
SOME CANDIDATES WHO SHOULD NOT ENTER THE NEW SUPREME COURT 

  

1)     Pavlo Vovk 

 Pavlo Vovk, head of the District Administrative Court of Kyiv, received a detailed negative conclusion of 

the Public Integrity Council on his unfair practices. Pavlo Vovk is notorious for his close ties with both 

previous and current political establishment. Apart from that, in less than a month Pavlo Vovk helped judge 

Ablov (who actually ordered to disperse the Maidan in his decision to Berkut) to obtain a service apartment 

in December 2013. This apartment was privatized and sold for 9 100 000 UAH by judge Ablov afterwards. 

During the interview, Vovk behaved in such an impudent manner as if he was sure that he had already 

been elected to the Supreme Court and the High Qualification Commission of Judges would definitely vote 

for him. When asked by the HQCJ members how he can afford so many trips, when one ticket only costs half 

of his salary, he cynically answered: “I do not change my mind: I could afford to travel eight or nine times a 

year with the money I earned.” Over his entire career in the judiciary, Vovk has earned, as he said, “only 150-

160 thousand USD.” One third of this sum he saved in cash. The rest 100,000 USD he spent over ten years on 

property and living, acquiring a collection of coins and icons.    

Vovk was especially bold when it came to his public image. “I believe that my appointment to the 

Supreme Court will help to restore trust in the judiciary… My appointment will be positively accepted by the 

public, if under the public we mean people, not activists…If someone has a negative opinion about me, I 

don’t consider it the public point of view.”  

 

2) Ninel Marynchak 

Ninel Marynchak, judge of the High Administrative Court, is another candidate which does not comply 

with the integrity standards, based on her activity and assets, as well as on specific facts about violations and 

inconsistencies that are presented in the conclusion of the Public Integrity Council.  

The only income of judge Marynchak has long been her salary. However, it turned out to be enough to 

buy a 150-sq-m apartment in an elite Oasyz apartment complex in Obolon district, several land plots in 

Kriukivshchyna near Kyiv, and a land plot in the village of Novi Petrivtsi only 400 meters far from the 

residence of ex-president Yanukovych in Mezhyhiria.  During the interview, Marynchak said that she had sold 

the apartment and bought a land plot in Novi Petrivtsi where she build a 650-sq-m house for her son. Ninel 

Marynchak brought a heap of employee earnings certificates to her interview and told about her son’s 

scholarship, yet she could not explain the origin of her properties.  

The elder son of the judge owns four land plots in elite districts near Kyiv and has 148-sq-m commercial 

premises in the downtown capital (though taken on credit). Her son used to drive RAV 4 and now owns AUDI 

Q7. It might be assumed that the judge’s son is a successful businessman, but Oleh Marynchak started his 

own business only several years ago. He used to work at the bank and the audit company, while he is 

studying in Paris now and has a 1,300 EUR scholarship. 

The younger son of the judge worked as the assistant of the above-mentioned judge Pavlo Vovk. 

However, his mother had not mentioned it before the relevant investigation by the PROSUD was published. 

Since 2014, he has been driving a brand-new RAV 4, although he definitely cannot afford it given his income. 

Despite the obvious mismatch between the income of the judge and her assets and the negative conclusion 

of the Public Integrity Council, the HQCJ decided that it is not enough to stop judge Marynchak from further 

competition.  
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3) Hennadiy Bershov 

Head of Kharkiv Administrative Court of Appeal – Hennadiy Bershov – has also received a negative 

conclusion from the Public Integrity Council. The PIC believes that judge Bershov’s property is the major 

evidence of his unfair practices. Thus, in the declarations for 2015 and 2016 judge Bershov said that he has 

the right to use the car TOYOTA LAND CRUISER 3.0, 2013 owned by his 70-year-old mother, who has worked 

all her life at an industrial enterprise. Judge Bershov talked a lot about the mother’s extensive family and her 

hard work at the enterprise, but could not answer a straightforward question about the level of her income. 

At the same time, he started using his mother’s car immediately after it was purchased, without mentioning 

it in the declarations for the previous years. Recording the property as that owned by the retired parents is a 

common way of concealing property among the judges – and the members of the Higher Qualification 

Commission of Judges who conducted the interview did know it. 

Another common way of concealing property, which candidate Bershov had successfully used before 

the launch of electronic declarations, is non-commissioning of an unfinished construction object. The house 

of judge Bershov in the village of Vysoke near Kharkiv was such an “unfinished construction” which was 

declared only in 2015. According to Google Earth, this construction began in 2005, while in 2009 the house 

looked the same as it looks now. Having visited this property, PROSUD activists discovered that it had long 

been habitable and has a much larger area than those 200 sq. m. mentioned by the judge. 

The property of judge Bershov’s wife is also of interest. According to the declaration, in 2013 she 

managed to purchase an apartment in the city of Gurzuf with an area of 50 sq. m. for 149 thousand UAH, as 

well as an apartment of the same size in the center of Kharkiv for 320 thousand UAH. Obviously, this is the 

false information, since nobody can buy real estate for such an attractive price. However, neither this nor 

property which formally belongs to his relatives and a mansion called “unfinished construction” was enough 

for the HQCJ to prevent his further participation in the competition for the office of a judge of a new 

Supreme Court.  

 

4) Vasyl Saraniuk 

Vasyl Saraniuk  is a former judge of the Higher Economic Court of Ukraine who retired in September 

2016. The PIC issued a negative conclusion on him, since the judge has regularly submitted false information 

in his declaration. Besides that, numerous media reports have repeatedly demonstrated his negative public 

image. During the interview he told a story how he had resigned from the office of head of the Economic 

Court of Kyiv on the insistence of V. Tatkov (ex-head of the Higher Economic Court of Ukraine, suspected of 

interfering into the automatic case distribution system) to vacate the office for Artur Yemelianov who was to 

be transferred from Donetsk to Kyiv. However, even after judge Saraniuk had admitted this, the HQCJ still 

gave him the green light.  

  

5) Liudmyla Kiziun 

 Judge Liudmyla Kiziun received a negative conclusion of the PIC, because she adopted a decision to 

detain the participants of the Revolution of Dignity. This fact was covered up in her declaration of integritу. 

The Interim Special Commission  has identified the breach of oath in her actions. In addition, the PIC has 

drawn attention to the false information in the judge’s declaration. Despite all the evidence against the 

professional integrity of judge Kiziun, the HQCJ allowed her to continue competing for the position within the 

new Supreme Court. 
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A POSITIVE CANDIDATE REJECTED BY THE HQCJ 

  

While some notorious candidates are still racing for the highest positions within Ukraine’s judicial 

system in spite of negative conclusions of the PIC, there is a cast when a candidate with positive reputation 

was banned by the HQCJ. 

Attorney Yaroslav Bohachuk is defending the interests of a woman whose apartment was taken away 

by judge V. Kovtunenko from Lutsk. Judge Kovtunenko is now a suspect in criminal proceedings. The PIC 

issued a positive conclusion about Bohachuk; he has confidently and fully answered the questions of the 

HQCJ members during the interview. However, in the follow-up of the interview, the HQCJ decided to ban 

him from further participation (which is a precedent, since no other candidate without a negative PIC 

conclusion has been banned; the reasons behind this decision are not clear).    

 


