MEXIYHapOIHbII TpUOYHAT MOXET ObITh HE BITOJIHE
pacmoJjiokeH COMIaCUThCS C TUM IMPEATOXKEHUEM»,
T.K. TTOJIOXKUTEJIbHOE PEIIEHNE MOXET BIOXHOBUTH
JIpyTve TPYIbl JIMI] Ha Mofavyy aHaJOTUYHBIX XOo/a-
TaiiCTB, YTO «YCIOXKHUT CUTYALIAIO» *.

IMonoxenue o6 amicus curiae ObLIO BKIIOUEHO YXKe
B camylto nepByto Bepcuto [IpaBui npoueaypsl u 10-
KasbIBaHUSI MeXIyHapoaHOIo yroJOBHOIO TpUOYHa-
Jia o ObIBLIelt FOrocnaBuu. CeromHsi 3TOT MEXaHU3M
MPeIyCMOTPEH MpaBUIaMU BCEX MEKAYHAPOIHBIX YTO-
JIOBHBIX TpHUOYHaJIOB %, TocynapctBa U MexmyHapo-
HbI€ OpraHU3alMu MOJIb3YIOTCS UM B PaMKax MEXIy-
HapOIIHBIX YTOJOBHBIX MPOLECCOB TOCTATOYHO aKTUB-
HO, MPU PAaCCMOTPEHUH BOIPOCOB, 3aTPAruBalOLIMX UX
HallMOHaJIbHbIe MHTEpechl. B KauecTBe mpumepa Mox-
HO COCJIaThCS Ha MPENCTABJIEHUE PSIAOM rOCYJapCTB
(®PT, Yemickas Pecniybnuka, ABcTpusi, ABCTpaiusl,
bpaswius, Yranna) u MeXIyHapOIHbIX OpraHu3alui
(Opranuszanust UCIaMCKOTO COTpyaHMYecTBa, Jlura
apaOCKMX rocyIapcTB) 3aMeYaHUWil amicus curiae 10O

45 Cwm.: Konvaosa E.A. [IpecTymaeHNS MPOTUB MEXIyHAPOIHO-
ro yroyioBHoro npasocyausi. bocnen, 2019. C. 94—103.

40 Cm.: Williams S. et al. Op. cit. P. 126.

4 Cm.: Marrus M. A Jewish Lobby at Nuremberg: Jacob Robin-
son and the Institute of Jewish Affairs, 1945—46 // The Nuremberg
Trials: International Criminal Law since 1945 / H.R. Reginbogin,
Ch. Safferling (eds). Walter de Gruyter, 2011. P. 65.

3 Ibid.

4 Cwm.: Rule 74, Rules of Procedure and Evidence of the Inter-
national Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia Rules; rule 74,
Rules of Procedure and Evidence of the International Criminal Tri-
bunal for Rwanda; rule 131(A), Rules of Procedure and Evidence of
the Special Tribunal for Lebanon; rule 74, Rules of Procedure and
Evidence of the Special Court for Sierra Leone; rule 103(1), Rules of
Procedure and Evidence of the International Criminal Court.
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Ob MHCTUTYTE AMICUS CURIAE B ITPAKTUKE MEXAYHAPOJHOI'O CYJJA OOH

BOMIpOCY Hanuuyusg y MeXayHapoaHOro yroJOBHOIO
cyJa IOpUCAUKIMU B OTHOIIEHUM MPECTYIUICHU, CO-
BEpILICHHBIX Ha OKKYIUPOBAHHOM MajleCTUHCKOM Tep-
puTopuM, BKJIo4yast 3ananHblii 6eper peku MopoaH,
Bocrounniiit Mepycanum, n Cexrop I'a3a, B nepuon,
HauuHas ¢ 13 urons 2014 1.°° AktusHOCTD TPOSIBIIS -
0T ¥ MHAMBUABL — y4eHbIe UM MPAKTUKHU,— a TaKXKe
HeNpaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIC OPTaHU3alMU, B OCOOEHHO-
CTU TIPaBO3AILIMTHOrO TOJKA - 1 MpodecCuoHaIbHbIE
O6LC,HI/IHCHI/IH5 3,

Bo Bcex BblilllenepeyncaeHHbIX KOHTEKCTax B Ka-
YeCTBe amicus curiae JOMYCKAIOTCS CYObEKThbl MEXITY-
HapOIHOTO NpaBa, MEXAYHAPOJAHbIE Y HALIMOHATIbHbBIE
HEINpaBUTEIbCTBEHHbIE OPraHU3allMU, BKJIO4as Mpo-
(heccruoHabHbIE 00BEAMHEHMSI, IOPUANICCKIE JIUIIA,
uHauBuabl. [TpencrapiasgeMbie UMY 3aMeUaHUsI MOTYT
KacaTbCsl KaK BOIIPOCOB TpaBa, Tak U BOMPOCOB (pak-
Ta. B MeXIyHapoaHOM YroJOBHOM MpaBe, MOMUMO
UHGbOPMaTUBHON (DYHKIIUU, amicus curiae MOTYT TaK-
K€ BBITTOJIHATDH (DyHKIIMIO TApaHTOB CIIPaBEIIMBOCTU
CYJIOTIPOM3BOJICTBA, MTPEACTABIISIS 110 TOPYYEHUIO TPU-
OyHajia MHTepeChl OOBUHSIEMOTO™ " WU OCYILIECTBIISIS
(byHK1IMM TTPOKYpOpa 110 AejiaM O MOoCcsIraTeIbCTBaX Ha
OTIpaBJieHue TpudyHaamMu r[paBocyz[I/m55 . Pemienus
MEXIYHAPOIAHBIX CYA0B U TPUOYHAJIOB HE SIBJISIFOTCSI
00s13aTeIbHBIMM JUISL amici curiae™ .

WNucTuryT amicus curiae B npaBe 1 npakTuke Mex-
aynapoanoro Cyna OOH

[aHHoe uccliefoBaHue NOCBSIIEHO aHAU3Y IO~
XOIOB K MCIOJIb30BAaHUIO 3TOIO0 MHCTUTYTA B IIPaKTH-
ke MexnynaponHoro cyga OOH n MexnyHapoaHo-
ro TpuOyHaJa IIo MOPCKOMY IIpaBy. B nutepaTtype 3t

0 Cm.: Situation in the State of Palestine, Decision on Appli-
cations for Leave to File Observations Pursuant to Rule 103 of the
Rules of Procedure and Evidence, 20 February 2020, ICC-01/18-63.

T em., Harp.: Prosecutor v. Radovan Karadzic, Decision on
a Request for Leave to Make Submissions as Amicus Curiae, 25 Sep-
tember 2017, MICT-13-55-A.

2 CM., Hamp.: The Prosecutor v. Morris Kallon, Decision on
Application by the Redress Trust, Lawyers Committee for Human
Rights and the International Commission of Jurists for Leave to File
Amicus Curiae Brief and to Present Oral Submissions, 1 November
2003, SCSL-2003-07.

3 Cwm., nHarp.: Decision on the “Request for Leave to Sub-
mit Amicus Curiae Observations by the International Commis-
sion of Jurists (pursuant to Rule 103 of the Rules)”, 29 May 2018,
ICC-RoC46(3)-01/18-7.

>4 Cm.: The Prosecutor v. Slobodan Milosevic, Order Inviting Des-
ignation of Amicus Curiae, 30 August 2001, 1T-99-37-PT, p. 2; The
Prosecutor v. Momcilo Krajisnik, Decision on Momcilo Krajisnik’s
Request to Self-Represent, on Counsel’s Motions in Relation to
Appointment of Amicus Curiae, and on the Prosecution Motion of
16 February 2007, 11 May 2007, IT-00-39-A, § 18.

