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SApbumpaxHbili cyd
Pecnybnuku UHaeywemusi, Poccutickass ®edepayusi

B ctaTtbe uccneayotcsa TeopeTuko-npakTndeckne npobnemsl peannsaumm oTAenbHbIX
npoLeccyanbHbIX HOPM AoKa3aTeNbCTBEHHOro Npasa B apOuTpaHOM cyae NepBOn MHCTaH-
UMK, B YaCTHOCTW nNpeameT AoKasbiBaHWS M 0653aHHOCTU MO OOKa3bIBaHWUIO, packpbIiTve U
ncrpeboBaHne AokasaTenbCTB, pacCMOTPeHME apbuTpaXHbIM CydOM NepBOW MHCTaHLMU
3asaBneHus o danbcudurKaumMm gokasaTenbCTB, yvyacTue crneuvanucra B apbutpakHOM
cyZe nepBoOv MHCTaHUMN.

TeopeTuko-npakTuyeckne npobnembl peanu3aumm OTAENbHbIX NPoLeCcCyanbHbIX
HOPM JoKa3aTenbCTBEHHOMO NpaBa B apbuTpakHOM cyade NepBON UHCTAHLUMM NpOaHanman-
poBaHbl B cBeTe npuHATUA NoctaHoBneHus MNneHyma BepxosHoro Cyaa Poccuiickon ®e-
aepaumn ot 23 pekabpsa 2021 roga «O npumeHeHun ApbuTpakHOro npoueccyanbHOro
kogekca Poccumnckon degepauun npu paccMOTpPEHUM Oen B Cyae NepBOv MHCTaHuun» (aa-
nee — NocTtaHoBneHue). B uccnegosaHum npeactaBneHbl NpeasioKeHns No COBEpLUEHCTBO-
BaHWIO OENCTBYIOLEro 3aKoHoAaTeNbCTBa U NPaKTUKN ero NPUMEHeHMS.

[enaetcs BbIBOA, YTO MOMOXEHUSA O AOKa3blBaHWUM U JOKa3aTeNnbCTBaX, pa3bsCHEH-
Hble B aHann3npyemom [locTaHoBNeHUW, UMEIOT BaXKHOe NpuknagHoe 3HadeHue. Npasunb-
HOEe MpMMEHEHWEe YyKa3aHHbIX HOPM MO3BONSAET Haanexawum obpa3om peanusoBaTb
MPUHUMN COCTHA3aTENbHOCTU apbuTpaKHOro CyAONpPOM3BOACTBA, WCKMOYUTL CyaebHyo
owmnbKy nNpu onpefeneHny npegMeTa OoKasbiBaHUSA U pacnpenenenns obsasaHHocTen no
AokasbiBaHMO. Peanunsaumsa HOpM 0 packpbiTum 1 ncTpeboBaHnM JoKa3aTenbCTB, pacCMOT-
peHun apbuTpaxHbIM CyAOM MEPBON MHCTaHUMWM 3asdBneHnsa o danbcudukaumm gokasa-
TenbCTB, y4acTuu cneuynanucrta B apbuTpaxHoM cyae NepBOW UHCTaHUMM Takke umeet
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Ba)KHOE npuknagHoe 3HayeHune ans o6ocHoBaHMs nMuamm, y4acTByOLWMMI B Aene, npaBo-
BOW NO3unLmMu nepes cyaoMm.

KnrouyeBble cnoBa: apbuTpaxkHoe Cyaonpou3BOoACTBO; MPOM3BOACTBO B apbutpax-
HOM cyZle NepBOW UHCTaHLUMK; LOKa3blBaHWE M AoKa3aTeNbCTBa.

BnarogapHocTn. ®yHaameHTanbHble uccregoBaHna Muxauna KoHCTaHTMHOBMYA
TpeywHukoBa, AnekcaHgpa TumodeeBnya boHHepa, Hawmx yyuTenen, NOCNyXunm oT-
NnpaBHOW TOYKOW HaCTOSALLEro uccrnenoBaHus. Mybokoe OCMbICNEHME HayYHbIX B3rNg40B
nccrnegosarenen NpmBeno K HeobxoAMMOCTU NPOBEAEHUS AeTanbHOIro aHanuaa peanuaa-
LUK OTAENbHbIX NpoLeccyarnbHbIX HOPM AOKa3aTeNbCTBEHHOIO NpaBa B apbuTpaxHoMm cyae
nepBon NHCTAHLMW.

