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HEOThEMJIEMBIE BJIEMEHTBI
OIHOW CUCTEMBI?

Hacrosimas pa6ora rnpeactaBisieT OO0 TeOPETUIECKUI aHAIU3 TIPUHIIUITUATIBHON BO3MOXHOCTH
BBEICHUSI MHCTUTYTA CTAHAAPTOB TOKA3bIBAHUS B CUCTEMY OLICHKM 10KA3aTeJIbCTB CTPaH pOMaHO-TepMaH-
CKOMU TTpaBOBO CEMbHU.

KioueBble ¢j10Ba: BHyTpeHHee yOeKIeHUE, CTAHIAPT J0Ka3bIBAHUSI, KPUTEPUHU JOKA3aHHOCTH, Cy1e0-
Hasl OIIMOKa.
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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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