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A B S T R A C T      
 

The study of legal mechanisms for protecting property expectations is an urgent task for modern legal 

science, as in the context of reforms and legal uncertainty, guaranteeing expected property rights 

becomes particularly important. Existing theoretical approaches and law enforcement practice reveal 

contradictions in the interpretation of the concept of "property expectations" and its relationship to the 

"legitimate expectations" category used by the European Court of Human Rights. In this regard, there 

is a need for a comprehensive analysis of legal instruments that ensure an appropriate level of protection 

of expected property rights. The purpose of the study is to clarify the possibilities of modern legal 

development in providing adequate protection for property expectations. The work uses the PRISMA 

methodology to form a sample of scientific sources. The study included 45 sources of various types 

(monographs, empirical and review articles, conference proceedings), selected according to precise 

criteria. The chronological framework was 2016–2025. The results showed that regulatory approaches 

to protecting property expectations are based on the implementation of a set of principles and individual 

mechanisms. The quantitative ratio of protection instruments was established: 42% of the studied 

sources emphasize civil law mechanisms, 31% - administrative law, and 27% - judicial mechanisms. The 

decisions of the ECHR play a significant role, using the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights 

as an instrument to guarantee property expectations. 

 
 

© 2025 by the authors. Licensee CRIBFB, USA. This open-access article is distributed under the 
terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0).  

            

       

INTRODUCTION 

Modern legal mechanisms for protecting property expectations are crucial components of a comprehensive legal system. 

They shape the stability of legal relations and protect citizens' rights regarding expectations about specific material goods 

or rights. In the current legal environment, shaped by numerous reforms, the issue of legal support for these expectations is 

a pressing concern. Specifically, regulatory uncertainty, legislative conflicts, and the nuances of judicial practice pose 

challenges to the effectiveness of property interest protection. Property expectations refer to individuals' anticipation of 

obtaining property or rights arising from specific legal facts, even when these expectations are not guaranteed. 

This requires a systematic review of existing legal mechanisms for protecting property expectations. The relevance 

of this study arises from ongoing legal changes in Ukraine, including judicial reform, improved property legislation, and 

enhanced protection of citizens' rights (Haltsova et al., 2024). 

A review of current legal reforms has shown that changes in legislation and court practice are creating new 

challenges for the protection of property expectations (Bondarenko et al., 2022; Dolgopolova et al., 2020). For example, 
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reforms in civil law and the judicial system can increase or decrease the level of rights protection. At the same time, the lack 

of precise legal regulation of property expectations in several cases leads to inevitable conflicts in legislation (Gaman et al., 

2022). 

The main argument of this study is that existing legal mechanisms for protecting property expectations are 

fragmented and lack a systematic perspective. This is especially true in light of recent global legal reforms. Such 

fragmentation hinders adequate legal protection and creates substantial gaps in both legislation and judicial practice. 

Therefore, the goal of this study is to analyze how modern legal reforms affect these mechanisms, identify existing 

shortcomings, and evaluate the effectiveness of the legal framework in supporting the realization of citizens' property 

expectations. 

Thus, the purpose of the study is to analyze the main legal mechanisms for protecting property expectations through 

the lens of modern reforms and determine their effectiveness for ensuring citizens' rights. The research question is: What 

legal mechanisms exist for protecting property expectations? How do modern legal reforms affect the mechanisms for their 

protection? What approaches do different jurisdictions use to ensure the stability of property expectations? What problems 

and shortcomings exist in the legal regulation of this area? 

To tackle these questions, the study uses a combination of systematic review (using PRISMA methods), 

comparative legal analysis across various jurisdictions, doctrinal analysis of laws, and synthesis of system approaches to 

build a comprehensive conceptual framework. 

The study has several parts. First, it identifies key scientific gaps. It reviews recent research and theoretical views 

on property obligations. Results outline the main legal mechanisms for protecting property expectations in Ukraine and 

analyze primary international legal instruments. The discussion compares these findings with those from other recent 

studies. Study limitations are also noted. Conclusions highlight key findings and suggest avenues for future research. 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Modern authors have defined the role of property expectations in law using legal, economic, and socio-legal approaches. 

From a legal perspective, Barak-Erez (2005) described the main types of interests protected under the doctrine of legitimate 

expectations in administrative law. When assessing the autonomous development of administrative law in this context, the 

distinction between interests of trust and expectations created in private law should be considered.  

