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PROBLEMS OF APPLICATION OF NORMS OF

THE CIVIL CODE OF UKRAINE AND OTHER

NORMATIVE-LEGAL ACTS TO REGULATION
OF FAMILY RELATIONS

Abstract. The article reveals some aspects of the application of the norms of the Civil
Code of Ukraine (CC of Ukraine) and other normative legal acts of the national legisla-
tion to the regulation of family relations.

The purpose of the article is to study the problems of applying the norms of these acts
on the example of individual family deals.

The author, basing on the understanding of family law as an independent sphere of
Ukrainian law, shares the opinion of a number of Ukrainian scholars that the norms of
the CC of Ukraine apply to the regulation of family relations in a subsidiary manner, not
directly.

1t is noted that court practice does not always adhere to the provision of Part 1 of Art.
9 of the CC of Ukraine, according to which the provisions of the CC of Ukraine are ap-
plied to the regulation of family relations, if they are not regulated by other acts of legisla-
tion. Such a misunderstanding of the correlation between the norms of the CC of Ukraine
and the Family Code of Ukraine (FC of Ukraine), while applying their provisions to the
regulation of family relations, concerns, in particular, the peculiarities of recognizing as
invalid family deals due to the absence of consent in relations regarding the exercise of
the joint common property of the spouses; concerning the management of the juvenile
child property, regarding the conclusion of a marriage contract before registration of a
marriage, if its party is a juvenile person, etc.

Particular attention is paid to the parents’, other legal representatives or the child’s
consent, the absence of which is not recognized by the FC of Ukraine as a ground for in-
validating the contracts on patronage over the child, on the placement of children to the
foster family, on the organization of the activity of the family-type orphanage. The pecu-
liarity of these treaties is that, in their legal nature and essence, these treaties are not
family-law in the narrow sense, and therefore, according to the author s point of view, the
can be recognized as invalid on the grounds provided by the CC of Ukraine.
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The presence of a number of legal acts of family law, a large number of norms, as well
as a part of the norms of the FC of Ukraine, is of a public nature. It confirms the conclu-
sion that family law cannot be recognized as a subsphere of civil law, as a private law, but
it is independent sphere of Ukrainian law, which contains both private law (predomi-
nantly) and public law (serving family relations) norms.

Key words: Civil Code of Ukraine; Family Code of Ukraine; subsidiary application

of norms, invalidity of family deals.

Formation of modern views of Ukrai-
nian legal scholars on the application of
the norms of the Civil Code of Ukraine
and other normative legal acts to the
regulation of family relations was in
some way influenced by the last codifica-
tion of civil law, during which the norms
of family law were planned to be codi-
fied in Book 6 of the Civil Code of
Ukraine under the name “Family Law”
but later Book 6 was withdrawn from the
Civil Code and on January 10, 2002, the
Family Code of Ukraine was adopted,
which was originally planned to be put
into force on January 1, 2003. However,
since the Family Code of Ukraine was
to some extent related to the Civil Code,
which at that time had not yet been ad-
opted, the Law on December 26, 2002
transposed its coming into force and pro-
vided that the Family Code of Ukraine
would come into force at the same time
as the Civil Code of Ukraine (hereinaf-
ter — CC of Ukraine).

That paper is aimed at studying the
problems of applying the norms of the CC
of Ukraine and other normative-legal acts
of national legislation to family relations.

Due to the deletion of Book 6 from
the draft of the CC of Ukraine and the
adoption of a separate Family Code, it is
quite natural a question arisen on filling
the vacuum in the legal regulation of
family relations that was caused by it.
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Not all personal non-property and
property relations between spouses, par-
ents and children, other family members
and relatives have been sufficiently ful-
ly regulated by the Family Code (here-
inafter — FC of Ukraine).

The legislator found a way out of the
situation through predicting in Art. 8 of
the FC of Ukraine the possibility of sub-
sidiary application of the relevant norms
of the CC of Ukraine to the mentioned
relations, however, in the case if such
regulation does not contradict with the
essence of family relations.

The inclusion of this article to the FC
of Ukraine has caused ambiguous com-
mentary on its provisions in the legal
literature.

According to Yu.S. Chervonyi,
Z.V. Romovska points of view, it is
about subsidiary application of the norms
of the CC of Ukraine to individual fam-
ily relations regulation, in particular, in
connection with the enlarging of the
sphere of their regulation through the
contract, as well as for the purpose of
legislative economy.

