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The paper deals with the famous case Lautsi v. Italy at the European
Court of Human Rights, on crucifixes in the public schools, with two
opposite Court rulings in 2009 and 2011. While analyzing the logic of
both rulings, the author explores two interacting concepts: ,,margin
of appreciation® and «neutrality». He believes, at the first ruling
of 2009 the Court practice of margin of appreciation was ignored,
and the principle of neutrality was imposed; while the second ruling,
trying to introduce correction in this sense, made other mistakes by
drawing upon disputable factual and normative argumentation. The
case of crucifix thus reveals tensions between national legal systems
and the conventional and European Law. Overall, today, cases about
religious symbols in the public square serve as a medium for the
European community to reflect upon its identity and the role of
religion in this identity.
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ITIACKYAJIE AHHUKKHWHO

BBenenue

EJIO «Jlayrcu mportuB HWranmuu»l! o Hanmuuuu pacn-

TUH B UTAJbSHCKHUX TOCYJapCTBEHHBIX IIKOJIaX BeJeT

cyzebHyIo pakTUKy EBpormelickoro cyza o mpaBam 4eoBeKa
naee — ECIIY mwiu Cyz) K cepbe3HOMY IIOBOPOTHOMY HyHKTY2. Ilo-
CTaHOBJIEHUE OT 3 HOAOPS 2009 Troza, KOTopsIM Bropas cexmus Cyna
npuszHaia MTtaauio BUHOBHOH B HapyllleHUH craThbul 2 [IpoTokosa 1
k KoHBeHITMM 0 3a1iuTe MMpaB YeIoBeKa U OCHOBHBIX CBOOO (fayee —
KonBeHnus) —a UMeHHO IpaBa Ha 00pa30BaHUE — BO B3aUMOCBS3U
co craTbedl 9 KoHBeHIIH, YTBEPIKAAMOIIEN ITPAaBO Ha CBOOOIY MBIC/IH,
COBECTH U PEIUTUH, OBLJIO B KOHEYHOM HUTOTE OTMEHEHO ITOCTAaHOBJIE-
HueM bospmion mamaTtel Cyza, KOTOpoe, Kak MBI YBUAUM Jlajiee, ChIT-
PaeT pemaoiyo poJib i cyAedbHou npaktuku CTpacOyprcKoro cyza
B BOIIPOCAX 3AIUTHI CBOOOIBI PEJTUTULS.

1. «Jlayren nporuB Uranuu», ECIIY, 3/11/2009 (HoMmep 30 814/2009) u Bosbmas ma-
nata, 18/03/2011. Janee «Jlayrcu».

2. Tlocse BbIHECeHHs mocTaHOBIeHUs Bropoit ceknuu Cyza mpaBuTenbcTBO UTanuu mo-
JIaJIo ameJUIAIUIO CO CCBUIKOM Ha craThio 43 KouBenruu. [lo3aHee aTa anesanus Obuia
yZoBsieTBOpeHa Bosbioit masaToi. JleficTBYsI B COOTBETCTBUHU CO CTaThell 36 KoHBeH-
uuw, npezacenarens Cyza CAaHKIIMOHUPOBAJ yUaCTHe B Pa30UpaTEeIbCTBE IIPABUTEIHCTB
Apwmenunu, Bosrapuun, Kunpa, I'peruu, JIuteel, ManbTel, MoHako, Pymbiauu, Poccuii-
ckoit Penepanuu u Can-MapuHo. CTOPOHY 3THX JIeCATH CTpaH mpejacTasiian Ixosed
Beiinep, npodeccop Illkosel mpasa mpu Yausepcurere Hpio-Hopka [New York
University Law School]. Beictyienue npod. Beisiepa nepes Bosbmioi nanaroit Cyzaa
cMm. B: WeilerJ. H. H. State and Nation; Church, Mosque and Synagogue — the Trailer //
International Journal of Constitutional Law. 2010. Vol. 8. No. 2. P.161—165. Ha a1y Temy
cm. Takke: Pajno S. Dialogando con Weiler: apologo di Marco e Leonardo // Quaderni
Costuzionali. 2010. Vol. 4. P.873-876; Cortese F. Dalogando con Weiler: il crocefisso e
gli «imbarazzi» della giustizia // Quaderni Costuzionali. 2010. Vol. 4. P. 877—-884. CBou
3aMevaHus B MUCbMEHHOM BHJE MPEACTABIIN Takke 33 wieHa EBpomapiamvenrta,
Greek Helsinki Monitor, Associazione nazionale del libero Pensiero, European Centre
for Law and Justice, Eurojuris u xosutexktuBHO — International Commission of
Jurists/Human Rights Watch u Zentralkomitee des deutschen Katholiken, Semaines
sociales de France u Associazioni cristiane lavoratori italiani. O cymiecTBeHHOM BKJIa-
Jle HEroCy/lapCTBEHHBIX OpraHu3aluil B pasBuTHe cynebHON mpaktuku Cyaa cm.
Hodson L.NGOs and the Struggle for Human Rights in Europe. Oxford: Hart, 2011.

3. B TOM, uTO KacaeTcss KOMMeHTapUeB K IPaBOBOW JIOKTPHHE, OTPAHUYMMCS yKa3aHHEM
pa6ot: Cardia C.Identita religiosa e culturale europea. La questione del crocifisso.
Torino: Allemandi, 2010. P.227-284 [pyc. nep.: Kapdua K. EBponelickas peiurunos-
Has U KyJAbTypHas WUAEHTUYHOCTh. Bompoc o pacmsatuu. M.: Pygomwuuo, 2011];
ManciniS.La supervisione europea presa sul serio: la controversa sul crocifisso tra
margine di apprezzamento e ruolo contro-maggioritario delle Corti // Giurisprudenza
costituzionale. 2009. Vol. 5. P. 4055—4083; ManciniS. The Crucifix Rage: Supranational
Constitutionalism Bumps against the Counter-Majoritarian Difficulty // European
Constitutional Law Review. 2010. Vol. 6. P. 6—27; Belgiorno de Stefano M. G.1l crocifisso
nelle aule scolactiche in Italia. Una condanna annunciata della Corte europea dei Diritti
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PEJIUTHUA B CYJAX

AHanm3 Bcex IOPUAUYECKHUX MPOOJIEM U TPYAHOCTEN, BBITEKAIO-
IIUX U3 JBYX 3THUX pPelleHnH — pemleHus Bropoll cekiiuu ot 3 HOAOpA
2009 TI'. ¥ pelieHns Bospmioi magaTtel oT 18 Mapra 2011 I'.,— He SBJIA-
eTcsl IIeJIBI0 JAHHOTO KPaTKoro coobmenus. fI cocpenoTody cBoe BHU-
MaHHe Ha JIByX OCHOBHBIX acIleKTaX: Ha JIOKTPHHE «IIPe/ieJIOB YCMO-
TPEHUA» U Ha NPUHIUIIE HEUTpaIuTeTas.