33 CM., Hanp.: The Prosecutor v. Vojislav Seselj, Decision,
11 February 2009, 1T-03-67-R77.2; The Prosecutor v. Vojislav Seselj,
2 March 2010, IT-03-67

3% Cm.: Shelton D. Op.cit. P. 611.
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OpraHbl MUPHOTO pa3pelleHUsT MeXIyHapOIHbIX CITO-
POB XapaKTEPU3YIOTCs Kak «3aKpbIThie» [l amicus
curiae®’ BBUIY TIOBEPXHOCTHOTO HOPMATUBHOTIO pery-
JINPOBAHUS 5TOrO MHCTUTYTA B CBOJIE UX MPOLIECCyallb-
HBIX HOPM U Y3KOU MPaKTUKU €ro MPUMEHEHUsT Ha OC-
HOBaHUU €CTECTBEHHBIX TTOJTHOMOYMIA.

B MexnyHapogHO-TIpaBOBbBIX JOKYMEHTAX, PETYJIU-
pylomx nesteabHocTh MexnyHaponHoro Cyna OOH,
TepMUH “amicus curiae” HETIOCPEACTBEHHO HE UCIOb-
3yeTCsI; OMHAKO IMPUHSTO CYMTATh, UTO COOTBETCTBYIO-
1T MeXaHU3M IIpeaycMOTpeH B 4. 2 ¢T. 34 u B 4. 2
cT. 66 Craryra Cyna. [TepBoe mojioxXeHue JOIMyCKaeT
ydyacTue B KauecTBe amicus curiae TIpU PacCMOTPEHUU
MEXTOCYIAPCTBEHHbBIX CITOPOB «ITYOJIUYHBIX MEXKIY-
HapoAHBIX opraHu3anuit» («Cyn MOXeT 3aIpaiiuBaTh
y IyOJIMYHBIX MEXIYHAPOIHBIX OPTaHU3ALMI NH(MOP-
MalMI0, OTHOCSIIYIOCS K JieJlaM, HaXOSIIIUMCSI Ha ero
pPacCMOTPEHUH, a TAKXKe ToJydaeT Moao0HY0 UHGOP-
MalMIO, TIPEACTABISIEMYIO0 YKa3aHHbIMI OpraHu3alu-
SIMM 110 UX COOCTBEHHOI MHMIIMATUBE»); BTOPOE —
yJacTre MEXIyHapOTHBIX OPTaHM3AINI M TOCYIapCTB
B paMKaxX KOHCYJIbTaTUBHOTO mpou3BoacTBa («Cekpe-
Tapb CyJa MOCBHLUIKO 0COO0r0 M HEMOCPEACTBEHHOTO
YBEIOMJICHHUST COOOIIIAeT JJI000MY UMEIOIIEMY JOCTYIT
K Cyay rocyaapcTBy, a TakoKe JII000i MeXIyHapOIHOMN
OpTraHu3alMU, KOTOpBIe MOTYT, ITo MHeHMI0 Cyna (unu
ero [Ipencenarens, ecniu Cyn He 3acenaer), 1aTh CBe-
JIeHUsI TI0 TaHHOMY Bompocy, uTo Cyj roTOB MPUHSTh,
B TeueHMe ycTaHaBiuBaemoro I[IpencenaTenem cpoka,
OTHOCSIIIIMECS K BOIIPOCY MUCbMEHHBIC JOKJIAAbl MU
K€ BBICJIYIIATh TAKME K€ YCTHBIE TOKJIAAbl HA OTKPHI-
TOM 3aceaHuM, Ha3HAUYaeMOM C 3TOM LIEJIbIO»).

Mexnaynaponnsiiit Cyn OOH npakTuyecku He BbI-
CKa3bIBaJICS O CYIIHOCTU amicus curiae. B 1981 r. Manb-
Ta XoJaTaliCTBOBasa O BCTYIUIEHUU B «leJ10 O KOHTU-
HeHTaJlbHOM 1eiabde» (TyHuc npotun JIuBuiickoii
Apabckoit JIxkamaxupuu) B COOTBETCTBUU CO CT. 62
CraTyTa KaK rocy1apcTBo, MUHTEpeC MPaBOBOrO XapaK-
Tepa KOTOPOTO MOXET, 10 €ro MHEHUIO, ObITh 3aTPO-
HYT peleHueM 110 aelly. B «monyTHO ckazaHHOM» Cy[I
OTMETWJI, YTO amicus curiae OTINYAET OObEKTUBHOCTD,
a He XeJlaHue JOOUThCS pa3pelleHns CIIOPHBIX BOITPO-
COB B 0JIArONPUSITHOM JIJIs1 HEeTo KJitoue™ . TpeboBaHue
00BEKTUBHOCTHU TIJIOXO COO0pa3yeTcsl ¢ Mpearnoyioxe-
HUSMU OTAEJbHBIX UCCIENOBATENE O TOM, UYTO amicus
curiae NOJXEH UMETh UHTEPEC B MpPEAMETE CIOpa;
MMEHHO MM03TOMY OHO He (DUTYPUPYET B MPEITOXKEH -
HOM HaMu omnpefeneHuu. B aToii cBsizu nmpumeyvaTeseH
obMeH MHeHussMu Mexny k. @uimopucom u 1. Pu-
JIOM B XoJe 00cyxKaeHus npoekTa cT. 34 CraryTa Oymy-
mero MexnynaponHoro Cyna OOH, npenjioxkeHHOTo
aMepukaHckoii meneranueil Ha CaH-@paHUMCCKOI

T Cwm.: Williams S. et al. Op.cit. P. 92.

38 Cm.: Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya),
Judgment of 14 April 1981 on Application by Malta for Permission
to Intervene, ICJ Reports 1981, § 32.
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KoHpepeHIUM (25 ampens — 26 uioHs 1945 1.) 59,
. Pun 3agaBajicss BOIPOCOM, OTpaHUYMBAETCS JIN
MpaBO CIIOHTAHHO TTOIAYN 3aMeYaHU MEKITyHaPOI -
HOW opraHmM3aIrei cayJassMu, KOTa Takast OpraHu3a-
LM UMEET UHTePEC B KOHKPeTHOM criope. k. dui-
MOPUC 3aMETHJI, YTO BPSIA JIM OpraHM3aluu OyayT I10-
JaBaTh 3aMeYaHUsI B paMKax IIPOM3BOICTB, B IIpeAMETE
KOTOPBIX OHM HE 3aMHTEPECOBAHBI.