Ona uutupoBaHusa: Haxosa E. A., Kpacukosa J1. A., Konoesa J1. A. HekoTopble
acnekTbl [OKa3blBaHWA M [OKa3aTenbCTB B Cyde NepBOM WMHCTaHUMW B apbuTpakHOM
cynonpoussoacTse // JleHnHrpagckun ropuandecknin xxypHan. — 2022. — Ne 1 (67). — C. 63—
77. DOI 10.35231/18136230_2022_1_63

Some aspects of proof and evidence in the court of first instance
In arbitration proceedings
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The article examines the theoretical and practical problems of the implementation of
certain procedural rules of evidentiary law in the arbitration court of the first instance, in
particular, the subject of proof and the obligation to prove, disclosure and reclamation of
evidence, consideration by the arbitration court of the first instance of the application for
falsification of evidence, the participation of a specialist in the arbitration court of the first
instance. The theoretical and practical problems of the implementation of certain procedural
norms of evidentiary law in the arbitration court of first instance are analyzed by the author
in the light of the adoption of the Resolution of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the
Russian Federation dated December 23, 2021 "On the application of the Arbitration Proce-
dural Code of the Russian Federation when considering cases in the court of first instance"
(hereinafter — the Resolution). The study presents proposals for improving the current leg-
islation and the practice of its application. The author concludes that the provisions on proof
and evidence explained in the analyzed Resolution are of great practical importance. The
correct application of these norms makes it possible to properly implement the principle of
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adversarial arbitration proceedings, to exclude a judicial error in determining the subject of
proof and the distribution of evidentiary duties. The implementation of the rules on disclosure
and reclamation of evidence, consideration by the commercial court of the first instance of
an application for falsification of evidence, participation of a specialist in the commercial
court of the first instance is also of great practical importance for the justification of the legal
position before the court by the persons participating in the case.

Key words: arbitration proceedings; proceedings in the arbitration court of the first
instance; proof and evidence.
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BBepeHue

[MpobnemaTuka peanusauumn npoueccyarbHbIX HOPM AOKa3aTeSibCTBEH-
HOro nNpasa B apbuTpaxHoMm CygonpoM3BOACTBE UMEET NPUHLMNMAnbHOE 3Ha-
YeHne Ana npuHATUSA cyaebHoro akta cyaebHbiM opraHoM, a Takke and
00OCHOBaHMS CBOEW NMpPaBOBOM MO3NUUK Nepen CyaoM fNvuamu, ydYacTByto-
lWwnMn B gene. TeopeTuko-npaktmyeckne npodbnemosl peanmsaumm oTaenbHbIX
npoLueccyanbHbIX HOPM JOKa3aTeNlbCTBEHHOro npasa B apbuTpaxHoOM cyae
NepBON MHCTAHUUM HYXXOAKTCS B aHanu3e B cBeTe NpuHATUA NocTaHoBNEHUS
[MneHyma BepxoHoro Cyaa Poccuickon ®enepauum ot 23 gekabpa 2021 roga
«O npumeHeHun ApbutpaxxHoro npoueccyarnbHoro kogekca Poccuickon de-
Aepauuu npu paccMoOTPeEHUU aen B cyae nepBon MHCTaHumny (ganee — lo-
CTaHOBMNEHME), Takme Kak npeamMeT AokasbiBaHUa U 0683aHHOCTU MO
A0Ka3biBaHWIO, packpbiTUe U UcTpeboBaHWe AoKa3aTeNnbCTB, pacCMOTpPEHUE
apbuTtpaxHblM CyaoM NepBOM MHCTAHUUK 3as8BneHnsa o hanbcudumkaunm go-
Ka3aTenbCTB, y4acTue crneunanuncta B apbutpakHom cyae nepBon MHCTaHLUN.
Llenbto HacTosLero nccnegoBaHna SBNAeTCa TeOpeTUKO-NPUKNaaHoONn aHanua
MNONOXEHNA NNEeHyMa, PasbACHAKOLWMX MPUHLUNBI AENCTBYIOLWEro nNpoLeccy-
anbHOro KoAekca O AoKa3blBaHUM U JOKa3aTenbCTBax B apObUTpaXHOM Cyao-
Npou3BOACTBE.
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O630p nuTepaTypbl

