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In the article the necessity of legislative determination of concept «access to 
justice» as a mortgage of realization of right on an appeal to a court is proved, 
and also suggestion about bringing of the proper changes in Constitution 
of Ukraine and development of the special law is grounded.
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In work concepts of defect and defi ciency of the juridical fact are presented. 
The juridical fact is defective when its signs mismatch the model fi xed in 
a hypothesis of juridical norm – legal criterion and social criterion of defect 
of the juridical fact – presence in it of such features which testify essential 
change in its maintenance. 
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