Pemrenue Bropoi cernmuu oT 03.11.2009: AOKTPHHA
«IPEAEJOB YCMOTPEHHUA» U MOHATHE KHEUTPAJTHTETA»

OaHUM U3 BBI3BABIIMX HAHOOJIBIINE WHTEPEC BOIIPOCOB CTAJI BOIIPOC,
MITPOKO OOCYKIABIIHUICS IIOCJIe TIOCTAaHOBJIEHUSI BTOpo#l cexiuu
ECIIY no peny «Jlayrcu», 0 IIHPOTE MPEAEIOB YCMOTPEHHUA, KOTO-
pble B KOHEYHOM HTOTe 3aKPEIIAIOTCA 32 TOCYAapCTBAMU-YIaCTHIKA-
MH B JIEJIMKATHOM U CJIO3KHOM BOIIPOCE, KACAIOIIEMCS POJIM PETUTHHI
B 0OIIleCTBEHHOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE BOOOIIE M OTHOIIEHHH MEX/IY rocy-

Umani // Stato, Chiese e pluralismo confessionale. Marzo. 2010; Toscano M. Nuovi
segnali di crisi: i casi «Lombardi Vallauri» e «Lautsi» davanti alla Corte europea dei
diritti dell’'uvomo // Stato, Chiese e pluralismo confessionale. Maggio. 2010;
Scerbo A. Simboli religiosi e laicita a partire dal caso Lautsi v. Italy // Stato, Chiese e
pluralismo confessionale. Novembre. 2010; ColaianniN.Il crocefisso a Strasburgo:
I'Ttalia non e la Francia // Quaderni costituzionali. 2010. Vol.1. P.148—154; Idem.
Lautsi: Crucifix in the Classroom Redux // European Journal of International Law 2010.
Vol. 21. No. 1. P.277-280; cm. Takke DAgostino F.Prove di accecata sentenziosita //
Avvenire. 4 novembre 2009; RodotaS. La battaglia su un simbolo // La Repubblica. 4
novembre 2009; Cardia C.Quei giudici che vorrebbero farci tutti pir poveri// Avvenire.
5 novembre 2009; GroppiN.Quella Corte che ci guarda dall’Europa // L'Unita. 6
novembre 2011. O mocraHoBieHuu Bosbmioit manarsl cm.: Zucca L. A Comment on
Lautsi // European Journal of International Law: TALK! 19 marzo 2011 (cTaTbs JOCTYII-
Ha Ha Beb-caiite www.ejiltalk.org); LeoniA. L«Affaire Lautsi c. Italie»: la vicenda
giudiziaria dell'esposizione del crocifisso nelle aule scolastiche // Stato, Chiese e
pluralismo confessionale. Avrile. 2011; Belgiorni de Stefano M. G. 1l crocifisso nelle aule
scolastiche in Italia. Cm. Takxxe MoHOTpaduueckuii BeImyck KypHaia «Religion and
Human Rights: An International Journal» (2011. Vol.6. No. 3). Kpome Toro, cm. cra-
Toi0 Witte jr. J.Lift High the Cross? Religion in Public Spaces // Huffington Post. 27
marzo 2011 (moctynHyio Ha BeG-caiite www.huffingtonpost.com) u Ventura M. La
tradizione come diritto // Corriere della sera. 19 marzo 2011.

4. Bosee mospo6GHBIN aHanu3 MOCTAaHOBJIEHUst Bropoit ceknuu Cyza MOKHO HaWTu
B Annicchino P.1Is the Glass Half Empty or Half Full? Lautsi v. Italy before the European
Court of Human Rights // Stato, Chese e pluralismo confessionale. Maggio. 2010; cMm.
TaKKe Apyrue paboTs! aToro aBropa: Winning the Battle by Losing the War: The Lautsi
Case and the Holy Alliance between American Coservative Evangelicals; The Russian
Orthodox Church and the Vatican to Reshape European identity // Religion and Human
Rights: An International Journal. 2011. Vol. 6. No. 3. P.213—219. Kpome Toro, 6osee
obuuii, Jaxke KOMIIApaTUBHBIN, aHaIU3 cM. B Annicchino P. How Wide is the Margin?
The United States Supreme Court and the European Court of Human Rights on Religion
in Public Schools // Droit et Religions.2010—2011. Vol. 5. P.301—232.
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MMACKYAJIE AHHUKKUHO
JIapCTBOM U PEJINTUO3HBIMU KOH(ECCUIMHU B YaCTHOCTH. PazpabarsI-
BaBIIAACA B TeUeHNe MHOTUX JIET IOKTPUHA IIPE/IEIOB YCMOTPEHUS T'O-
cymapcersa nmo3poJiger ECITY 3aHUMAaTh IO ONIPEZEIEHHBIM BOIIpOCAaM
YBaKUTEJIBHYIO IIO3ULMIO II0 OTHOLIEHUIO K pelleHuAM IoCy1apcCTB,
KOTOpPBIE OTPAXKAIOTCSA HA FapaHTUPyeMbIXx EBpomnelickuM cyzom mpa-
Bax uesoBeka. Kak noguepkHysia Kaposun 9BaHce, JOKTpUHA Hpe-
JIEJIOB YCMOTPEHUSI «UTPaeT CJIOKHYIO POJIb B Ipelle/IeHTHOM IIpaBe
EBpomeiickoil KOHBEHIUU... OOBIYHO OHA HCIIOJIB3yeTCA KaKk 000CHO-
BaHUe IIOPYYeHUs rocy/lapcTBy QYHKINY IPUHATHUSA PellleHus B CIIOP-
HBIX WJIN 3aIyTaHHBIX BOIpocaX... OCOOEHHO BHICOKA BEPOSTHOCTD,
uro Cyz IOPYYUT ee TOCyZapCTBY B TeX C/Iy4yasX, KOTZla OH CO3HAET,
UTO CpeAU €BPOIENCKUX TOCYZapCTB HET €IMHOTO MHEHUS I10 TaHHO-
My BOIIPOCY» 5.

B cBa3u ¢ aTuMm nocraHosiyieHune Bropoii cekruu Cyza ot 3 HOAOpA
2009 T. CTaBUT /IBa IJIaBHBIX BOIIPOCA: MEPBBIM MPEACTABIAET cOO0H
Mud, BTOPOI — pobiemy.

Mug cBA3aH c IpesCcTaBIeHUEM O TOM, YTO B BOIIPOCAX PEJIWUTUU
nperneneHTHAas mpakTuka Cyza AKoObI MPEIOCTaBIISIET TOCYAAPCTBAM
MOJIHYIO CBOOOJTy eHCTBOBATh IO CBOEMY YCMOTPEHUIO. B cooTBet-
CTBUH C 3TOU PEKOHCTPYKIHEH, IPE/ICTABJIEHHON B OCHOBHOM KOM-
MeHTapusaAMu CMU U 001IecTBEHHBIM MHEHHEM II0 Jeny «Jlayrcu»,
nocranosyieHue Cyza okasbiBaercs yucThIM judicial activism®, Ha-
MpaBJIEHHBIM Ha CyKeHHE 00JIaCTU KOMIIETEHI[MH OTBETCTBEHHBIX
OPTaHOB OT/IEJIBHBIX CTPAH B IOJIH3Y €BPONENCKOU Cy/1IeOHON BIACTH.

Cnenyer 3aMeTHTh, UTO B nericTsuTesbHOCTH ECIIY B MHOTOYMC-
JIEHHBIX ITIOCTAHOBJIEHUAX HEOJHOKPATHO MOJYEPKUBAJI, UTO IIPEIeIbl
YCMOTPEeHUsI TOCyZIapCTBa, XOTS U IPHU3HaBaeMble, JOJKHBI TEM HE Me-
Hee COIIPOBOK/IAThCS «EBPOIENCKIM HA/I30pOM». B IpyTrUxX mocTaHOB-
JIEHUSX B IPOTUBOBEC JOKTPUHE IIpefiesioB yeMoTpeHus CyJi cebliascse
Ha IPUHLMII IPONOPIUOHAIBHOCTU B IeJISIX NPOBEPKU KOHKPETHBIX,
MPUHSATHIX TOCY/IAaPCTBOM, Mep U OIIEHKHU MX COOTBETCTBUS TpeboBa-
HuAM KoHBeH1n’.

5. Cwm. Evans C.Individual and Group Religious Freedom in the European Court of Human
Rights: Cracks in the Intellectual Architecture // Journal of Law and Religion.
2010—2011. Vol. 26. P.332—333. Bosee 0611y10 nHGOPMAIHIO O KOHIENIHIH [IPE/IETIOB
YCMOTpPEHUsI CM., cpein Ipouero, B Lestas G. A Theory of Interpretation of the European
Convention on Human Rights. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007.

6. CyneOHBIH akTHBHU3M (QHIVI.) — cyZleOHbIe PelleH s, B KOTOPHIX TOJIATUYEeCKHe YJIH JINI-
HOCTHBIe COOOparkeHust MOTYT UI'PATh OOJIBIIYIO POJIb, YeM 3aKOH. — [Ipum. ped.