B oTeyecTBeHHOM NpoueccyanbHOn JOKTpMHE npobnemaTtuka npegmeTa
AokasbiBaHUA U 06513aHHOCTEN MO 4OKa3blBaHUIO OCBeLlanach B Tpyaax psiga
nccnegosartenen. Bnepsble kaTeropus «npegMeT goKasbiBaHUsS» Bblna yno-
MaHyTa B Tpyaax K.M. Manbiwesa «Kypc rpaxxaaHckoro cyaonpovssoacTean»’,
0. C. MambapoBa «Kypc nekuuii no rpaxaaHckomy npoLeccy»?. B coBeTckui
nepuod dyHoameHTarnbHble UCCNeaoBaHUs KaTeropum «npegmeTta goKasbliBa-
HuA» ocywecTsreHbl A. J1. lWTyTuHbIM «[MpeameT gokasbiBaHUS B COBETCKOM
rpaxkgaHckoM npoueccey, 1963 [38], T. A. Jlunyawsunu «lMpegmeTt n 6pems
[0Ka3blBaHNA B COBETCKOM rpaxxgaHckom npoueccey, 1957 [29], J1.I1. Cmbiww-
naesbiM «[1pegmeT gokasbiBaHUSA 1 pacnpeneneHme ob6a3aHHOCTEN NO AoKa-
3bIBaHUO B COBETCKOM rpakgaHckom npoueccey, 1961 [32]. 3HaummbIi Bknag
B pasBUTUE YYEHUS O NpeaMeTe AoKasblBaHMS B rpaX4aHCKOM Cy4onpon3Boa-
ctBe BHecnn K.C. KOgenbcoH [39], A.®. KnenHmaH [21], C.B. Kypbines [26],
H.B. 3engep [17], M.K. TpeywHukos [34], A.T. boHHep [9-13], JI.A. BaHe-
eBa [14], VN.B. PeweTtHukosa [30], B.B. Apkos [40], B.B. MonuyaHos®, O.B. ba-
ynuH [8], A.l'. KosaneHko [22-24], U.M. 3aiues [15; 16], M.A. ®okuHa*,
C.®. AdaHacbes [7], O.b. AbyweHko [1], C.M. Amocos [4-6], M.A. PoxkoBa
[31], N.I". PeHu® n ap. OcHoBononarawwumm B y4eHUN O NpeameTe [0Kasbl-
BaHWA CTanu Tpyadbl NnpeacTaBuTenen Teopum rocygapcraa v npaea, Takmx Kak
C.C. Anekcees [2; 3], B.b. Ncakos [18-20], O. 3. Jlencra [27; 28], n ap., a
Takke npegcraBuTenen UMBUIIMCTUYECKON Haykn Takmx kak, O.A. Kpacasuu-
koB [25], A.K. Kau®, O.A. Yaycckas [37] n ap. MpobnemaTtka packpbITvs 1 UC-
TpeboBaHNA [OKa3aTeNbCTB, PACCMOTPEHUA apOUTPakHbIM CyaOM MepBOu

' Manbiwes K. Kypc rpaxaaHckoro cygonpoussoacTsa: B 3 1. ClM6., 1874. T.1. 437 c.
2 FamBapos 0. C. Kypc nekumit no rpaxaaHckomy npoteccy. CM6., 1894-1895. 778 c.
3 MonyaHoB B.B. OcHOBbI TeOpWM A0Ka3aTeNbCTB B rpa)aaHCKOM npoLleccyansHOM Nnpase:
y4eb. nocobue. M.: 3epuano-M, 2015. 354 c.
4 Kypc ookasaTenbCTBEHHOro npasa: [paxaaHckuii npolecc. ApGuTpaHbIi npouecc / nog,
pea. M.A. ®okuHon. M.: CtaTyT. 2014. 496 c.
5 PeHy U.T. ®akTbl 1 goKasaTenbCTBa B MeXAyHAapOoO4HOM rpaXxaaHCKOM npoLlecce: Teope-
Tnyeckune npobnemsbl: guc. ... o-pa topug. Hayk. EkatepuHbypr, 2018. 351 c.
6 Kau A.K. KoHkpeTusaums cyqom rpaxaaHCKMX U CeMenHbIX NPaBOOTHOLLEHUI C YaCTUYHO
HeyperynMpoBaHHbIM COAEpXaHueM: aBToped. AuUC. ... KaHg. iopug. Hayk. CBepanoBcK,
1965. 15 c.
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MHCTaHUMK 3asBreHnsa o hanbcmdukaumm gokasatesnbCcTB, y4acTus cnewyma-
nucTa B apGuUTpaXkHoOM cy/ie NepBoii HCTaHLUK' Takke MMeeT orpomMHoe npu-
KnagHoe 3Ha4yeHue.

