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LEGAL ASPECTS OF DETERMINING THE PLACE OF
ENFORCEMENT OF A COURT DECISION IN CIVIL CASE

Abstract. The article is dedicated to studying the features of legislative
determination of the territorial location for the submission of an enforcement
document for judgment enforcement, as well as analyzing the legal positions
expressed by higher judicial authorities on this issue.

The methodological basis of the research includes comparative, dialectical,
system-structural, and normative-logical methods of cognition, which enabled the
analysis of legal norms, practical aspects of their application, and the proposal of
solutions to the identified issues concerning the determination of the territorial
location for the submission of enforcement documents for judgment enforcement.

It is concluded that the criteria for determining the place of enforcement of an
enforcement document are: (1) the place of residence or location of the debtor - an
individual; (2) the place of work of the debtor - an individual; (3) the location of the
debtor - a legal entity; (4) the location of the debtor's property; (5) the place where
the actions provided by the decision are performed.

It is established that the determination of the place of enforcement of an
enforcement document regarding the claimant (as an individual debtor) should be
carried out at the registered place of residence of the debtor. Any other address of
the debtor's residence or information about the debtor's location may serve as
additional information and facilitate the enforcement of the decision but should not
be used as a legal fact that the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings"
associates with the place of enforcement of the decision, and with it, the enforcement
district of a private executor.

It is stated that the initiation of enforcement proceedings based on the criterion
of the location of the debtor's property can only be carried out if there is documentary
evidence of the existence of such property within the territory under the jurisdiction
of the state enforcement service or within the enforcement district of a private
executor. In particular, information about accounts opened in the name of the debtor
in banks or other financial institutions located within the territory under the
jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the enforcement district of a
private executor.

Keywords: debtor, creditor, enforcement officer, enforcement document,
place of enforcement, enforcement proceedings.
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ITPABOBI ACIIEKTHU BUSHAYEHHS MICII BUKOHAHHSA
CYJIOBOI'O PINIEHHSA Y IUBLJIBHIN CITPABI

AHotaniss. CtaTTsd NPHUCBAYEHA BHBYCHHIO OCOOJIMBOCTEH 3aKOHOAABYOTO
BU3HAYCHHS TEPUTOPIAIbHOTO MICIsSl TIPE’ SIBJICHHS BHKOHABYOTO JIOKYMEHTA JI0
BUKOHAHHS, & TAKOXK aHaIi3y MPAaBOBUX TMO3UIIIM, BUCIOBICHUX BUIIIMMH CYTOBUMHU
opraHamu 1100 I[bOTO MTUTaHHS.

MeTo10JI0TI9HOI0 OCHOBOIO JIOCIIJIKEHHSI € KOMIMAapaTUBICTCHKUMU, TiaJieK-
TUYHHH, CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHUH, HOPMATUBHO-JIOTIYHHA METOAM Ii3HAHHS, IO
JO3BOJIMJIM  TIPOAHaJi3yBaTH HOPMH 3aKOHOJABCTBA, TMPAKTUYHI AacCHeKTH iX
3aCTOCYBaHHS Ta 3alpONOHYBaTH NUISXW BUPIIICHHS BH3HAUYCHUX IMPOOJIEM, IO
CTOCYIOTBCS BHU3HAYCHHS TEPUTOPIAIBHOTO MICLs Mpea’ IBJICHHS BHUKOHABYOTO
JOKYMEHTa 10 BUKOHAHHS.

3p00JieHO BUCHOBOK IPO T€, 110 KPUTEPIIMU BU3HAYCHHSI MICIISl BAUKOHAHHS
BUKOHABUOTO JOKYMEHTY €: 1) Miclie MpoKHUBaHHS, mepeOyBaHHS OOpKHHKA —
¢biznuHoi 0ocobu; 2) Mmicie podoTH OOopKHUKA - (i3HYHOT 0co0H; 3) MICIE3HAXOI-
KEHHSI OOp)KHUKA - IOPUIUYHOI 0c00H; 4) MICIE3HAXOMKEHHsSI MaiiHa OOp>KHUKA;
5) MiciieM BUYMHEHHS JiH, mepea0adeHuX PIlICHHSM.

