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KYIV COURT OF APPEAL
Case: 22-1329
Chairman in 1st jurisdiction - Leontiuk L.K.
Reporter – Pikul A.A.

DECISION
IN THE NAME OF UKRAINE
January 18, 2017. The Board of the Court Chamber in civil affairs of Kyiv Court of
Appeal consisting of:
Chief Judge
Pikul A.A.
Judges:
Borysova O.V.
Haraschenko D.R.
Secretary:
Kurkin I.V., Ilchenko V.V.
Having considered in public proceedings in Kyiv City the civil case upon appeal
of Kolesnikov Yuriy Oleksandrovych in the interests of Ivaniushchenko Yuriy
Volodymyrovych against the Decision of Darnytskyi District Court of Kyiv City
dated September 14, 2016 in the action of Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych
against Butusov Yuriy Yevhenovych – chief editor of web-based media “Censor.net”
on the protection of honor, dignity and business reputation, –
found:
The claims of Ivaniushchenko Yu.V. against Butusov Yu.Ye. – chief editor of
web-based media “Censor-net” on the protection of honor, dignity and business
reputation were dismissed by the Decision of Darnytskyi District Court of Kyiv City
dated September 14, 2016.
Not having accepted the court decision, Ivaniushchenko Yu.V., through his
representative Kolesnikov Yu.O., filed an appeal petition in which, by referring to the
not full finding of case-related facts, failure of evidences, non-conformity of court’s
finding to the facts in the case, infringement of the substantive and material law
resulting in adoption of the illegal and unreasoned decision, applies for cancellation
of the court decision and adoption of a new decision to satisfy the claims in full
(sheets of case file 156-163).
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Having heard the report of Pikul A.A., explanations of court session
participants: claimant’s representatives Kolesnikov Yu.O. and Hlazkov Ye.S., who
supported the appeal petition and asked the court to satisfy it, defendant’s
representative Stretovych S.M., who opposed the appeal petition, having found facts
of the case and discussed arguments of the appeal petition, the Board arrives at
conclusion that the appeal should be granted in part because of the following reasons.
Ivaniushchenko Yu.V., by bringing the suit against the defendant, asked:
To recognize as unreliable, untrue, infringing non-property rights, honor, dignity
and business reputation of Ivaniushchenko Yu.V., the information presented by
Butusov Yu.Ye. in a live television broadcast of Shuster LIVE on November 20,
2015, on TV channel 3S.tv, namely:
“So, all the thugs who killed people in Mariinskyi Park, conducted attacks, killed
two persons on Velyka Zhytomyrska Street - all these people were the organized
bandits of Yura Yenakievskyi. It was proved by investigation. It’s a proved fact. It
was done by Armen Sarkisian. The bandits were hired by Armen Sarkisian, so called
Armen Horlovskyi and Oleksiy Chebotariov as well. They are the closest bandits and
Viktor Zubrytskyi, its TV channel 112, that time assistant of Zakharchenko – the
Minister of Interior Affairs, i.e. three persons involved.
I’d like to say that Yura Yenakievskyi is one of the key suspects.
He and his assistants are stained by human blood, which fact is proved by
investigation, and when we hear that such matters are covered up by the ProsecutorGeneral, a question arises is there any investigation in place? And do we have a legal
system, or it’s just a phantom, fiction?”
To recognize as unreliable, untrue, infringing non-property rights, honor, dignity
and business reputation of Ivaniushchenko Yu.V., the following information
presented by Butusov Yu.Ye. on November 21, 2015 at 03:55 in Facebook on his
web-page at: http://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy/posts/1087882444585384?
Pnref=story:
“I added that Yenakievskyi is a resident of Monaco, whose hands are steeped in
blood up to the elbows, because it was proved in the investigation process that
Ivaniushchenko organized thugs (“titushkas”), armed them together with
Zakharchenko, and he is an organizer of mass killing of Maidan’s activists by
bandits”.
To recognize as unreliable, untrue, infringing non-property rights, honor, dignity
and business reputation of Ivaniushchenko Yu.V., the following information
presented by Butusov Yu.Ye. on November 23, 2015 at 15:55 on the page of webbased media “Censor.net” in the article called “Yura Yenakievskyi, a key suspect for
organization of shooting on Maidan, is covered up by the Prosecutor-General. Do we
have justice?”, – Butusov. VIDEO”, namely:
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“The General Prosecutor’s Office of Ukraine impedes the investigation of
offences involving Yanukovych’s associate Yuriy Ivaniushchenko known in criminal
circles as Yura Yenakievskyi”.