MpeomeT pAokasbiBaHMA M OOA3aHHOCTM MO [AOKa3blBaHUK B
apOuTpaXxHOM cyae NepBOW MHCTAHLUKU

MNpeomMeTy gokasbiBaHWS U pacnpeaeneHunio o6s3aHHOCTEN No AoKa3biBa-
HUIO NOCBSILLIEH NYHKT 36 aHanuaupyemoro NoctaHoBneHus. [Mpu NpUHATUN Uc-
KOBOrO 3asiBNeHuns apbuTpaxHbid cyqd onpeaensieT npeameT AoKasbiBaHus U
pacnpeaenseTt o6s3aHHOCTM NO AokasbiBaHuio. O6cTosTenbCTBa npeameTa
[0Ka3blBaHUS onpeaensTcsa ncxoasn n3 TpedbosaHuin U BO3paXKeHUn CTOPOH C
y4eTOM HOpPM MaTepuarbHOro npaBa, PerynmpyoLLMx CropHble NPpaBooTHOLLE-
Hus. Mpn 3ToM Noa obcTosTenbCTBaMM NpeaMeTa AoKa3biBaHUS NOHUMAOTCS
COBOKYMHOCTb IOPUANYECKUX (PAKTOB, MMEIOLMX 3HAYEHUE AN NPaBUNBHOIO
paccMOTpeHns 1 paspelleHnst aena. B goktpnHe obocHOBaHa KoHUenuus y3-
KOro W LUMPOKOrO TONKOBaHUA npeaMeTa AokasbiBaHus. [1py aToM npu y3koMm
TONIKOBaHMK B NpeaMeT J0Ka3biBaHUS BKIOYAKTCS TONbKO MaTepuanbHo-npa-
BOBble (0aKTbl, OT YCTAHOBMNEHMSI KOTOPbIX 3aBUCUT paspeLleHne cnopa no cy-
wecty. IMEHHO 3Ta KOHUENUWsi, MO MHEHUIO OTAENbHbLIX UCCreaoBaTenen,
Hamny4ywmnm oOpa3om NO3BONSAET NPOCEANTL NPOLECCYarnbHYO CBSA3b (DaKTOB
npeamMeTa [AoKasblBaHUS ¢ 00s13aHHOCTAMU MO AoKa3sbiBaHuio. LLnpokoe Ton-
kOBaHWe OOCTOATENbLCTB NpegMeTa [goKasbiBaHWUsS npegnonaraeT BKIOYeHne
B COCTaB npeamMeTa JoKa3blBaHUs1 06CTOATENbCTB MaTepuaribHO-NpaBoBOro U
NHOro xapaktepa. lMpy LWMPOKOM MOHMMaHuUM npegMeTa LoKasblBaHWs, MO-
MUMO MaTepuanbHO-NpPaBoBbiX hakToB, B ero COCTaB MOryT BXOAUTb NpoLec-
CyarnbHO-NpaBoBLIe dakTbl, [OKa3aTeNbCTBEHHbIE, NPOBEPOYHbIE,
BCMoOMoraTesnbHble, aKTbl, YCTaHOBMNEHNE KOTOPbIX HEOOXOAMMO ANs BblHe-
CEHUs YacTHOro onpeaenexHnsi. Peannaysa npuHUMN cyaenckoro pykoBoacTea
NpoLEeccoM, apOuUTpakHbIN Cya MOXET BOCMOMHUTL Npobenbl CTOPOH Mo onpe-
AENEHNIO OPUONYECKN 3HAUYMMbIX 0OCTOATENBLCTB B COCTA3aTENbHbLIX OyMarax.
[NeHyM pasbsACcHUI, YTO apOMTPaKHbIA Cya BNpaBe BbIHECTM Ha obcyxaeHne
IOPUANYECKN 3HAYMMble OOCTOATENbLCTBA, HA KOTOPbIE CTOPOHbI HE CChbina-

1 3uHmH A.M. YuyacTue cneumanucta B npoleccyanbHbix gencteuax: y4e6. M.: MpocnexkT,
2011. 256 c.; Moxos A.A. Crneunanuct B rpaxgaHckom cygonpoussogctee // Linsunucr.
2008. Ne 3. C. 87-94.
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nnck. BmecTe ¢ Tem B JOKTPUHE BbICKa3blBaNUCh CYXXAEHUS!, YTO B AENCTBYHO-
LLieM npoLeccyanbHOM 3aKoHOOAaTeNbCTBE HEOOXOAMMO 3aKpenuTb 00s3aH-
HOCTb Cyda Mo BOCMOJIHEHUIO OOCTOATENbCTB NpeaMeTa AOoKa3blBaHWUA: cyq
005s13aH BbIHECTM Ha 0OCYXXAEHME OPUANYECKM 3HAYMMble OOCTOSATENBLCTBA, Ha
KOTOpbl€ CTOPOHbI HE CCbINanuch.