PaccmoTpuMm criepBa 0COOEHHOCTH YYacTUsl amicus
curiae B mipousBoacTBax MexnyHapoaHoro Cyna
OOH no criopHbIM genaM. Ha mepBbIil B3DIsII 4. 2
cT. 34 Craryra UMeeT OrpaHMYMTEIbHOE JICiiCTBUE
10 KPYTy CYyOBEKTOB M HEe pacIpoOCTpaHsIeTCs Ha TO-
cymapctBa. TeM He MeHee B UCTOPUM OBLIM CIIydawu,
KOorma cyn IIpUHMMAaJl BO BHUMaHUE CBEISHUS, TIPE/I-
CTaBJIEHHBIE TOCYJAPCTBOM, HE SBIISIIOLIMMCS CTOPO-
HOI1 B cnope; HanmpuMep, B geie «O mponause Kop-
¢y» mexny CoeaquneHHbIM KoponeBcTBoMm u Anba-
HUEU cyn IpuoOIIMiI K Aeny 3assiaeHue KOrocinasuu,
oIIpoBeprasiiee yrBepxKaeHue npaBureabcTBa Coenu-
HeHHoro KopoJjieBcTBa 00 ycTaHOBKE MMH B IIPOJIMBE
IOrocjaBCKUMU cygaMu . B n1uTepaType BbiCKa3biBa-
€TCsI MHEHUE, COIJITaCHO KOTOPOMY OTCYTCTBHUE YIIO-
MMHaHUS TOCyIapcTB B 4. 2 cT. 34 He MOXET TOJIKO-
BaThCsl KaK 3alpeT Ha yyacTHe TOCy1apCTB B KaUeCTBE
amicus curiae B TIPOU3BOJCTBAX MO CIIOPHbBIM Z[GJ'IaMél.
MHorue crieluajrucTbl B 0071aCTH MEXIYHAPOIHOTO
npaBa, OJHAKO, IIPUIEPKUBAIOTCI IPOTUBOIIOIOXK-
HOM mo3uumu ~. Mbl CKJIOHHBI C HUMM COTJIaCUThCS.
s rocynapcTs, Mojaralolimx, 4To pelieHue no aeiny
MOXET 3aTPOHYTh KaKOii-IT100 UX MHTEPEC IMPaBOBO-
ro xapakrepa, cT. 62 CraTyra npeaycMoTpeHa BO3-
MOXHOCTBb 00patuthest B Cy ¢ mpoch0oii 0 pa3pele-
HUM BCTYIUTh B 1e10. CTaThs 63 MO3BOJISIET BCTYITUTh
B JIEJIO TOCYAapCTBaM-y4aCTHUKAM MHOTOCTOPOHHETO
MEXIyHapOIHOIO JOroBopa B CIy4yae BO3SHUKHOBEHUS
BOIIPOCA O €ro TOJIKOBaHMU. JlomycKaTh Xe K y4acTUIO
B pa30upaTesbCTBE TPEThU rOCyaapCcTBa, HE UMEIOIINE
MpaBOBOI'O MHTEpeca, IpyU TOM ITOHUMAaHUU, YTO OHU
CMOTYT MOTEHIIMAJIbHO MOBJIUSATH HA UTOIOBOE CyIe0-
HOE pelleHue, He Oy1ydYu Npy 3TOM MM CBSI3aHHBIMU,
HE UMeeT OCHOBAHMUIA.

3 Cm.: Documents of the United Nations Conference on Inter-
national Organization, San-Francisco, 1945. Vol. XIV: United Na-
tions Committee of Jurists. 1945. United Nations Information Orga-
nization, London, New-York. P. 137.

0 Cm.: Corfu Channel (United Kingdom v. Albania), Mer-
its, Judgment of 9 April 1949, ICJ Reports 1949, p. 7 (cMm. moap.:
Chinkin Ch. Third Parties in International Law. Oxford, 1993.
P. 226, 227).

' Cwm.: Palchetti P. Op. cit. P. 167.

2 Cm.: Cellamare G. Le forme di intervento nel processo dinanzi
alla Corte internazionale di giustizia. Cacucci, Bari, 1991. P. 97
et seq.; Davi A. L’intervento davanti alla Corte internazionale di
giustizia. Naples, 1984. P. 179 et seq.; Miller J. T. Intervention in Pro-
ceedings before the International Court of Justice // The Future of
the International Court of Justice / Leo Gross (ed.). Vol. I1. Oceana
Publications, Inc, Dobbs Ferry, New-York, 1976. P. 550 et seq.

KOITBIJTOBA

Yrto KacaeTcsl yyacTusl B Mpou3BoacTBax MexmyHa-
ponHoro Cyna OOH no criopHbIM Aenam Kak amicus
curiae MeXIYHApPOAHBIX MEXITPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX
OpTraHM3allNii, TO ¥ OHO B TIPOIILIOM OBIJIO PEIKHM.
B nokTpuHe 3TOT heHOMEH CBSI3bIBACTCS C O€3bIHULIM -
aTUBHOCTHIO Kak Cyma, TaK M caMUX OpFaHHBaHHﬁ63 .
B kauecTBe nmpuMepa MOXHO TIPUBECTH CIIOP MEXIY
HNpanom u CIIA o Bo3aylIHOM MHUUAEHTE 3 UIOJS
1988 r. B xone ero paccMoTpeHus npeacenarenb Mex-
ayHapogHoro Cyna OOH npemnoxun MexayHapo-
HOIT OpraHM3alluy TPaXIaHCKOI aBUallMK (Hajee —
MKAO) npenctaBuTh CBOM 3aMeUYaHMUs 1O CYIIECTBY
ee paccienoBaHus uHLIUAeHTa. COOTBETCTBYIOIIME
3aMeyaHus ObUIM NPUOOIIEHBI K MaTepuaiaM Jea.
[Tpu sTom Cyn oTrKazajicsi NpuHUMaTh BO BHUMaHUeE
MHeHue aupekTopa [IpaBosoro otnena MKAO mo He-
KOTOPBIM ITPABOBBIM acIieKTaM CIIopa, Ha TOM OCHOBa-
HUH, UTO «3TU BOIIPOCHI ITOMIEKAT CAMOCTOSITETbHOMY
pa3peuieHuIo Cyﬂ0M>>64.

B ToJKOBaHWM TEPMUHA «ITYOJUYHAT MEXIYHAPOII-
Hag opraHu3auus» 4. 2 cT. 34 MexnyHaponHblii Cyn
OOH xaTeropuyeH: HEeIPaBUTEILCTBEHHBIE OpraHU3a-
LIUM MTOJ HEro He MOoAIagaoT. DTOT BOIIpOC 00CcyXKaa-
cs B xone pa3zpabotku Craryra. [IpencraButens Erum-
Ta CTaBUJI BOIIPOC O PACIpOCTPaHEHUN 3TOTO TepPMUHA
Jaxke Ha TIPU3HAHHBIX YYEHBIX-TIPAaBOBEIOB 3, ITpen-
cTaBUTENb [peliMy HacTauBal Ha TOM, YTO BOIIPOC
TOJIKOBAHUSI 3TOTO TEPMUHA CJIeA0BaI0 OCTaBUTH 3a
CYIOM, HO UTO OpraHM3aliK, UMEIOIINE JEJI0 C MEX-
IyHapOIOHBIM IMpaBoM, Takue Kak Komuccus peku Jly-
Hali, TOJDKHBI ITOJ Hero Tmoananath . I1o rmpenrosoxe-
HUIO TIpeacenaTesiss KOMUCCUHM 110 mpaBy [x. @duimo-
puca, TepMUH CJIEIOBAJIO PACIIPOCTPaHITh TOJILKO Ha
OpraHU3alNM, YeHAMU KOTOPBIX SIBJISIIOTCSI TOCYIap-
ctBa. Takum 00pa3oM, OH UCKITI0YAT MEXIYHapOIHbIC
Hay4YHbIe 00IlecTBa X UM MOI00OHbIe OObEIUHEHUS .

B 1950 r. MexnayHaponubiii Cyn OOH oTka-
3an MexXayHapomHOM JIUTe MpaB YeloBeKa (majiee —
MUJIYIT) B xonaTaiicTBe 00 yyacTUU B KQUeCTBE amicus
curiae B «Jlene 00 yoexuie» — criope Mexny Koiym-
oueit n l'Iepy68 Ha TOM OCHOBAaHMU, YTO Ta HE SIBJISI-
Jlach MEeXMpaBUTEJIbCTBEHHON opraHu3almei, Kak

83 Cm.: Chinkin Ch., Mackenzie R. International Organizations
as Friends of Court // International Organizations and Internation-
al Dispute Settlement: Trends and Prospects. Ardsley, NY, 2002.
P. 141, 142.