7. Cwm., cpenu mpouero: Paturel c. Francia, Corte EDU, 22/12/2005 (HOMep 54 968/00);
Ginewski c. Francia, Corte EDU, 31/01/2006 (H0Mep 64 016/00); Aydin Tatlav c.
Turchia, Corte EDU, 2/05/2005 (HOMep 50 695/99); Klein c. Slovacchia, Corte EDU
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PEJIUTUSA B CYJAX

EcrecTBeHHO, HA TEOPETUYECKOM YPOBHE BOIIpOC O posn ECIIY,
a CJIeZIOBATENIBHO, U O NpeZieaX YCMOTPEeHHUA, KOTOPbIE CIeyeT IPH-
3HaBaTh 34 OT/EJIbHBIMU T'OCY/IADCTBAMHU, OCTAETCH OTKPBITHIM. B 110-
cJie/lHee BpPEMs JIBa MPOTHBOIIOJIOMKHBIX IOJIIOCA 3TOU JAUCKYCCUU
npesicTaBisiiv ObIBIINI Bulle-npe3usieHT Cyna Xpucroc Posakuc
u Jsopa Jleonapn Xoddman. C omaoit croponsl, Cyz Bce pexe obpa-
IIaeTcd K JJOKTPUHE IIPEIEJIOB YCMOTPEHNSA, BCJIEZCTBHUE YETO €ro coo-
CTBEHHAs POJIb CTAHOBUTCSH BCE BAJKHEE; C JIPYTOH CTOPOHBI, UMEHHO
10 3TOH MpUYMHE HAGII0AeTC POCT KPUTUKHU «CyZAeOHOTO aKTUBH3-
Ma» cTPacOypPICKUX Cyjiens.

IIpobaema cocToutT B cienyiomeM. VI3 4yTeHHUsS IMOCTAaHOBJIEHU
Bropoii cexruu Cyzna B nmene «JlaycTu» CTaHOBUTCSA OYEBUJIHO, UTO
JIOKTPUHA TIPEAEIOB YCMOTPEHUSA HE YUUTHIBAIACH CTPACOYPICKUMU
cyapsaMu. Kak ormermia Cy3anHa MaHUYUHH, «IIpefieslbl yCMOTPEeHHUA
VIIOMHHAIOTCA B TPEX C/IyJasxX, U BCAKUU pa3 UMEHHO HUTAJIbIHCKUM
MIPaBUTEJILCTBOM, B HAJIEXKIE BHIBECTU KACAIOIINECS PACIATHH HOpMa-
TUBBI U3 KOMIIETEHI[UH CTPACOYPICKUX CyIer» 9.

ITosToMy cospmaercsa BliedaTeHHe, YTO IIOCTaHOBJIeHUE Bropoil
CEKITUM O3HAYAET IIIaT BIEPe] OTHOCUTEIBHO MPEAbIAYIIUX IIOCTAHOB-
JICHUH WY, 110 KpaWHel Mepe, TOBOPUT O MEHBIIIEM II0 CPAaBHEHHIO
C TIPO/IEMOHCTPUPOBAHHBIM B HEKOTOPBIX JIPYTUX JiejIaX YBaXKEHUHU
110 OTHOIIEHHIO K HAIIMOHAJIBHBIM rocyzapcrsaMm; Cy B mOT0OHBIX
JleJlaX PYKOBOJICTBYeTCA CBOEH «KOHIIEeNIueN CeKyIIpu3Ma, KOTOPYIO
[Cyn] roToB nprMeHATh HE3ABUCUMO OT IIPEZEJIOB YCMOTPeHUs» 10,
Tem He mMeHee cieayeT 3aMeTUTh, yTo Cyz He 0OOCHOBBIBAET JOJIK-
HBIM 00pa30M 3TOT OTXOJ OT IIPEIIECTBYIONIEH CyneOHOU MPAaKTUKH,
TaK KakK [IPUYUHBI TAKOTO OUEBHU/HO PENIUTEILHOTO II0BOPOTAa HE Ha-
3bIBAIOTCS U HE aprymMeHTUpyTcsll. Kak Mbl yBUAUM /ajiee, UMeH-

31/10/2006 (HOMep 72208/01); Ahmet Arslan c. Turchia, Corte EDU 23/20/2010
(nomep 41135/98).

8. Cwm. HoffmanL.The University of Human Rights // Juridical Studies Board Annual
Lecture. 19 mapTa 2009 (TeKCT JJoCcTyIIeH Ha BeO-caiite www.jsboard.co.uk); Rozakis C.1s
the Case-Law of the European Court of Human Rights a Procrustean Bed? Or is it a
Contribution to the Creation of a European Public Order? A Modest Reply to Lord
Hoffman’s Criticisms // University College London Human Rights Law Review. 2009.
P.20-31.

9. Cm. ManciniS.La supervisione europea presa sul serio: la controversia sul crocifisso
tra margine di apprezzamento e ruolo contro-maggioritario delle Corti. P. 4064.

10. Tega D.Cercando un significato europeo di laicita: la liberta religiosa nella giurisprudenza
della Corte europea dei diritti // Quaderni costituzionali. 2010. Vol. XXX. No. 4. P. 811.

11. Kaxk noymuepkuBaet Tera: «Eciu O6b1 k gesty JlayTcu OpUIH IpUMEHEHBI patterns, UCIoIb-
3yeMble B PEIIEeHUsAX 10 BOIIPOCAM PEIUTHO3HBIX CUMBOJIOB, IIPUILIOCH OBl HCIOJIB30-
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ITIACKYAJIE AHHUKKHWHO

HO BO3BpallleHNe 3TOH KOHIIENIUY Ha IEeHTPAIbHbIE TO3UIUHU JIETTIO
B OCHOBY «BTOPOI'O pEIIeHUA» 18.03.2011 — [IOCTAHOBJIEHUS BoJIbIION
[aJIaThl, KOTOPHIM OBLIO OTMEHEHO «IIEPBOE PELIEHUE» OT 03.11.2009.

JIpyroii cylecTBEeHHBIN aCIIeKT ITOCTaHOBJIEHUs BTOpo#l cexnuu
KacaeTcs MPUHIUIIA HeHTpanuTera. Ecjii HA TEOPETUYECKOM yPOB-
He caMa Wjies HeHTpajuTeTa CIOPHA W He IOJAeTCs O{HO3HAYHOHN
UHTEepIpeTanuul2, To B TOM, YTO KacaeTcs paccMaTpUBaeMoro Jiena,
OyZeT yMeCcTHBIM 3aJlep KaThCs HA MOHATHU HelTpanurtera (B Oosiee
MPUKJIATHOM CMBICTIE), UCIIOIb30BaHHOM CyZIOM B TTOCTAHOBJIEHUM
OT 3 HOSIOPSI 2009 T.

Cospmaercst Blie4aT/ieHHE, YTO CBOUM IIOCTAaHOBJIEHWEM Bropasi cek-
[UsI PEKOMEH/IyeT TOJIHBIN 3alpeT Ha pa3MelleHre PETUTHO3HBIX
CHMBOJIOB B KJIacCaxX rOCyIapCTBEHHBIX IIIKOJI, Oy/ib TO HA OCHOBAHUU
€ITUHUYHOTO TPeOOBAHUS YaCTHBIX JIUI (YIEHUKOB/ POJIUTENIEH) MIn
Ha OCHOBAHWUU HWHUITMATUBBI OPTraHOB TOCY/JApCTBEHHOM BiacTm!3.