CoxpaHsieTcst NonHOMo4YMe apbuUTpaKHOro cyaa NpeanoXuTb CTOPOHaM
OOMNONHUTENbHbIE A0Ka3aTeNbCTBa, ECN NOCNeAHNX HEAOCTaTOYHO ANs pac-
CMOTPEHNS Aena no CyLlecTBy.

PackpbiTve n ncrtpebosaHmne gokasaTtesnibCTB B apObuTpaxxHoMm cyae
nepBON MHCTaHLUMU

[MyHKTHI 37-38 NocTaHOBNEHUSA cogepXaT pa3bACHEHNA NO NOPSAKY pac-
KpbITUS U UCTpeboBaHUA gOKa3aTenbCTB apbutpaxHbiM cygom. Mo cmbicny
AENCTBYIOLLLEro 3akoHoAaTenbCTBa K npoueccyasibHbiM JOKYMEHTaM CTOPOHbI
OOSDKHbBI MPUMNOXUTL JOKYMEHTbI (JoKasaTesibcTBa) B 000CHOBaHUM TpeboBa-
HUW C YKazaHWeM KOHKPETHbIX AoKa3aTesibCTB B NOATBEPKAEHUM KOHKPETHbLIX
obcToaTenbCcTB. [lokazaTenbCTBa, He NPUNOXKeHHbIE K CocTa3aTenbHbIM byma-
ram, OOSMKHblI OblTb packpbITbl Nepen ApyrMMu nvuamin, ydacTBYHOLWMMU B
aene, 4o Havana cyaebHoro 3acefaHuvsi, UnNu B npeaenax cpoka, yCTaHOBIEH-
HOro CyoM B onpefeneHuu, ecnvm nHoe Ha yctaHosneHo AlNK PO. [pn atom
No4 packpbITUEM JOKa3aTeNbCTB MOHUMAETCA B AOKTPUHe 3abraroBpeMeHHoe
O3HaKOMIeHMe C coaepXaHuemM [oKasaTernbCTB nuuamu, y4acTBYHOLWMMU B
aene, B CPOKU, yCTaHOBIIEHHble CyaoM. HapylueHue nopsaka unm cpokoB pac-
KpbITUA JOKa3aTEeNbLCTB HE ABNAETCA OCHOBaHMEM ONA OTKasa B UX NPUHATAN
N nccnegoBaHun. B aHrno-ameprkaHcKon cucTeMe npasa 3a HapyLueHue npa-
BWN PacKpbITUS AOKa3aTeNbCTB YCTaHOBIEHbI 6onee XXeCcTkne caHKumMn B BUAe
3anpeTta ccbllaTbCA Ha HepacKpbITble gokasaTenbcTBa. B poccuickom npo-
LleccyanbHOM npase cyq BnpaBe OTHECTU cyaebHble pacxobl 3a HapyLleHue
nopsaka pacKkpbiTUS OOKa3aTesfibCTB BHE 3aBUCUMOCTU OT pesynbTaToB pac-
CMOTpeHUsa agena.