However, according to 1. V. Zhilinko-
va point of view on the subsidiary ap-

' Hayxoso-npaxmuunuti komenmap Cimeti-
Ho2o kooexcy Ykpainu: nep. 3 poc. / C.B. KiBa-
noB, 0. C. Yepsonwuit, I'. C. Bonmocaruii ta iH.;
3a pen. 0. C. Yepsonoro (KOpiakom IaTep
2008) 24-25
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plication of the norms of the CC of
Ukraine to family relations, it could be
spoken only in the case of recognition of
family law as an independent sphere of
law. If family law is recognized as a sub-
sphere of civil law, the array of civil law
norms is recognized as the only one with
internal division into separate sub-
spheres'.

It 1s difficult to agree with such a
statement, if we are basing on the content
of Part 1 of Art. 9 of the CC of Ukraine,
according to which, the provisions of the
CC of Ukraine are applied to the family
relations regulation, unless they are reg-
ulated by other acts of legislation.

Thus, the recognition of the institu-
tion of custody and guardianship as a
civil law institution caused the applica-
tion of the provisions of Chapter 6 of the
CC Ukraine (Articles 5579 of the CC
of Ukraine) to custody and guardianship
relations. Other examples of subsidiary
application of the CC of Ukraine to fam-
ily relations can be given.

Subsidiary application of the CC of
Ukraine norms to the personal non-prop-
erty and property family ones, some
scholars explain by the fact that civil and
family law refer to private law. In par-
ticular, such an opinion was expressed
by Yu.S. Chervonyi®. In our view, such
an argumentation is not undoubtable and
convincing, since the question on the

' Pomosceka 3. B. Cimetinuii kooexc Ykpai-
nu: Hayxoeo-npaxmuunuti komenmap (IlpaBoBa
eanicth 2009) 461

2 Hayroso-npaxmuunuti komenmap Cimei-
Ho2o kooekcy Ykpainu: nep. 3 poc. / C.B. KiBa-
noB, 1O. C. Yepronwii, I. C. Bomocatwuii Ta iH.;
3a pen. 0. C. YepBonoro (FOpiakowm IuTep
2008) 97
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private-law nature of family law cannot
be recognized as uniquely solved and
accepted. Moreover, as it can be ex-
plained, for example, provided for in Art.
9 of the CC of Ukraine the possibility of
applying the provisions of the CC of
Ukraine to relations arising in the areas
of natural resources usage and environ-
mental protection, as well as to labor
relations or in the sphere of commerce.
It is unlikely that the relevant spheres of
law can be recognized as private law
ones.

The literature suggests that the sub-
sidiary application of the provisions of
the CC of Ukraine to family relations
does not mean that it is possible in regard
to all types of family relations. In par-
ticular, V.1. Borisova believes that such
application is possible only to property
relations of family members and rela-
tives. As for the personal non-property
relations of family members, it is impos-
sible to apply the norms of the CC of
Ukraine for their regulation®. In this re-
gard, it is quite reasonable a question
arises on the right to family life, the right
to choose a place of residence and to
freedom of movement (Part 1 of Article
270 of the CC of Ukraine), to exercise
personal non-property rights in the inter-
ests of juvenile, minors by parents (adop-
tive parents), caretakers?

It should be noted that in a number
of cases, the FC of Ukraine contains a
direct link to the CC of Ukraine. For ex-
ample, Art. 12 of the FC of Ukraine

3 Cimeiine npaso Ykpainu: niopyurux /

JI.M. Bapanoga, B.1. bopucoga, I. B. )Kuninko-
Ba Ta iH.; 3a 3ar. pex. B. 1. Bopucosoi ta I. B. XKu-
ninkoBoi (FOpinkom IuTep 2011) 44
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stipulates that the periods established by
the FC of Ukraine calculated in accor-
dance with the Civil Code of Ukraine.
According to Part 2 of Art. 20 of the FC
of Ukraine in cases of statute of limita-
tion usage to claims arising from family
relations, the statute of limitations shall
be applied by the court in accordance
with the CC of Ukraine, unless otherwise
is provided by the FC of Ukraine.