It was announced during live broadcast of one of the channels by the chief editor
of Censor.NET Yuriy Butusov. He told that the investigation group had evidences of
implication of Yura Yenakievskyi in organization of Maidan participants killing, but
leaders of the General Prosecutor’s Office make all efforts to stop further
investigation”.
To oblige Butusov Yu.Ye. to refute untrue information in a way similar
(adequate) to the way of dissemination taking into account the maximum
effectiveness of the refutation and provided that such the refutation will cover the
maximum number of persons who have got aware of such previously disseminated
information, namely to take part, within a month from the effective date of the
decision, in television broadcast of Shuster LIVE on 3S.tv and announce on air the
following text (without any amendments, comments etc.):
“The information announced by me on November 20, 2015, in the live TV
program Shuster LIVE on 3S.tv. channel, namely:
“So, all the thugs who killed people in Mariinskyi Park, conducted attacks, who
killed two persons on Velyka Zhytomyrska Street - all these people were the
organized bandits of Yura Yenakievskyi. It was proved by investigation. It’s a proved
fact. It was done by Armen Sarkisian. The bandits were hired by Armen Sarkisian, so
called Armen Horlovskyi and Oleksiy Chebotariov as well. They are the closest
bandits and Viktor Zubrytskyi, its TV channel 112, that time assistant of
Zakharchenko – the Minister of Interior Affairs, i.e. three persons involved.
I’d like to say that Yura Yenakievskyi is one of the key suspects.
He and his assistants are stained by human blood, which fact is proved by
investigation, and when we hear that such matters are covered up by the ProsecutorGeneral, a question arises is there any investigation in place? And do we have a legal
system, or it’s just a phantom, fiction?”
is not true”.
To oblige Butusov Yu.Ye. to refute untrue information in a way similar
(adequate) to the way of dissemination taking into account the maximum
effectiveness of the refutation and provided that such the refutation will cover the
maximum number of persons who have got aware of such previously disseminated
information, namely to publish, within ten days from the effective date of the
decision,
on
the
defendant’s
page
in
Facebook
at
https://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy?fref=ts information under the heading
REFUTATION with the following text:
“The information disseminated by me on November 21, 2015 at 03:55, namely
“Then Leshchenko told the story I haven’t heard yet, how the ProsecutorGeneral Viktor Shokin appointed by the President bring illegal pressure upon the
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investigation in the proceedings for crimes against Euromaidan to get criminal
leader Yuriy Ivaniushchenko off. “I added that Yenakievskyi is a resident of Monaco,
whose hands are blooded, because it was proved in the investigation process that
Ivaniushchenko organized thugs (“titushkas”), armed them together with
Zakharchenko and he is an organizer of mass killing of Maidan’s activists by
bandits”,
is invalid and not true”.
To oblige Butusov Yu.Ye. to refute untrue information in a way similar
(adequate) to the way of dissemination taking into account the maximum
effectiveness of the refutation and provided that such the refutation will cover the
maximum number of persons who got aware of such previously disseminated
information, namely to publish, within ten days from the effective date of the
decision, on the home page of the web-based media “Censor.net” information under
the heading REFUTATION with the following text:
“The information disseminated by me on November 23, 2015 at 15:55 on the
page of web-based media “Censor.net” in the article “Yura Yenakievskyi, a key
suspect for organization of shooting on Maidan, is covered up by the ProsecutorGeneral. Do we have justice?”, – Butusov. VIDEO”, namely:
“The General Prosecutor’s Office of Ukraine impedes the investigation of
offences involving Yanukovych’s associate Yuriy Ivaniushchenko known in criminal
circles as Yura Yenakievskyi”.
It was announced in live broadcast of one of the channels by the chief editor of
Censor.NET Yuriy Butusov. He told that the investigation group had evidences of
implication of Yura Yenakievskyi in organization of Maidan participants killing, but
leaders of the General Prosecutor’s Office make all efforts to stop further
investigation”, is invalid and untrue.
While examining the case the district court accepted the recognition of the fact
of dissemination by the defendant of the said information.