BcranoBneHo, 1110 BU3HAYEHHS MICIl BUKOHAHHS BHKOHABUOTO JOKYMEHTA
10/10 mo3uBava (K (GizudHOoi 0coOM-00pKHUKA) Mae BiTOYyBaTHUCS 3a 3apeeECTPo-
BaHHUM MICIIEM TIPOXXKHUBaHHS Oop>kHMKA. Bynb-ska 1HIIIa ajpeca MicIs MPOKUBAHHS
9y BIJOMOCTI MpO Micie mepeOyBaHHS OCOOH-OOpKHUKA MOXYTh CIIYT'yBaTH
JI0JIATKOBOIO 1H(OPMAITIEIO 1 CIPUATH TPUMYCOBOMY BUKOHAHHIO PIIICHHS, ajie HE
BUKOPUCTOBYBATHUCS SIK IOPUANIHHN (HaKT, 3 skuM 3akoH Ykpainu «IIpo BukoHaBue
MIPOBAKEHHS» MOB’A3y€ MicIle BUKOHAHHS PIIICHHS, a 3 HUM 1 BUKOHaBYHMI OKPYT
MPUBATHOTO BUKOHABIIS.

KoHncraToBano, M0 BIAKPUTTS BHUKOHABYOTO MPOBA/DKEHHS 32 TaKUM
KPUTEPIEM SIK MICIIE3HAXOKCHHS MaifHa OOP)KHHUKA MOJKE 3/I1IMCHIOBATHCS JIUIIIE 32
HAsSIBHOCTI JIOKYMEHTAJIBHOTO MIATBEP/KEHHS BiIOMOCTEH MPO HASBHICTH TAKOTO
MaliHa y MeXaX TePUTOpIii, Ha AKY TOIMUPIOETHCS KOMIETEHIISI OPTaHy JIepKaBHOT
BUKOHABYOI CITyKO0H, a00 B MeXaX BUKOHABYOTO OKPYTY MPUBATHOTO BUKOHABIIS.
30kpeMa BiIOMOCTEH MPO BIAKPHUTI HA 1M’ 51 OOp)KHUKA paxXyHKH B 0aHKax abo0 1HIINX
(biHAHCOBUX YCTaHOBAX, PO3TAIIOBAHUX B MEXaX TEPUTOPIi, HA AKY MOMUPIOETHCS
KOMIIETEHIISI OpraHy JAep>KaBHOI BUKOHABYOiI CIY)KOM a00 y Mekax BHKOHABYOTO
OKpPYTYy MIPUBATHOTO BUKOHABIIS.

Kuaro4oBi ciaoBa: OOpXHHK, CTSITYBad, BUKOHABEIlb, BUKOHABUMI JTOKYMEHT,
MICITe BUKOHAHHS, BUKOHABYE MPOBAKEHHS.
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Formulation of the problem. The enforcement of court judgments in civil
cases is an integral part of the right to a fair trial and one of the procedural guarantees
of access to justice, as provided by Article 6 of the Convention for the Protection of
Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. One of the factors that negatively affect
the effective protection and restoration of violated rights is the delay in the
enforcement of court decisions, which may be caused by the incorrect determination
of the place of initiation of enforcement proceedings.

Moreover, the initiation of enforcement proceedings in violation of the rules
regarding the location for executing the decision results in the violation of the parties'
rights, as it leads to an artificial increase in enforcement costs due to the distance
between the location of the authority or individual responsible for the enforcement
of the court decision and the actual place of enforcement, which is determined by
the debtor's residence, location, or the location of their property. Additionally, the
enforcement of a court judgments not at the location of the debtor's property or place
of residence complicates the enforcement process and may lead to delays in the
enforcement of the court decision [1, 2].

Analysis of recent research and publications. Research on the enforcement
of court judgments and the problems associated with it has been addressed by
scholars such as A. Avtorgov, Yu. Bilousov, S. Fursa, Ye. Fursa, D. Ishchenko,
S. Shcherbak, and O. Verba. However, the issue of determining the location for the
enforcement of court decisions has received very little attention from researchers.

The purpose of the article is to examine the specific legislative provisions
regarding the determination of the territorial location for the submission of
enforcement documents for judgment enforcement, as well as to analyze the legal
positions expressed by the highest judicial body on this matter.

Presentation of the main research material. According to Part 1 of Article
24 of the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", enforcement actions are
carried out by a state enforcement officer based on the following locations: (1) the
debtor's residence, (2) place of stay, (3) place of work, or (4) location of their
property. The right to choose the place of initiation of enforcement proceedings
among several state enforcement bodies, which may carry out enforcement actions
within the territory covered by their functions, belongs to the creditor [3].