4 Aerial Incident of 3™ July 1988 (Islamic Republic of Iran v.
United States of America), Letter No 3 (The Agent of the Islamic Re-
public of Iran to the Registrar of the International Court of Justice),
Part IV: Correspondence. P. 639.

95 Cwm.: Documents of the United Nations Conference on Inter-
national Organization... Op. cit. P. 137.

66 Cwm.: ibid.

7 Cwm.: ibid.

8 Cm.: Asylum Case, International Court of Justice Pleadings,
Part I1, 1950. P. 227.
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Toro TpeboBaja 4. 2 ct. 34 CTaTYTa69. BMmecTte ¢ Tewm,
10 3aMeYaHMIO apOUTPaKHOTO TpUOyHasa B mene «Me-
taHekc Koprnopeiiind npotus CIIA», oqHaxas Mex-
nyHaponHbiii Cyn OOH Bce xe «HedopmaabHO» Mpu-
HSUT K paCCMOTPEHUIO 3aMeYaHUSI MEXIYHApOIHOM
HernpaBUTEIbCTBEHHOI opraHu3auuu B «/ene, Kaca-
foniemcst mpoekta ['abunkoBo-Hanbmaponn» (BeHrpust
MpPOTUB CJIOBaKI/II/I)7O.

OOpaTuMcs Tellepb K YCIOBUSIM y4acTUSI amicus
curiae B KOHCYJIBTATUBHBIX ITPOU3BOACTBAX Mexay-
HaponHoro Cyna OOH. O nocTynjieHun 3asiBJISHUS,
colepKaIlero MPoch0y O KOHCYIBTaTUBHOM 3aKJIIO-
YeHUM, COODIIAeTCsI BCEM rocyIapcTBaM, UMEIOIIM
npaBo goctymna K Cyny. OgHako K y4yacTUIO B Kaye-
CTBE amicus curiae IPUTIAIIAIOTCS TOJIBKO Te M3 HUX —
a TaKKe Te MEXAYHapOIHbIE OpraHU3alNU, — KOTOPhIE
moryT, 1o MHeHuto Cyna (unu ero Ipencenarens, ecinu
Cyn He 3acemaer), 1aTh CBEICHUS 110 JaHHOMY BOIIPO-
cy. OcTanbHble BIIpaBe XoaaTaiicTBOBAaTh 00 yyacTUU
B KauyecTBe amicus curiae, OJHAKO yIOBJIETBOPEHME Ta-
KOTO XOJIaTaiicTBa ocTaBisieTcsd Ha ycMotpeHue Cyna.

3a BCIO UCTOPUIO CBOETO CYIIECTBOBaHUS Mex-
nyHaponubiii Cyn OOH nuinb equHOXABI YIOBIET-
BOPUJI XOIaTaliCTBO 00 y4acTUU B KOHCYJBTATUBHOM
MNPOU3BOACTBE B KaueCTBE amicus curiae HeENpaBU-
TEeJIbCTBEHHOM OpTaHU3alMU — B XOJIe PACCMOTPEHUS
3anpoca I'eHepanbHoii accam6ien OOH o maye KoH-
CYJBTaTUBHOTO 3aKJIIOYEHUST O MEXIYHAPOIHOM CTa-
Tyce IOro-3amagnoit Adpuku (mokymeHnt OOH
A/RES/338(1V) ot 06.12.1949 r.). 3asiBUTEIEM BBICTY-
nana MJITTY. B kauecTBe 000CHOBaHUSI CBOETO XO-
JaTaiicTBa OHa yKa3bIBaja Ha oOJiamaHue OOIIUPHOI
M MOJIE3HOI MH(pOpMalMell 1 TaHHBIMU, a TaAKXKe pe-
3yJbTaTaMU MOAPOOHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHUIT 3aTparuBae-
MBIX B 3aIIpOCe MTPABOBBIX BOHpOCOB71.

MexnyHaponublii Cyn OOH BbrIpa3ul TOTOBHOCTD
NPUOOIINUTH K MaTepraiaM MUChbMEHHOE 3aKIIIOUeHUE
MIJIITY. O6 sTtoMm CekpeTrapb cyna COOOIIN 3asiBU-
Testo Tenerpammoii: «Iloayunn ykazaHue uHpopMu-
poBath Bac o Tom, utro MexmyHapoaHbIii Cya paBo-
cyaust roToB moJyuuTh oT Bac mo 10 ampens 1950 r.
MUCHBMEHHOE U3JI0XEeHNEe NHHOPMALMU, CIIOCOOHOM
coneiicTBoBaTh Cyay B €70 paCCMOTPEHUM BOIIPOCOB
npaBa, MOCTAaBJIEHHBIX Tepen HUM B 3anpoce [eHe-
panbHOIl Accambiien oTHocuTtelbHO KOro-3amamHoit
Adpuku. 9ta nuHGOpMaLIMs 10JKHA OTPaHUYMBATHCS
BOIIpOCaMU MpaBa U HE MOXET COAEePKaTh U3JIOXKEHUE
(bakTHUECKUX OOCTOATEILCTB, KOTOPhIE HE (PUTYPUDPY-
10T B 3anpoce. Cyn He IUIaHUpYyeT ApyTux o0palleHuit

9 Cwm.: Asylum Case, International Court of Justice Pleadings,
Part 11, 1950. P. 228.

0 Cwm.: UNCITRAL/NAFTA, Methanex Corporation v. United
States of America. Op. cit. § 34.

T Cm.: Bartholomeusz L. Op. cit. P. 220, 221.
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Kk Jlure 1o mpaBaM YeoBeKa B JaHHOM aejie» 2. Ox-
HAaKO 3aKJII0YeHHe He ObIJIO IMOIaHO B yCTAHOBJIEHHBII
CPOK U, KakK CJIEACTBHE, HE OBIJIO MPUOOILEHO K AEy.

ITpakTrKa npuBIEYEHUS MEXIYHAPOIHbBIX HEIpa-
BUTEJbCTBEHHbBIX OpraHMU3alMii K KOHCYJBTaTUBHBIM
MpoleAypaM UMeeT JOJTYI0 UCTOPUIO, BOCXOISIITYIO
K cCaMOMY MePBOMY KOHCYJIbTaTUBHOMY 3aKJIIOUEHUIO
IlocTossHHOI TTaTaThl MEXIYHAPOIHOTO MPABOCYIUS —
npeamecTBeHHULILI MexayHapogHoro Cyga OOH —
«O Ha3HaueHUU Jeserata paboTHUKOB oT HunepnaH-
OB Ha 3-10 ceccuio MexXayHapomnHOil KOH(pepeHIIUN
Tpyaa» ot 31 mronst 1922 1.”° XonarailcTyst 06 yyacTim
KaK amicus curiae B KOHCYIbTaTUBHOM TIPOU3BOICTBE
0 MexayHapoaHoMm ctatyce FOro-3anagHoit Adbpuku,
MUJIYII yTBepxxaaa, 4To B pe3yabTaTe 3TOM MPaKTUKUA
chopMuUpoBaca MEXIYHApOJHO-IIPAaBOBOM OObIUaid,
«yOeauTeNbHBIN, €CIN He 00s13aTeIbHbIN» 11t Mexmy-
HapoaHoro Cyna OOH, u uto «1aHHbIi Cya He MOXET
MPEeNOCTaBISITh MEHbIIE CBOOOIBI 151 Y4aCTUSI YacT-
HBIM MEXIYHApOIHBIM OPTaHU3ALIMIM, YeM 3TO JIejia-
ma TIIIMIT» 74,