Application of the FC of Ukraine to
family relations is also provided for in
Part 1 of Art. 9 of the CC of Ukraine, ac-
cording to which “the provisions of this
Code shall be applied to the regulation
of... family relations, unless they are
regulated by other acts of legislation”.
Therefore, it is difficult to agree with the
statement that the norms of the CC of
Ukraine are applied to the regulation of
family relations not subsidiary, but di-
rectly'. It is enough to read again care-
fully Part 1 of Art. 9 of the CC of Ukraine
to make the opposite conclusion.

It would seem that the determination
of the procedure of application of the
CC of Ukraine to the family relations
regulations in Art. 9 of the CC of
Ukraine should serve as a benchmark
aimed at ensuring optimal legal regula-
tion of family relations, but the court
practice shows some misunderstanding
of the norms of the two codes while
applying their provisions to the regula-
tion of family relations.

' Kwuninkosa l. B. PeryntoBanHs MaiiHOBUX
BITHOCHH y CiM'l: TEHJCHIIi1 pO3BUTKY IIUBLIIb-
HOT'O Ta CIMEHHOT0 3aKOHOJAaBCTBa, [Ipasosa
cucmema Ykpainu: icmopis, cman ma nepcnex-
musu: y 5 m. — T. 3: LuginbHo-npasogi HayKu.
Ipusammne npaso / 3a 3ar. pen. H. C. Ky3uemoBoi
(ITpaBo 2008) 461
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In particular, this concerns the pecu-
liarities of recognizing as invalid family
deals on the grounds of consent’s ab-
sence.

In the FC of Ukraine the term “con-
sent” is used in many cases for different
legal relations: marriage (Art. 24, 40 of
the FC of Ukraine), personal non-prop-
erty rights and responsibilities of spous-
es (Article 54 of the FC of Ukraine),
rights and obligations of spouses main-
tenance (art. 77 of the FC of Ukraine),
personal non-property rights and respon-
sibilities of parents and children (art.
145, 146, 148, 149, 160, 161, etc. of the
FC of Ukraine), adoption (art. 201, 217-
222, etc. of the FC of Ukraine), custody
and caretaking (Art. 244 of the FC of
Ukraine), etc.

In this case, the absence of consent
in some cases causes the invalidity of
certain actions (for example, the invalid-
ity of adoption — Art. 236, 237 of the FC
of Ukraine), in others — serves as an ob-
stacle to the conclusion of the relevant
agreements (on patronage over a child —
Art. 253, 254 of the CC of Ukraine, on
setting of children to foster family — Ar-
ticles 256° , 256* of the FC of Ukraine,
on organization of activity of family type
orphanage — Articles 2567 , 2568 of the
FC of Ukraine).

The consent on the exercise of some
rights is of particular significance in the
context of the issue of our study: the
right of joint common ownership of
spouses (Article 65 of the CC of
Ukraine) on the management of the prop-
erty of the child (Article 177 of the CC
of Ukraine), as well as in other legal re-
lations, the basis of which is relevant
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contract (for example, marriage con-
tract — Article 92 of the FC of Ukraine).

A common feature that unites these
types of legal relations is a contract
(deal) concluded (done) by one person
with the consent of another, which is one
of the conditions for the validity of these
contracts (deals).

It would seem that a common feature
that unifies these deals should also de-
termine the common (the same) for each
deal legal consequences of failure to
comply with the requirement of consent
presence. However, in reality, these legal
consequences are different.

Let’s take a closer look at them.

1. As established by Art. 63 of the FC
of Ukraine, the wife and the husband
have equal rights to ownership, usage
and disposal of property belonging to
them on the right of joint common own-
ership, unless otherwise is provided for
by the agreement between them.

Taking it into account, Part 1 of Art.
65 of the FC of Ukraine establishes that
the wife and the husband dispose the
property, which is the object of joint
common ownership of the spouses, by
mutual consent.

Basing on it, while concluding con-
tracts, one of the spouses is considered
to be acting with the consent of the oth-
er spouse (Part 2 of Article 65 of the FC
of Ukraine).

The norms given almost exactly co-
incide with the provisions of Part 1 and
2 of Art. 369 of the CC of Ukraine on the
exercise of the right of joint common
property, but the main difference is that,
as it is set by Part 2 of Art. 68 of the FC
of Ukraine, the disposal of property,
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which is the object of the right of joint
common ownership, is carried out by the
co-owners only by mutual consent, ac-
cording to the CC of Ukraine after the
dissolution of marriage [emphasis add-
ed. — T. B.]. Thus, the provisions of Art.
369 of the CC of Ukraine cannot be ap-
plied to relations concerning the exercise
of the right of joint common ownership
of spouses.