A private enforcement officer accepts enforcement documents for
enforcement based on the following locations: (1) the residence, (2) place of stay of
the debtor (if a natural person), (3) the location of the debtor (if a legal entity), or (4)
the location of the debtor's property. Enforcement actions in enforcement
proceedings initiated by a private enforcement officer within their enforcement
district may be carried out by them throughout the entire territory of Ukraine (Part 2
of Article 24 of the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings") [3]. Natural or
legal persons have the right to freely choose a private enforcement officer from
among those listed in the Unified Register of Private Enforcement Officers of
Ukraine, taking into account the amount of recovery and the place of enforcement
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of the decision as defined by the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings"
(Part 1 of Article 27 of the Law of Ukraine "On the Bodies and Persons Authorized
to Carry Out Enforcement of Court Decisions and Decisions of Other Bodies") [4].

The enforcement of a judgment that obliges the debtor to perform specific
actions is carried out by the enforcement officer at the location where such actions
are to be performed (Part 3 of Article 24 of the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement
Proceedings") [3].

Thus, the acceptance of enforcement documents by a state or private
enforcement officer for enforcement is conducted according to the territorial
principle. This principle implies that a state enforcement officer has the right to
accept enforcement documents for judgment enforcement, provided that the place of
enforcement is within the territory under their jurisdiction. A private enforcement
officer, in turn, has the right to accept enforcement documents for judgment
enforcement if the place of enforcement falls within the district where the officer
operates, and if information about them is recorded in the Unified Register of Private
Enforcement Officers of Ukraine [5].

Thus, based on the content of Parts 1 and 2 of Article 24 of the Law of Ukraine
"On Enforcement Proceedings" [3] and Article 25 of the Law of Ukraine "On Bodies
and Persons Carrying out Enforcement of Court Decisions and Decisions of Other
Bodies" [4], it is evident that an enforcement officer (state or private) has the right
to accept the submitted enforcement documents and initiate enforcement
proceedings if the place of residence, stay of the debtor (a natural person), or the
location of the debtor (a legal entity), or the location of the debtor's property is:

- for a state enforcement officer, within the territory covered by the
jurisdiction of the state enforcement service;

- for a private enforcement officer, within the enforcement district in which
the private enforcement officer operates and where the relevant jurisdiction of this
private enforcement officer applies [5].

Information about the place of residence, stay of the debtor, or the location of
the debtor (a legal entity) is specified in the enforcement document. Therefore, as a
general rule, the enforcement document can be submitted for enforcement based on
the data contained therein. However, this information is not necessarily
determinative in the choice of the place of enforcement of the decision [6, p. 17].

According to paragraph 29, item 3, Section III of the Instruction on the
Organization of Forced Enforcement of Decisions, approved by the Order of the
Ministry of Justice of Ukraine No. 512/5 dated April 2, 2012, if the enforcement
document is submitted to a state enforcement service or a private enforcement officer
at the place of residence or stay of the debtor (a natural person), or the location of
the debtor (a legal entity), and the address differs from the one specified in the
enforcement document, the creditor must attach a document/copy of a document to
the application for forced enforcement that confirms that the location of the debtor
(a legal entity) or the address of residence or stay of the debtor (a natural person)
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falls within the jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or the territory of the
private enforcement officer's district [7].

The criteria specified in Article 24 of the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement
Proceedings" for determining the place of enforcement of an enforcement document
are as follows: (1) the place of residence or stay of the debtor (a natural person);
(2) the place of work of the debtor (a natural person); (3) the location of the debtor
(a legal entity); (4) the location of the debtor's property; (5) the place where the
actions specified by the decision are to be performed [8, p. 319].

The Supreme Court has repeatedly emphasized in its decisions that the
debtor's place of residence plays a crucial role in enforcement proceedings, both in
determining the enforcement district where the proceedings should take place and in
enabling the debtor to exercise their rights and fulfill their obligations during the
enforcement process. According to Article 19 of the Law of Ukraine "On
Enforcement Proceedings", the parties involved in enforcement proceedings have
the right to, among other things, familiarize themselves with the case materials,
make extracts, take copies, appeal against decisions, actions, or inaction of the
enforcement officer in accordance with the law, challenge the enforcement officer's
decisions in cases prescribed by law, submit additional materials, file petitions,
participate in enforcement actions, and provide oral and written explanations. This
article also imposes several obligations on the debtor, such as informing the
enforcement officer about full or partial voluntary fulfillment of the decision, or
about circumstances requiring mandatory suspension of enforcement actions, timely
appearance upon the enforcement officer's request, allowing the officer access to
their residence and other premises for enforcement actions, and so on [3].