However, since relevant factors in these two situations differ, the protection of trust and expectations in 

administrative law should not simply extend to private law. Other authors have discussed the significance of interests, trust, 

and expectation in administrative law, especially regarding limits on administrative discretion. This is followed by outlining 

the differences between them and the reasons for their protection (Boone, 2018; Iasechko et al., 2022). The authors pointed 

out that legitimate expectations are protected by administrative law. Modern works have shown that the conceptual division 

between interests of trust and expectations in private law is also helpful in administrative law (Prokopenko, 2022). Given 

public interest in avoiding restrictions on administrative discretion, the protection of "pure" expectations is sometimes 

successful, but its scope is limited. The analysis of the considerations supporting the preservation of trust and expectations 

generally forms the basis for the proposed interpretation of the theory of reasonable expectations. 

Some works define property expectations from the perspective of economic expediency and efficiency of the legal 

protection system. For this reason, according to Iasechko et al. (2022) and Baranov et al. (2020), protecting expectations 

supports the predictability and stability of economic processes. Ilie (2021) noted that property expectations are capital 

investments with economic value. The socio-legal approach interprets property expectations as a socially significant 

category. It reflects the balance between private interests and public needs. Several works have shown that protecting 

property expectations guarantees social justice (Henckels, 2023; Lutsenko et al., 2025). Additionally, some authors 

recognize the priority of public interest over private expectations in cases such as land regulation (Cousins, 2021; Liu et al., 

2022). 

In the legal system, protecting property rights is vital to the security of investment. Modern works note that the 

European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) and national approaches across countries play a significant role in this system. 

The main criteria of the ECHR for the protection of property expectations indicate the existence of reasonable expectations. 

In particular, the authors determined that expectations should be grounded in law: regulations or administrative decisions 

(Dugeri, 2020). Other studies point to the criteria of proportionality of restrictions and legitimate expectations. The point is 

that the state has the right to limit property expectations, but only within reasonable limits and in accordance with the 

principle of proportionality (Sysoiev et al., 2024; Vicente, 2022). The German legal system is based on the principle of 

'protected legitimate expectations' (Schutz des Vertrauensschutzes). In this legal framework, protection is granted in cases 

where a person acted based on legitimate promises made by the state. At the same time, the German Constitutional Court 

recognizes property expectations related to state subsidies and tax benefits. The French Council of State (Conseil d'État) has 

a concept of 'protection of trust' (protection de la confiance légitime), like the German model. In British law, the concept of 

legitimate expectations refers to situations where the government has promised certain rights or benefits. When the state 

changes policies that affect individuals' legitimate expectations, this can be challenged in court (Kolichala, 2020; McDougal 

et al., 2019). The case of R v. North and East Devon Health Authority, ex parte Coughlan, influenced the consolidation of 

the rule that state promises must be fulfilled or compensated. Modern theoretical studies of property show that the 

understanding of property rights now goes beyond the classic property rule model. It now includes regulatory, access, and 

expected interests that need special legal certainty guarantees. In this regard, it is necessary to examine how different 

branches of law ensure the stability of property expectations. 
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One important area of research is public, communal, and collective property. Works devoted to the nature of 

communal property have focused on the distinction between ownership rights, management powers, and beneficiaries' 

expectations that arise in complex multi-level governance models (Skliarenko, 2019). Similar issues arise in the area of 

collective intellectual property rights of indigenous peoples, where protecting property expectations is inextricably linked 

to legal policies and mechanisms for the official recognition of traditional knowledge (Ibrahim & Israhadi, 2024). At the 

same time, criminal law enforcement of intellectual property is seen as a tool for maintaining predictability and stability of 

property interests in the creative and innovative sectors (Cvetkovic, 2016). A significant body of literature is devoted to the 

doctrine of “legitimate expectations” in public and administrative law. Classic works have recognized that legitimate 

expectations limit the discretion of administrative bodies (Mairal, 2010). The influence of legal culture on the scope of 

protection of legitimate expectations has shown that different jurisdictions produce different patterns of the relationship 

between discretion and predictability. Comparative studies in the United States and Europe have noted differences in how 

property, expectations, and legal certainty are understood (Vicente, 2022). 