However, the inconsistency of Art.
65 of the FC of Ukraine and Art. 369 of
the CC of Ukraine does not end, because
the wife, the husband has the right to
appeal to the court to recognize the con-
tract as invalid due to be concluded by
the spouse without one’s consent, if this
agreement goes beyond the limits of
small household one (Part 2 of Art. 65
FC of Ukraine).

Thus, the ground for invalidation of
a contract on the disposal of property that
is the object of joint common ownership
rights concluded by one spouse is the
absence of consent of the other spouse.
The invalidation of the said contract due
to other grounds should be carried out in
accordance with the provisions of Art.
215 of the CC of Ukraine.

Without paying attention in that pa-
per to the question on the form and no-
tary verification of such consent, we note
that if the concept of small household
contract by analogy of the law the defini-
tion can be used of the concept of small
household deal, contained in Part 1 of
Art. 31 of the CC of Ukraine, then the
question on what contract can be consid-
ered as a contract on valuable property,
neither the CC of Ukraine nor the FC of
Ukraine gives an answer.
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Court practice, ignoring the direct
reference in Part 2 of Art. 65 of the FC
of Ukraine on the invalidation of a con-
tract concluded by one spouse without
the consent of the other, proceeds from
the fact that “the disposal of joint prop-
erty without the consent of the other
spouse can be a ground for invalidation
of such a contract only if the court finds
that the spouse who concluded the joint
property contract and the third party
counterpart of such contract acted in bad
faith, in particular that the third party
knew or should have known, according
to the conditions of the case, that the
property was owned by the spouse under
the joint common ownership right, and
a spouse who concluded the contract, has
not received the consent of the other
spouse”.

Thus, the reference by the Supreme
Court of Ukraine to the principle of in-
tegrity while hearing cases of invalida-
tion of contracts concluded without the
consent of another spouse, is character-
istic of a number of its resolutions (on
07.10.2015, on 30.03.2016, on
07.09.2016, on 22.02.2017 etc.).

In our view, such a motivation is no
longer tenable since the spouse who con-
cludes the agreement without the consent
of the other spouse can no longer act in
good faith. Regarding the behavior of the
counterparty of the contract, the legisla-
tor does not take it into account at all
while determining the basis for the con-
tract’s invalidation in accordance with
Art. 65 of the FC of Ukraine.

Therefore, the court’s reference to
integrity, as one of the principles of civ-
il law (although such a basis is set by
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Article 7 of the FC of Ukraine is also
inherent to family law), according to
which the parties to the contract should
act, in this case is groundless.

To this we should add that, basing on
the content of Part 3 of Art. 202 of the CC
of Ukraine, it can be stated that the con-
sent of one spouse to conclude a contract
by the other spouses on the disposal of
property that is the object of their joint
common ownership, causes only the right
of another person to conclude such a con-
tract, but does not result in any obligations
for him/her. Such consent may create ob-
ligations for the other spouse only in
cases provided for by the law or by an
agreement with those persons.

It should be noted that the mentioned
in that paper provisions and conclusions
also cover the exercise of the right of
joint common ownership of property ac-
quired during the cohabitation of a man
and a woman who live as unified family
but are not married to each other or to
any other marriage.

2. According to the general rule es-
tablished by Part 1 of Art. 177 FC of
Ukraine, parents manage property be-
longing to a juvenile child without spe-
cial authority.

While committing a deal by a parent
of a minor child, it is considered that he/
she acts with the consent of the other
parent. We believe that there is every
reason to qualify such consent as a uni-
lateral deal as in the previous case.

The second parent has the right to
appeal to the court for a recognizing of
invalidity of the deal as concluded with-
out one’s consent, if this deal goes be-
yond the limits of small household one

Yoearbook of Ukrainian law
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(paragraph 1 of Part 6, Article 177 of the
FC of Ukraine).

Attention should be paid to the inac-
curacy of the wording of the norm on
invalidation of deal, since a concluded
deal means a bilateral or multilateral
deal — a contract. If we keep in mind all
the deals, so it means that they are being
done. Therefore, the language in para-
graph 1 of Part 6, Article 177 of the FC
of Ukraine should refer to the invalida-
tion of a deal which was done without
the consent of one of the parents.

