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Abstract. This article is dedicated to studying the disputed issues of
legislative regulation of the legal consequences of the plaintiff or their representative
leaving the courtroom in civil proceedings in Ukraine.

A systematic and consistent analysis of the provisions of the Civil Procedure
Code of Ukraine has been conducted, concluding that item 2 of part 3 of Article 223
of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine may pertain only to the non-appearance at
the court session of such a participant in a civil case as a third party who does not
assert independent claims regarding the subject matter of the dispute, and only their
absence does not constitute an obstacle for the court to continue considering the case
without their participation. In the case of the non-appearance of such participants in
the case as the plaintiff or the defendant, special legal consequences provided for by
specific legal norms of civil procedural legislation must be applied: in the case of
the defendant, a default judgment is conducted (part 4 of Article 223 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine and part 1 of Article 280 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine), and in the case of the plaintiff, the claim is left without consideration (part
5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine and item 3 of part 1 of
Article 257 of Ukraine).

It has been concluded that leaving the courtroom is an independent ground for
leaving the claim without consideration, which does not require the presence of
features inherent in parts 3-5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine,
and the provisions of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, such as
considering the case in the absence of the plaintiff or their repeated non-appearance,
do not apply to the disputed legal relationships. Leaving the courtroom is an
independent ground for leaving the claim without consideration.

It is proposed to amend part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine as follows: "if the plaintiff (or their representative) left the court session
before the end of the case consideration without valid reasons and did not submit a
request to the court for the case to be considered in their absence," and to supplement
part 1 of Article 257 of the Civil Procedure Code with item 13, which reads: "if the
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plaintiff (or their representative) left the court session before the end of the case
consideration without valid reasons and did not submit a request to the court for the
case to be considered in their absence".

Keywords: plaintiff, representative, grounds, leaving the statement without
consideration, court session, ruling, civil procedure.
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JTUCKYCIVMHI IUTAHHS 3AKOHOJJABUYOI'O PET'YJIIOBAHHS
IMPABOBUX HACJIAKIB 3AJIUIIEHHS ITIO3UBAYEM 3AJIU
CYJIOBOI'O 3ACIIAHHS B IUBVIBHOMY CYJIOYUHCTBI

YKPATHUA

Anortanis. CTarTs IpUCBSY€HA BUBYCHHIO TUCKYCIMHUX MUTaHb 3aKOHOaBYOT0
peryroBaHHs MPABOBUX HACIIIKIB 3AJIMIIICHHS MO3UBAYEM YU HOTO MPEACTAaBHUKOM
3aJId CYJJOBOTO 3aCiJJaHHS B IIUBUIBHOMY CYJJOUMHCTBI YKpaiHHU.

3a1MCHEHO CHCTEMHHI Ta IIOCIIJOBHHMI aHajl3 MOJOXEHb I[uBLIHRHOTO
npoilecyanbHoro kojekcy Ykpainu (nami — [IIK Ykpainu) Ta kKoHCTaTOBaHO, IO
n. 2 4.3 cr. 223 HIIK Ykpainu, MoXe CTOCYBAaTHCh HESIBKU B CYJOBE 3aciIaHHs
JUIIE TAKOr0 yYacHUKA LMBUIBHOI CIpaBU AK TPeTd ocoba, sKa He 3asBI€
CaMOCTIITHI BUMOTH L1010 IPEAMETY CHOPY, 1 JIMILE i BIICYTHICTh HE CTAHOBUTb IS
CyIly TIEPEIIKOIN JJIs MPOJOBKEHHS PO3TIISALY CIIpaBu 0e3 ii yyacTi. Y BUIAAKY K
HESBKM TaKWX YYaCHUKIB CIpaBH SK TIO3MBAa4 UM BIANOBiAaY, MAarOTh
3aCTOCOBYBAaTHUCh OCOOJIMBI TIPABOBI HACTIAKW, IO MependaveHi creriaJbHuMU
MPaBOBUMH HOPMaMH IHMBIILHOTO TPOIECYaTbHOTO 3aKOHOJABCTBA: y BUMAAKY
BIJINOBI/Iaya MPOBOAUTHCS 3a049HUM po3riisi ciipasu (4. 4 cr. 223 HIIK Ykpainu Ta
4. 1 cr. 280 LIIK Ykpainn), y pa3i mo3uBava — 3aJIMIIEHHS 3a9BU 0€3 po3risiay (4. 5
cT. 223 HIIK Vkpainu ta 0. 3 u. 1 cT. 257 Ykpainn).