BaTh IIUPOKOE IPOUTEHHE IIPEJIEJIOB YCMOTPEHUS TOCYapCTBa, KOTOPOE IT03BOJIUIIO OBl
y4ecTh Kacalollyecs CeKyJApU3Ma U pasMelleHus PACIATHI HOPMaTHUBHBIE U UCTOPH-
JecKkre 0COOEHHOCTH W B TO JKe BpeMsA IOMOIJIO ObI M30€KaTh CTOJIKHOBEHUH MEXAy
CyZ1IoM 1 rocyAapcTBaMu-ydacTHUKaMu... Cy/l oOpaTHica K CBOUM IIpelefieHTaM, Ka-
caroIIMCcs Ja/pbl, B TO K€ BPeMsi He IPUHAB BO BHUMaHUe npedenos YycMOmpeHus,
KOMmopble 80 8CeM NOCMAHOBAEHUU He YnoMuHalomes Hu pasy»; cM. Tega D. Cercando
un significato europea laicita. P.810—811 (xypcus nHamr). Takike cieayer yKa3aTh Ha OT-
CYTCTBHE CPABHUTEJIBHOTO aHAJIN3A B TEKCTE PELIeHNA OT HOAOPs 2009 T. Kak oTmeTHI
Konrpu: «B pemrennn Crpacbypra 6pocaercs B Iylada HeIOCTATOYHOCTD ITOCBALIEHHO-
ro KOMIIaPaTUBHOMY aCIIEKTY pasjiesia, KOTOPBIH BMECTO HACTOSAIIEr0 aHAIN3a PacIpo-
CTpaHsAeTCA O PelIeHUAX 110 JiesIaM o yazpe... Heo6xonuMo ykasaTh Ha 5Ty HeJ[OCTaTO4-
HOoCcTh. Ha fiesie peub HZeT He O BOIPOCE, KACAIOIIEMCs BCETO JIUIIb TEXHUKH
060CHOBaHUsA, a CKOpee 06 OTCYTCTBUHU YIJIyOJIEHHOTO U3Y4YeHHs BOIIPOCa, KOTOPOe oue-
BU/IHO OBLIIO abCOTIOTHO HEOOXOAMMO /A npesfocraBiaeHus Cyay MOJHOM KapTHHBI
CIIOPHOTO BOIIPOCA O JIEMOHCTPAIUH PACIATHSA B OOIIECTBEHHBIX MECTaX BO MHOTHX €B-
porneiickux crpaHax»; cMm. ContriR.LEuropa e il crocifissio. P.250. Takoii maparpad
MIPUCYTCTBYET B IIOCTAaHOBJIEHUH Bosbioi nanatel (cM. §§ 26—28).

12. A. KonmesamaHs 1okasaj, 9TO Hjies HefTpasuTeTa IOKOUTCS Ha ClIeAyIomeM GyH aMeH-
TaJbHOM HpuHIuIe: «OCHOBHOE HEHTPAINUCTCKOe TUOepaIbHOe YTBEPKACHHE 3aKIIIO-
4JaeTcs B TOM, YTO IPHMEHEHHe IOJIUTUYECKOH BJIACTH HE MOXKeT ObITb 060CHOBaHO
,T1IepdEKITNOHU3MOM *, IPeICTAaBJIEHUEM O TOM, YTO OJIHA 00Pa3bl XKU3HU II0 CBOEH CyTH
JIydile IPyTHX U YTO TOCY/IaPCTBO MOXKET COOTBETCTBEHHO JIEWCTBOBATH C IIEJIBIO pac-
[IPOCTPAHEHUs HAWIYYIIEro o6pasa ®u3Hu». OJHAKO 3TOT IPUHIIKMII HE TAPAHTUPYET,
YTO Y €ro IPAKTUIECKOrO IPUMEHEHHs He OKaXKyTCsl COBEPIIEHHO APYTHe Pe3yJIbTaThl:
«Kak TOJIBKO MBI OTKa3bIBaeMCs OT Ype3MepHOU abCTPaKTHOCTU aHTUIEP(EKINOHU-
CTOB, OKa3bIBAETCS, UTO H/ies] HEHTPAJIUTETA MOKET CIIYXKUTH /IS IOAJEPKKH CTOJIb
Pa3HBIX MIOJIUTHYECKUX KOHIIEIIU, YTO caMa 110 cebe OHa He crloco6Ha pa3pelnTh Hil-
KaKUX Pa3HOIJIACUH — HY KACAIOLIUXCsl PEJIUTHY, HU Kakux-1u60 aApyrux. Ho us atoro
He CJIe/lyeT, YTo A3BbIK HelTpaiuTeTa He 00J1afiaeT IeHHOCThIo» ; cM. KoppelmannA.The
Fluidity of Neutrality // The Review of Politics. 2004. Vol. 66. P.634, 636—637.

13. Ha camom jnesne HekoTOphle, Mo06HO P. KOHTH, yKa3pIBAIOT HA TO, YTO II0 3TOMY BO-
IIpocCy B TEKCTe IIPUTOBOPA €CTh IIPOTUBOpeYalue Apyr Apyry Mecra. ITo mHeHuio Kon-
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Takum obpaszom, Cys BO3BOAUT B OCHOBHOM NIPUHITUI IPUHATHA Pe-
IIEHUS YACTHYI0 KOHIENIINI0 HEUTPAJINTETA OPTaHOB BJIACTH, KOTO-
pas, Ha HaIll B3TJIA/, JOJI’KHA OBITH COTJIaCOBAaHA C HE MEHee BaYKHBIM
MPUHITUIIOM JIEMOKPATHYECKOTO IUTIOPAJIN3Ma, KOTOPBIN B OoJiee mIu-
POKOM KOHTeKcTe npaktuku Cyna, Mo-BUAUMOMY, IpHuoOpeTaeT cy-
IIeCTBEHHYIO ¥, HECOMHEHHO, BAXKHYIO poJibl4. HeciyyaliHO MHOTHE
KOMMEHTATOpbl OTMedasy, YTO ucnosabzyeMmoe CyZjoM B IOCTaHOB-
JIEHUU OT 3 HOSAOPA 2009 T. MOHATHE HEUTPAJIUTETA — ITO MTOHATHE
assertive secularisml5, Bocxozsiee kK (paHiy3ckoi jubo Typel-
KOU TpafiuIiuu U UMEHHO II03TOMY ITOTEHIIMAIbHO He COIJIacyloleecs
C IOHATHEM CEKYJIIPU3MA, XapaKTePHBIM /IS UTaJIbIHCKOU Mojien16.

ITocranonaenue Boabnoi nmajsxarsi or 18.03.2011: HOBOE
IMPOYTEHHE IPEAEJIOB YCMOTPEHHA» H «KHEUTPAJIHTETA»

18 mapra 2011 rozia bospmad nanara ECIIY BblHECIa BTOpOE U OKOH-
yaTeJbHOE peleHue 1no sromy aeny. Cymeiickas kosuierus (msTHa-
JIIATh TOJIOCOB IIPOTHB JIBYX) OTMEHWJIA PellleHre, KOTOPOe MPUHSIN
cyapu BTOpO# ceKnimu B MapTre 2009 T., 00BSABUB, UYTO 00s3aTEIbHOE

TH, 110 IPOYTEHUHU maparpadoB 48, 56 U 57 OCTAIOTCA «sABHBbIE 00JIACTH HEOIIPe/eIeH-
HOCTH II0 BOIIPOCY O PACIIPOCTPAHEHUHU JEHCTBHS HTOTO PEIIeHNs, KOTOPbIE OISITh Ke
JI0JKHA MPOSICHUTH Bosbuias manara»; cm. ContiR. LEuropa e il cricifisso. P. 272.

14. Cm. NeuwenhuiusA.The Concept of Pluralism in the Case-Law of the European Court
of Human Rights // European Constitutional Law Review. 2007. Vol. 3. P.367—384. Cm.
Takke TulkensF.The European Convention on Human Rights and Church-State
Relations: Pluralism vs Pluralism // Cardozo Law Review.2009. Vol.30. No. 6.
P.2575—-2591. Kak nokasan 3. Kasio, B koHTekcTe npakTuku ECITY NpUHIUII ITIOpa-
JIM3Ma UIPAET OCHOBOIOJIATAIOILYIO POJIb: «/[DYTUMHU CJIOBAMH, HE IUIOPATU3M CTOUT
Ha ciyx0e cBoOOBI BEpOUCIIOBEIaHNUs, 4 CBOOO[a BEPOVCIIOBEIAHUS CTOUT HA CIIyKOe
mwiopanusmar; cM. Calo Z. Pluralism, Secularism and the European Court of Human
Rights // Journal of Law and Religion. 2010—-2011. Vol. 26. P.262.