Art. 177 of the Civil Code of Ukraine
does not answer the questions on the le-
gal consequences of the commission by
parents of the minor children deals, pro-
vided for in Part 2 of the mentioned ar-
ticle, regarding ones property rights
without the permission of the guardian-
ship and custody bodies.

Obviously, in that case the deal may
be recognized as invalid on the claim of
the guardianship and custody body on
the grounds provided for in Art. 215 of
the CC of Ukraine, in particular, basing
on the fact that the deal done by the
parents (adoptive parents) cannot con-
travene the rights and interests of their
juvenile, minor or disabled children
(Part 6 of Article 203 of the CC of
Ukraine).

3. Of particular interest in the con-
text of the issue of our research is the
conclusion of a marriage contract be-
fore the registration of marriage, ifs
party is a minor person. The conclusion
of such an agreement requires the writ-
ten consent by ones parents or guardian,
verified by a notary (Part 2 of Article 92
of the FC of Ukraine). In our opinion,
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this consent should also be considered
as a unilateral deal.

Considering the marriage contract as
a family legal agreement, we believe that
the provisions of Art. 103 of the Civil
Code of Ukraine, which provides for the
possibility of recognizing a marriage con-
tract at the request of one spouse or other
person, the rights and interests of which
are violated by this contract, as invalid on
the grounds established by the CC of
Ukraine, should not extend to the cases
of lack of written consent, which is set in
Part 2 Article 92 of the FC of Ukraine.

In this regard, we consider it appro-
priate to supplement Art. 92 of the Civil
Code of Ukraine with part 3 of the fol-
lowing content:

“3. The parents (one of them) or the
guardian have the right to apply to the
court to claim the recognizing of the
marriage contract as invalid, which was
concluded before the registration of the
marriage by a minor without the written
consent of one’s parents or guardian
verified by a notary.”

4. Separately, it is necessary to pay
an attention to the consent (of parents,
other legal representatives or the child),
the absence of which is not recognized
by the FC of Ukraine as a ground for
invalidation of agreements on patronage
over a child, on setting children for a
foster family, on organizing activities of
a family-type orphanage.

However, such a consent, as a unilat-
eral deal, is aimed at acquiring by the
parties of the said agreements the right
to conclude them.

The peculiarity of these agreements
is that, despite the placement of norms
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on them in the FC of Ukraine, by their
legal nature and essence, these agree-
ments (despite the contrary state-
ment') are not family-law in the narrow
sense, because are concluded: a patron-
age agreement for a child — with the par-
ticipation of the guardianship authority
and the patronage educator (participation
in the specified contract of parents or
legal representatives of the child, which
is stipulated by the Model agreement on
patronage over the child, is not provided
by the FC of Ukraine, and therefore we
are considered only as a fact of confirma-
tion of their consent in accordance with
Part. 2, Art. 254 Code of Ukraine); the
agreement on the setting a children into
foster family — with the participation of
foster parents and the body that made the
decision on establishing a foster family;
agreement on the organization of activi-
ties of a family-type orphanage — with
the participation of the caregivers and
the body that has decided to establish a
family-type orphanage.

Therefore, it is quite justified the ab-
sence in the FC of Ukraine of norms re-
garding the recognition of these con-
tracts as invalid. It is obvious that such
contracts can be recognized as invalid on
the grounds provided by the CC of
Ukraine.

While adopting the CC of Ukraine,
the legislator declared that the Code on

' Bopucosa B.1. Jlorogip y cimeliHo-rpaBo-
Biif cepi, Akmyanvri npodremu npueamno2o
npasa: 00208ip AK NPAo6a hopma pecyniosan-
HA NPUSAMHUX 8IOHOCUN: MAMeEPIaANU HAYK.-
npakm. KOH@., npucesy. 95-u piunuyi 3 OHs HA-
POOdICEHHS O-pa IOpUO. HAVK, NPoqh., uin.-kop. AH
YPCP B.I1. Macnosa (Xapkis, 17 nrom. 2017 p.),
( IIpaBo 2017) 14-15
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Marriage and Family of Ukraine had lost
its validity, except for Section V “Acts
of Civil Status”, which retained its valid-
ity in the part that did not contradict the
CC of Ukraine until the adoption of a
special law.

Adoption of a special law, according
to which the registration of acts of civil
status is provided, including — marriage,
divorce, adoption, deprivation and res-
toration of civil rights — is also provided
for by Art. 49 of the CC of Ukraine.

