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®IIYIIAPHI OFOB’SI3KH Y KOPIOPATUBHOMY YIIPABJIIHHI YKPATHMU:
3ANO3UYEHHA MIDKHAPOIHOT'O JOCBIAY TA YIOCKOHAJIEHHSA
CYAOBOI IPAKTUKHA

CrarTst npucBsiueHa aHanizy QigyriapHux 000B’s3KiB y KOPIIOPATUBHOMY YIIPaB-
JmiHHI YKpaiHu 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM MIDKHApOIHOTO JOCBily Ta 0cOOIMBOCTEH Hamio-
HaJbHOI CYJOBOT MPAKTUKU. AKTYaJIbHICTb JOCIIKEHHS BU3HAUAEThCA BiJICYTHICTIO
KOMILICKCHOTO 3aKOHO/IABUOTO 3aKPilUIeHHs (igyniapHIX 000B’sI3KiB B YKpaiHi, oo
CTBOPIOE TIPABOBY HEBH3HAYCHICTH 100 CTAHJIAPTIB MOBEHIHKM KEPIBHUKIB IOPH-
JUYHUX 0Ci0 Ta MeXaHI3MIiB 3aXHCTy KOPIOPAaTHBHHUX iHTEpeciB. Y poOOTi mpoaHa-
T30BaHO OCHOBHI NPUHIHUIH (PiymiapHUX 000B’SI3KiB, 3aKpITUICHI Y 3aKOHOJABCTBI
CIIIA, Bemukoi bpuranii Ta Kanaam, 30kpema 000B’s130k no0pocoBicHOCTI (duty
of good faith), 060B’s30k nosibHOCTI (duty of loyalty) Ta 060B’s130k 06a4TMBOCTI
(duty of care).

Po3msiHyTO MexaHi3MH 3axHCTy IUPEKTOpiB, Taki sk Business Judgment Rule,
Ta iX ponb y 3abe3leucHHi OalaHCy MiX BiANOBIJAIBHICTIO Ta €(EKTUBHUM IPU-
WHATTSM YOPaBIiHCHKUX pimeHb. OkpeMmy yBary NpUAUICHO CyIOBUM MpeLe-
neartam CIIA (Smith v. Van Gorkom, In re Citigroup Inc., Fifth Third Bancorp
v. Dudenhoeffer), Benukoi bpuranii (Howard Smith Ltd v. Ampol Petroleum Ltd,
Regentcrest v. Cohen, Re Barings plc) Ta Kanamgu (Peoples Department Stores Inc.
v. Wise, BCE Inc. v. 1976 Debentureholders), siki getani3yrorh 3MicT ¢iayiapHux
000B’S3KiB Ta CIIOCOOM X peaizarii.

Busnadeno, mo HarioHaJpHa CyIOBa IPaKTHKA IOCTYHOBO (HOPMYy€E MPHUHIIHIT
OLIHKM YTPABIIHCHKUX pIllIeHb 3 MO3MILIH PO3yMHOCTI Ta HOOPOCOBICHOCTI, IO
YaCTKOBO BiJAINOBiJa€ MIXHAPOAHUM CTaHaapTraM. Ha OCHOBI NMOpiBHSUIBHOTO aHa-
T3y 3p0o0JeHO BUCHOBOK MPO HEOOXiAHICTh IMIIEMEHTAIil MiXKHAPOAHOTO AOCBITY
y HalliOHaJIbHE 3aKOHOIABCTBO Ta CYJOBY IPAaKTHKY, 30KpeMa depe3: KoanQikariiro
OCHOBHUX NPUHIHMIIB (igyliapHUX 000B’A3KiB, JeTali3allil0 KPUTEPiiB OLIHKH Aii
IUPEKTOPIB, 3alpoBapKeHHs cTraHnapTiBe Business Judgment Rule ta BpaxyBanHs
IHTEpPECIB YCIX CTEHKXOMIEPIB Y KPU30BUX CUTYallisX. Peamizaliist ux 3aXo/iB CrpH-
SITUME TTi JBUIICHHIO ITPaBOBOI BU3HAYEHOCTI, €PEKTUBHOCTI KOPIIOPATHBHOTO YIIPaB-
JHHSI Ta 3aXHUCTY NPaB aKIiOHEPIB 1 KPEAUTOPIB.

Knrouosi crosa: gioyyiapui 06086 's3xu, kopnopamusHe ynpasiints, duty of care,
duty of loyalty, duty of good faith, Business Judgment Rule, cyooea npaxmuka, midxc-
HapoOHUtl 00Cei0, npasosa imniemenmayis, Yrpaiua.
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Dobkina K. R. Fiduciary duties in corporate governance in Ukraine: adoption
of international experience and improvement of judicial practice

The article is devoted to the analysis of fiduciary duties in corporate governance
in Ukraine, taking into account international experience and the specifics of national
judicial practice. The relevance of the study is determined by the absence
of comprehensive legislative regulation of fiduciary duties in Ukraine, which creates
legal uncertainty regarding standards of conduct for corporate officers and mechanisms
for protecting corporate interests. The study examines the main principles of fiduciary
duties enshrined in the legislation of the United States, the United Kingdom,
and Canada, including the duty of good faith, the duty of loyalty, and the duty of care.