B cnyyae HenpeacTtaBneHns CTOPOHOM AoOKasaTenbCTB B 0b6oCHOBaHMeE
cBOuX TpeboBaHU apbutpaxHbI Cyg paccMaTpmBaeT Aefio N0 MMEKLLNMCSA
maTepmanam. [lopsgok npeactaBneHns M UCTpeboBaHMs OOKa3aTeNbCTB
ycTaHoBneH cT. 66 AlK P®. [Mpn aTom He TpebyeTcsa ykaszaHua pekBU3NTOB
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nctpebyemoro pgokasaTenbCTBa M MNPUNOXEHUS K XogaTaucTBy [oOKasa-
TeNnbCTB, NOATBEPXKOAKLMX HaxoXaeHue nctpebyemMoro gokasatenbcrBa Y
COOTBETCTBYHOLLENO Nnua. JlokanbHbIM NpegMeToM LOKa3biBaHUS AN yAoBe-
TBOPEHMS COOTBETCTBYHOLLEro XoA4aTancTea 0yayT aBnsaTbCcs cnegyowmne o6-
CTOATENbCTBA: (PaKT OTCYTCTBMSA BO3MOXXHOCTM CAMOCTOATENIbHOIO NOoSTy4YeHus
AoKasaTernbCcTBa OT JiMua, Yy KOTOPOro OHO HaxoAUTCs; dhakT yKasaHus Ha To,
KakMe obCTOATENbLCTBA, MMEKLLME 3HA4YeHne ansa gena, MoryT 6bITb yCTaHOB-
NeHbl 3TUM JoKas3aTesibCTBOM; a Takke yKasaHUsa NPUYnH, NpPensaTcTBYOLWNX
NOSTYYEeHUIO JoKa3aTesibCTBa, U MecTa ero HaxoXaeHus.

K yncny yBaXuTenbHbIX NPUYMH HEBbLINONHEHUS 06s3aHHOCTN NpeacTa-
BUTb UCTpebyemMoe cyaoM [oKa3aTenbCTBO MOryT OTHOCUTBLCS, B YaCTHOCTY,
NPUYMHBI, CBA3aHHbIE C OTCYTCTBUEM Y NUL, NO HE3ABUCALLUUM OT HUX 0BCTOS-
TenbcTBam cBefeHun o6 nctpeboBaHnn y HUX JoKas3aTenbCTB, a Takke CBS-
3aHHblEe C He3aBUCALWMMW OT nNnua obCToATEeNbCTBAMU, B CUITY KOTOPbIX OHO
6bI510 NULEHO BO3MOXXHOCTUN CBOEBPEMEHHO HanNpaBUTb B Cy[ COOTBETCTBYIO-
liMe gokasaTenbCcTBa UM coobmTb Heobxoaumyro MHdopMauuio (Hanpu-
Mep, BBeLEHWE peXxuma MOBbILLEHHONW TOTOBHOCTU WM 4Ype3Bbl4anHON
cuTyaumm Ha Bcen Tepputopum Poccunckon denepaunm nubo Ha ee yactn).
He mMoryT paccmaTpuBaTbCs B KA4eCTBE YBaXXUTENbHbIX MPUYUH crnegyoLwue:
HeobX0AUMOCTb COrflacoBaHUs C BbILLECTOALLNM OpraHoM (UHbIM JIULIOM) BO-
npoca O HanpasfeHun B CyAd UCTpebyemblX [oKa3aTenbCTB, HaxoXAeHue
NpeacTaBuUTeSNS Nvua B KOMaHOMPOBKe (OTMycKe), KagpoBble MnepecTaHoBKY,
OTCYTCTBME B LUTATe OpraHn3aumnmn topucta, CMeHa pykosoauTtens (ero Haxox-
AeHue B ONNTenbHON KOMaHOMPOBKE, OTMYCKE), a TakKe MHble BHYTPEHHUE op-
raHn3aumMoHHble Npobriembl Nuua, y KOTOPoro UCTpedytoTes AoKkasaTernbeTBa.

ApBuUTpaxHbIn Cyd NpUM HanMyMM COOTBETCTBYHOLLEro XxogaTancTsa
BrnpaBe ucTpeboBaTb AoKasaTenbCTBa OT APYroro nvua, y4acTBYHOLLEro B
aene. Ecnv Takoe nyuo He NpeactaBuUT 4OKas3aTenbCTBO NO NpUYMHaM, npu-
3HaHHbIM CyIOM HEeYyBaXXUTENbHbIMU, MO0 HE N3BECTUT Cya O HEBO3MOXXHOCTU
npeacraBneHns gokasaTtenbcrea BOOOLLE U B YCTAHOBIIEHHbIV CPOK, apbuT-
paXkHbI Cyq BNpaBe OTHECTM Ha Takoe Nuuo cydebHble pacxofbl, a Takke
000CHOBaTb CBOM BbIBOAbI OO bSACHEHNAMM APYron CTOPOHbI.
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PaccmoTpeHue apouTpaxHbIM CyAOM NepBOMN MHCTAHLUN 3asiBIIEHUA
o hanbcudmkaumm gokasaTenbCcTB
[MyHkT 39 lMocTaHOBNEHNA pasbACHAET NOPSAOK pacCMOTpPeHus apouT-