15. ITo mHeHwuIo P. Xupuuia, aTa MO/iesIb OTHOIIEHUH MEXK/Y TOCY/JapCTBOM U PEJIUTHO3HbI-
MU IPYIIIAMU XapaKTepusyercst 0co60il «(opMO arpecCHBHOTIO, AaKe BOUHCTBYIOIIE-
IO CeKyJIAPU3MA, BHIXO/AAIIETO 32 PAMKU HEHTPAIUTETA 0 OTHOIIEHUIO K PEJTUTUHU UITH
3asBJIEHHOM a-pEeJIMTHO3HOCTH, PACIPOCTPAHSIONIET0 OTKPOBEHHO CEKYJISIPHYIO Ipa-
JKIAAHCKYIO PEJIUTHUIO, TIOPUIIAIOIIETO MPOABIEHUA PEJIUTHO3HOCTH B OOIIeCTBEHHOMN
JKU3HU U PACCMaTPHUBAIOLIETO CEKY/IAPU3M B KaueCTBe I[€HTPATBHOTO 3JIEMEHTA COBPE-
MEHHOTO TOCYZapCTBa U KOJUIEKTUBHOW HJEHTUYHOCTH €ro YJIEHOB»; CM.
HirschlR. Comparative Law and Religion (Bsiiiier u3 neuaru B 6mkaiiinee Bpems; 10-
CTyIHa Ha BeO-caliTe www.ssrn.com).

16. K npumepy, A. Ckep6o roBopur o camoM HacrosiueM «legal transplantant [«mepecan-
Ke» IIPAaBOBOM HOPMBI|, HaIIpaBJIEHHOW Ha PacIpOCTpaHEeHNEe MO/IETH BOMHCTBYIOIIETO
cekyasApuaMa (PpaHIy3CKOrO M TyPEeIKOTO THUIIA B UTAJIbAHCKOU CyZeOHOU cucreMe»;
cMm. Scerbo A. Simboli religiosi e laicita a partire dal caso Lautsi v. Italy. P.6. Cm. Takke
LeighI.New trends in Religious Liberty and the European Court of Human Rights //
Ecclesiastical Law Journal. 2010. Vol 12. P.266—279.
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ITACKYAJIE AHHUKKWHO
pasdMenieHrne pacndaTud B KiacCaX UTAJIbAHCKUX IOCyJapCTBEHHBIX
IIIKOJI He HapylllaeT rapaHTUpoBaHHbIX KoHBeHnuel npas. MHTepec
MPE/ICTABISIOT MHOTHE aCIeKThl IPUTOBOPA BOJIBIION maiaTel, OHA-
KO JIJIs1 KPATKOCTH MBI COCPE/IOTOYMM BHUMAaHUE HA POJIU TeX Ke ac-
MIEKTOB — JIOKTPUHEI IIPEJIEJIOB YCMOTPEHUS U MPUHINIIA HEUTpaIH-
TeTa — MPEXK/e BCErO B CBETe PA3HOIJIACHH, BOBHUKIIUX B IIpoOIiecce
00CYK/IeHUs «IIEPBOT0 PEIIEHUA» OT HOSIOPSI 2009 T.

B oTsinure OT MOCTaHOBJIEHUs1 BTOpO# CeKnuu, B KOTOPOM JIOK-
TPHHA «IIPe/IEJIOB YCMOTPEHUsA» yuTeHa He Oblial”, B TOCTAHOBJIEHUN
Bosbioit masaThl JOKTPUHA MPEJETIOB YCMOTPEHHUA roCyZapcTBa 3a-
HUMaET LEHTPaJIbHYIO ITIO3UIIHIO. Cy,[[ KOHIIEHTPpUPYET CBO€ BHUMaHUE
Ha BTOPOH 4acTu craTbu 2 IlepBoro JomosHUTENbHOTO IIpoToKOIa
k KouBenmuu (mpaBo Ha o6pa3oBaHue), IpeayCMaTPUBAIOIIEH, UTO:

[TocymapcTBo] mpu ocyiecTBiIeHUU QYHKIIUH, KOTOPbIE OHO ITPUHUMA-
eT Ha cebs B ob6act 00pa3oBaHUsA U OOyUeHNs, yBa)KaeT IPABO POJU-
Tesiel obecrieynBaTh Takoe 06pa3oBaHye U 00ydeHre, KOTOPbIe COOTBET-
CTBYIOT UX PEJIUTHO3HBIM U HHIOCODCKUM yOEIKIEHUAM.

VimeHHO M3 0053aTETPHOCTU «YBaXKEHUA» 110 OTHOIIEHUIO K BBIOODY
ponuTesnel B 3Toi obsactu Cyz BEIBOJUT IIO3UTHBHOE 00513aTEIHCTBO
CO CTOPOHBI Tocy/lapcTBal8. Tem He MeHee, He Halid KOHCEHCyca Me-
3Ky TocygapcerBamu-ydacTHukamu, CyJl pemaeTr npefocTaBuThb Mra-
JINU IIUPOKHUeE Npe/iesibl yCMOTpeHuA 19,

17. CM. mpum. 12.

18. Cp. maparpad 61: «CioBo ,,yBakaTh” B craThe 2 IIpoTOKOsIa 1 3BHAYUT OOJIBIIE, YEM IIPO-
CTO ,[IPU3HABATh" WU ,IPUHUMATh BO BHUMaHKe", B0OABOK K M3HAYAJbHO HEraTHB-
HOMY 00sI3aTeJIbCTBY OHO ITOJPa3yMeBaeT IMO3UTHBHOE 00513aTEbCTBO CO CTOPOHBI IO-
cynapctBa». O IIO3UTHBHBIX obOs3aresnbcTBax B cdepe jaedicrBua EKITY cm.
Mowbray A.The Development of Positive Obligations under the European Convention
on Human Rights by the European Court of Human Rights. Oxford: Hart, 2004.

19. Cm., B wactHOoCTH, naparpads 61—70: «Tem He MeHee TpeGOBaHUsI MIOHATUS ,yBarKe-
HHe", KOTOpOe BCTpedaeTcs TakKe B craTbe 8 KOHBEHINH, 3HAYNUTEIBHO PA3HATCA
OT /ieJ1a K /IeJIy 10 IPUYHHE Pa3Ho06pasus PacIpOCTPAHEHHBIX IPAKTUK H CYLIECTBYIO-
LIUX CUTyalluHd B roCy/lapCTBax-y4acTHHKaX. B pesyspraTe rocyjapcraa-y4acTHUKH
[I0JIB3YIOTCS INUPOKUMH TIPe/ieIaMy YCMOTPEHUs IIPU ONPE/IeJIEHUH IIAaroB, KOTOPbIe
CIIelyeT NPeAIPUHATS 1Jist o0ecriedeHust cobioeHrsi KOHBEHIMY ¢ Ha/[JIesKaIuM yJe-
TOM IIOTPEGHOCTEN U PecypcoB 00IIecTBa U OT/eJIbHBIX JIXLL... Cy/] 3aKJII0YaeT B HACTOA-
ieM fiejie, YTO PEIIeHHe O TOM, /IOJIKHBI JIM PACIISITHUs IPUCYTCTBOBATh B KJIACCHBIX
KOMHATaX roCyAapCTBEHHBIX IIKOJI, B IPUHIIMIIE TIONA/IaeT B Ipe/iesIbl yCMOTPEHUsA ro-
cyznapcrBa-oTBeTdrnKa». O pOJIM JOKTPUHBI KOHCEHCYCa B NPEIEIEHTHOHN IPaKTHKe
ECIIY cm. Dzehtsiarou K. European Consensus: A Way of Reasoning (paGouuii ok1az
UCD B Law, Criminology & Socio-Legal Studies Research Paper Series.2009. Vol. 11).
Cm. Taxske Marepuaisl cemuHapa «The role of consensus in the system of the European
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Opuako sto pemtenue Cyza mpuoOpeTaeT Mo MeHbIEH Mepe Ima-
Pa/IOKCAJIBHBIA XapaKTep MMEHHO IIOTOMY, YTO NPU3HAHHE I03U-
THUBHOTO 0053aTeJIbCTBA UTAIBIHCKOTO TOCY/IapCTBA JIOJKHO OBLIO,
Kazasoch 0bl, npuBecTH Cy/| K IPU3HAHUIO MEHBIIINX MIPE/IEJIOB YCMO-
TPeHUs TocyJapcTBa-oTBeTunKa20, 0JJHaKO BbIpa’KeHUE «IIPeJesIbl
YCMOTpEHUA», HAIIPOTUB, YIIOTPebJIeHO 27 pa3 B TeKCTe IIPUToBOpa
v 8 pa3 B AiBajiiatu naparpadax MHeHUA OOJIBIIMHCTBAZ1.