In this context, the forced enforcement of decisions should be, to some extent,
aligned with and tied to the debtor's place of residence or stay. This not only enables
the debtor to properly exercise their rights and obligations as a participant in the
enforcement proceedings (such as familiarizing themselves with case materials,
participating in enforcement actions, and providing oral and written explanations),
but it also relates to the nature of the enforcement actions themselves. The Supreme
Court noted that when it comes to forced enforcement, the means and methods for
achieving the required outcome (proper enforcement of the decision) can be quite
strict towards the debtor, as the enforcement officer is obligated to take all necessary
measures to ensure the decision is executed, with the creditor's interests taking
precedence in this process [9].

The definitions of "place of residence" and "place of stay" are provided in the
Law of Ukraine "On Freedom of Movement and Free Choice of Place of Residence
in Ukraine", according to which the place of stay is an administrative-territorial unit
where a person resides for less than six months a year, and the place of residence is
a dwelling located in an administrative-territorial unit where the person resides,
including specialized social institutions, social services, and protection facilities, or
military units [11].
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According to Article 6 of the Law of Ukraine "On Freedom of Movement and
Free Choice of Place of Residence in Ukraine", the place of residence must be
registered. Therefore, the law associates a person's place of residence primarily with
their registered place of residence. Thus, the registration of a person's place of
residence unequivocally indicates that the person has chosen a specific address as
their place of residence. While the law does not prohibit a person from having
multiple places of residence, the registered address, as per Part 10 of Article 6 of the
Law, is considered the official address, and thus the person legitimately expects
official correspondence and other legal actions related to their place of residence to
be conducted at this address [11].

Therefore, the Supreme Court's legal position is that merely indicating a place
of residence that has no connection to the debtor is not sufficient grounds for
accepting an enforcement document by a private enforcement officer whose
jurisdiction covers the location defined by this address. The determination of the
place of enforcement of the enforcement document for the debtor (as a natural
person) should be based on the debtor's registered place of residence. Any other
address or information about the debtor's place of stay may serve as additional
information to facilitate the enforcement of the decision, but it cannot be used as a
legal fact linked to the place of enforcement of the decision under the Law of
Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", or the enforcement district of the private
enforcement officer [9, 10, 12].

Regarding the debtor's place of residence that is not registered in accordance
with the law, the Supreme Court believes that such a place of residence, due to its
unofficial nature, must either be reported by the debtor (in accordance with the
principle of free choice of residence established by the Law of Ukraine "On Freedom
of Movement and Free Choice of Place of Residence in Ukraine") or properly
confirmed, taking into account the principle of official verification of circumstances.
Simply indicating any address without verifying the relevant circumstances does not
make it the actual place of residence in the context of the Law of Ukraine "On
Freedom of Movement and Free Choice of Place of Residence in Ukraine" [10].

Moreover, the Supreme Court noted that the absence of a direct obligation for
a private enforcement officer to verify the debtor's residence address does not negate
the need to adhere to the principles of the rule of law, legality, independence,
fairness, impartiality, objectivity, dispositiveness, transparency and openness of
enforcement proceedings, and the reasonable duration of enforcement proceedings,
as well as the proportionality of enforcement measures and the scope of demands,
as specified in Part 1 of Article 4 of the Law of Ukraine "On Bodies and Persons
Carrying out Enforcement of Court Decisions and Decisions of Other Bodies" [4].

Failure to ascertain the debtor's address could result in a violation of the
debtor's rights, manifesting as artificial obstacles to the debtor's ability to perform
actions stipulated in Article 19 of the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement
Proceedings" (e.g., familiarizing themselves with case materials, making extracts,




JKypuan «Hayxosi innosayii ma nepedogi mexuonozii» M 9(37) 2024
(Cepis «Vnpasninns ma aominicmpysannsy, Cepis «IIpagoy,
Cepisa «Exonomixay, Cepis «IIcuxonozisay, Cepis «Iledazozika»

taking copies, filing objections, providing additional materials, filing motions,
participating in enforcement actions, etc.). The Supreme Court emphasized that the
lack of a direct provision in the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings"
obliging the enforcement officer to verify the debtor's place of residence should not
be used as a tool to potentially violate the debtor's rights by the enforcement officer,
who is a public authority figure [10].