The mechanisms for protecting directors, such as the Business Judgment
Rule, and their role in ensuring a balance between accountability and effective
decision-making are analyzed. Special attention is paid to judicial precedents in
the United States (Smith v. Van Gorkom, In re Citigroup Inc., Fifth Third Bancorp
v. Dudenhoeffer), the United Kingdom (Howard Smith Ltd v. Ampol Petroleum Ltd,
Regentcrest v. Cohen, Re Barings plc), and Canada (Peoples Department Stores Inc.
v. Wise, BCE Inc. v. 1976 Debentureholders), which clarify the content of fiduciary
duties and ways of their implementation.

It is determined that national judicial practice is gradually forming the principle
of evaluating managerial decisions based on reasonableness and good faith, which
partially corresponds to international standards. Based on a comparative analysis,
the article concludes on the need to implement international experience into national
legislation and judicial practice, particularly through codifying the main principles
of fiduciary duties, detailing criteria for assessing directors’ actions, introducing
Business Judgment Rule standards, and considering the interests of all stakeholders in
crisis situations. The implementation of these measures will contribute to enhancing
legal certainty, improving corporate governance efficiency, and protecting the rights
of shareholders and creditors.

Key words: fiduciary duties, corporate governance, duty of care, duty of
loyalty, duty of good faith, Business Judgment Rule, judicial practice, international
experience, legal implementation, Ukraine.

IHocTranoBka npo6aemu. OixyuiapHi 000B’A3KH € KIFOYOBUM IHCTPYMEHTOM 3a0e31eueHHs
e(hEeKTUBHOTO KOPIIOPATUBHOTO YIIPABIIHHA Ta 3aXUCTY 1HTEPECIB IOPUIMYHUX OCi0, aKI[iOHEpiB
1 kpeautopiB. B Ykpaini, Ha Bigminy Bix CLIA, Benukoi bputanii yn Kananu, 3akoHonaByue 3akpi-
TUICHHS BiayniapHUX 000B’SI3KiB € parMEHTaApPHUM: OCHOBHI ITOJIOKESHHS MICTIThCA y [{UBiITbHOMY
Koziekci Ykpainu Ta 3akoHi «[1po akilioHepHi TOBapHCTBay, aje KOHKPETH3AIlisl 3MicTy 000B’sI3KiB
Ta CTAHJIAPTIB iX BUKOHAHHS 3[IHCHIOETHCS MIEPEBAKHO Yepe3 CYIOBY IpakTHKY. Lle cTBoproe mpa-
BOBY HEBU3HAYEHICTb, YCKIAIHIOE IPUTATHEHHSI JUPEKTOPIB A0 BiAMOBITAIBHOCTI 3a MOPYIICHHS
KOPIIOPaTUBHHX 1HTEPECiB Ta 00MEKYE MOMIINBOCTI 3aIPOBAXKEHHS KOMIUIEKCHOTO KOPIIOPAaTUB-
HOTO KOHTPOJIO. AKTYalbHICTh JOCIIIPKEHHs 3yMOBJIEHA HEOOXiHICTIO ajanTamnii Mi>KHapOIHUX
cTanaapriB QixyuiapHux 00O0B’A3KIB 0 YKPAaiHCHKUX YMOB, IiJIBUILEHHS MPaBOBOi BU3HAYEHOCTI
Ta YIOCKOHAJICHHS MPAKTUKH OL[IHKHU IMOBEIIHKH KEPIBHUKIB Y Cyaax.

MeTor0 CTATTi € aHANI3 MDXHAPOIHOTO JOCBIIY 3aCTOCYBaHHS (iayliapHUX 0OOB’S3KiB
y xoprnioparuBHoMy yrpasiinHi (CLIA, BenmnkoOpuranis, Kanana), BU3HauCHHS KITFOYOBHX IIPHH-
IIUIIB Ta MEXaHI3MIB 3aXHCTy KOPIOPATHBHUX IHTEPECIB, a TAKOX PO3pOOKa MPOIO3HUINH 111010
IMIUTEMEHTAIIIT WX IMiXOMIB Y HAllIOHAJIbHE 3aKOHOIABCTBO Ta CYJIOBY ITPAKTHKY YKpaiHU.

CraH jgochigxeHHs: mpodoaemaruku. [Ipobnemaruka ¢inyniapHux 00O0B’S3KIB JIOCII-
JOKEHA B YMCIICHHHX HAayKOBHX IPAISX 3 KOPIOPATUBHOTO MpaBa Ta (iHAHCOBOTO PEryJIFOBaHHS.
Y CIIA ¢dynaamentanehi npuniunu duty of care, duty of loyalty ta duty of good faith neransHo
pO3mIsAHYTI B mpansix [1-4], a Takox y cynoBux pimeHHsax Smith v. Van Gorkom (1985), Aronson
v. Lewis (1984), In re Citigroup Inc. (2009) ta inmux. Y Benukiii Bputanii Companies Act 2006
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KOJM(iKyBaB 000B’SI3KM AUPEKTOPIB, a cynoBa npakTuka (Howard Smith Ltd v. Ampol Petroleum
Ltd, Regentcrest v. Cohen, Percival v. Wright) koHkpeTu3ye cranmaptu ix BukoHanHs. Y Kanani
Canada Business Corporations Act Ta npeneaeatu Peoples Department Stores Inc. v. Wise (2004),
BCE Inc. v. 1976 Debentureholders (2008) neMOHCTpPYIOTh iHTETpOBAaHMMA MiJXiJ, [0 BPAXOBYE
1HTEpecH BCiX CTEHKXONAEPIB.