Bonbinast mupoTa npeziesioB yCMOTPEHUs, IPeI0CTaBIeHHbIX Ta-
aun Bospiiol majgaTodl B IOCTAHOBJIEHUU OT MapTa 2011 T., oue-
BHU/IHBIM 00pa30M OKa3bIBAET BJIUSHUE U Ha IPEJCTABJIEHUE O HEU-
Tpanutere ECIIY. [Ipex/ie Bcero, ciaeayeT MoguepKHyTh, uTo Cyx
OTpaHUYUBAET 00JIACTh IEHCTBUS CBOETO ITOCTAHOBJIEHUS TOJTHKO IIPHU-
CyTCTBUEM pACHATHUSA B rOCy/IapCTBEHHBIX IIIKOJIAX, HE UMes HaMme-
pPEeHUH BBICKA3bIBATHCA IO BOIPOCY O JAPYTUX CHMBOJIAX WJIH JIPYTHX
o0IIecTBEHHBIX MecTax22. 1 MMeHHO U3MeHEeHUe OIpe/ieJIeHus pac-

Convention on Human Rights», mpoBegennoro mpu ECIIY B 2008 T. (ocTymHO Ha Be6-
caiite www.echr.coe.int).

20. HemocsiezioBaTesIbHOCTD paccy»kieHui cyna mokasan Lykka: «Cyz ymyApsieTcs: o/{HOU
PYKOH OTHATB TO, UTO JjaeT APYroH, B OZTHOM M TOM JKe maparpade, u B TOp>KeCTBe He-
JIOTHYHOCTH yCTAHABJIUBAET, YTO IOHATHE YBa)KEHUE PA3HUTCS OT CTPAHBI K CTPAHE...
ITO BCe PABHO YTO CKa3aTh, YTO 5 YBA)KA0 MHEHHE Ka/{0r0, HO 51 XOTeJI 6Bl IOZaBUTh
MBICJIH, He 0/100psieMble GOIBIIMHCTBOM (KOHCeHcyc). Vnu ske MOKHO 06paTUTh Opy-
skue Cyzia IPOTHB HEro caMoro: s yBaskaro ECIIY, HO s rOTOB IIOJIHOCTBIO IpeHebpe-
raTh €ro pellleHUAMHU B OTCYTCTBHE KOHCEHCyca IO IIOBOJY €ro IOJHOMOYHUI»; CM.
Zucca L. Lautsi — A Commentary of the Grand Chamber Decision // International
Journal of Constitutional Law (B meyatu). CM. Takke IPOTUBOIIOJIOKHOE MHEHUE CY-
neit Manunasepuu (Malinverni) u Kanaiimxkuesoir (Kalaydjieva): «MoKHO 1 yTBEp-
JKJaTh, YTO TOCYZIapCTBA JOJKHBIM 06pa3oM cOOJIIOIAIOT TO3BUTHBHOE 00513aTebCTBO,
€CJT OHHM B OCHOBHOM CUUTAIOTCS C BEPOU, KOTOPOH HMPHIEPKUBAETCS OOBIIMHCTBO?
Bosee Toro, oguHaKoOBa JIM LMIMPOTA MIPE/EIOB YCMOTPEHUsI TaM, I/i€ OPraHbl rocyAap-
CTBEHHOW BJIACTH JIOJDKHBI COOJIIO/IATh NO3UMUBHOe 00A3aTeIbCTBO HEeBMeulamens-
cmea? f tak He nymalo. f ckopee CKJIOHAIOCH K IPEJCTAaBJIEHUIO O TOM, UTO TaM, I7e
rOCy/iapCcTBa CBsI3aHbI IO3UTUBHBIMU 0053aTeJIbCTBAME, UX IIPE/IEJIBbl YCMOTPEHUs CO-
KpAaIaoTCs».

21. Cm. Zucca L. Lautsi — A Commentary of the Grand Chamber Decision: «B 20 kopoTkux
naparpadax coeil onenku Cyz yloMHHAeT IPAaHUIBI yCMOTpPeHMs 8 pa3 (OHH yIOMU-
HAIOTCsA 27 Pa3 B IIOCTAHOBJIEHUH [[EJIMKOM — 9TO IaeT IPEe/ICTaBIEHIE O BA)KHOCTH 9TO-
ro nousATHs). COIIACHO IPE/ICKa3yeMoi TeopeMe, KOIZa Cy/l yIIOMUHAET IUPOKUE Ipe-
JIeJIbl YCMOTPEHUsI, OH BCEr/ia BBIHOCUT PEIIEHUE B [10J1b3Y FOCYJapCTBa-OTBETYNKA .

22. Cm. naparpad 57: «IIpexxze Bcero, Cy oTMeuaer, 4To 1epeji HUM CTOUT UCKIIOYUTEb-
HO BOIIPOC O COBMECTHMOCTH, B CBeTe OOCTOATEIBCTB JlesIa, HAIMYHA PACIIATUI B UTAJIb-
SHCKHX I'OCy/IapCTBEHHBIX IIKOJIaX ¢ TpeboBanusamu Crateu 2 IIpoTokona 1 u CraThu 9
Kongennuu. TakuMm o6pa3oM, B 3TOM fiejie He TpebyeTcs HCCIefoBaTh BOIPOC O HAJH-
YUU PaCHATHH B MeCTax, He ABJIAIOIINXCA TOCy/JapcTBeHHbIME Ikonamu. Taxke Cyx
He JIOJIPKEH BBIHOCUTD PEIIeHHe O COOTBETCTBHUU HAJIMYUS PACIATHH B KJIACCHBIX KOM-
HaTax roCyJJapCTBEHHBIX LIKOJI C IIPUHITUIIOM CEKYJIAPU3MA B UTATbAHCKOM 3aKOHO/A-
TenberBe». Kak momuepknyn Benpmxopao e Credano, «B UTOTE Cy/I yIIesa OT IIHPO-
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mATuA mo3Bou0 Cyay MPOU3BECTH revirement23 moCTaHOBJIEHUS
oT HOAODPA 2009 T. [Ipu3HaBasA, 4TO pacuATHE ABJIAETCSA PEIUTHO3-
HBIM cuMBosioM24, Cyz TeM He MeHee He CUMTAaeT JOKA3aHHBIM €ero
BJIMsSHUE Ha (popMUpOBaHUE YUEHUKOB U BbITEKaIolllee U3 3TOT0 Ha-
pyienue cratbu 2 [lepBoro IIpoTokosna25. [ToaToMy, 10 MHEHHIO Cy/a,
00513aTeJIbCTBO HEUTPAIUTETA, KOTOPOE AOJIKHBI COOTIONATh TOCy/Iap-
cTBa — wieHbl KOHBEHIIUH, HE HAPYIIAETCA MPOCTHIM pa3MelleHUueM
pacnAaTus elle U NOTOMY, YTO, Kak noguepkuBaeT Cyz, IpUHUMAas 3a-
MedaHUe UTAJIbSHCKOTO IPABUTEIbCTBA, peaibHAsS CUTYallUsA B UTAJIb-
SIHCKOU IIIKOJIE B JIIOOOM CJIydae o0eclieurBaeT IOJIHYI0 CBOOOIY pe-
JIUTUO3HBIM MEHBIITUHCTBAM26,