A separate, highly developed branch of international law is international investment law. Within the framework of 

a fair and equitable regime, protecting investors’ legitimate expectations is central (Rajput & Malhotra, 2019). Other authors 

have recognized the limitations of this protection so that it does not prevent states from exercising regulatory powers 

(Haltsova et al., 2024). Studies of the institutional reform of investment law show that the current system provides only a 

partial balance between investor expectations and public interests (Puig & Shaffer, 2018). In works on investments in the 

sustainable development of Ukraine's agricultural sector, investor expectations are analyzed through the prism of the balance 

between production, consumption, and regulatory guarantees (Lavrov et al., 2022). Even studies on e-learning during martial 

law demonstrate how emergency regulations shape subjects' expectations in the legal field (Kaminskyy, 2024; Prokopenko, 

2022). 

The updated legislation further emphasizes the practical dimension of the problem in Ukraine. Ukrainian laws aim 

to strengthen the legal status of investors and buyers in the field of future property. However, the complete correspondence 

between the Ukrainian approach to property expectations and the ECHR's doctrine of "possessions" and "legitimate 

expectations" remains unclear and requires further analysis. In general, property expectations are studied across various 

branches of law, but these areas remain fragmented. Thus, the authors analyzed the concept of property violations through 

the prism of different theoretical approaches. The authors pointed out that, in general, all models emphasized the need for 

compensation in cases of violating legitimate property expectations. Previous research on property expectations has 

generally focused on analyzing the theoretical aspects of legitimate expectations in property rights. In general, the topic of 

property expectations is not popular among scientists; instead, it has a national character. In particular, the keywords 

"protection of property expectations", "law", and "EU" were entered into the Scopus database. A total of 53 scientific 

literature articles were obtained. Accordingly, 4 clusters were obtained in the VOSViewer system. The first one concerned 

the humanities (philosophy, history, theology, sociology) with political and economic concepts. 

That is, in the study of rights and property expectations, this cluster indicated the philosophical and legal 

foundations (values, historical contexts, political economy of law). In the next cluster, a combination of keywords from 

politics and economics was envisaged. This is rather an "interdisciplinary" block. The key here is: economy and growth 

(economic growth, market economy, economic policy). This is suitable for arguing the economic significance of legal 

stability (that investment expectations stimulate growth). The third cluster revealed a business-legal dimension. This is 

purely law + business: EU, intellectual property, international trade, finance, administration. The fourth cluster contains a 

purely legal dimension. There are only a few keywords here: Convention, human rights, law, law and economics, and 

political science. Thus, it is clear that more scholars have covered this topic through the prism of humanities and economics; 

however, there is little research through the prism of law (see Figure 1). 

 
Figure 1. Clusters of keywords related to property expectations and legal protection (Scopus, search query) 
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However, several key gaps limit understanding of this research problem and underscore the need for further study. 

Scholars have described the issue of property expectations in a stable legal environment, while the impact of legal reforms 

on their protection remains insufficiently studied. The study of significant legislative changes, court practice, and 

administrative decisions may affect the realization and recognition of property expectations. This requires a broader 

systematic analysis. This study will fill these gaps and identify the main legal mechanisms for protecting property 

expectations in light of current reforms. 

Therefore, the purpose of the study is to conduct an inter-system analysis of modern legal mechanisms for 

protecting property expectations, taking into account Ukrainian reforms. The main hypotheses are as follows: 

H1: Jurisdictions in which property expectations are recognized as a separate type of protected interest, and provide 

higher predictability and integrity of the mechanisms for their protection. 

H2: Integration of the doctrine of legitimate expectations from public and investment law into national regulation 

increases the stability of property expectations in contractual and investment relations. 

 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
The study is qualitative, involving a systematic analysis of existing scientific articles, monograph chapters, and analytical 

materials. A systematic review was chosen because current research is scattered across different legal systems, case law, 

and theoretical approaches. Accordingly, a systematic review will enable the qualitative collection and structuring of 

information from various scientific sources. In addition, such an approach is essential for identifying the main patterns in 

the existing mechanisms for protecting property expectations in different legal systems. The systematisation of scientific 

knowledge will help to avoid the fragmentation present in previous works.  