The court also found that Ivaniushchenko Yu.V. during the period from
December 12, 2012 till November 27, 2014 occupied the position of People’s Deputy
of Ukraine, he was a public person, government and public figure.
The first instance court dismissed the claims based on the fact that the
information on the claimant dismissed by the defendant has evaluative nature, and on
the unproved fact that the disseminated information cause harm to honor, dignity and
business reputation of the claimant, and resulted in adverse consequences which
discredit the claimant.
Based on the written evidences available in case materials and examined by the
first instance court, the court of appeal arrives at conclusion that the conclusions of
the district court concerning the absence of grounds for satisfaction of the claims of
Ivaniushchenko Yu.V. conflict with facts of the case and substantive law provisions.
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The first instance court infringed requirements of art. 212 of the Code of
Civil Procedure of Ukraine in the course of evidences examination and applied
substantive law provisions incorrectly to the legal relations in dispute.
The said above circumstances, taking into account provisions of art. 309 of the
Civil Code of Procedure, provides the court of appeal with the grounds for
cancellation of the disputed decision and adoption of a new decision based on the
following.
The fact of dissemination by Butusov Yu.Ye. of the mentioned above
information is confirmed by written evidences contained in the court resolution and
not objected by the defendant. In case considering by the district court, Butusov
Yu.Ye., through his representative Stretovych S.M., submitted written explanations
(sheets of case file 133-136), in which he avowed dissemination of information in the
ways and volumes specified in the claim, however he noted that the information
disseminated by him has evaluative nature.
Pursuant article 10 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms (hereinafter – the Convention), every person has the right to
freedom of expression. This right includes the freedom to keep to one’s convictions,
obtain and transfer information and ideas without intervention of government
authorities and irrespective of borders. This article doesn’t prevent states from
claiming licensing of the activities of radio, TV or film companies.
Realization of these freedoms, since it’s related to obligations and responsibility,
may be subject to such formalities, conditions, limitations or sanctions as determined
by the law and are necessary in the democratic society in the interests of national
security, territorial integrity or public safety, for the prevention of disturbances or
crimes, for health and morals care, for other persons’ reputation or rights protection,
for prevention of confidential information disclosure or for the maintenance of court
authority and impartiality.
Pursuant to part 4 of art. 32 of the Constitution of Ukraine judicial defense of the
right to refute untrue information is guaranteed to every person and his/her family
members, as well as the right to claim to delete any information and the right to
reimbursement of material and moral damage caused by collection, storage, use and
dissemination of such untrue information.
Pursuant art. 34 of the Constitution of Ukraine every person shall have the right
to freedom of thought and speech, free expression of his/her worldview. Each person
shall have the right to freely collect, store, use and disseminate information, whether
orally, in writing or in any other way, at his/her own discretion. Realization of these
rights may be limited by the law in the interests of national security, territorial
integrity or public order to prevent disturbances or crimes, health care of population,
protection of reputation or rights of other people, to prevent disclosure of information
obtained in a confidential way, or for the maintenance of authority and impartiality of
justice.
Pursuant art. 270 of the Civil Code of Ukraine which determines the types of
personal non-property rights, according to the Constitution of Ukraine a natural
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person shall have the right to life, right to healthcare, right to safe for life and health
environment, right to freedom and personal immunity, right to immunity of private
and family life, right to respect of dignity and honor, right to privacy of
correspondence, telephone conversations, telegraph and other communication, right
to inviolability of domicile, right to free choice of residence and movement, right to
free literature, art, scientific and technical activity.
According to the rules of part 1 of art. 277 of the Civil Code of Ukraine, a
natural person, whose personal non-property rights have been infringed because of
dissemination of untrue information concerning him/her or members of his/her
family, has the right of reply and refutation of this information.
According to explanations of sections 15, 19 of the Resolution of the Plenum of
Supreme Court of Ukraine “On court practice in cases of protection of dignity and
honor of a natural person, and business reputation of a natural person and a legal
person”, the legal element of offence the availability of which may be the basis for
claim satisfaction, is a combination of the following circumstances: a) dissemination
of information, i.e. communication of the same to at least one person in any way; b)
disseminated information is related to a certain natural person or legal entity, i.e. the
defendant; c) dissemination of untrue information, i.e. invalid information; d)
dissemination of information breaching personal non-property rights, i.e. causes
damage to the respective personal non-property rights or prevent the person from
exercising his/her personal non-property right in full and timely manner.