B VYxpaini gocnimpkenHs QigyniapHux 000B’sA3KiB HOKHU L0 € 0OMEXEHUM: HAyKOBi Iparli
Ta MaTepialy CyJOBOI MPAKTHKH BUCBITIIOIOTH MEXaHI3MHU 3aCTOCYBaHHS 00O0B’SI3KiB JIOSIIBHOCTI
Ta 00a4JIMBOCTI, IPOTE BiJACYTHE KOMIUIEKCHE CUCTEMHE y3arajipHeHHd. Lle o0ymoBitoe HeoOXi-
HICTP TIOANBIIOTO HAYKOBOTO aHAIi3y Ta ()OPMYBaHHS PESKOMEHAIIN OO0 PO3BUTKY HAIliOHAIIb-
HOT TOKTpUHM (DigymiapHUX 000B’A3KiB.

Bukaan ocHoBHOro matepiany. Y Crnonydyenux Illtarax ¢igymiapHi 000B’SI3KA TUPEKTO-
piB Kopriopaiiii € GyHIaMEHTAIBHAM €JIEMEHTOM KOPITOPATHBHOTO YIPABIIHHSA, KA BU3HAUAE
MEXI1 BIIMOBIATLHOCTI KEPIBHHUIITBA TIEpel KOMITaHI€ro Ta ii akimioHepamMu. OCHOBHUMH 000B’s13-
KaMu € 000B’s130k toOpocoricHocTi (duty of good faith), 0608’30k nosmeHOCTI (duty of loyalty)
Ta 000B’s30Kk obaunuBocti (duty of care) [1; 2]. Duty of care mepenbauae, Mo TUPEKTOp Mae
JISITH pO3YMHO Ta Ha OCHOBI PETENBHOT0 aHallizy iHpopMamii nepes NpUHHATTIM yIPaBIiHCEKOTO
pimennsa. Duty of loyalty 3000B’s13ye AisiTH BHKJIIOUHO B iHTepecax KOMIaHil Ta ii akIlioHepiB,
YHHUKarO41 KOH(IIKTIB iHTepeciB Ta oTpuMaHHs ocoductoi Burogu. Duty of good faith oxorutroe
000B’ 430K JiSITH YECHO Ta CYMJIIHHO, 3a0€3IeUyOuH peati3aliio KOpIopaTuBHUX LiIeH.

Oco0nuBY ponb y 3aXHCTI TUPEKTOPIB BiJ HEOOIPYHTOBAHO! BiNIOBITANBHOCTI BiIirpae
Business Judgment Rule, sxuii iependavae, Mo Cyad He BTPYYAIOTHCS B YIPABIIHCHKI PINICHHS,
MIPUIAHATI CYMJTIHHO, Ha OCHOBI JIOCTAaTHBOI iH(OpMAIIil Ta B iIHTepecax KOMITaHil, HaBITh SKIIO IIi
pILICHHS TPU3BEIH IO HETaTHBHHUX (PiHAHCOBHX HAcHiaKiB [3; 4]. Takum 4MHOM, aMepHUKaHChKa
JOKTpUHA QifyIiapHuX 000B’A3KiB MOETHYE MEXaHI3MH KOHTPOJIIO Ta 3aXUCTy JUPEKTOPIB, 3a0e3-
neyyiodr 0anaHc MK BiATIOBINANBHICTIO Ta ¢()eKTUBHUM YIIPABIIiHHSM.

VY nopisasanHi 3 CIIA, B Ykpaini noHsaTTs digymiapaux 000B’s3KiB Hapas3i He 3aKpiluIeHe
Oe3nocepeIHHO B 3aKOHOAABCTBI, ajie BUBOAUTHCSA Uepe3 MosokeHHs L{uBinpHOrO Komekey Ykpa-
{HU Ta 3aKOHOJABCTBA IPO AKI[IOHEpHI ToBapucTBa. Tak, BigmoBimHO g0 ctarei 92 IIKY Tta 63
3akony Ykpainu «[Ipo akumioHepHi TOBapUCTBa», OCaA0BI 0COOU IOPUINYHUX 0ci0 3000B’sA3aHi
IiSITH B iHTepecax KOMIIaHii T0OpOCOBICHO, PO3YMHO Ta HE IEPEBUIIYBATH CBOI IIOBHOBAKCHHS,
JOTPUMYIOUHCH MPUHIIMIIIB JIOSUTbHOCTI Ta obadnocTi (duty of care i duty of loyalty) [5; 6].