[MonoxutensHoe peieHue MexnyHapogHoro Cyna
OOH B cBsa3u ¢ xomataitcteBoMm MJITTY nmo3Bosser
TIPEATIONIOXUTD, YTO B TIEPBBIE TOIBI CBOETO CYIIIECTBO-
BaHus Cyn ObUT pacroioXeH pacIMPUTETbHO TOJKO-
BaTh MOHSTUE «MEXIyHAPOMIHAsI OpraHU3alus» 4. 2
CT. 66 KaK pacIrpoCTPaHIIONIEECs Ha MEXIIPABUTEb-
CTBEHHbIE M HETMPaBUTEIbCTBEHHbIE opraHu3anuu. Co
BpeMEeHeM IMapanaurMa paaruKaibHO M3MeHWIach. Bee
nocleaytole XxoaaTaiicTBa HeMpaBUTEIbCTBEHHbBIX
opraHmM3aluii 00 yJacTuM B KadeCTBE amicus curiae
B KOHCYJIBTaTUBHBIX Ipolenypax MexXnyHapOomaHbli
Cyn OOH nocnenosarenbHo oTKIIOHST -, JI. bapToso-
MEYIII CBSI3BIBAET 3TU OTKAa3bl C UBMEHEHUEM B TOJIKO-
Banun Cyna MOHSTUS «MeXIyHapOIHast OpraHU3alIHsI»
B 4. 2 cT. 66 Craryra: OHO cTaio GoJyiee y3KMM 1 OXBa-
THIBAIOLIIUM TOJBKO Mem%:[grﬁapozmme MEXTPaBUTENb-
CTBEHHBIE OpraHU3aINN .

HoBgblit monxomd K 3aMe4aHusiM amicus curiae, TOCTY-
MAIOIIMM OT MEXKIYHAPOMHBIX HEMTPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIX
opraHusauuii, ctana popMupoBatbcs B MexayHapo-
HoM Cyne OOH B cBs13u ¢ AByMsI KOHCYJIbTaTUBHBIMU

72 International Status of South-West Africa, Telegram of the
Registrar to Mr Robert Delson, League for the Rights of Man,
Pleadings, 16 March 1950. P. 327; International Status of South-West
Africa, Advisory Opinion of 11 July 1950, [1950] ICJ Rep. P. 130.

3 Cm.: Clark R. The International League for Human Rights and
South West Africa 1947—1957: The Human Rights NGO as Catalyst
in the International Legal Process // Human Rights Quarterly. 1981.
Vol. 3. Issue 4. P. 120, 121.

7 Ibid. P. 121.

3 Cw: Legal Consequences for States of the Continued Presence
of South Africa in Namibia (South West Africa) Notwithstanding Se-
curity Council Resolution 276 (1970), [1971] ICJ Pleadings. Vol. II.
P. 639, 640; cm. Takxe: Bartholomeusz L. Op. cit. P. 224, 225.

76 Cm.: Bartholomeusz L. Op. cit. P. 221, 222.
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MPOU3BOACTBAMU OTHOCUTEJIBHO MPaBOMEPHOCTHU
YIPO3bl SIIEPHBIM OPYXHUEM WU €ro MPpUMEHEHUS.
bosblroe KoMMyecTBO MOCTYIMBIIMX OT HEIPAaBUTEIb-
CTBEHHBIX OpTaHM3alNii 3aMeYaHui ObIIIO pa3Mele-
HO B OuOimoTexke cyna ajisi nHpopMaluu cyﬂef/’l7 , HO
K MaTepHajaM Jejia IIpP1 3TOM He IIPpUOOIIAIOCh.

B 2004 r. 6b110 mpuHsTo IlpakTniyeckoe pykKoBo/I-
ctBo XII, mornyeckm 3aBeplIMBIICe U JOKYMEHTAIb-
Ho oopmuBIee 3TOT noaxon ' ~. CornacHo PykoBon-
CTBY, CTIOHTAHHBIM MUCbMEHHBIM 3aMeYaHUSIM WU
JOKYMEHTaM, TTOJaHHbIM B paMKaX KOHCYJIbTaTUBHOTO
MPOU3BOACTBA MEXKAYHAPOIHOI HEMPABUTEIbCTBEH -
HOIi opraHu3alueii, OTHbIHE OTBOAMTCS POJIb «00IIe-
JOCTYITHOM MHGOPMALIMKA», Ha KOTOPYIO rOCyIapCcTBa
¥ MEXIYHapOTHBIC MEXITPaBUTEILCTBEHHBIE OPTaHM -
3allMd MOTYT CChLJIAaThCSl B CBOMX MUChbMEHHBIX WU
YCTHBIX 3aKJIIOUEHMSIX, KaK Ha JII00y MH(GOpMalIuIo,
HaxomsIIylocs B MyOoJuyHoM aoctyne . Takue 3ame-
YaHWUs HE TIPHOGLIAIOTCS K MaTepraiaM aea’’. OHu
MOJIINBAIOTCS B CTIIEIIMATbHO OTBEAEHHOM ITOMeEIIle-
HUM B mTadb-kBapTupe MexayHapoaHoro Cyna OOH
B ['aare m MOCTYITHBI [T 03HAKOMJIEHUST TOJTBKO TaM

JI. bapronomMeyin ycmarpuBaeT B nosiBieHuu [1pak-
TU4YeckKoro pykonoacTsa XII mpusHaku Omaromnpusit-
cTBylomero nonxona MexnyHapoagHoro Cyma OOH
K 3aMeYaHUsIM amicus curiae MEXIyHaApOIHBIX HeTpa-
BUTEIbCTBEHHBIX opraHu3auuii. OH MUIIET, YTO MpPU-
CBOEHUE UM cTaTyca OOIIeNOCTYITHOU uHdOopMaluu
o3HayaeT, uTo Cya MOXeT oOpalaTbCsl K HUM proprio
mofu BHE 3aBUCUMOCTH OT TOTO, LIMTUPYIOTCS JIU OHU
CTOPOHAMU WJIN Her’2. B 06OCHOBaHI/I€ CBOETro Te3uca
OH cchl1aeTcs Ha «/leo, kacarolieecsi BOGHHBIX U BO-
€HHOTO XapakTepa aeiicTBuii B Hukaparya u mpotus
Hukaparya» (Hukaparya npotus CIIIA), B KoTopom
Cyn moguepKHyJ, 4TO MPU pa3pelieHUM CIopoB OH He
00513aH MoJiaraTbCs €IMHCTBEHHO HU Ha MPaBOBbIE ap-
TYMEHTBI CTOPOH, HA OTPAaHUYUBATHCS MPEACTABIIECH-
HBIMU UMU (HAKTUIECKUMU OOCTOSATENbCTBAMU

A. Buuk mnpuagepxupaeTrcsi 00jee OCTOPOXKHO-
ro Ioaxoaa, yKa3eiBas Ha To, 4To «IIpakTtmaeckoe

7. Cm.: Williams S. et al. Op. cit. P. 92.
8 Cum.: Bartholomeusz L. Op. cit. P. 222.

7 Cwm.: Practice Direction XII (2), promulgated on 30 July 2004
[Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.icj-cij.org/en/practice-
directions (mata o6parienus: 05.06.2020).

80 Cm.: Practice Direction XII (1), promulgated on 30 July 2004
| Electronic resource|. URL: https://www.icj-cij.org/en/practice-
directions (mara obpamenust: 05.06.2020).