Untrue information is information not corresponding to reality or being
expressed in an untruthful manner, i.e. those containing data on the events or facts
which never existed or which existed but data on them don’t correspond to reality
(not complete or false).
In considering the matter of recognition of the disseminated information to be
untrue, courts shall determine the nature of such information and define whether it is
a factual statement or evaluative judgment.
Pursuant the second part of article 47-1 of the Law of Ukraine “On Information”,
the evaluative judgment, excluding insult or slander, is phrases which don’t contain
actual data, in particular criticism, assessment of actions, as well as expressions
which can not be interpreted as those containing actual data taking into account the
nature of use of linguistic means in particular hyperboles, allegories, satyr. Evaluative
judgments are not subject to refutation and proving of their trueness.
Thus, pursuant article 277 of the Civil Code, evaluative judgments, thoughts,
believes, critical assessment of certain facts and weaknesses which, being expression
of a subjective opinion and views of the defendant, can not be checked for their
correspondence to reality (in contrast with the check of fact relevance) and refuted, is
not a subject of judicial defense, in compliance with the common judicial practice of
the European Court of Human Rights in interpreting provisions of article 10 of the
Convention.
Thus, taking into account the above provisions of the current legislation and
explanations of the Supreme Court of Ukraine, the claimant has the right to defense
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of his private right but the limits of this defense of his reputation shall provide for
free discussion of his actions as a person who was a people’s deputy of Ukraine – a
public person, and the limits of acceptable criticism in respect of him is wider than
those of a private person.
In this case, the information disseminated by Butusov Yu.Ye., being a subject of
dispute, is not fully related to the defendant.
Thus, a part of information: “It was done by Armen Sarkisian. The bandits were
hired by Armen Sarkisian, so called Armen Horlovskyi and Oleksiy Chebotariov as
well. They are the closest bandits and Viktor Zubrytskyi are TV channel 112, that
time assistant of Zakharchenko – the minister of Interior affairs, i.e. three persons
involved”; “…and when we hear that such matters are covered up by the ProsecutorGeneral, a question arises is there any investigation in place? And do we have a legal
system, or it’s just a phantom, fiction?”; “…armed them together with
Zakharchenko”; “The General Prosecutor’s Office of Ukraine impedes the
investigation of offences involving Yanukovych’s associate…”, is not related to the
person of the defendant. The court resolution contains no evidences of the fact that
the persons to whom this information relates are members of claimant’s family and
the claim contains not references to this fact.
Besides, the information alone that the claimant is a resident of Monaco, can not
discredit the claimant, and the information: “he and his assistants are stained by
human blood”; “whose hands are steeped in blood up to the elbows”, taking into
account the idiom used in the context of the following words: “it was proved in the
investigation process that Ivaniushchenko organized thugs (“titushkas”), armed them
together with Zakharchenko, and he is an organizer of mass killing of Maidan’s
activists by bandits”, the phrase “hands are steeped in blood up to the elbows” may
be considered as an evaluative judgment – a conclusion made by Butusov Yu.Ye. on
the basis of the facts communicated by him.
Taking into account the foregoing, the court doesn’t see the grounds for
satisfaction of the claims for recognition of this portion of information as untrue.
At the same time, information disseminated by Butusov Yu.Ye. that:
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych is an organizer of thugs (titushkas) who killed
people in Mariinskyi Park, conducted attacks, who killed two persons on Velyka
Zhytomyrska Street; he is one of the key suspects and it’s a proven fact;
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych organized thugs (“titushkas”), armed them,
and he is an organizer of mass killing of Maidan’s activists by bandits;
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych is a key suspect for organization of shooting
on Maidan; the investigation group had evidences of his implication in organization
of Maidan participants killing, directly concerns the claimant and can not be
recognized by the court as an evaluative judgment.
This information is an actual statement of Butusov Yu.Ye. that Ivaniushchenko
Yu.V. is an organizer of grave crimes (mass killing) against Maidan’s participants.
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Taking into account the general content of each communication and the
nature of application of linguistic means (the absence of a subjective opinion marker,
in particular words and/or expressions: so; at my opinion; that gives rise to a
suggestion that; consequently etc.) this information may not be considered by the
court as criticism of claimant’s actions, or as a hyperbole, allegory or satire, since the
defendant directly, without any foreword and/or comparisons, accuses
Ivaniushchenko Yu.V. in peremptory manner of organization of mass killing.