paXXHbIM CyAOM MEPBOM MHCTAHUMM 3aaBfieHna o dpanbcudukaumm gokasa-
TenbcTB. [opsaaok paccMoTpeHna NogobHOro 3asiBfieHnst yctaHoBMEeH CT. 161
AlK P®. MNpn aTom cnocob npoBeaeHUsi NPOBEPKM AOCTOBEPHOCTU 3asiBNEHNSA
0 dhanbcudmkaummn onpenensieTcs cyqomM. YkasaHHble 3adBieHnst o dpanbcu-
duKaumMm OOMKHbI OblTb MOTUBUPOBaHHLIMWU. B HMX 0BOCHOBLIBaKOTCA NpU-
3HaKN MNOLNOXHOCTU [OKasaTernbCTB, TakMe KakK COBepLUeHMEe [OelCTBUM,
Bblpa3uBLUMXCA B nogaesike oopMbl JOKasaTernbCTBa: WU3roToBNEHWE OOKY-
MeHTa creuunanbHO Anda npeacTaBrieHus ero B cyd (Hanpumep, HeCoOOTBET-
CTBME BPEMEHWN U3rOTOBIIEHUS OOKYMEHTA YKas3aHHbIM B HEM gaTtam) nnbo
BHECEHME B YXE CYLLECTBYHOLUNA LOKYMEHT UCMNPaBEHUA UM OOMONTHEHUN
(Hanpumep, noggenka noanucen B OOKYMEHTE, BHECEHME B HEro OOMOSHU-
TenbHOro TekcTa). He nognexart pacCMOTPEHUIO B COOTBETCTBUM C NpaBuiamm
cT. 161 AlK PO 3aaBneHusa, kacarowmecs He4OCTOBEPHOCTU AoKa3aTeNnbCTB
(Hanpumep, 0 HECOOTBETCTBUN AENCTBUTENBHOCTU DAKTOB, N3ITOXKEHHbIX B [O-
KyMeHTe), Inb0 B OTHOLLEHNN AOKA3aTENbCTB, HE MMEIOLLNX OTHOLLEHUS K pac-
cMaTtpuBaeMoMy Aesy, a Takke ecnu OHO NofaHO B OTHOLUEHUWN LOKYMEHTa,
NOAMNOXHOCTb KOTOPOro, Mo MHEHUO Cyda, He NOBMAWAET Ha uUcxon Aena B
CBA3M C HanNM4Mem B Matepuanax fefia UHbIX JoKa3aTesibCTs, MO3BOSIAIOLLINX
YyCTaHOBUTb pakTuyeckme obCcTosaTenscTaa.

3adaBneHve nogaeTcs B MMCbMEHHOW (hopMe C yKa3aHneM B HEM KOHKpeT-
HbIX [JOKa3aTemnbCTB, KOTOpble ABMATCA panbCUPULNUPOBAHHBIMU, U B YeM
BblpaXkaeTcs Takasa panscudukaums. O6 yronoBHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTU Npeay-
npexgalTcs Kak nuuo, obpaTtusLlleeca ¢ 3aasneHnem (ct. 306 YK PO®), Tak u
nuuo, npeactasmBllee gokasaTtenbctBo (CT. 303 YK P®). lNo pesynbtatam
pacCcMOTPeHNS 3asBreHnsa akT hanbcudmkaumm AomKeH ObiTb YCTaHOBMNEH
NN onpoBeprHyT. ApbuTtpaxkHbid Cya BbIHOCUT YacTHOe onpeneneHne n no
npasunam 4. 4 ct. 188.1 AlNK P® HanpasnseT ero konuo B NpaBoOOXpaHUTENb-
Hble opraHbl AN peLleHus Bornpoca O NpuBievyeHnn nvua, npeacraBmBLLErO
danbcnuumMpoBaHHOe AokasaTenbCTBO, UK nvua, 6esocHoBaTeNnbHO 3a-
SIBUBLLErO O ero danbcuukauumn, npeaynpexngeHHblx o6 yronoBHOM OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTHU, K JAHHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTN.