3po0siIeHO BUCHOBOK MpO Te€, 10 3aJMILECHHS 3aju CYyAOBOrO 3acCiJIaHHS €
CaMOCTIMHOIO MiACTaBOIO JIJIsl 3QJIMILIICHHS MMO30BHOI 3asiBU 0€3 poO3IJIsiay, sika He
BHUMAarae HasgsBHOCTI O3HaK nputaManHux 4. 3-5 ct. 223 HIIK Ykpainu, a monoxeHHs
cT. 223 HIIK Ykpainu, Taki sSik: po3risij CIpaBy 3a BIACYTHOCTI IO3MBaya, HOBTOPHA
HOro HesiBKa, Ha CIIpHI MPaBOBIJHOCUHU HE PO3MOBCIOIKYIOTHCA, a 3aJUIICHHS
3a]ly CyJOBOTO 3acCiJJaHHsS € CaMOCTIMHOIO IiJICTaBOIO JIJIsi 3aJMIICHHS MO30BHOT
3asiBU 0€3 PO3TIIS LY.

3anpononoBano 4. 6 ct.223 HIIK VYkpainu BUKIacTH B Takid pemaKiiii:
«IKIIO TO3WBa4 (MOro TMPEJCTAaBHUK) M0 3aKiHYCHHS PO3TISALy CHpaBu 0e3
MOBXHUX TPUYMH MOKWHYB CYJIOBE 3aCijaHHS 1 HE MOJaB JI0 Cyay 3asBU IPO
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PO3IJIS CIPaBH 3a HOTO BIICYTHOCTI», a 4. 1 ¢1. 257 HIIK nomoBuuTH 1. 13 Takoro
3MICTY: «SKIIO MO3uBay (MOro MpeJCTaBHUK) 10 3aKIHYEHHS PO3IIISIAY CIpaBu 0e3
MOBAXHUX MPUYMH MOKHHYB CYJOBE 3acCilaHHs 1 HEe MojJaB 10 CyAy 3asBU MPO
PO3TJIS CIIPaBH 3a MOTO BIJICYTHOCTD».

Kiro4doBi ciioBa: mo3uBay, NmpeJCTaBHUK, MIACTaBU, 3aJUIIECHHS 3asBU 0€3
PO3IIISTY, CYJOBE 3aCilaHHs, yXBaJia, ITUBUTbHE CYyI0YHUHCTBO.

Formulation of the problem. According to Part 1 of Article 2 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine, the task of civil proceedings is the fair, impartial, and
timely consideration and resolution of civil cases to effectively protect the violated,
unrecognized, or disputed rights, freedoms, or interests of individuals, the rights and
interests of legal entities, and the interests of the state [1]. However, there are
instances when the consideration of a case cannot conclude with its resolution
because, for various reasons, the legislator excludes the very possibility of
considering the content of the stated claim and, accordingly, making a decision on
it. In such cases, the proceedings in the case end without a court decision in one of
two forms provided by the legislator: closing the proceedings or leaving the
statement without consideration.