U tem He MeHee mpousBezieHHas CyoM «HEUTpaIU3aIusa» pac-
MIATUA TOCPEJCTBOM OIIpeJleJIEHUs er0 KaK «IIaCCUBHOTO CUMBOJIA»
MIPE/ICTaBJIAETCS TPOTUBOPEYAIIEH JIOTUKE: YeM AaCCUBHBIA CMBOJI
OTJINYaeTcsA OT aKTUBHOro?27. Ilpm 3TOM, MO-BUAUMOMY, HE YUUTBI-
BaeTcs TOT (aKT, YTO UMEHHO B KOHTEKCTE IIKOJIBI 00513aTeIbCTBO
HeUTpaJimTeTa TOCy/lapcTBa JOJKHO UMETh Kyza Oojiee CTpOTHU Xa-
PaxTep, IOCKOJIBbKY 00s3aTeIbHOE HAIMYNE OIPEEIEHHOTO PEJIUTH-
03HOTO CHMBOJIA C OOJIBIION BEPOATHOCTHIO MOXKET IPOUUTHIBATHCS
KaK HMCKJIIOUEHHE U3 IMOJINTHYECKOTO COODIECTBA TeX, KTO HE WJIeH-
tudunupyer cebs ¢ 3tuM cuMBosioM28. Kak yTBep»k/1aa OBIBIIUH
cyabs BepxoBHoro cyma CIIA O’Konnop: «IIpaBUTEIBCTBO HE MO-
JKET TOJIEPKUBATh PEJIMTHO3HbIE IPAKTUKU U YOEXKJIeHUS JIUIIIb
4acTU CBOUX Tpa)k/laH, He IIOChLJIasd IPU 3TOM He HpUJIEP>KUBaI0-

yaiineid mpo6ieMAaTUKHA CEeKyJsIpu3Ma TOCYZAapCTBa KAacCATEJIbHO IeMOHCTPAIMU
pacuATus B OOILIECTBEHHBIX YUPEX/AEHUAX B IieloM»; Belgiorno de StefanoM.G.11
crocifisso nelle aule scolasctiche in Italia. Una condanna revocata, ma condizionata,
dalla Corte europea dei Diritti Umani. P. 8.

23. Revirement (dbpaHil.) — moaHbIN niepecMoTp. — ITpum. peo.
24. CyJ| CTPOUT CBOM PACCY»K/I€HUsI HA OCHOBAHUU OIPEEJIEHHS PACISITUS KaK «[IaCCUBHO-

rO CHMBOJIa», HE COIJIANIAACH C IIOCTAHOBJIEHHEM OT HOAOGDPA 2009 T., I7Zie OHO OBLIO
OIIEHEHO KakK signe exterieur fort [pp. CUIbHBII BHEIIHUN CUMBOJI], CIIOCOOHBIN BBI3BI-
BaTh OIIyIIeHUe JUCKOM(OpPTa y HEBEPYIOIINUX WU Y BEPYIOUIUX JPYTHX PEJIUTHH.

25. Cm. nmaparpad 72: «Kpome Toro, pacnsaTie Ha CTeHe 110 CyTH SABJISETCS IAaCCUBHBIM CHM-
BOJIOM, H, 110 MHeHHIO Cy/ia, 9TO Ba’KHO, B 0COOEHHOCTH B CBA3U C IPUHIIUIIOM HelTpa-
sutera. OHO He MOXKET CUYUTATHCA OKA3BIBAIOIIUM HA YIEHHKOB BIIUSHUE, CDABHUMOE
¢ BJIMSTHMEM HACTABUTEJIbHOW PeYH WM YIaCTHA B PEJTUTUO3HON JEATETBHOCTH .

26. Cm. nmaparpad 76 IOCTaHOBJIEHUS.
27. Ilo aTtomy Bompocy cM. Zucca L. Lautsi— A Commentary on the Grand Chamber Decision.

28. 3nech Oyzaer mosie3Ha ccbuika Ha Annichino P. How Wide is the Margin? The United
States Supreme Court and the European Court of Human Rights on Religion in Public
Schools // Annuaire Droit et Religions. 2010—2011. Vol. 5. P.301—323.
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IAMCS TUX YOEKIeHUH IpakJ[aHaM HeJ[BYCMbICIEHHOTO HaMeKa
0 TOM, UTO OHM ayTcaiepbl WU HEMOJIHbIE WIEHBI TOJUTHUYECKOTO
coobmecTBa»29.

BoiBOoaBI

C TeXHUUYECKO! TOYKHU 3peHus oba mocraHoBieHus ECIIY obHapy-
JKUBAIOT CyIIleCTBEHHBIE HeZOCTaTKU. Kak MBI y»ke BUJIeIH, ITOCTa-
HOBJIeHHE BTOpO# ceKInu, BOBCE HE YUUTHIBAIOIIEE CIIOKUBIIYIOCH
npakTuKy CyZla OTHOCUTEIBHO IPEJIETIOB YCMOTPEHUSI, IIPUBEJIO K Ha-
BSI3BIBAHUIO MOHATHUSA HEUTpaJNTeTa, MOTEHIIUAIBHO IIPOTHUBOPEYA-
IIEr0 UTATbIHCKON Bepcuu cekyssipusma. [Ipurosop Bosbimoit mana-
THI SIBJISIETCA MOTBITKOU HCIPABUTh STU HEJAOCTATKU apTyMeHTAIlUH,
HO OH HE PeIlaeT, a, HAIPOTUB, JIa’ke 000CTpAET UX, c00Opasys CBOIO
apryMEeHTAIMOHHYIO CXEMY C /JIOKa3aTEJIbCTBAMH HTAJIbIHCKOTO IIpa-
BUTEJIBCTBA U IIOMeEIAsi B OCHOBY CBOEr0 pellleHHs HEKOTOpble Jaje-
KO He HECOMHEHHbIe (paKTHUecKHe U MpaBOBble cooOpakeHUs. Bme-
cto atoro Cyz Mor 065l ¢/ies1aTh BBIOOD B IOJIB3Y PEIIeHHA, B KOTOPOM
Mor ObI 6BITh 3¢ (PEKTUBHO UCIIOIB30BAH IIPUHITUII IUTIOPAIN3MA, I10-
JlaTaeMbIH UCTUHHOH IeJIbI0 0053aTeIbCTBA HEUTPAIUTETA TOCyAap-
CTBa, U OOBSIBUTH O HaPYIIEHHU KOHBEHIIMOHAJIBHOTO 00A3aTeIhCTBA
B CJIyyae HaBA3aHHOU rOCY/I[ApCTBOM JEMOHCTPAI[UH PEJTUTHO3HOTO
CHMBOJIa, IIPU JOIYIIEHUN €ro pa3MeIleHus 0 3alpPOCy YJaIlluXcs
6o ponuteneit. Cyz Tak:ke MOT ObI M30paTh IIYTh MPATrMaTUYECKOTO
peIeHus, TO eCTh TAKOTO, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY JIEMOHCTPAIUS PaCIA-
TUS ABJIAETCA HapylnleHneM KOHBEHIINU B CiIydae, €CJIM TOCY/IapCTBO
He TIpeZlyCMaTPUBAeT TAKOTO MeXaHW3Ma OCBOOOXK/IEHHUA OT Hee, KO-
TOPBIN 3alIuIaa 66l CBOOOY BEPUTh WU HE BEPUTh, KAK OHA 3all[U-
maercs craTbeil 9 KoHBEeHIINH.

Kaxk mbI Buziesin, bospiiad nasara npeanodsia HoOMeCTUTb 3TO JeJI0
B apyroi psAx. I[locranosyienue no feny «Jlayrcu» mMO3BOJIAET Mpe-
JIOKUTD CJIEIYIOIIME PACCYKEHNU, Kacaloluecs 0cOOeHHOCTEH OTHO-
IIIEHUH MEXKY IPaBOM, PEJIUTHEN U MOJUTUKOU B €BPOIEHCKOH my6-
JIMYHOH cepe.