70



paxxgaHckuii npouecc; apouTpaxHbIN npouecc
Civil process, arbitration process

YyacTtue cneumanucrta B apouMTpaxHOM cyae nepBou UHCTaHUUU

[MyHkT 40 MNocTaHOBNEHUs ycTaHaBnNuBaeT MOpPSAOK yyacTus crneumanu-
cTa B apbutpaxxHoM cyge nepBon MHCTaHuMu. CneynanncTt MoxeT BbiTb npu-
Bfe4YeH K yyacTuo B [efne Kak no MHUuuaTMBe caMoro cyda, Tak M no
XogaTancTBy nuy, ydacTByrowmx B gene (4. 2 ct. 55.1, u. 1 ct. 87.1 AlK P®).
CneuunanncT NpuBeKkaeTCA K y4acTUio B erie C LeSibio oka3aHus COAencTBuUS
B UccrnenoBaHuM gokasatenbcTs. [10 pesynbTatamMm KOHCynbTauuu crneuunanu-
cTa cyq MOXeT NnpeasioxXnTb CTOpOHaM NpeacTaBUTb LOMOMHUTENbHbIE JOKa-
3aTenbCTBa, Pa3bACHUTL CTOPOHAM MpaBO Ha 3adBfeHue xogartancrea O
Ha3Ha4YeHun aKkcnepTuabl. KoHCcynbTauma cneumanucta B apbutpaxHom npo-
Lecce — MOSHOUEHHOE CPeAcTBO AoKasblBaHUS. B MHbIX LMBUANCTUYECKNX
npoueccax crneumanucT BbiMOMHAET BCNOMOraTesbHY YHKLMIO, YTO HENb3sl
npuaHatb goctonHcTeoM MK P® n KAC PO.

3akKknroyeHue

Ha ocHoBe npoBeaeHHOro nccrnegoBaHus NpeacTaBnseTcs npaBuiibHbIM
NPUNUTK K cnegyrowmm BeiBogam. NonoxeHns o goKasblBaHUM M JOKa3aTerb-
CTBaX, pa3bsCHEHHbIE B aHaNMM3npyemMoM NOCTaHOBIIEHUN UMEIOT BaXKHOE Npu-
KnagHoe 3HadveHue. NpaBunbHOE MpUMEHEHUe yKasaHHbIX HOPM MNO3BONAEeT
Haganexatyum obpasom peanusoBaTb NPUHLNMN COCTA3ATENbHOCTM apOuTpax-
HOro Cy4onpomn3BOACTBA, UCKMIOYUTL CyaeOHyto owmnbKy npu onpeneneHum
npegMeTa AoKasblBaHMA U pacnpeneneHns oba3aHHOCTEN MO AOKa3blBAHMUIO.
Peanusauns Hopm 0 packpbITUn U UCTpeboBaHUKM AOKa3aTeNbCTB, paccMoTpe-
HUM apOUTpakHbIM Cy4OM NEPBOM MHCTAHUUKM 3asBReHns o danbcndukaumm
AoKasaTenbCTB, y4acTum crneunanncta B apbutpaxxHom cyae nepBon MHCTaH-
LMK TaKKe MMEEeT BaXXHOe NMpuKnagHoe 3HadeHne ans 06oCHoBaHMS nvuamu,
y4yacTBylOLWMMM B Aere, NpaBoBou No3vumn nepes cygom. BmecTte ¢ Tem no
pesynbTaTam NpoBeAeHHOro aHanmsa npencrasnaeTcd npaBuiibHbIM caefnaTtb
crenywoume npeanoxeHnsa no CoBepLLUEHCTBOBAHMNIO NMpoLeccyasribHOro 3ako-
HogaTenbcTBa. Bo-nepBblX, B OEWCTBYHOLLEM npoueccyanibHOM 3aKoHOAa-
TenbCcTBe HeobxoaMmo 3akpenuTb 00s3aHHOCTb Cyda MO BOCMOSIHEHUIO
obcToATENLCTB NpeaMeTa AokasbiBaHus: ¢y 06s3aH BbIHECTU Ha obcyxae-
HUEe PUANYECKM 3HAYNMble OOCTOATENBLCTBA, HA KOTOPbIE CTOPOHbI HE CCbl-
nanucb. Bo-BTOpbIX, 3akpenuTb B MpoueccyaribHOM 3aKOHO4AaTeNbCTBE
«KEeCTKOe» MpaBuUo packpbiTUS AoKasaTenbCcTB, Nuwatollee 3noynoTpebns-
OLLYIO CTOPOHY MpaBa CcbiNnaTbCHa Ha Aoka3aTenbCTBO B 0OOCHOBAHNN CBOUX
TpeboBaHMn NpU HapYLLEHUN NOpSAaKa PacKpbITUA OOKa3aTeNbCTB.
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