 

Sample and Materials 
The study used a mixture of purposive and criterion sampling. Purposive sampling involved the inclusion of scientific 

sources of various types:  

 Scientific articles 

 Chapters from collective monographs 

 Analytical articles 

 Legal documents  

The inclusion criteria pertained to the content of scientific papers, their thematic relevance, the type of scientific source, and 

the time of their creation. The criterion of chronological boundaries was not consistently applied; however, it was not applied 

to fundamental theoretical works. The primary focus was on the inclusion of English-language and Ukrainian publications 

(with an English-language abstract). Table 1 presents the main criteria for inclusion of scientific sources.  

 

Table 1. Criteria for Inclusion of Scientific Materials 

 
Criterion Description 

Thematic and content relevance Sources should address the main legal aspects of property protection, including analysis of case law, particularly 
the activities of the ECHR and national courts, as well as legislative reforms. 

Chronological boundaries Sources from 2016 to 2025. This criterion was created to include the most relevant modern scientific literature 

Geographical coverage Sources that analyze Ukrainian realities and those of EU countries are included. Sources without a clear 

geographical focus are also included. 

Type of sources Sources of various types are provided for inclusion: articles, chapters from collective monographs, analytical 

reports, and legal documents. 

Peer-reviewed An essential criterion for inclusion is that publications must appear in recognized journals that practice 
anonymous review. 

 

At the same time, the criteria for excluding scientific sources included rejecting publications that were not thematically 

relevant, lacked scientific novelty, or were duplicates. In addition, popular journalistic materials lacking a scientific basis 

were excluded from the study. Table 2 presents the main criteria for excluding scientific sources. 

 

Table 2. Criteria for Excluding Scientific Materials 

 
Criterion Description 

No thematic relevance The study describes only general aspects of property rights, without considering basic property 

expectations. 

Non-peer-reviewed publications Sources that have not undergone proper peer review were rejected for inclusion. 

Popular journalistic materials Popular journalistic materials that lack a proper academic basis are excluded from the study. 

Shots and unverified sources Outdated or unverified documents that have lost their relevance or validity. 

Language of writing All publications written in languages other than Ukrainian and English were rejected. 

 

Tools and Procedures 

The PRISMA methodological approach was used to search for, collect, and screen sources. Scientists around the world 

recognize this methodological approach and use it to conduct clear searches for relevant scientific materials. This tool was 

chosen because it provides a clear study structure and avoids selective coverage of materials. For a systematic review that 

involves searching for a large number of sources, transparency in the methodology can be ensured precisely by the PRISMA 
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approach. To do this, the scientometric databases used for the search were Scopus, Google Scholar, and Web of Science. 

The following keywords were entered into the search queries: property expectations, legal expectations, reforms, protection 

of expectations, law, judicial implementation, and legal mechanisms. A total of 2486 results were obtained. First, all 

duplicates were rejected (-581). Then, all scientific materials unrelated to the research issues were rejected. This was done 

based on the analysis of abstracts and keywords (-689). Then, all irrelevant sources that did not correspond to the issues 

were rejected (-414). After that, precompiled exclusion criteria were used, covering thematic and content relevance, 

mandatory peer review, relevance, and validity. The language of writing was English or Ukrainian, depending on whether 

an English-language abstract was provided. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. The Process of Collecting and Searching for Scientific Sources 

 

Data Analysis 

Thematic analysis was used to analyze the data. This method was used to identify and interpret significant thematic blocks 

in modern text data. For this, Excel software was used to build tables with basic codes. The first stage involved 

familiarization with the data (careful reading of scientific texts), coding (highlighting significant fragments of the texts), 

and the creation of basic codes: principles of legal certainty, legitimate expectations, protection of the bona fide acquirer, 

legislative regulation, contractual mechanisms, and conflicts of legal regulations. These codes enabled the analysis of 

expectations regarding property protection. After that, the basic codes were grouped into themes, and a general structure of 

the themes was drawn up: legal approaches to the protection of property expectations, instruments for the protection of 

property expectations, international standards of protection, and case law. The identified key themes were then verified and 

refined, and individual relationships between themes were explored. An interpretation of the significance of each theme 

within the chosen research problem followed this. To verify the consistency of this thematic analysis, the κ coefficient 

(Cohen's Kappa) was used to measure the level of consistency in the data coding. This involved independent experts who 

analyzed the text data and generated codes. Overall, a κ ≥ 0.7 was obtained, indicating substantial agreement between the 

codes. This was followed by a comparative analysis of the results obtained with the data presented in the scientific literature. 

