HOKASATESIbCTBO W1 [IOKA3bIBAHIE I 31

fAnbues

Anekcanpp AnekceeBn,

acnupaHT dakynbTeTa npasa DOI: 10.18572/1812-383X-2020-10-31-36
HauoHanbHoro vccnefoBaTenbekoro

7 BHyTpeHHee cyneiickoe yoexaeHue

«Bbicu1ast LKoa 3KOHOMMKI»

i 11 OObEKTUBHbBIE KPUTEPUU
o JIOKA3aHHOCTU — HEOTHEMJIIEMEBIE
3JIEMEHTBI OJTHOU CUCTEMBEI?

(okOHUYaHue)*

Hacrosimas paborta mpeacTasisieT co00Ol TEOPETUIECKUN aHAIN3 TIPUHIUTTUATBHON BO3MOXHOCTH
BBEICHUSI UHCTUTYTA CTAHAAPTOB TOKA3bIBAHUSI B CUCTEMY OLIEHKHM 10KA3aTEJIbCTB CTPAH POMaHO-TePMaH-
CKOM TIpaBOBOM CEMbHU.

KioueBble cJioBa: BHyTpeHHee yoexaeHre, CTaHIapT J0Ka3bIBaHUsI, KPDUTEPUU JOKA3aHHOCTH, Cy1e0-
Has olunoKa.
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This paper presents theoretical analysis of the fundamental possibility of introduction the
standards of proof institution in the assessment of evidence model of Romano-German legal family
countries.
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