Ha Bimminy Big CIIIA, ykpaiHcbke 3aKOHOJAaBCTBO He mependadae GopmanibHO Business
Judgment Rule, omHak cyjjoBa npakTHKa MOYMHAE BU3HABATH NMPUHIIUT «OIIHKH PIlICHb 3 MO3MIIH
PO3YMHOCTI Ta JOOPOCOBICHOCTI» NIPY BU3HAYCHHI BIJNIOBINAILHOCTI TUPEKTOPiB. TakuM YHUHOM,
yKpaiHChbKa JTOKTpUHA (PixymiapHuX 000B’SI3KiB PO3BUBAETHCH Yepe3 TIyMaueHHs CyliB i HOpMa-
TUBHI aKTH, aJallTyI04{ KJIIOUOB1 IPHUHINIIN aMEPUKAHCHKOI MOZENI - 000B 30K JIOSUTBHOCTI, 00a-
YIMBOCTI Ta JOOPOCOBICHOCTI - /10 HAI[IOHAIBHOTO KOPIIOPaTUBHOTO Tipasa [7; 8].

Cynoga cmpasa In re Citigroup Inc. Shareholder Derivative Litigation (2009) - noxinuuit
M030B akIioHepiB, moxanuil Bix imeHi Citigroup Inc. («Citigroup» abo «Kommnanis»), 3 MeTor0
BimmkonyBanHss KommaHii 30UTKiB, 110 BUHUKIM BHACHIAOK BIUIMBY PUHKY CyOCTaHIApTHOTO
kpenutyBanHs. [lo3uBaui, aknionepu Citigroup, momany meil mo30B MPOTH YHMHHUX Ta KOJTHITHIX
JUPEKTOPIB 1 mocagoBux ocib Citigroup, CTBEPKYIOUH, IO CYTI, IO BIAMOBIAaYi MOPYIIHINA CBOT
GbinymiapHi 000B’SI3KH, HE 31HCHUBIIN HAJEKHOTO KOHTPOJIIO Ta YIPABIIHHS PU3UKAMH, 3 SKHMH
crukanacst Kommanis gepes npobiaeMu Ha pUHKY CyOCTaHIapTHOTO KPEIUTYBaHHsI, 8 TAKOXK HE pO3-
KPHUBIIH HAJICKHUM YHHOM iH(popmarito nipo BriuB Citigroup Ha cyOcTanmapTHi aktuBu. [1o3u-
Badi CTBEPIUKYIOTh, 110 iCHYBAJIN YHCIECHHI «YEepBOHI MIPAaNopIi», sIKi HOBUHHI OyJIH MOBITOMHUTH
BiJIIOBiAauiB po MpoOIeMH, [0 Ha3piBaId Ha PHHKAX HEPYXOMOCTI Ta KPEIUTYBAaHHS, 1 IO BiJ-
MOBiJa4i IrHOPYBANH I1i MONIEPEXKEHHS B TOHUTBI 38 KOPOTKOCTPOKOBUM MIPUOYTKOM Ta HA IIKOAY
JIOBTOCTPOKOBIM xuTTe3AaTHOCTI KomMmanii [9].

Cyn Henasepy (Delaware Chancery Court Ta Delaware Supreme Court) po3misgaB 1mno3os
akuionepiB 1o agupekropiB The Walt Disney Company 1mon0 po3po0Kku BETUKUX KOMIEHCALIHHUX
MAKeTIB IS Mpe3uaeHTa komnadii. ClpaBy 4acTo Ha3WBAIOTh KIIFOUOBOIO B KOHTEKCTI 00O0B’SI3KY
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obaunmBocTi (duty of care) - GopIii 3 BiAOBIAIBHICTIO TUPEKTOPIB aHATI3YBaJIH, Y OyJH BOHH
JIOCTaTHHO 00aWINBI 1 00i3HAHI MPH yXBaJieHHI pimmeHHs [10].

Y cnpasi Fifth Third Bancorp v. Dudenhoeffer (2014) BepxoBuuii Cyn CIIIA BcTaHOBUB TIpe-
[ENCHT 1010 000B’ 513Ky obawnmBocTi digyniapie ESOP (turaniB y4acTi npaiiBHUKIB y KarmiTai)
mig ERISA: BoHUM MaroTh TO camuii 0Ocsr 000B’s13KiB, 1110 1 iHII Bigyniapu, 6e3 «presumption of
prudence». Lle CyTTeBO BIUTMHYJIO Ha 3aCTOCYBaHHSI CTAHAAPTIB (igyHiapHUX 000B’A3KiB y (iHAH-
coBoMy KoHTekcTi [11].