 

 

    
 

 

 

Records identified from: 
Databases (n = 2486) 

 

 

 

Records removed before screening: 
Duplicate records removed (n = 581) 

 

Records screened 
(n = 1905) 

Records excluded by analysis title, 

keywords, and abstracts 
(n = 689) 

Reports sought for retrieval 
(n = 1216) Reports not retrieved 

(n = 414) 

Reports assessed for eligibility (n = 802) 
(n = 802) 

Reports excluded: 
С.1 (n = 45) 
С. 2 (n = 254) 
С. 3 (n = 124) 
С. 4 (n = 89) 

С. 5 (n = 244) 
 

 

Studies included in the review 
(n = 46) 

 

Identification of studies via databases and registers 

Id
e

n
ti

fi
c
a
ti

o
n
 

S
c
re

e
n

in
g
 

 
In

c
lu

d
e
 



Lutsenko et al., Bangladesh Journal of Multidisciplinary Scientific Research 11(1) (2026), 69-79

 

 
74 

RESULTS 

Property expectations are separate legal interests associated with the possibility of obtaining the necessary property rights 

or other legal benefits in the future. Property expectations are formed based on contracts, certain investment agreements, 

the adoption and implementation of authorities' decisions, or other facts from legal practice that create new rights to possess 

material goods. First, they note the acquisition of the right to use property, receipt of payments or other forms of income, 

property and property shares, and the acquisition of other assets. The researchers note that the legal status of property 

expectations is a controversial issue, since an expectation arising from a contract or other act does not constitute a completed 

property act but already has specific legal values and may therefore be protected under the law. In many countries (including 

Ukraine), property expectations are recognised by the legal system and are subject to civil law regulation. On this basis, 

property expectations are protected by legal mechanisms.  

The importance of adhering to property expectations for the functioning of the legal system lies in ensuring the 

stability of legal relations. Another essential task is to protect the interests and property rights of participants in civil 

transactions, as well as to promote economic development by guaranteeing the fulfillment of certain obligations, thereby 

ensuring the predictable functioning of legal relations and relevant legal consequences (Romaniuk et al., 2024). Globally, 

the protection of property expectations leads to a significant stimulation of investment activity and the development of 

contractual relations at the national level. 

The legal framework for protecting property expectations is based on several key principles. First and foremost, 

property expectations are protected through specific legal mechanisms that ensure compliance with the obligations outlined 

in the agreement and regulate the process for compensating losses resulting from certain contractor violations. These 

mechanisms for protecting property rights are outlined in Table 3. 

 

Table 3. Mechanisms for the Protection of Property Expectations 

 
S.N. Legal instruments Description 

1
1 

Civil 1. The very first tool is to ensure the protection of contracts. Researchers note that this approach involves 
implementing obligations, establishing precise mechanisms for declaring agreements invalid, and imposing 

separate fines or other sanctions for complete disregard of contract terms or for partial fulfillment. 

2. Implementation of mechanisms for compensating damages or providing clear rights to compensation for 

losses incurred or lost profits resulting from violations of property norms. 

3. The importance of judicial proceedings in identifying facts of violation of certain rights or obligations 

assumed. 

2

2 

Instruments 1. Use of mechanisms for appealing decisions of state authorities, which will ensure the protection of 

property expectations resulting from the recognition of invalid or illegal decisions of state institutions that 

affect the applicant's rights. 
2. Conducting licensing and permitting procedures that respect the rights of individuals in the fields of 

regulating entrepreneurial activity, investment, and other related areas. 

3

3 

Administrative 1. The relevance of claims for recognition of property expectations, which allows for the application of court 

decisions to confirm or protect existing property expectations. 
2. Control over claims, which will enable the prevention of abuse, corruption, and the obtaining of unlawful 

benefits due to law violations. 

Source: Summarized by the authors based on the works of Prokopenko (2022) 

 

Therefore, the legal possibilities for the practical application of legal instruments to protect property expectations 

will strengthen legal certainty in the performance of legal actions. At the same time, this will also help increase trust in the 

functioning justice system and create the necessary investment climate. 

The practice of fulfilling property expectations may vary. For example, the Law of Ukraine “On guaranteeing 

property rights to real estate objects that will be constructed in the future” No. 2518-IX. (2022) clarifies the process of 

registering owners of apartments in newly constructed buildings and establishes specific legal grounds for transparent and 

safe investment principles. The law introduced some innovations, including a 'special property right' that effectively 

regulates the property expectations of private investors from developers. However, researchers have noted that adopting 

such a law does not guarantee investor rights.  