81 Cm.: Practice Direction XII (3), promulgated on 30 July 2004
[Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.icj-cij.org/en/practice-
directions (mata o6pamienust: 05.06.2020).

82 Cm.: Bartholomeusz L. Op. cit. P. 223, 224.

8 Cm.: Military and Paramilitary Activities in and Against Ni-
caragua (Nicaragua v. United States), Merits, Judgment of 27 June
1986, ICJ Reports 1986, § 29—31.

KOITBIJTOBA

pykoBoacTBo XII He mpemycMaTpuBaeT HEIBYCMBIC-
JIEHHO, TO CyJIbW MOTYT 3HAKOMUTBCS C COACPKAHM-
€M 3aMeJaHuil 1o CBOeil COOCTBEHHOI MHUIIMATHUBE.
C y4yeToOM YETKOI'0 OTHOIICHMUS [K 3aMeUaHUsIM amicus
curiae], BbIpaxxeHHOTO B [IpakTuyeckKoMm pyKoOBOACTBE,

B TaKOI BO3MOXHOCTH MOTYT OBITh 3aI/IHTC}§eCOBaHbI

B JIYYIIIEM CiIydae, JIMIIb HECKOJIbKO Cymeii»

Ha Ham B3misin, crioHTaHHOE oOpallieHue cynaei
K 3aMeYaHUusIM amicus curiae HETIPAaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX
OpTaHM3aIldi TIPOTUBOPEUMIIO OBI, eClIK He OYyKBe, TO
nyxy Ipaktuyeckoro pykooactsa XII. OHo, oueBu-
HO, He TIpecyieyeT e NJOMYyCTUTh BO UTO Obl TO HU
CTaJI0 HEeIMpaBUTEIbCTBEHHbIE OpraHU3alu B MPO-
11eCC; JIs 3TOTO ObLIO Obl TOCTATOYHO PEadUIUTUPO-
BaTh pacIIMPEHHOE TOJIKOBAHME MOHITUS «MEXIY-
HapomHas opraHusanusi». [IpuanmMag ITpakTnyeckoe
pykoBojacTBo XII, cynbu o6HapoaoBaiu CBOE HEABYC-
MbICJIEHHOE HeXelaHWe MPUOoOIIATh K MaTepraiaM e
3aMeYaHMsT MEXITYHAPOTHBIX HEITPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX
opranusanuii. Henb3s nomyctuts, Beien 3a JI. bapro-
JIOMeyl1lieM, YTO CyJbU MPU 3TOM pacCUUTHIBAIU 00Opa-
LIAThCS K 3TUM 3aMeyaHUsIM HeopMaabHO, B 00X01
1 BTaiiHEe OT CTOPOH,— JISTUTUMHOCTHU Cy/ia ObLT Obl Ha-
HECeH YpOH.

ILlenp INlpakTuyeckoro pykosoactsa XII — gaTth
CTOPOHAM BO3MOXHOCTb BOCIOJIb30BaThCS MOJIOXM-
TeJIbHBIMU acleKTaMu amicus curiae, HallpuMep, Io-
YepHHYTh B 3aMeYaHUsIX MTHHOPMALIUIO, KOTOPO OHU
MOIJIM IO TOTO He pacroiararb. A. Buuk nmiier, 4to
MMEHHO HEOOXOIMMOCTh (DU3MYECKOIr0 IMPUCYTCTBUS
B IITA0-KBapTUPE IJIsI 03HAKOMJICHUS C CoAepKaHUEeM
3aMeYaHuil amicus curiae oObSICHSIET OTCYTCTBUE IO
CHX IOP CCBIJIOK Ha HUX YYaCTHUKOB KOHCYJIBTaTUB-
HbIX Tiponenyp . C Halllell TOUKU 3peHUs], 3TO 00b-
SICHEHUE HeJIb3sl CUYUTATh YOeIUTEIbHbIM: IIPAaKTUYe-
CKM Yy KaXXJIOTr0 rocyaapcTBa UMEITCs JUIJIoMaTUuye-
CKHue IpeAcTaBUTeNbCTBA B Humepnangax, KOTopbie
MOIIM OBl 0OeceunTh Imepegadyy 3aMed4aHuil B CBOU
rocygapcTBa.

WNucruryr amicus curiae B npaBe 1 npakTuke Mex-
JYHAPOJHOTO TPUOYHAJIA TI0 MOPCKOMY MPaBY

Taxk xxe, kak 1 Mexnynaponusiii Cyn OOH, Mex-
JYHAPOAHBIN TpUOyHa MO MOPCKOMY IpaBy (nIa-
nee — MTMII) oGimagaeT ABOMHOI KOMIIETEHIIME:
M0 PaCCMOTPEHUIO CIIOPOB, KACAIOLIUXCSI TOJIKOBAHUS
u npuMmeHeHuss Konsenunu OOH 1o Mmopckomy mpa-
By oT 10 mexabpst 1982 r., a TakKe KOHCYJBTaTUBHOIA.
B otnnuue ot MexnyHaponHoro Cyna OOH, nops-
JIOK y4acTusl B ero MpOU3BOACTBAX amicus curiae pe-
TYJIUPYETCST HEe B yUPEAUTETbHOM JTOrOBOpE TPUOYHA-
JIa, a B IIpaBuiiax ero npouenypsl. Ctatbsa 84 IlpaBui
JOMYCKAeT BO3MOXHOCTb YUAaCTHUSI MEXIyHapOTHBIX
MEXITPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX OpTaHM3aIlii B KauyeCTBe

84 Wiik A. Op. cit. P. 437.
8 Cm.: ibid.
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amicus curiae B TIPOU3BOACTBAX IO CIOPHBIM JI€jIaM,
a cT. 133 — BO3MOXHOCTb Y4acTHsI TOCyIapCTB U MeX-
JyHAPOIHBIX MEXITPAaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX OpraHu3auit
B KOHCYJIbTATUBHBIX MPOM3BOACTBaxX. [1o cBoeMy co-
JePXKaHUIO yYKa3aHHbIE TTOJIOXKEHUS B OOIIEM U 1IEJIOM
BOCIPOU3BOIAT cT. 34 u 66 Cratyra MexnyHapomgHo-
ro Cyma OOH. Ho umelorcsa u oTyimums: Harpumep,
K yU4acTHUIO B KauecTBe amicus curiae B KOHCYJIbTaTUB-
HBIX TTPOU3BOACTBAX aBTOMATUYECKU MMPUIIAIIAIOTCS
Bce rocynapctBa-yyacTHUKuU KonseHiuu ot 1982 r.,
a He TOJIbKO T€, «KOTOPbIE MOTYT AaTh CBEIEHMUS IO
JAHHOMY BOIMPOCY».

B npaktuke MTMII 1o ceii neHp He ObLIO 3auK-
CUPOBAHO MPELEIECHTOB YYaCTUs amicus curiae B IpoO-
M3BOJACTBAX IO CIMOPHBIM AenaM. [Ipu aTom matepu-
aJTbl MEXIYHAPOITHBIX MEXITPAaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX Opra-
HU3aLUA UCITOJb30BAINCh HEKOTOPHIMU CTOPOHAMHU
B KauecTBe MOAKpeIJIeHUsl cBoeil mo3unuu. Hamnpu-
mep, B aeje «Boara» (Poccus mpotuB ABCTpaiun) OT-
BETYMK MPUJIOXKUI K CBOUM MUCBMEHHBIM 3aKJIOYe-
HUsaM nokiiaabl Komuccum no coxpaHeHWI0 MOPCKUX
SKUBBIX PECYpCOB AHTapKTHKM86.