Such a special law — the Law of
Ukraine “On State Registration of Civil
Status Acts”? was adopted on July 1,
2010. According to Part 1 of Art. 1 of
this Law, it regulates the relations re-
lated to the state registration of civil sta-
tus acts, amending civil status records,
their updating and annulment, defines the
principles of activity of state registration
bodies of civil status acts.

Studying the issue on the application
of the norms of the CC of Ukraine to the
regulation of family relations, we can not
ignore the question on the application to
the regulation of these relations and a
number of normative acts other than the
Law of Ukraine “On State Registration
of Civil Status Acts”. Thus, a plenty of
norms aimed at family relations regula-
tion are contained in the Laws of Ukraine
on November 15, 2001 “On Prevention
of Domestic Violence™?, on November

2 Tlpo mepkaBHY PEECTPAIIiFO aKTiB IUBiNb-
HOTro cTaHy: 3akoH Ykpainu Bix 1 sumas 2010 p.
Ne2398-VI. URL: http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/2398—17 (mata 3BepHeHHs: 12.11.2018).

* Tlpo mepkaBHY PEECTPALFO aKTiB IUBLIb-
HOTO cTaHy: 3akoH Ykpainu Bij 1 mumas 2010 p.
Ne2398-VI. URL: http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/2398—17 (nata 3Bepuenns: 12.11.2018).
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21, 1992 “On State Aid to Families with
Children”!, on April 26, 2001 “On the
protection of childhood™.

With the entry into force of the Law
of Ukraine on June 23, 2005 “On Private
International Law™, Articles 275-281
were excluded from the FC, and now the
peculiarities of the application of the
rules of family law to foreigners and
stateless persons are determined by the
provisions of that law, in particular, by
Articles 55-69 of Section IX “Conflict-
ing norms of family law”, which allow
the regulation of marriage and family
relations by the foreign law norms.

The family law acts also include
resolutions of the Cabinet of Ministers
of Ukraine, in particular:

— on April 26, 2002, No. 564 “On
Approval of the Regulation on Family-
Type Orphanage™;

— on April 26, 2002, No. 565 “On
Approval of the Regulation on Foster
Family™”;

! TIpo neprkaBHY AOMOMOrY CiM’SIM 3 IIThMU:
3akoH Ykpainu Big 21 nucromaga 1992 p.
Ne2811-X11. URL: http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/2811-12 (mara 3Beprenns: 12.11.2018).

2 TIpo 0XOpOHY JUTHHCTBA: 3aKOH YKpalHH
Big 26 kBiTHA 2001 p. Ne2402-I11. URL: http:/
zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2402—14 (nata
3BepHeHHs: 12.11.2018).

3 TIpo MikHApOIHE IIPUBATHE TIPABO: 3aKOH
VYxpaiau Bix 23 wepas 2005 p. Ne2709-1V.
URL: http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2709—
15 (mara 3Beprenns: 12.11.2018).

* Tlpo 3atBepmkenHst [10n10XeHHS PO AUTS-
4yuii Oy TMHOK ciMeltHOTO THITY: TTocTaHoBa Kaoi-
HeTy MinicTpiB Ykpainu Bix 26 kBitas 2002 p.
Ne564. URL: http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/564-2002-m1 (nata 3BepHenHs: 12.11.2018).

3 Tlpo 3arBepxenns [lojgoxeHHs Ipo pH-
HomHy ciM’to: moctaHoBa Kabinety MiHicTpiB
VYxpainu Bix 26 xBitas 2002 p. Ne565. URL:
http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/565-2002-it
(mata 3BepHeHHS: 12.11.2018).
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— on November 10, 2010, No. 1025
“On Approval of Model Civil Acts Re-
cords, Descriptions and Model Forms of
State Registration Certificates of Civil
Status™®, etc.

According to the Decree of the Pres-
ident of Ukraine on August 4, 2000 No.
958/2000 “On socio-economic support
for the formation and development of the
student family”’, by the decree of the
Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine on
March 14, 2001 “Measures of supporting
the formation and development of the
student family”® was approved.

Certain normative legal acts have
been approved by the Ministry of Justice
of Ukraine, for example, the Rules of
state registration of civil status acts in
Ukraine, approved by the order of the
Ministry of Justice of Ukraine on
18.10.2000 (in the version dated
24.12.2010)°.