Leaving the statement without consideration is the termination of proceedings
in a civil case without a court decision, due to clearly established legal grounds, the
list of which is exhaustive and not subject to broad interpretation. These grounds
indicate the presence of circumstances in the case that prevent its consideration but
can be remedied in the future. As a result, it does not preclude the possibility of
reapplying to the court with an identical claim, 1.e., a claim about the same subject
matter, on the same grounds, and between the same parties [2, p. 52; 3, p. 450].
The grounds for leaving the statement without consideration, based on the
functional orientation of the circumstances that constitute the basis for applying this
institution, are divided into:

1. grounds indicating the illegitimacy of initiating proceedings in the case due
to the plaintiff's (applicant's) violation of the conditions for exercising the right to
apply to the court (subparagraphs 1, 2, 4, 8, 11 of Part 1 of Article 257 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine);

2. grounds indicating the impracticality of continuing the consideration of the
case due to the expression of will by one of the participants in the case to terminate
the proceedings (subparagraphs 3, 5, 7 of Part 1 of Article 257 of the Civil Procedure
Code of Ukraine);

3. grounds indicating the impossibility of continuing the consideration of the
case due to the parties or one of them expressing a desire to replace the authority
authorized to consider and resolve the case (subparagraphs 6, 12 of Part 1 of Article
257 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine);
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4. grounds indicating the failure of one of the participants in the case to fulfill
the civil procedural obligation imposed on them (subparagraphs 9, 10 of Part 1 of
Article 257 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine) [2, p. 54].

Although the grounds for applying the institution of leaving the claim without
consideration are exhaustive and not subject to broad interpretation, they are not
limited exclusively to Article 257 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, as they
can also be found in other provisions of this legislative act. One such ground is
leaving the claim without consideration due to the plaintiff or their representative
leaving the courtroom.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The study of the features and
problematic aspects of applying this norm of the institution of leaving the claim
without consideration has received very little attention from scholars. Such research
has been conducted by scientists such as V. M. Kravchuk, O. I. Uhrynivska, H. V.
Churpita, S. Ya. Fursa, and M. Yo. Shtefan, but only at the level of commentaries
on the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine or scientific manuals on civil procedural
law. In addition, the fundamental revision of civil procedural legislation, which took
place with the adoption of the Law of Ukraine "On Amendments to the Commercial
Procedure Code of Ukraine, the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, the Code of
Administrative Procedure of Ukraine, and Other Legislative Acts" dated October 3,
2017, No. 2147-VIII [4], caused significant changes in the legal regulation of
existing civil procedural institutions and the emergence of a significant number of
new norms aimed at improving mechanisms for the effective protection of violated,
unrecognized, or disputed rights, freedoms, or interests of individuals, the rights and
interests of legal entities, and the interests of the state.

Changes have also affected such an institution of civil procedural law as
leaving the claim without consideration. In particular, the legislative definition of
the legal consequences of the plaintiff or their representative leaving the courtroom
in civil proceedings remains unclear and quite contentious.

The purpose of the article is to investigate the controversial issues of legal
regulation regarding the ground for applying the institution of leaving the statement
without consideration, specifically the plaintiff (or their representative) leaving the
courtroom, and to develop appropriate proposals based on this to improve domestic
regulatory legislation.

Presentation of the main research material. One of the grounds for leaving
the statement without consideration, which, according to its functional orientation,
is classified in the scientific literature as a measure to counteract the plaintiff's abuse
of procedural rights during the civil case trial [5, p. 581; 6, p. 150; 7, p. 454], is the
plaintiff or their representative leaving the courtroom [8, p. 141]. This ground for
leaving the statement without consideration was first introduced into civil procedural
legislation in 2004 with the adoption of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine and
was regulated by subparagraph 9 of Part 1 of Article 207 of the Civil Procedure Code
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of Ukraine, which remained in force until 2017. The constitutional judicial reform,
accompanied by the adoption of new procedural codes, including the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine, the updated version of which came into force on
December 15, 2017, excluded such a circumstance as the plaintiff leaving the
courtroom before the case was concluded and failing to submit a statement for the
case to be considered in their absence from the general list of grounds for applying
the institution of leaving the statement without consideration, as provided in Article
257 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine. However, the legislator did not entirely
abandon this ground for leaving the statement without consideration but retained it
in Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, which regulates the
consequences of the parties' failure to appear at the court hearing. Thus, according
to Part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, the consequences
defined in Parts 3-5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine also apply
if the party (or their representative) leaves the courtroom [1].