V BenukoOputanii gie Companies Act 2006, sikuii € OCHOBHUM HOPMAaTUBHUM aKTOM, STKHA
konu(iKyBaB TPaIUIiiHI IPUHIUITA KOPIOPATHBHOTO yIIpaBiiHasa y Benukiit bpuranii. Bin Bera-
HOBITIOE 00OB’SI3KM TUPEKTOPIB 070 KoMmaHii Ta ii akiionepi. Ct. 171 Jlis B Mekax MOBHOBa-
skenb (Duty to act within powers) Bu3HaueHO (QixyIiapHUi 000BSI30K JUPEKTOPA NiSTH BiIIIOBIIHO
JI0 CTaTyTy KOMITaHii Ta BUKOPHUCTOBYBATH CBOi TOBHOBaKEHHSI BUKJIFOYHO IUTA ITiIEH, mependade-
HUX 3aKOHOM a00 ycTaHOBYMMH JOKyMeHTamu. Hampukian, cnpasa Howard Smith Ltd v. Ampol
Petroleum Ltd (1974) AC 821, ne B CyoBOMY pIllIeHHI CY/I IiATBEPAMB, 1110 BUKOPUCTAHHS JIUPEK-
TOPCHKHX ITOBHOBAXXEHB HE 32 LINHOBUM IMPU3HAYCHHSIM € MOPYIICHHAM (ixyniapHUX 000B’SI3KiB.
CnpaBa Howard Smith Ltd npotu Ampol Petroleum Ltd 3anumaerbcs mpoBiAHUM aBTOPUTETOM
y rajysi KOpIopaTUBHOTO MpaBa, BCTAHOBIIOIOUH, 1110 TOBHOBAXXEHHS AUPEKTOPIB MOBUHHI 3]IiHC-
HIOBATHUCS JIUIIE [T HAJISKHUX IIUJICH, 31 CIpaBKHIM MOTUBOM, IO Bi/IITOBiJa€ 3aKOHHUM BUMOT'aM.

V¥ c1. 172 Companies Act 2006 «Crpusnns ycnixy komnadii (Duty to promote the success
of the company)» BHU3HaUEHO, IO JUPEKTOP MAE JIATH y CHOCO01, IKUi BiH BBa)KAE HAHKpPAIHM
UL JOCSATHEHHSI JOBTOCTPOKOBOTO YCITiXy KOMIIaHii, BPaXOBYIOUH iHTEPECH IMPAIliBHUKIB, B3ae-
MHHH 3 [TOCTAQUaJIbHUKAMH Ta KII€HTAMH, BIUIMB Ha CIUIGHOTY Ta HaBKOJHWIIHE CEPEIOBHIIE.
Hanpuknan: Cnpasa Regentcrest plc v. Cohen (2001) 2 BCLC 80 - cyn po3nisiaB, 9 pillleHHS
JIUPEKTOpa BpaXxOBYBaJIM JIOBTOCTPOKOBI iHTEpecH KoMITaHii Ta ii 6enedimiapis [12].

Cr. 173 «Heszanexne cymxenns (Duty to exercise independent judgment)» Companies Act
2006 BU3HAUYECHO, IO JUPEKTOP HE MOXKE CIIINO CIiyBaTH BKa3iBKaM TPETiX ociO abo misATu mixa
BIUIMBOM iHIINX 0e3 BiacHOro o0rpyHTOBaHOTrO pimeHHs. Hanpuxmaa: Copasa Percival v. Wright
[1902] 2 Ch 421, ne cynoM HiATBEPAKEHO, IO TUPEKTOP 30008’ A3aHUM MpUMATH pillleHHS y BlIac-
Hilt mpodeciiiHiif OLiHII, a HE MPOCTO BUKOHYBATH NOOakaHHs akuioHepis [13].

Cr. 174 «Po3ymna obawntmsicTh» (Duty to exercise reasonable care, skill and diligence)
BU3HAYCHO, II0 TUPEKTOP MMOBUHEH IISTH 3 HAIC)KHUM PiBHEM 00aYHOCTI Ta KOMIIETEHIII1, Xapak-
TEepHUM 151 Fioro podi 1 moceinay. Hampuknaa: Crnpasa Re Barings plc (No 5) [1999] 1 BCLC 433
B SIKI{ CyJl BU3HAB TIOPYIICHHS 000B’ 3Ky 00aWIMBOCTI Yepe3 HeAOCTATHIA KOHTPOIb 32 PU3UKAMHU
y OaHKIBCHKii JisutbHOCTI [14].

Takum unHOM, Y Benukiii Bpuranii digyniapai 000B’3KH JUPEKTOPIB MAIOTh (hOpMaTbHUH
3aKOHOIAaBYMH XapakTep 3aBasku Companies Act 2006, mpoTe iX 3MICT TIYMauyUThCS Yepe3 CYJIOBY
MPAKTHKY, SIKa JeTali3ye CTaHAAPTH JOOPOCOBICHOCTI, JIOANBHOCTI, 00aWINBOCTI, IPO30POCTi Ta
YHUKHEHHS KOHGIIKTIB. [IpakTHKa JeMOHCTpYE, 1[0 NOPYIICHHS HaBiTh OAHOTO 3 IIUX 000B’A3KiB
MOYe IPU3BECTU 0 0COOUCTOI BiANOBIJAIBHOCTI AUPEKTOPA, IO MiAKPECTIOE 3HAUYeHHs (Bimay1i-
apHOT TUCIUILUIIHN Y KOPIIOPATUBHOMY YIIPaBIIiHHI.