®. ['oTbe OTMEUAET, UTO B HEKOTOPHIX ITPOM3BOACTBAX
0 CIIOPHBIM JeJIaM TPEThbU TOCyIapCcTBa MPEaNPUHU-
MaJIv LIarv, KOTOpbie MOIJIA Obl paccMaTpUBaThCs KakK
Pa3HOBUIHOCTb amicus curiae®’. B xauectse npumepa
oH cchutaetcs Ha aeno «O 3aBoge MOKC» (Mpnanaus
npotuB CoennHeHHOTo KoposeBcTBa), B KOTOPOM Mp-
JIAaHACKOE MPaBUTEILCTBO MPUIOKIIIO K MMCbMEHHBIM
3aKJIIOUEHUSIM TIMChMa TpeMbep-MUHUCTPA Y MUHU-
CcTpa oKpyxXaroleit cpensl HopBernu, anpecoBaHHbIE
MX OPUTAHCKUM KOJIJIETaM B TTOAJIEPKKY UPIAHICKOMN
nosumu®. B nese «Bosnra» TMPaBUTEIbCTBO ABCTpaTUN
MPUJIOXKWIO K CBOEMY OTBETHOMY 3aKJIIOUYECHUIO KOTTUU
BepOanbHbIX HOT HoBoit 3enanauu u @paHIK B IO -
JIIEpPKKY CBOEH TMO3ULIMHU MPOTUB HEJIeraJbHOU phIO-
Hoii o B KOxxHOM okeane™ . CaMm aBTOp, OTHAKO,
MpPU3HAET, YTO B JAHHOM Cllydae peub MAET cKopee 00
amicus litigandis — «Apy3bsiX CTOPOHbI» . JIeficTBUTENIb-
HO, MEXaHU3M amicus curiae — 3To (hopMa Herocpe -
CTBEHHOT'O yJacTUsI B MpoIIecce, a He Yepe3 MOCPEIHU -
YECTBO OIHOI M3 CTOPOH.

YTo KacaeTcs ydyacTusl B KOHCYJbTaTUBHBIX IIPO-
M3BOACTBAaX HEIPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alUii, TO
MTMII npuaepxuBaeTcs aHAIOTMYHOIO MOAX0Ja K UX
3aMe4YaHUsIM amicus curiae, 9To 1 MexXayHapOaHBII

8 Cm.: Gautier Ph. NGOs and Law of the Sea Disputes // Civil
Society, International Courts and Compliance Bodies / Tulio Treves,
Marco Frigessi di Rattalmam Attila Tanzi, Alessandro Fodella, Ce-
sare Pitea, Chiara Ragni (eds). T.M.C. Asser Press, 2005. P. 240,
footnote 18.

87 Cwm.: ibid. P. 241.
88 Cwm.: ibid.

89 Cwm.: ibid.
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Cyn OOH, npucBauBasi UM cTaTyc OOIIENOCTYITHO-
ro Matepuaia. Tak, B XoJie pacCMOTpeHHUs 3arpoca
CoBera MexxayHapomHOTO opraHa o MOPCKOMY THY
O BbIHECEHUM KOHCYJBTAaTUBHOTO 3aKJII0OYEHUS 00 OT-
BETCTBEHHOCTHU U 00s3aTe/IbCTBAX rOCyIapCTB, MOPY-
YUBIIUXCS 32 (PUIMYECKUX U IOPUANYECKUX JIULIL, Be-
oylmux aesteabHocTh B PaiioHe, B Kamepy 1o criopaw,
KacalouMMcs MOPCKOTO HA, TTOCTYNUIN 3aMevyaHus
JIBYX MEXJTyHAapOJIHbIX HEMPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIX Opra-
Huzauuii: «I'puHnuc MHTepHemHa» u «Bopan Baiin
®anp ¢op Heituep». 3ameuaHust CONTPOBOKIATUCH XO-
JaTalicTBOM O pa3pelleHur MPUHATh Y4acTUE B KOH-
CYJITATUBHOM TTPOM3BONCTBE B KAUECTBE amicus curiae.
Kamepa B xomaTaiicTBe otkasana’’. Bmecre ¢ TeM 3a-
MeydaHus ObLIM PaclpoOCTpaHeHbl CPear YYaCTHUKOB
npouenypsl mist nagopMmauun. Ipencrasurens Coe-
nuHeHHoro KoposieBcTBa B CBOEM YCTHOM BBICTYILIE-
HUM COCJIAJICSI HA HEKOTOPbBIE MYHKThI U3 3aMeYaHU i
amicus curiae ¢ TeM, YTOObI OIIPOBEPTHYTh ux’2. 3a-
SIBUTEJISIM TakKxKe Oblila MpeaocTaBieHa BO3MOXHOCTb
cliefiaTh YCTHOE 3asiBJIEHUE JUISl TIPECCHI B TOMEIIEHUSIX
Tpn6yﬂana93 .

B pamkax paccMoTpeHus 3anpoca O BbIHECEHUU
KOHCYJIBTaTUBHOTO 3aKJjtoueHus, mogaHHoro Cyope-
TMOHAJIbHOM KOMUCCHEI 110 PIOOJIOBCTBY, IIPEICTaBU-
Tenb HoBoit 3enanauu cocnanics Ha 3aMedaHust amicus
curiae «Bopia Baitn ®ann dhop Heﬁqep»94.

BoiBoapl U 3aKiI0YeHHS

Kazanoch Obl, BbIIIEU3TOKEHHOE MOATBEPKIACT
CIPaBeIJIMBOCTb XapaKTePUCTUKU, T1aBaeMoii Mexmy-
HaponHoMy Cyny OOH u MTMII B 3apyOexHO u-
TepaType, KaK YIpexkIeHUSIM, «3aKPBITbIM» IS amicus
curiae. D10 He coBceM Tak. Kak Mbl yBUaeIN, B 000UX
TpUOYHAaJaX CylIeCTBYIOT MPaBOBble HOPMBI, MO3BO-
JISTIOIIE MEXTYHAPOIHBIM MEXITPABUTEIbLCTBEHHBIM
OopraHu3anusaM, MHUIIMATUBHO WU IO NMPUIIALIEHUIO
Cy/IOB, TPUHUMATD YYaCTUE B IPOU3BOJCTBAX I10 CIIOP-
HBIM JieJlaM U B CBSI3U € 3allpocaMM O Bblaue KOH-
CYJIbTaTUBHBIX 3aKJIIOYEHUI, a TOCy1apCTBaM — TOJIb-
Ko B nocienHux. HecyliectTBeHHOE KOJIMUECTBO MTpaK-
TUYECKUX CJIyYaeB UCIOJIb30BAHUS TUX MEXaHU3MOB
TOBOPUT 00 00OI0IHOM OTCYTCTBUU 3aUHTEPECOBAHHO-
CTU. 3HAYUT, TE3UC O «3aKPBITOCTU» UMEET MOJ CO0OIt

o Cm.: Responsibilities and Obligations of States Sponsoring
Persons and Entities with Respect to Activities in the Area (Request
for Advisory Opinion Submitted to the Seabed Disputes Chamber),
1 February 2011, ITLOS Reports 2011, § 14.

2 Cm.: Responsibilities and Obligations of States Sponsoring
Persons and Entities with Respect to Activities in the Area (Request
for Advisory Opinion Submitted to the Seabed Disputes Chamber),
Advisory opinion, ITLOS case No. 17, Verbatim Records, Public Sit-
ting, 16 August 2010. P. 23, Ins. 21-25; p. 37, Ins. 13—16.