It is more promising to draw on the experience of European countries, where property expectations are ensured by 

requiring that the investor receive the property (investment object) promptly. Separate legal mechanisms may include risk 

insurance for the builder (developer), the use of surety bonds (in the form of a compensation guarantee or a completion 

guarantee), full financing of construction by the builder, and the subsequent sale of housing (granting of ownership) only 

after its final commissioning.  
 

Table 4. Main legislative acts and international documents on the protection of property expectations 

 
S.N. Regulatory act/source Jurisdiction Key provisions for the protection of property expectations 

1 Civil Code of Ukraine (2003) Ukraine Defines property rights and obligations, the grounds for the 

emergence of property expectations, mechanisms for protecting rights 

through the court, compensation for losses, and declaring contracts 
invalid. 

2 Law of Ukraine “On guaranteeing 

property rights to real estate objects that 

Ukraine Establishes a "special property right" for investors in new buildings, 

ensures transparency of investments in construction, and determines 

the procedure for registering future owners. 
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will be constructed in the future” No. 

2518-IX (2022) 

3 Council of Europe. (1950). Convention for 

the Protection of Human Rights and 

Fundamental Freedoms.  
Council of Europe. (1952). Protocol No. 11 

to the Convention for the Protection of 

Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, 
Article 1 (Protection of property).  

Council of 

Europe / ECHR 

Protects property rights and introduces the concept of "legitimate 

expectations" as a protected object, used by the European Court of 

Human Rights. 

4 European Court of Human 

Rights. (2004). Kopecký v. Slovakia 
(Application No. 44912/98).  

ECHR Formulates criteria for recognizing expectations as “legitimate”; 

emphasizes the difference between potential rights and real 
“legitimate expectations”. 

5 European Court of Human Rights. (2003). 

Stretch v. the United Kingdom 

(Application No. 44277/98). R 

EU Formulates criteria for recognizing expectations as "legitimate"; 

Regulates investment activities; creates guarantees and mechanisms 

for appealing violations; protects investment expectations. 

6 Bilateral Investment Treaties (BITs) Ukraine and 

other states 

They protect foreign investors' investment expectations, recourse to 

international arbitration (ICSID, UNCITRAL), and stabilization 

provisions. 

 

An important aspect is the adoption of investment protection agreements. Such agreements should include the right 

to recognise the property of foreign investors. The descriptions may include services provided or to be provided by a foreign 

investor, loans, various tangible assets, receipt of payments, etc., with obligatory consideration of stabilising clauses aimed 

at ensuring investment stability and compliance with the legal conditions for investment. It is essential that at the interstate 

level, investment agreements directly refer to international jurisdictional bodies and arbitration courts for the resolution of 

investment disputes. Applying to them is mandatory for all parties to the agreement.  

The current legal reforms in Ukraine, aimed at strengthening legal regulation and increasing the efficiency and 

transparency of judicial proceedings, are crucial to guaranteeing the stability and security of property expectations. The 

effects of the reforms can be seen in several important areas. Firstly, improving the legal framework involves adopting new 

legislation and revising existing legislation better to define the rights and obligations of the parties, eliminate ambiguities, 

and strengthen the protection of property interests. Secondly, strengthening judicial protection will enable more efficient 

case consideration, reduce the likelihood of corruption, and ensure a fair resolution of conflicts over property expectations 

(Civil Code of Ukraine, 2003). Third, introducing measures to protect investors' rights, including through international 

arbitration and clarifying procedures for concluding investment agreements, will provide greater predictability and 

reliability in legal interactions. Fourth, further reforms in permitting, registration of rights, and licensing will minimise 

bureaucratic obstacles, ensuring faster, more transparent access to the exercise of property rights. Fifth, guarantees of 

fulfilment of property expectations can be effectively strengthened by introducing new security instruments (such as risk 

insurance and custody systems) and processes for overseeing the fulfilment of contractual obligations. Thus, legal reforms 

play a significant role in maintaining the security and stability of property expectations and in creating a predictable and fair 

legal environment. 