To support the action brought, the claimant provided the court with a written
evidence – a linguistic expert opinion dated February 18, 2016 prepared by P.O.
Selihey, Candidate of Philological Sciences, senior researches of the Institute of
Linguistic Sciences after O.O. Potebnia of National Academy of Science of Ukraine
(sheets of case file 89-99). According to this opinion, Butusov Yu.Ye. disseminated
negative information expressed in a narrative manner with an affirmative type of
syntactic construction, not using language-linguistic means such as hyperbole,
allegory and satire which can be checked for the compliance with reality. So, it’s a
statement of facts but not an evaluative judgment.
According to the civil procedural law, if in examination of written evidences, a
person participating in the case files an application that a document added to the case
file or submitted by any other person for information, cause doubt in respect of its
reliability or is false, the person who submitted this document may, pursuant the
second part of article 185 of the Civil Code of Procedure, ask the court to disregard
this document and consider the case based on other evidences. Under the absence of
such procedural actions on this person’s part, the applicant shall, according to the
general evidentiary rules (article 60 of the Civil Code of Procedure) submit respective
evidences which refute the sense of information contained in the disputed document
and would be the basis for disregarding of the same while evaluating the evidences.
In this case, the validity of the said written evidence was not disputed by the
defendant, Butusov Yu.Ye. didn’t submit to the court the evidences refuting the
linguistic expert opinion dated February 18, 2016 (sheets of case file 89-99).
Besides, Butusov Yu.Ye. didn’t provide the court with evidences of validity of
the information disseminated by him concerning involvement of Ivaniushchenko
Yu.V. into commitment of grave crimes (mass killing) against Maidan’s participants
is valid.
At the same time, the claimant submitted to the court written evidences
according to which he is not listed as a person who in particular received a charge
paper based on the results of investigation of mass killing of participants of protest
actions in January-February 2014 and commitment of gun shot injuries, and based on
the results of investigation of counteraction of thugs (“titushkas”) against protest
actions (sheets of case file 29-31).
In addition, during appeal proceeding under p.2 of art. 303 of the Civil Code of
Procedure of Ukraine, the court examined as a new evidence, a notice of the General
Prosecutor’s Office dated August 31, 2016, № 23/1/1-33020-14, according to which
the Department of Special Investigations of the General Prosecutor’s Office of
Kyiv Court of Appeal
Bar code
7960000000192 62487
ASED “Appeal”

9

Ukraine carries out pretrial investigation in criminal proceeding according to the
facts of commitment by civil persons, so called thugs (“titushkas”), of crimes
including commission of murder of Veremiy V.V., a journalist of “Vesti” and
attempted murder of other protesters. While investigating this criminal case 12
persons, who were organizers and executors of the said crimes, received charge
papers. Criminal indictments in respect of 4 persons were submitted to the court for
review on the merits, and wanted notices were issued in respect of other 8 persons.
Currently, other participants of the said crimes are being determined and the possible
involvement of former high-ranking officials is being checked. In respect of the
above facts Ivaniushchenko Yu.V. has not received a charge paper (sheet of case file
195).
Taking into account these circumstances supported by the written evidences
contained in the court order, the information disseminated by Butusov Yu.Ye. that:
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych is an organizer of thugs (titushkas) who killed
people in Mariinskyi Park, conducted attacks, who killed two persons on Velyka
Zhytomyrska Street; he is one of the key suspects and it’s a proven fact;
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych organized thugs (“titushkas”), armed them,
and he is an organizer of mass killing of Maidan’s activists by bandits;
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych is a key suspect for organization of shooting
on Maidan; the investigation group had evidences of his implication in organization
of Maidan participants killing, is not true, and taking into account its content, it
causes harm to honor, dignity and business reputation of the claimant.