Y Kanani igyuiapHi 000B’SI3KH TUPEKTOPIB KOPIOPAILiH (POPMYIOTE KITFOUOBY CKIIAIOBY CHC-
TEMH KOPIIOPAaTHBHOTO YIIPaBITiHH, 3aKPIIUTIOI0YN OaJaHC M BIaJI010, IO HAJA€ThCS TOCaJOBUM
ocobam, Ta IX BiIMOBIIABHICTIO TIepel KOMITAHIEr0 Ta 3alliKaBIeHUMH CTOpoHaMu. OCHOBHUM HOP-
MaTHBHUM aKTOM, 0 perlIaMeHTYe€ taHi 000B’s13kH, € Canada Business Corporations Act (CBCA),
SIKM BCTAHOBJIFOE 3aralibHi MPHHIIUIHN MTOBEIHKN TUPEKTOPIB Ta KEPIBHUKIB KOMITaHi1, BKITIOYa-
104M 000B’SI30K JIISATH B IHTEpecax KopIoparlii, 00awimBo, J0OpOCOBICHO Ta 3 ypaxyBaHHSM JIOBTO-
CTPOKOBHX HACHIJKIB cBOiX pimieHb. Bognouac, CBCA Hazmae 3Ha9Hy CBOOOLY B IPHHHATTI yIpaB-
JHCHKUX PillIeHb, 3ANUIIAKYN Miclle /Ul BUKOPUCTaHHA MPOo(deciiHOTO CYIKEHHS TUPEKTOPIB.

Kanazicbka cynoBa mpakTHKa CYTTEBO YTOUHIOE 3MiCT (igyliapHUX 00OB’S3KIB 1 opmye
MPELEACHTH, 110 3aCTOCOBYIOTHCS MPH OLIHII MOBEIIHKU MOCagoBUX 0Ci0. OIHUM i3 KIIOUOBUX
piwens € crpasa Peoples Department Stores Inc. v. Wise (2004 SCC 68) [15]. V wiii ciipasi Bep-
xoBHU# Cyn Kanaau miakpecius, 1o GiayiiapHi 000B’I3KH CTOCYIOTHCS KOMITaHii SIK FOPHIHIHOT
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0co0M, a He OKPEMHUX aKI[IOHEPIB YH TPYIH CTCHKXOnaepiB. JMPEeKTOpH MOBHHHI BPaxOBYBaTH
IHTepEeCH BCIX 3alliKaBJICHUX CTOPiIH KOMITaHii, 30KpeMa akI[iOHepiB, MPAI[iBHUKIB, KPEAUTOPIB Ta
IHIIMX YYaCHUKIB KOPIIOPATUBHUX BIJTHOCHH, aJie MEPIIOYeProBO iXHi pillIeHHS MaroTh 3a0e3Ie-
qyBaTH JOBIOCTPOKOBUII iHTepec Kopmopauii. Cyn Bkaszas, mo (igyniapHUH 000B’SI30K BKIIOYAE
000B’5130K JOOPOCOBICHOCTI, JOSUIBHOCTI Ta 00AUINBOCTI, a TAKOXK BUMOTY YHUKATH KOH(IIIKTIB
1HTEpeciB 1 3MOBKHBAHHS KOPIIOPATUBHIMHU ITOBHOBAXKCHHSMH.

e omun kmrouoBuii mperenent cupasa BCE Inc. v. 1976 Debentureholders (2008 SCC 69) —
PO3IIKPIOE MIIXiA 10 OUIHKK (PixyuniapHUX 000B’SI3KIB Y KOHTEKCTI iIHTEpeCiB KPEAUTOPIB Y KpH-
30BHX cuTyanisx. Cyx HarollocuB, 0 y BUTAIKaX, KO KOMIaHis nepedysae y (iHAaHCOBUX TPYII-
HOIIIAX, TUPEKTOP TTOBHHEH BPaxXOBYBATH 1HTEPECH KPEIUTOPIB MOPS 13 iIHTepecaMH aKI[iOHEPIB,
MIPOTE OCHOBHUII MPIOPUTET 3aTHUIIAETHCS 32 KOPIIOPATHBHUMHE 1HTEPECAMH SIK IOPHIMIHOT 0COOU
[16]. Lei migxin miaTBepmKye, mo GigyniapHi 000B’I3KH € CHTyaTUBHHUMH Ta KOHTEKCTYaJIbHUMH,
BHMAararo4f BiJl TUPEKTOPIB KOMIUIEKCHOT OIIIHKY PU3UKIB Ta HACTIIKIB YIPABIIHCHKHUX PIllICHb.

VY paMKax KaHaJICBKOTO KOPIOPAaTHBHOTO IIpaBa BAKINBY poib Bimirpae Business Judgment
Rule (BJR), sixa 3a0e3mnedye OPUANIHANA 3aXUCT AUPEKTOPIB, IO AisTH JOOPOCOBICHO, HA OCHOBI
HasiexxHoi iH(opmanii Ta 3 0OIPyHTOBAaHUM CY[KEHHSIM, HABITh SKIIO iXHI pIilIEHHS MPHU3BEIU
JI0 HEraTMBHUX €KOHOMIYHHUX pe3ynbTaTiB. BJR ciyrye cBoepiiHUM MeXxaHi3MOM OalaHCYyBaHHS:
3 ofHOrO OOKY, IMPEKTOpU HECYTh BiJMOBINANbHICTh 3a MOpYyIIEeHHS (ixyumiapHUX 0OOB’S3KiB,
a 3 1HIIOro — BOHM OTPUMYIOTh NPAaBOBHUI 3aXUCT MpPH 3MIHCHEHHI 00AyMaHUX, 100pe apryMeH-
TOBaHMX PIIIeHb Y MeXaX cBOiX moBHOBakeHb. Cyn y crpasi Peoples Department Stores v. Wise
migkpecius, mo BJR He 3BinbHSE AUpEKTOpa Biag 000B’SI3KY MiSITH JOOPOCOBICHO, OJHAK J03BO-
JISi€ YHUKHYTH BiJNOBIJAIBHOCTI 32 €KOHOMIYHO HEBJAlle PIlICHHS, KO0 BOHO OyJI0 MpPUHHSATE
3 HAJIOKHUM PiBHEM 00A4WIIMBOCTI Ta HAJIS)KHOKO YBAror0 /10 KOPIIOPATUBHUX 1HTEPECIB.