Another vital vector for consideration of property expectations is existing case law. In particular, the judgments of 

the European Court of Human Rights are essential, as they use the Convention on Human Rights to protect property 

expectations. However, when used in national legal systems, such decisions will require special attention. Since member 

states have different legislation and sometimes belong to different legal systems, the provisions of the Convention are 

generally formulated in broad terms. Court decisions are usually not based on a strict or literal application of the Convention, 

including the definition of property (Cvetkovic, 2016; Dugeri, 2020). In the interpretation of the Convention, an important 

category is ‘legitimate expectations’, which should be distinguished from the expectation to acquire property. Accordingly, 

the ECtHR notes that persons who have property rights or property interests may be considered to have legitimate 

expectations of successful enforcement of claims when there are sufficient grounds for this interest in national law. At the 

same time, property expectations cannot be considered legitimate if there is a dispute over the correct interpretation and 

application of national law (Artemchuk et al., 2024).  

Therefore, the concept of 'property rights of expectation', which is actively used in Ukrainian court practice, should 

not be equated with the concept of 'legitimate expectations' used by ECHR judges to protect property rights under Article 1 

of Protocol 1 of the Convention on Human Rights. The reason for this distinction lies in the different principles of 

interpreting Convention norms, the peculiarities of Ukrainian national legislation, and doctrinal interpretations of property 

and property rights. In such circumstances, applying ECHR norms in the Ukrainian context to protect property expectations 

may be difficult. 

 

DISCUSSIONS 
Modern opportunities for investment and guarantee activities require appropriate legal regulation, which is ensured, among 

other things, by the functioning of property expectations. The issue is quite complex to study, as practices in national legal 

systems may differ significantly. The purpose of this article is to analyze the legal mechanisms for protecting property 

expectations in the light of modern legal reforms. To achieve this goal, the author examines the issues related to the study 

of generalised legal mechanisms for the protection of property expectations; the impact of reforms on the stability and 

security of property expectations; and trends in international case law (how courts interpret property expectations). 

The article demonstrates that in the modern scientific literature, it is generally accepted that property expectations 

are separate legal interests associated with the possibility of obtaining the necessary property rights or other legal benefits 
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in the future. Legislative measures to protect property expectations include implementing several principles and specific 

mechanisms. The author highlights the importance of using civil law, administrative law, and judicial instruments. 

Implementation of such mechanisms will allow compensation for damages arising from unfulfilled property expectations, 

provide clear rights to compensation, and emphasise the importance of court proceedings for identifying violations of certain 

rights or obligations. The findings confirm the conclusions of other scholars who have studied the use of legal mechanisms 

and identified similar instruments, although they have arranged them differently (Boone, 2018; Henckels, 2023; Shevchuk 

& Yarova, 2022). In particular, the researchers emphasised the importance of unifying the principles of observance and 

protection of property expectations, which should also be recognised as an essential marker for further progress in this legal 

issue (Iasechko et al., 2022; Piška, 2009). At the same time, the conclusion of investment protection agreements is also 

identified as an essential aspect that prevents abuse and allows potential investors, for example, to protect their rights. 

Researchers note the gradual formation of model agreements, which only begin to address the specifics of national 

legislation in some detail (Baranov et al., 2020; Sysoiev et al., 2024). However, the practice of implementing obligations 

under such agreements may differ from country to country. This aspect will require further research (Rahman et al., 2024). 

The proposed results show that modern legal reforms are crucial for ensuring the stability and security of property 

expectations. The importance of improving the legal framework, strengthening judicial protection, introducing measures to 

protect investors' rights, implementing further reforms in the licensing system, and ensuring fulfillment of obligations related 

to property expectations is noted. These results confirm the conclusions of other experts who have highlighted the 

importance of legal reforms for protecting property rights. Additionally, the comments of other scholars suggest that 

reforming the legal framework through gradual adaptation to European Union norms is a viable approach (Dei et al., 2019; 

Kolichala, 2020). Such an approach will enable consideration of the existing practices for protecting property expectations 

through general changes to Ukrainian legislation (Ilie, 2021; Melenovsky, 2020). 