¢ TlIpo 3aTBepIKeHHS 3pa3KiB aKTOBHX 3a-

MHACIB NUBIIIBHOTO CTaHY, OMHUCIB Ta 3pa3KiB
OIIaHKiB CBIJOITB MPO JACPKaBHY PEECTPAIiIO
aKTiB LIMBUIBHOTO CTaHy: nmocraHoBa KabiHety
MinictpiB Ykpainu Bix 10 muctonmama 2010 p.
Ne 1025. URL: http://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/1025-2010-11 (nata 3BeprenHs: 12.11.2018).

7 Tlpo comuiaabHO-EKOHOMIYHY HiATPHUMKY
CTaHOBJICHHS Ta PO3BUTKY CTYJEHTCHKOI CiM’i:
VYka3 [Ipesunenra Ykpainu Big 4 cepras 2000 p.
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The presence of these and other nor-
mative legal acts of family law, a sig-
nificant number of which norms, as well
as part of the norms of FC Ukraine, has
a public character. That confirms the con-
clusion that family law cannot be recog-
nized as a branch of civil law as a private
law, but it is an independent sphere of
Ukrainian law that contains both private
law (mainly) and public law (which
serve family relations) norms'.

Z.V. Romovska states that transfer-
ring from the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine to the FC of Ukraine the norms
on the analogy of law and the analogy of
the law is one of the achievements of FC
Ukraine. Obviously, that transferring
from the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine
is explained by the fact that at that time
the CC of Ukraine, which today also con-
tains an article on the analogy of law and
the analogy of the law, had not yet been
accepted, although the draft of the CC of
Ukraine had already contained it.

According to Art. 10 FC of Ukraine,
if certain family relations are not regu-
lated by that Code, by other normative
legal acts or agreement (agreement) of
the parties, the rules of that Code govern-
ing such relations (analogy of the
law) shall apply to them.

If the analogy of the law cannot be
applied to the regulation of family rela-
tions, they are regulated in accordance

' Bonmuap T.B. K Bonpocy o Mecte cemeii-
HOT'0 IIpaBa B CHCTEMe MpaBa YKpPauHbl, Akmy-
anbHi npoobaemMu YusiibHo20, CiMeuH020 ma
MIJICHAPOOHO20 npusamuoeo npasa (Mameeeg-
coKi yusinicmuuni yumarnns). Mamepianu mixc-
HAPOOHOI HAYKOBO-NPAKMUYHOI KOHpepeHyii,
Kuis, 16 sepecus 2010 p.) 37
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with the general principles of family leg-
islation (analogy of law).

The inclusion of the provisions on
the analogy of the law and the analogy
of law to the FC of Ukraine confirmed
that these categories are not procedural,
but primarily material. Therefore, if there
is no certain norm in the FC of Ukraine,
then it is possible to apply an analogy of
the law or an analogy of law. That legal
instrument regulates relations that are
not directly regulated by the FC of
Ukraine.

However, it should be understood
that the analogy of the law and the sub-
sidiary application of the norms of the
CC of Ukraine on family relations reg-
ulation are different legal means of
overcoming the gaps in family law,
since the analogy of the law applies the
rules of one sphere of the law (family
one), and in the case of subsidiary ap-
plication of the norm one sphere of law
(civil one) is applied in addition to the
norms of another, related sphere of law
(family one).

Conclusions. The conducted re-
search of problems of application of
norms of the CC of Ukraine and other
normative-legal acts of national legisla-
tion on family relations regulation allows
to formulate such conclusions.

1. Subsidiary nature of the norms of
the Civil Code of Ukraine in relation to
the FC of Ukraine, despite its importance
for the regulation of private relations,
should be taken into account in court
practice, basing on the imperative norm
of Part 1 of Art. 9 of the CC of Ukraine.

2. Recognizing as invalid the agree-
ments on patronage of a child, on setting
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a children to a foster family, on organiza-
tion of activities of family-type orphan-
age, which, in our opinion, do not relate
to family-legal agreements, should be
carried out on the grounds stipulated by
the CC of Ukraine.

3. The presence in the FC of Ukraine
and in other normative-legal acts of fam-
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ily law of a significant number of norms
of a public character confirms the con-
clusion that family law cannot be recog-
nized as a sub-sphere of civil law as a
private law, but it is an independent
sphere of Ukrainian law, containing both
private law (mainly) and public law
(serving family relations) norms.
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