ITocraHoBsieHre BOJIBION MaaaThl, 0COOEHHO IIOC/IE HEeJaBHEH I10-
JIEMUKH BOKPYT Jiesia «Xupet npotus CoeguHenHoro Koposescrsa»30,

29. Cm. County of Allegheny c. ACLU, 492 U.S.573, 1989, 627 (MmHenue cyapu O’Konnop).

30. Cm. zneno Hirst c. Regno Unito, Corte EDU, 6/10/2005 (HOMep 74 025/ 01), Kacarmiee-
csl OTKa3a B IIpaBe roJjioca 3akJa4yeHHbIM B Benukobpuranuu. [Tocranosienune Cyna,
B KOTOPOM YKa3bIBAJIOCh HapylleHHe MyHKTa 3 KOHBEHI[MH, OPOJUIIO OCTPYIO IOJIe-
MUKy B GPUTaHCKOM OOIIEeCTBe, TaK 4TO 10 (eBpasis 2011 rojia Ilamara oOIMIMH OAaB-
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KacaeTcst MPEsK/Ie BCEr0 OCYIIECTBIEHUS 3aIUTHI [IPAB YEIOBEKa €B-
POITECKOI chcTeMOM, a Takke ocoboil posi Cynma, KoTopas, MO-BU-
IUMOMY, Bce 0OJIbllle IPHUOOpeTaeT «IOUTH KOHCTUTYIUOHHYIO»31
npuposy. C aToli TOYKU 3peHus, Kak noguepkuBaer H. KonasHay,
«BOIIPOC pacmsaTus craa casus belli32 eiie HeyCTOWYUBBIX U HAIIPS-
JKEHHBIX, HECMOTPSI Ha HEKOTOPBIE IPEBECTHsI CIIOKOWHBIX BPEMEH,
OTHOIIIEHUH MEXKy IMPaBOM OT/EJbHBIX TOCYIaPCTB U KOHBEHIHUO-
HaJIPHBIM U €BPOIEHCKUM IIPaBOM»33,

Heno «Jlayrcu» pereHreM BoJsIbIION mHasaThl Pasperinaoch
B I[10JIb3Y HAI[MOHAJIBHOTO IpaBa. B aToM ocobom ciryuae HEOOXOITUMO
IMO/TUEPKHYTh, YTO CyZleOHbIE /IeJ1a, KACAIOUUECS POJIA PEIUTHO3HBIX
CHMBOJIOB B ITyOIMYHOM cepe, He TOIBKO IIPEJICTaBIIAIOT coboi Hora-
THIH OOBEKT [JISI UBYUEHUS, HO U CHHTE3UPYIOT CTOJIETHS BHYTPEHHUX
KOH(JIUKTOB €BPOIENCKON W BOCTOYHOM IUBMIM3anuii34. CeromHs
OHH IIPEJICTABJIAIOT COOOM CPEJICTBO, IIPH IIOMOIIH KOTOPOTO €BPOIIEH-
CKO€e cOoOo0IIeCTBO 0OpPETAET CBOM HOBBIE UEPTHI U 33/Ia€TCS BOIIPOCOM
0 cOOCTBEHHOU MJIEGHTUYHOCTH U O POJIU PEJIUTUH B (pOPMHUPOBAHUU
3TOM naeHTUYHOCTH. C 9TOH TOUKM 3pEHUs], MEPCIEKTHBA «AJIbsIHCA
MPOTHB CEKYJISIpH3Ma»35 TOBOPUT O HOBBIX U HEOXKHUAHHBIX COTMIKE-

JISTFOLIM GOJIBIIMHCTBOM (234 IIPOTHB 22) IPUHSJIA PE30JIIOIII0 HEOL0OPEHUsI IPUTO-
Bopa ECIIY. 3a OpUTAaHCKOH pe30JIIIHENd IOcaef0oBajla KPUTUKA CO CTOPOHBI
npezcenaresst ECITY JKana-Ilosist Kocra, KOTOpBI# 00BsIBHII 110/{00HOE OTHOIIIEHUE He-
npuemiembiM. Cm. Watt N. Prisoners Vote Refusal against European Court «would be
like dictatorship» // The Guardian. 16 ¢eBpass 2011; Takxke Murphy C. British Political
Populism Risks Conflict with Europe over Human Rights Court // The Guardian. 17
February 2001.

31. Cm. Wildhaber L. A Constitutional Future for the European Court of Human Rights? //
Human Rights Law Journal. 2002. P.161-165.

32. Casus belli (JiaT.) — BOEHHBI WHIIMIEHT, MOTYIUN MTOCIY>KUTh ITOBOJOM K BOWHE. —
IIpum. peo.

33. Cm. ColaianiN.1l crocifisso in giro per I'Europa: da Roma a Strasburgo (e ritorno). P. 25.

34. Kax nokasas YailT-mi1.: «/lesia 0 peJInruo3HbIX CHMBOJIAX — CEPbe3HBIN Bonpoc. JIerko
KPUTUKOBATH UX, CUUTAs, YTO OHH — BCETO JIUIIb ,MHOTO IIIyMa U3 HUYero“ inbo KOHEeK
JUIL KYJIBTYPHBIX BOPYYHOB WJIM JIIOOUTEJIEN MOCIIOPUTDH O TOCY/IapCTBEHHBIX MHTEPE-
cax. Ho ¢ TakuM IpeZicTaBJIeHUEM Mbl HEJJOOLEHUBAEM UCKJIIOUUTEIBHYIO POCKOIIIb, KO-
TOPOH MBI TEIEPH pACIoIaraeM Ha 3armajie: BO3MOXKHOCTh BECTH CBOU KyJIbTYPHBIE 60U
Ha TEeMy PEJIUTHO3HBIX CUMBOJIOB B Cy/laX U aKaJeMUsX, a HE Ha yJIUIAX U Ha MOJAX
cpakeHWil. B mpoleanie cronertus Ha 3amnaje —a BO MHOTMX PETMOHAX U CErO/IHs —
[OJIEMHKA O PEJIUTHO3HBIX CUMBOJIAX YaCTO MPUBOIMIA K HACHJINIO, & HHOT/IA U K TO-
TasIbHOM BoMHe». CMm. Witte jr. J. Lift High the Cross? Religion in Public Spaces.

35. Cm. Puppnick G.Un’alleanza contro il secolarismo // LOsservatore Romano. 22 luglio
2011. ITo muennio IlanmHuKa, OTKPBITAS HOAEPIKKA UTATBIHCKOTO IIPABUTEIHCTBA
CO CTOPOHBI MHOXKeCTBa cTpaH BocrouHoi EBpOIBI sABJIsSETCS PE3YIBTATOM CHUIBHOTO
BIUAHUA MOCKOBCKOHM matpuapxuu: «B oTBer Ha mpusbiB narpuapxa Kupuina ,,00b-
€IMHUTH XPUCTHAHCKYE IEPKBU I1€pefl HaTHUCKOM CEKyJIApU3Ma“ MUTPONOIUT iapu-
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HUAX MEXAYy PEJIMTHO3HBbIMU JIMAEPpaMU, KOTOPbIE€ CTPEMATCA OKa3bI-
BaTh BJIUSHKE HE TOJBKO Ha KOH(JIUKTHI, CBA3aHHbBIE C MIPUCYTCTBU-
€M PeTUTHO3HBIX CUMBOJIOB B MyOJIUYHOM cepe, HO M — KaK MOKa3aIIo0
B CoennHeHHBIX [[ITaTaXx KyJbTypHOE CTOJIKHOBEHHE BOKPYT MaHXAT-
TEHCKOU JieKyIapanuu3® — Ha 60Jiee BaXKHbIE TEMbI O0IIECTBEHHBIX JTe-
0aTOB O JIEJIMKATHBIX OTHOIIEHUSIX MEXAY 3alUTOU (yHITaMEHTaTb-
HBIX [IPaB U PEJIUTHO3HOU MOPAJIBIO.

Ilepesod ¢ umanvaHckozo Hzabeanvt JlesuHotl
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