Currently, in cases where the plaintiff or their representative leaves the
courtroom, courts, interpreting such actions as an abuse of procedural rights, leave
the plaintiff's statement without consideration, referring to Part 6 of Article 223 of
the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine [9]. Therefore, it is difficult to agree with the
assertion in the scientific literature that the legislator has completely abandoned such
a ground for leaving the statement without consideration as the plaintiff leaving the
courtroom [10, p. 445]. Although, we do not fully understand this legislative trend
of regulating this ground for leaving the statement without consideration: removing
it from the general list of grounds for leaving the statement without consideration,
as established in Article 257 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, yet retaining it
in Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, the provisions of which are
dedicated to the general consequences of the participants in the civil case failing to
appear at the court hearing. In our opinion, the previous legislative version that
included the legal consequences of such a circumstance as the plaintiff (or their
representative) leaving the courtroom in the general list of grounds for applying the
institution of leaving the statement without consideration was more logical and
appropriate. Therefore, we propose to return this ground to Part 1 of Article 257 of
the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine.

The update of civil procedural legislation was accompanied not only by the
renewal of the general list of circumstances that constitute grounds for applying such
a civil procedural institution as leaving the statement without consideration, but also
by significant changes in the legal regulation of the consequences of the participants
in the civil case failing to appear at the court hearing. This directly influenced the
interpretation of the provisions of Part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code
of Ukraine by the subjects of law enforcement activities.

In October 2021, citizen Ya. filed a lawsuit against the Structural Unit
"Zhmerynka Electric Networks" of JSC "Vinnytsiaoblenergo" regarding the
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violation of consumer rights to electricity and the recognition of the terms of the
concluded public contract as null and void. By the ruling of the Zhmerynka City
District Court of Vinnytsia Region dated February 23, 2022, the statement of claim
of citizen Ya. was left without consideration based on Part 6 of Article 223 of the
Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine due to the plaintiff leaving the courtroom.
Disagreeing with this ruling, on March 23, 2022, citizen Ya. filed an appeal, citing
the court's violation of procedural law norms, specifically noting that he had
requested the first-instance court to consider the case without his participation.

After hearing the report of the judge-rapporteur, and verifying the legality and
validity of the appealed decision within the arguments of the appeal and the claims
made in the first instance court, the Vinnytsia Court of Appeal reached the following
conclusions. According to the content of Parts 3-5 of Article 223 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine, in the event of a participant in the case, including the
plaintiff, leaving the courtroom, the court does not have an imperative duty to leave
the statement of claim without consideration. Moreover, such procedural behavior
of the participant in the case is not an unconditional obstacle to the further
consideration of the case in the absence of this participant. The ruling of the first
instance court does not contain justified reasons as to why it was deprived of the
opportunity to continue considering the case in the absence of the plaintiff based on
the available case materials within the scope of the claims made. Leaving the
statement without consideration is only possible if the court deems it necessary for
the party who filed the request for the case to be considered in their absence to
provide personal explanations (Part 3 of Article 211, subparagraph 5 of Part 2, Part
6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine) [11].

The position of the Supreme Court in interpreting the provisions of part 6 of
article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine is ambiguous.

For example, in denying the opening of cassation proceedings in the case of
citizen P against citizen H regarding the division of marital property, the Supreme
Court was guided by the fact that, in satisfying citizen P's appeal against the district
court's ruling, the appellate court correctly proceeded from the fact that the court of
first instance, leaving the statement of claim without consideration based on part 6
of article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, did not take into account the
requirements provided for in parts 3-5 of article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine, since in the case of the plaintiff's representative leaving the courtroom, the
court has the right to either consider the case in the absence of such a representative
or leave the claim without consideration [12].