The study also draws attention to the existing case law. In particular, the judgments of the European Court of 

Human Rights are essential, as they, among other things, use the Convention on Human Rights to protect property 

expectations. However, when used in national legal systems, such decisions will require special attention. In the 

interpretation of the Convention, an important category is ‘legitimate expectations’, which should be distinguished from the 

expectation to acquire property. Accordingly, the ECtHR notes that persons who have property rights or property interests 

may be considered to have legitimate expectations of successful enforcement of claims when there are sufficient grounds 

for this interest in national law (Henckels, 2023; Liu et al., 2022; Shevchuk et al., 2023). The concept of ‘property right of 

expectation’, which is actively used in Ukrainian practice, should not be equated with the concept of ‘legitimate 

expectations’ used by ECHR judges. Such conclusions are comparable to those of studies in other documents (Cousins, 

2021; Dugeri, 2020). It was noted that ECHR judgments are generally applicable and may be applied in Ukrainian legal 

proceedings. Still, the provisions of the Convention on Human Rights must be interpreted in light of Ukrainian legislation. 

 

CONCLUSIONS 
This research analyzes modern systems of legal protection for property rights, taking into account Ukraine’s ongoing legal 

reforms. Thus, legal mechanisms for protecting property expectations in the context of modern legal reforms are an essential 

aspect of research. In the modern scientific literature, property expectations are interpreted as separate legal interests 

associated with the possibility of obtaining the necessary property rights or other legal benefits in the future. Legislative 

measures to protect property expectations include implementing several principles and specific mechanisms. The author 

highlights the importance of using civil law, administrative law, and judicial instruments. Implementation of such 

mechanisms will allow compensation for damages arising from unfulfilled property expectations, provide clear rights to 

compensation, and emphasize the importance of court proceedings for identifying violations of certain rights or obligations. 

Legal reforms are also essential. First, the importance of further improving the legal framework, strengthening judicial 

protection, introducing measures to protect investors' rights, implementing reforms in the licensing system, and ensuring 

fulfillment of obligations regarding property expectations was emphasized. Ukraine's European integration enables 

consideration of existing practices when adapting Ukrainian legislation. The study also draws attention to existing case law, 

particularly the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights, which use the European Convention on Human Rights 

to protect property expectations. In the interpretation of the Convention, an important category is 'legitimate expectations', 

which should be distinguished from the expectation to acquire property. ECHR judgments show that persons with property 

rights or property interests may be considered to have legitimate expectations of successful enforcement of claims when 

there are sufficient grounds for this interest in national law. The concept of 'property right of expectation', which is actively 

used in Ukrainian court practice, should not be equated with the concept of 'legitimate expectations' used by ECHR judges. 

 The unique contribution of the study is that it proposes an important approach to analyzing property protection expectations, 

combining comparative law with international and national contexts, thereby enabling a holistic view of the mechanisms 

for their protection. The novelty lies in showing how different branches of law – investment, administrative, civil, and 

intellectual property – structure the guarantees of property expectations differently. 

The theoretical contribution involves a more apparent distinction between "legitimate expectations" and "property 

expectation law". It is shown that the stability of property expectations depends on the consistency of legal mechanisms in 

different branches of law. 

The practical (managerial) implications relate to the need to improve regulatory oversight, particularly to eliminate 

gaps in the legislation governing future real estate investments and digital contracts. It is also worth strengthening the tools 

of judicial control and ensuring the effective implementation of decisions related to property expectations. It is 
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recommended to harmonize national judicial practice with the ECHR's approaches, especially regarding the criteria for the 

emergence of legitimate expectations. 

At the same time, the study has certain limitations. On the one hand, the PRISMA scientific approach used in the 

study enabled us to select the most relevant sources. On the other hand, the proposed limitations on its use regulate the 

chronological framework. At the same time, older works may also have contained relevant and vital opinions on the 

importance of protecting property rights. Another limitation is linguistic. First, the analysis was based on studies written in 

English, while some relevant information may also be present in works written in other languages. Although the limitations 

do not invalidate the results, the comments on the methodology open opportunities for additional research. 

However, the conducted research also opens new directions for future study of this problem. In particular, given 

the conclusions, future research should pay significant attention to determining the role of ECHR practice in shaping the 

basic standards for protecting property expectations. For example, the study of the use of key norms of the Convention for 

the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms as a source of legal mechanisms for protecting property 

expectations in the context of Ukraine's European integration is an important direction. At the same time, the next direction 

requiring more attention is the provision of a detailed analysis of the practical implementation of the right to compensation 

for damages arising from unfulfilled expectations in administrative, civil, and investment law. 
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