The scientific literature notes that this legal position of the Supreme Court is
due to the fact that the cases reviewed by the Civil Court of Cassation were related
to enforcement documents issued directly by the court. Therefore, the requirement
to indicate the place of residence or stay was reflected in a series of procedural
documents—both those provided by the parties and those issued by the court. This
means the court monitored the accuracy of the information regarding the place of
residence (or stay) of the case participants (including the defendant) even before
issuing the enforcement document, thereby verifying this information in accordance
with procedural law and indicating these details (the debtor's address) in the
enforcement document that was directly issued [13, pp. 45—46].

At the same time, scholars suggest the need for clear legislative provisions
establishing specific norms that differentiate the actions of the enforcement officer
when initiating enforcement proceedings, depending on the type of enforcement
document received. In particular, when enforcing a notary's enforcement writ,
scholars propose establishing the obligation of the enforcement officer to verify the
debtor's place of residence. However, when receiving an enforcement document
issued and processed by the court, the need for such verification should be stipulated
as a right (rather than an obligation) of the enforcement officer [13, p. 46].

However, in this matter, the position of Judge D. Gudima of the Grand
Chamber of the Supreme Court seems more reasonable. He emphasizes that the Law
of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings" does not allow for arbitrary interpretation
of the norms regarding the place of enforcement of a court decision and the
jurisdiction of enforcement proceedings depending on the type of enforcement
document, the number of debtor addresses provided by the creditor, and so on. The
practice of applying the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings" concerning
the enforcement officer's verification of the debtor's address when initiating
proceedings is indeed inconsistent. The differences in the type of enforcement
document subject to forced enforcement in a specific case, and the varying number
of debtor addresses in different cases, do not affect the resolution of the same
procedural issue regarding the state enforcement officer's obligation to verify the
debtor's address when initiating enforcement proceedings [14].

The Grand Chamber of the Supreme Court also concluded that, according to
Article 14 of the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", the participants in
enforcement proceedings include the enforcement officer, the parties (creditor and
debtor), representatives of the parties, the prosecutor, experts, specialists,
interpreters, valuation entities—business entities, and persons whose intellectual
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property rights have been violated, in the case of enforcement documents related to
the confiscation and destruction of property under Articles 176, 177, and 229 of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, and Article 51-2 of the Code of Ukraine on
Administrative Offenses. In accordance with the norms of the mentioned Law of
Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", the rights and obligations of the
enforcement officer when initiating enforcement proceedings are not regulated
based on the type of enforcement document and do not depend on the entity that
issued the enforcement document for forced enforcement. Similarly, the conduct
(rights and obligations) of the parties and other participants in the enforcement
proceedings is established in general terms in Ukrainian legislation, meaning that
the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings" does not contain specific norms
that would regulate the relationships between participants taking into account the
differences in the specific circumstances of a case [15].

The Supreme Court also referred to Paragraph 10 of Part 4 of Article 4 of the
Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", which stipulates that the
enforcement document is returned to the creditor by the state enforcement service or
private enforcement officer without being accepted for enforcement within three
working days from the day it is submitted if it was submitted to the wrong place or
jurisdiction. Based on a systematic analysis of this norm together with other
provisions of the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", the Supreme
Court concluded that the three-day period for resolving the issue of returning the
enforcement document to the creditor without accepting it for enforcement is
intended to allow the state enforcement service or private enforcement officer to
verify, among other things, whether the debtor's registered place of residence
corresponds to the address indicated in the enforcement document and whether this
registered place of residence falls within the private enforcement officer's
jurisdiction [10].

Another criterion associated with determining the place of enforcement of an
enforcement document under the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings" is
the debtor's place of work (for a natural person). However, the law does not provide
a specific definition of "place of work".

According to Article 93 of the Civil Code of Ukraine, the location of a legal
entity is the actual place of business or the location of the office from which the daily
management of the legal entity's activities is conducted (usually where the
management is located) and where the management and accounting functions are
performed [16].

Paragraph 30 of Item 3, Section III of the Instruction on the Organization of
Forced Enforcement of Decisions, approved by the Order of the Ministry of Justice
of Ukraine No. 512/5 dated April 2, 2012, provides that when an enforcement
document is submitted to the state enforcement service or private enforcement
officer at the location of the debtor's property, the application for forced enforcement
must include a document/copy of a document confirming that the debtor's property
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(funds in bank accounts or other financial institutions, non-bank payment service
providers, or electronic wallets in electronic money issuers) is located within the
jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the private enforcement
officer's district [7].