In other cases, the Supreme Court emphasizes the need to enshrine in civil
procedural legislation provisions regarding such legal consequences as leaving the
claim without consideration due to the plaintiff (or their representative) leaving the
courtroom, on the grounds that, according to the requirements of the Civil Procedure
Code of Ukraine, the court does not have the right to consider the case in the absence
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of the plaintiff (or their representative), who has not submitted an application for the
case to be heard without them and did not appear at the court session or left it before
the end of the case consideration [13, 14, 15, 16].

Such ambiguity in the Supreme Court's interpretation of these provisions is
associated with a change in the paradigm of legislative regulation of the
consequences of participants' failure to appear at a court session, as the legislator
links the court's authority with the plaintiff's departure from the courtroom. Prior to
the reform of civil procedural legislation, Article 169 of the Civil Procedure Code
of Ukraine, as amended before December 15, 2017, provided only two possible
responses by the court to the plaintiff's failure to appear at a court session, depending
on the accompanying conditions: postponement of the case consideration or leaving
the claim without consideration. Currently, Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code
of Ukraine provides a somewhat different approach. In the case of a participant's
failure to appear, the legislator grants the court the ability to: postpone the case
consideration (part 2 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine),
consider the case in the absence of such a participant (part 3 of Article 223 of the
Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine), make a default judgment in the case of repeated
non-appearance of the defendant (part 4 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code
of Ukraine), or leave the claim without consideration in the case of repeated non-
appearance of the plaintiff (part 5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine) [1].

According to part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, if
a participant in the case (or their representative) leaves the courtroom, the
consequences provided for in parts 3-5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code
of Ukraine apply. Thus, if part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine is interpreted literally, it may indeed seem that if the plaintiff leaves the
courtroom, the court is endowed with such alternative powers: to continue
considering the case on the merits (part 3 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code
of Ukraine) or to leave the plaintiff's claim without consideration (part 5 of Article
223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine). However, it seems to us that in
constructing Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, the legislator
allowed certain inaccuracies, which ultimately led to the rather unsuccessful
formulation of the provisions of part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine. As we have already mentioned, the legislator was not very consistent in
formulating this article, not taking into account the provisions of its other parts, and
did not coordinate them with each other. Thus, it was not taken into account that in
the case of the plaintiff's repeated failure to appear at the court session, part 5 of
Atrticle 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine and item 3 of part 1 of Article
257 of Ukraine provide for a special legal consequence — leaving such a plaintiff's
claim without consideration, and these norms, by their legal nature, are special in
relation to the general norms enshrined in parts 1-3 of Article 223 of the Civil
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Procedure Code of Ukraine. It seems to us that in constructing the provisions of item
2 of part 3 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, the legislator
allowed a number of technical and legal shortcomings, in particular, did not clearly
prescribe the subjects of civil procedural legal relations whose absence prevents the
court from continuing to consider the case on the merits. Such shortcomings in
legislative technique have actually provoked both the ineffectiveness of certain
provisions and the article as a whole.

Analyzing the norms of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine
systematically and consistently, considering its interrelation and coherence with the
provisions of other norms of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, we can
confidently state that item 2 of part 3 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine may pertain only to the non-appearance at the court session of such
participants in the case as third parties who do not assert independent claims
regarding the subject matter of the dispute, and exclusively their absence does not
prevent the court from continuing to consider the case without their participation. In
the case of the non-appearance of such participants in the case as the plaintiff and
the defendant, special legal consequences provided for by specific legal norms of
civil procedural legislation must be applied: in the case of the defendant, a default
judgment is conducted (part 4 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine
and part 1 of Article 280 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine), and in the case of
the plaintiff, the claim is left without consideration (part 5 of Article 223 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine and item 3 of part 1 of Article 257 of the Civil Procedure
Code of Ukraine).