93 Cwm.: Crema L. Op. cit. P. 92.

94 SRFC, Written Statement of New Zealand on the Statements
made as Provided under Order 2013/5, 13 March 2014, ITLOS case
No. 21, § 3,4, 9.
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WHYIO MOYBY, a UMEHHO TOCc/e10BaTeIbHbIe OTKAa3bl Cy-
JIOB B JIOMYIICHUU K YUYaCTUIO B KaUeCTBE amicus curiae
HETpaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX OPraHU3alMi 1 UHAWNBUIOB.
OpmHako Takas TO3UIINS cO00pa3yeTcsl C OTCYTCTBU-
€M y TMOCJIEIHUX MEXIyHapOIHON MPaBOCyObEKTHO-
CTU U MpoliecCyaqbHON N1eeCOCOOHOCTH B TOM, UTO
KacaeTcsl yJacTusl B pa3doupaTeabcTBax nepen Mexmy-
HaponHbiM Cynom OOH u MTMII. IToatoMy BMecTO
«3aKPBITOCTH» COOTBETCTBYIOIINM JICHCTBUTETHHOCTH
MPEACTaBISIETCSI TOBOPUTH O €1ab0il BOCTpeOOBaHHO-
CTU MHCTUTYTA amicus curiae B paMKax paccMaTpuBae-
MBIX OPTaHOB MUPHOTO pa3pelieHrst MeXXIyHAPOIHBIX
CITOPOB.

O030p MOAX0M0B Pa3IUYHBIX CYAeOHBIX I KBAa3UCY-
JeOHBIX OPraHOB K UCITOJb30BAHUIO UHCTUTYTA amicus
curiae BBISIBUJ JIB€ MPOTUBOIOJOXHbBIE TEHACHIIUMN:
AKTUBHOMY €ro MPUMEHEHUIO MEXIYHAPOIHBIMU CY-
JaMu TI0 ITpaBaM yejioBeKa, MHBECTUIIMOHHBIMU ap-
OuTpaxxamu, MEXIyHapOJHbIMU YTOJOBHBIMU CylaMu
MPOTUBOCTOUT CAEPKAHHOCTb OPraHOB MUPHOTO pa3-
pelIeHUsT MEXTOoCyIapCTBEHHBIX CMTOPOB — MexkmyHa-
ponHoro Cyna OOH, MTMII, Oprana 1o paspelie-
Huto cnopoB BTO. DToMy ecTb psi 00bSICHEHUIA.

KoroueBoe omiume Mexxmy IByMsI TPYIIITaMH COCTO-
WT B TOM, YTO B TIEPBYIO BXOIAT T€ OPTaHbI pa3pele-
HUsI CIIOPOB, B KOTOPBIX TOCYAAPCTBA JIMOO HE SIBJISIIOT-
Cs1 CTOPOHAMU Tpolecca (MeXIyHapOAHbIe YTOJTOBHbIE
CyJbl), 1100 MPOTUBOCTOIT UHAUBUAY (MEXIYHAPOI -
HBI€ CyIbI I10 IpaBaM YejloBeKa) MM 00pa30BaHUIO,
He 00J1agalIUM MEeXIyHapOaIHON MpaBOCyObEKTHO-
CThIO (MHBECTUIIMOHHBIE apOUTpaXu), TOTAA KaK KO
BTOPOI MpUHAMJIEXKAT OpraHbl, paccMaTpuBalolre
HUCKITIOYUTEIEHO MEKTOCYTapCTBEHHBIE CITOPHI.

B ocHoOBe JerMTUMHOCTU J11000M MHCTUTYLIMO-
HaJIbHOM MPOLIEAYPhl pa3pelIeHs] CIIOPOB MEXIY TO-
cydapcTBaMU JIEKUT 000101HOE TOOPOBOJBHOE Cora-
CHe BBEPUTh JaHHYIO MPOOIeMy B pyKM CyIeOHOTO W1
apOMTPaKHOI'O OpraHa 1 MOAYMHUTHCS €ro pelIeHuIo,
Oasupyloleecs Ha JOBEPUM K €ro aBTOPUTETY U IIPO-
¢eccnonanm3My, a TakKe Ha IpeackKa3dyeMOCTH IIPO-
uenypbl. MexaHusm amicus curiae B YUCTOM BUAE Ha-
pylIaeT 3Ty IpeackadyeMoCTh U3-3a CIIOHTAaHHOCTU
BCTYIUICHUST amicus curiae B TIPOU3BOJICTBO U 3aBUCH-
MOCTH AOITyCKa K YYacTHUIO €ro B IIPOI1IeCcCe OT OMHOTO
JIUIIb CYAeCKOro YCMOTPEHUS U, KaK CJIeICTBUE, He-
MOIKOHTPOJIBHOCTH €ro cTopoHaM. 1o aToii mpuunHe
perjaMeHThl apOUTPaXKHBIX MIOIIAA0K C HEKOTOPBIX
Hop MPEeANnUChiBalOT TpUOyHaIaM IIPOBOAUTD IIpeaBa-
pUTEIbHbIE KOHCYJIBTAllM CO CTOPOHAMM JIJIsI BRISICHE-
HUS UX TTIO3ULIMU OTHOCUTEIBbHO BCTYILICHUS B pa3ou-
paTenbCTBO amicus curiae.

locynapcTBa B COCTOSIHUM cOOpaTh U MPeACTaBUTh
HCUEepITbIBAIOIIYI0 MHGOPMAIIMIO B TTOAAEPXKKY CBOEH
TTO3UIINW ; THAWUBUILI U IOPUIMUYECKUE JINIIA HAXOMSTCS
C 3TO¥ TOUYKM 3PEHUS B MEHEE BBITOTHOM TTOJIOXKESHUH.

KOITBIJTOBA

Yuactue amicus curiae MOXeT CKOPPEKTUPOBATh BO3-
HUKAIOLIWiT [rucbalaHc.

Kpowme Toro, mexxayHapomHoOe IIpaBo IIpaB YeI0Be-
Ka — OHA U3 AMHAMWYHO pa3BUBAIOILIMXCS OTpaciei
MeXIyHapomHoOro rnpasa. M3aMeHeHUsI B Ipyrux OT-
paciisix mpaBa 0OObIYHO TPEOYIOT COIIaCOBAHUS U 3a-
KJIIOYEHM ST HOBBIX MEXIYHAPOIHBIX JTOTOBOPOB Ha
3aMeHY ycTapeBIIUM, (DOPMUPOBAHMS HOBBIX IIPaBO-
BbIX 0ObIUAEB; MIPABO K€ MpaB YeJI0BeKa He HYXKIaeTcsI
B HOBBIX JOTOBOPHBIX HOPMaX, T.K. 9BOJIOLIUOHUPYET
3a CUET aJanTalyy TOJKOBAHUS YK€ CYLIECTBYIOLLIUX
MpaB K HOBOI collMaibHON AeHACTBUTEILHOCTU. Me-
XaHU3M amicus curiae OTHOCUTCS KaK pa3 K OJHUM U3
crnoco6o0B, 6y1arogapst KOTOPbIM MEXKIYHAPOIHBIC CYIbI
10 MpaBaM 4eJoBeKa O Hell y3HAIOT, UTO MOXKET 00b-
SICHSITh MX OJ1aronpUsITCTBEHHOE OTHOIIIEHUE K 3TOMY
MHCTUTYTY. JIJIsT Ipyrux MexKayHapOIHbBIX CYI0B TaKOE
BHEIIIHEE CONECUCTBUE HE aKTYAJIbHO.
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