OinyrmiapHi 000B’s13ku y KaHaji BKIIFOYarOTh TPH KITFOUOBI KOMITOHEHTH:

1) 06oB’s130k mobpocoricHocTi (duty of good faith) — mupekrop 30008’ s13aHuU TisSTH YECHO,
3 METOI0 JIOCSTHEHHSI KOPIOPATHBHUX IIiJICH, YHUKATH 3JI0BKHBAHHS MOBHOBAXCHHSIMH Ta HE
MepeciliyBaTH 0COOMCTUX IHTEPECiB 3a paxXyHOK KOMIIAHii;

2) o6oB’s30k sostmeHOCTI (duty of loyalty) — 3ab6opoHsie oTpuMaHHSI BUTOAX BijJ KOpIopa-
TUBHUX MOXJIUBOCTEH 0e3 PO3KPUTTA Ta CXBaJCHHS KOMIIaHii, 3a0e3euye 3aXUCT BiJl KOH(IIKTIB
1HTepeciB;

3) 0060B’s130k obawmBocTi (duty of care) — BUMarae BiJi AUPEKTOpA 3MIHCHIOBATH PilICHHS
OOIPYHTOBAHO, aHANI3YBaTH 1H(POPMAIIiI0, BpaXOBYBaTH PU3MKH Ta HACTIJIKUA YIPABIIHCHKUX il
JUTS KOMTIaHii Ta 1 CTeHKXOJepiB.

CynoBa npakTtuka KaHaau AeMOHCTpYe, IO TOPYIICHHS IIMX OOOB’S3KIB MOXKE NPHU3BeE-
CTH JIO TIMBUIBHOI BiJIIOBIIAIBHOCTI TUPEKTOpa, BKIIOYAIOYH BiJIIKOAYBAaHHs 30UTKIB KOMIIaHIi,
a TaKOX MOTEHIIHHO BIJIKPUBATH LUISAX JUIA MPUTATHEHHS JI0 BiJIMOBIIATBHOCTI Mepesl KPeIauTO-
pamu Ta iHIIMMU 3al[iKaBICHUMH CTOPOHAMH Y KPU30BUX CUTYAIIisX.

VY miacymKy, BiI3HAYMMO, 110 KaHaJIChKa CUCTEMa KOPIIOPaTUBHOIO TpaBa MOKa3ye iHTerpo-
BaHe MOEIHAHHS 3aKOHOIaBYOTO PETYIIOBaHHS Ta MPELeICHTHOTO MIPaBa, siKe J03BOJISIE e(PEeKTUBHO
(hopMyBaTH CTaHJAPTH NOBEIAIHKH AUPEKTOPIB, 3aXUIIATH KOPIIOPATUBHI iHTEpecH Ta OajlaHCyBaTH
MDK PU3HUKOM BIATIOBINAIBFHOCTI Ta HEOOXIMHICTIO MPHUUMATH YNPABIIHCHKI PIIICHHS B YMOBax
HeBH3Ha4eHOCTI. Lle cTBOpro€e mpaBoBy 0a3y It pO3BUTKY KOPIIOPATHBHOI KYIIBTYPH, sIKa ITiJKpec-
JIIO€ BIIMOBITANIBHICTD JUPEKTOPIB Mepe]l KOMITaHI€I0 Ta BCiMa 3aI[iKaBIeHUMH CTOPOHAMHU.

Ha ocHogi anamizy mopiBasuibHOI npaktuku CIIIA, Benukoi bpuranii Ta Kanamu MoxHa
3alpOTOHYBATH HU3KY HANPsSMKIB iMIUIEMEHTAIli MIKHAPOIHUX CTAHIAPTIB Ta YAOCKOHAJICHHS
HaI[IOHAJIBHOT CYIOBOI MMPAKTHKH IIIOJI0 3aCTOCYBaHHS TepMiHY «dimxyiiapHi 000B’sI3kn» B YKpaiHi:

no-niepiie, kogudikaiis ¢igyniapHux 000B’SI3KIB y HalllOHATLHOMY 3aKOHOAABCTBI. [lepim
3a Bce HEOOXiHO BU3HAYUTH OOOB’SI3KH JUPEKTOPIB 1 MOCaJOBHUX 0Ci0 y 3aKOHI MPO KOpIopa-
TUBHI BifHOCcHHU Ta LluBinkHOMY Konekci, monioHo fo duty of care, duty of loyalty ta duty of
good faith y CIIHA Tta Kanaxai. YiTko BCTaHOBUTH KpUTepii MOBEIIHKH AUPEKTOPA, BKIIOUAIOUH
000B’A30K IisITH TOOPOCOBICHO, Y MEXaxX MOBHOBAaXXEHb Ta 3 ypaXyBaHHAM iHTepeCiB KOMIMaHii Ta
CTEHKXONIEPiB;
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Mo-JIpyTe, 3alpoBa/KCHHS HallloHAIBHOTO aHanory Business Judgment Rule nutsixom ¢op-
MYBaHHS CYTOBOI IOKTPUHH «OIIIHKY PINICHB 3 TIO3HIIIH PO3YMHOCTI Ta T0OPOCOBICHOCTI», IO J103-
BOJIUTh 3aXWCTUTH KEPIBHHUKIB IMPH cyMniHHOMy VIpaBIiHHI, 3 0JJHOYACHOK BiAMOBIJAILHICTIO
32 [IOPYLICHHS qnz[yulapan 000B’SI3KiB. YHPOBa}Z[I/ITI/I KPUTEPIi OIIHKH «HAJICIKHOT 00auHOCTI» Ta
«CYMIIIHHOCTI pilieHb» Ut opMatizanii mijaxony B cynax, nozai6Ho 1o BJR y CILUIA Ta Kanani;

[O-TPETE, PO3LIMPEHHS MPAKTUKU BPaxXyBaHHs IHTEPECIB CTCI/IKXOJII[epIB Cynosa TpaKTHKa
MOBUHHA BU3HABATH, 10 cbmymapm 000B’s13KM BKJIIOYAIOTH OOJIIK iHTEPECIiB HE JIHIIE aKI[IOHEPIB,
aye W KpeIuTopiB, MPAIliBHUKIB Ta IHIINX 3alliKaBICHUX CTOPIH, 0COOINBO Y KpU30BUX ab0 (iHaH-
COBO HECTAOUIPHUX CUTYalisX. 3aIPOBAIUTH MEXaHI3MH MPIOPUTETHOTO 3aXKUCTY KOPIOPATHBHUX
IHTEpPECIB IOPUIUIHOT 0COOHU SIK OCHOBH TSI OLIIHKH JIifi TUPEKTOpa;

MO-YETBEPTE, BIOCKOHAICHHS CyTOBOI METOHOJIOTII TOKa3yBaHHS IOPYIICHb: BCTAHOBHTHU
CTaHNIAPTH JTOKa3yBaHHS MOpYyMeHHs (igymiapHUX 000B’S3KiB, BPAXOBYIOUH HEIOATUH MEHEIK-
MEHT, KOH(UIIKTH 1HTEpeciB, HEOOTPYHTOBaHI YIPABIIHCHKI PIllICHHS; BUKOPHCTOBYBATH CYIOBY
npaktuky CLUA i Kanaan sk opieHTHp AJIS OLIHKK «UEPBOHUX NPAIIOPIIiBY», aHATI3y PH3HKIB Ta
HaJISKHOI iHpopManiiHOi 6a3u I NPUHHATTS PillIcHb;

MO-TISITE, MMiIBUIICHHS MTPaBOBOI BU3HAYEHOCTI Ta MPOTHO30BAHOCTI CYIOBHUX PillleHb LIS~
XOM HiITOTOBKH 30ipHUKIB Ta KOMEHTApiB 10 MPELEICHTIB, 0 TIyMadaTh (igyriapHi 000B’sI3KH,
noaibHo 1o keiiciB Peoples Department Stores Inc. v. Wise, BCE Inc. v. 1976 Debentureholders
abo Disney Compensation Cases; BIIpOBaJ[)KyBaTy CTaHJaPTU30BaHI MiIXOAH JI0 OI[IHKA 00auiIn-
BOCTI, JOOPOCOBICHOCTI Ta JIOSLTLHOCTI B CYJIOBi# MPAKTHIII;

MO-TIIOCTE, 3aIPOBAJIUTH OCBITHI Ta METOAOJIOTIYHI IHIIIATUBY IIIJISIXOM ITiIBUINCHHS MPO-
(beciiiHOTO PiBHA CYIUIIB Ta aJBOKATIB Uepe3 HaBYaHHS 1010 MIXKHAPOIHUX CTaHAAPTIB (ixymiap-
HUX 000B’SI3KiB Ta 3aCTOCYBaHHS iX Y HAI[lOHAJHHOMY KOHTEKCTi. 3alpOBaIUTH METOJHYHI PEKO-
MeH/aIlii Ta KeHc-cTaai IUIsl CYJIiB 1 KOPITIOPATHBHUX IOPUCTIB HA OCHOBI MOPIBHSUIBHOTO aHAI3Y
MIXHAPOJAHOTO JIOCBIiTY.

TakuM 4MHOM, 1HTErpallisi Mi>XHAPOJHUX CTAHAAPTIB Ta MPELEACHTHOTO MpaBa J03BOJIUTh
(opmaniyBaTi HOHATTS «pigyiapHi 000B’sI3kn» B YKpaiHi, MiABUIIUTH IPO30PICTh 1 €PEeKTUB-
HICTh KOPITOPATHBHOTO YIIPABIiHHS Ta CTBOPUTHU HAJIHY PAaBOBY OCHOBY JUIS 3aXUCTY IHTEPECIB
KOMITaHi# 1 CTEHKXOMIepiB.
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