In this regard, we propose to amend item 2 of part 3 of Article 223 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine as follows: "the repeated failure of a participant in the
case (or their representative) to appear at a court session, regardless of the reasons
for the absence, except in cases established by this Code." In our opinion, such
wording of this norm will harmoniously combine the provisions of Article 223 of
the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine with each other and with other norms of civil
procedural legislation and will allow eliminating conflicts in the interpretation of
legal consequences in the event of the plaintiff's failure to appear at a court session,
as well as the plaintiff (or their representative) leaving the courtroom.

Currently, the position of those courts that link the fact of the plaintiff leaving
the courtroom with the legal consequence of leaving their claim without
consideration appears more reasonable. These courts clearly differentiate between
the application of special and general rules for regulating the consequences of
participants in a civil case failing to appear at a court session. This approach has also
been subsequently directed by the legislator towards defining the legal consequences
of such plaintiff behavior as leaving the courtroom.

The Supreme Court, interpreting part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure
Code of Ukraine as grounds for leaving the claim without consideration in the event
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of the plaintiff leaving the courtroom, has repeatedly emphasized that this norm
connects the court's right to leave the claim without consideration with the following
conditions: 1) the plaintiff was present at the court session, in particular, their identity
was established during the preparatory part of the court session; 2) the plaintiff left
the courtroom on their own initiative, not wishing to participate in the session; 3) the
case consideration was not completed; 4) the plaintiff did not submit a request (either
oral or written) for the case to be considered in their absence [13, 14, 15, 16, 17].
In addition, in legal practice, it has been stated that leaving the courtroom is
an independent ground for leaving the claim without consideration, which does not
require the presence of features inherent in parts 3-5 of Article 223 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine. Thus, the provisions of Article 223 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine, such as considering the case in the absence of the
plaintiff or their repeated non-appearance, do not apply to the disputed legal
relationships. Leaving the courtroom is an independent ground for leaving the claim
without consideration, which does not require the presence of features inherent in
parts 3-5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine [18].

Therefore, we consider it appropriate to amend part 6 of Article 223 of the
Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine as follows: "if the plaintiff (or their representative)
left the court session before the end of the case consideration without valid reasons
and did not submit a request to the court for the case to be considered in their
absence". Additionally, it is necessary to return this ground to part 1 of Article 257
of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine by supplementing it with item 13, which
reads: "if the plaintiff (or their representative) left the court session before the end
of the case consideration without valid reasons and did not submit a request to the
court for the case to be considered in their absence".

Conclusions. Considering a systematic and consistent analysis of the
provisions of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, it can be stated that item 2 of
part 3 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine may pertain only to the
non-appearance at the court session of such a participant in the case as a third party
who does not assert independent claims regarding the subject matter of the dispute,
and only their absence does not constitute an obstacle for the court to continue
considering the case without their participation. In the case of the non-appearance
of such participants in the case as the plaintiff or the defendant, special legal
consequences provided for by specific legal norms of civil procedural legislation
must be applied: in the case of the defendant, a default judgment is conducted (part
4 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine and part 1 of Article 280 of
the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine), and in the case of the plaintiff, the claim is
left without consideration (part 5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of
Ukraine and item 3 of part 1 of Article 257 of Ukraine).

Thus, leaving the courtroom is an independent ground for leaving the claim
without consideration, which does not require the presence of features inherent in
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parts 3-5 of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, and the provisions
of Article 223 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, such as considering the case
in the absence of the plaintiff or their repeated non-appearance, do not apply to the
disputed legal relationships. Leaving the courtroom is an independent ground for
leaving the claim without consideration.

In this regard, we propose to amend part 6 of Article 223 of the Civil
Procedure Code of Ukraine as follows: "if the plaintiff (or their representative) left
the court session before the end of the case consideration without valid reasons and
did not submit a request to the court for the case to be considered in their absence,"
and to supplement part 1 of Article 257 of the Civil Procedure Code with item 13,
which reads: "if the plaintiff (or their representative) left the court session before the
end of the case consideration without valid reasons and did not submit a request to
the court for the case to be considered in their absence".
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