Consequently, the court has legal grounds to believe that the claimant’s right to
respect of his dignity and honor is infringed and to be renewed by means of
recognition as invalid, causing harm to honor, dignity and business reputation of
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych, the information disseminated by Butusov
Yuriy Yevhenovych on the air of Shuster LIVE on November 20, 2015 on 3S.tv
channel, namely: Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych is an organizer of thugs
(titushkas) who killed people in Mariinskyi Park, conducted attacks, who killed two
persons on Velyka Zhytomyrska Street; he is one of the key suspects and it’s a proven
fact; the information presented by Butusov Yuriy Yevhenovych on November 21,
2015
at
03:55
in
Facebook
on
his
web-page
at:
http://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy/posts/1087882444585384?
pnref=story,
namely: Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych organized thugs (“titushkas”),
armed them, and he is an organizer of mass killing of Maidan’s activists by bandits;
the information presented by Butusov Yuriy Yevhenovych on November 23, 2015 at
15:55 on the page of web-based media “Censor.net” in the article “Yura
Yenakievskyi, a key suspect for organization of shooting on Maidan, is covered up by
the Prosecutor-General. Do we have justice?”, – Butusov. VIDEO”, namely:
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych is a key suspect for organization of shooting
on Maidan; the investigation group had evidences of his implication in organization
of Maidan participants killing, and by means of refutation of this information.
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According to the rule of p.7 of art. 277 of the Civil Code of Ukraine,
refutation of untrue information is performed in the same way as it was disseminated.
Refutation of untrue information is performed by the person who disseminated the
information (p.4, art. 277 of the Civil Code).
In this specific case, untrue information was disseminated: in the live broadcast
of Shuster LIVE TV program on 3S.tv channel; in Facebook on the personal page at:
https://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy?fref=ts; in web-based edition “Censor.net”.
Taking into account these circumstances and the absence of the grounds for
refutation of information disseminated by Butusov Yu.Ye. in general, the court
considers that in this case refutation of untrue information shall be carried out by
obligating Butusov Yu.Ye. to refute, within a month upon the effective date of this
decision, untrue information disseminated by him by means of announcement of a
resolution part of this decision in the live broadcast of Shuster LIVE TV program on
3S.tv channel and by means of publication of a resolution part of this decision in
Facebook on the personal page at https://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy?fref=ts;
and in web-based edition “Censor.net”.
Pursuant art. 303, 307-309, 313-316 of the Civil Code of Procedure of Ukraine,
the Board of Judges, DECIDED:
To satisfy in part the appeal petition of Kolesnikov Yuriy Oleksandrovych in the
interests of Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych.
To cancel the decision of Darnytskyi District Court of Kyiv City dated
September 14, 2016, and to adopt a new decision on the partial satisfaction of the
claim.
To declare invalid, causing damage to honor, dignity and business reputation of
Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych, the information:
- disseminated by Butusov Yuriy Yevhenovych in the live broadcast of Shuster
LIVE on November 20, 2015 on 3S.tv channel, namely: Ivaniushchenko Yuriy
Volodymyrovych is an organizer of thugs (titushkas) who killed people in Mariinskyi
Park, conducted attacks, who killed two persons on Velyka Zhytomyrska Street; he is
one of the key suspects and it’s a proven fact;
- presented by Butusov Yuriy Yevhenovych on November 21, 2015 at 03:55 in
Facebook
on
his
web-page
at:
http://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy/posts/1087882444585384?
pnref=story,
namely: Ivaniushchenko Yuriy Volodymyrovych organized thugs (“titushkas”),
armed them, and he is an organizer of mass killing of Maidan’s activists by bandits;
- presented by Butusov Yuriy Yevhenovych on November 23, 2015 at 15:55 on
the page of web-based media “Censor.net” in the article “Yura Yenakievskyi, a key
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suspect for organization of shooting on Maidan, is covered up by the ProsecutorGeneral. Do we have justice?”, – Butusov. VIDEO”, namely: Ivaniushchenko Yuriy
Volodymyrovych is a key suspect for organization of shooting on Maidan; the
investigation group had evidences of his implication in organization of Maidan
participants killing.
To oblige Butusov Yuriy Yevhenovych to refute, within a month upon the
effective date of this decision, untrue information disseminated by him by means of:
1) announcement of a resolution part of this decision on the air of Shuster LIVE
TV program on 3S.tv channel;
2) publication of a resolution part of this decision
in
Facebook
on
the
personal
page
at
https://www.facebook.com/butusov.yuriy?fref=ts;
in web-based edition “Censor.net”.

The Decision shall take effect from the moment of its declaration and may be
appealed on cassation in the High Specialized Court of Ukraine for Civil and
Criminal Cases within twenty days.
Chief Judge: /signature/
Judges: /signatures/
Seal: Kyiv Court of Appeal. Ukraine.
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