The Supreme Court noted that the requirement for the creditor to provide
evidence of the location of the debtor's property with the application is due to the
need to substantiate and prove to the enforcement officer that the debtor's property
is located within the jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the
private enforcement officer's district. This norm requires the creditor to provide
evidence of the location of the debtor's property in this area, but not evidence of the
actual existence of the debtor's property at that location [5].

This provision of the Instruction (when the creditor refers to the debtor's funds
as property) should not be interpreted as requiring the creditor to provide evidence
of the actual availability of funds in the debtor's bank accounts with the application
for forced enforcement, as such an interpretation would contradict Article 60 and
Paragraph 1 of Part 1 of Article 61 of the Law of Ukraine "On Banks and Banking
Activity", which stipulate that information about clients' bank accounts and financial
status is bank secrecy, and the bank is obligated to maintain its confidentiality by
restricting access to this information [17].

The Supreme Court's analysis of these norms of the Law of Ukraine "On
Banks and Banking Activity" indicates that a creditor who does not belong to the
category of persons authorized to access information constituting bank secrecy and
is not a person to whom, under Part 1 of Article 62 of the Law of Ukraine "On Banks
and Banking Activity", the bank can disclose information containing bank secrecy,
is limited in their ability to provide the state enforcement service or private
enforcement officer with information about the debtor's account status in banks.
Such an interpretation of this norm of the Instruction also contradicts Part 1 of
Article 19 of the Constitution of Ukraine, according to which no one can be
compelled to do what is not prescribed by law [5].

Therefore, the creditor, when applying to the enforcement officer for forced
enforcement of a decision, must prove the circumstances of the debtor's property
being located within the jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the
private enforcement officer's district, and provide (attach to the application)
evidence of the location of the debtor's property in this area, rather than evidence of
the actual existence of the debtor's property at that location.

For example, if the creditor refers to the debtor's funds in bank accounts, the
creditor, who is restricted from accessing information that constitutes bank secrecy,
must provide the available evidence of the existence of such debtor's accounts and
the evidence from which they learned about these accounts (business correspondence,
transactions, primary or settlement documents, etc.) [5].

Additionally, the Supreme Court emphasizes that according to Article 24 of
the Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", the property in question is the
funds themselves, not the bank accounts [18].
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Thus, the Supreme Court has taken the legal position that the enforcement
officer has grounds to initiate enforcement proceedings based on the criterion of the
debtor's property location only if there is documentary evidence confirming that the
property is located within the jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within
the private enforcement officer's district. This includes information about accounts
opened in the debtor's name in banks or other financial institutions located within
the jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the private enforcement
officer's district. Simply stating in the application for forced enforcement that the
debtor has certain accounts in banks or financial institutions located within the
jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the private enforcement
officer's district, without attaching evidence to support these claims, is not sufficient
grounds for initiating enforcement proceedings based on the criterion of the debtor's
property location.

Courts must determine whether the creditor attached the necessary evidence
to the application for forced enforcement, as required by this norm, to prove the
existence of the debtor's property (e.g., bank accounts) within the jurisdiction of the
state enforcement service or within the private enforcement officer's district, and
whether this evidence confirms the location of the debtor's property within that area [5].

If a decision obliges the debtor to perform specific actions, the place of
enforcement of the enforcement document, according to Part 3 of Article 24 of the
Law of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings", will be the location where such
actions are to be performed [3].

Conclusions. The criteria for determining the place of enforcement of an
enforcement document are as follows: (1) the place of residence or stay of the debtor
(a natural person); (2) the place of work of the debtor (a natural person); (3) the
location of the debtor (a legal entity); (4) the location of the debtor's property; (5)
the place where the actions prescribed by the decision are to be carried out.

The determination of the place of enforcement of the enforcement document
with regard to the claimant (as a natural person-debtor) should be based on the
debtor's registered place of residence. Any other address of residence or information
about the debtor's place of stay may serve as additional information to facilitate the
enforcement of the decision but should not be used as a legal fact to which the Law
of Ukraine "On Enforcement Proceedings” links the place of enforcement of the
decision, and accordingly, the enforcement district of the private enforcement officer.

The initiation of enforcement proceedings based on the criterion of the
location of the debtor's property can only be carried out if there is documentary
evidence confirming the presence of such property within the territory under the
jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the enforcement district of the
private enforcement officer. This includes information about accounts opened in the
debtor's name in banks or other financial institutions located within the territory
under the jurisdiction of the state enforcement service or within the enforcement
district of the private enforcement officer.
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