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CraTbsi IOCBsIIIEHA M3YYEHUIO [IPOTUBOPEYMBOIO MOBEACHMS YUACTHUKOB FPAXKIaHCKOTO
npoiiecca. ABTOp, Ha OCHOBE aHajIM3a 3apy0esKHOTO U OTEYECTBEHHOI'O 3aKOHOIATEIbCTBA
W TIPAKTUKU €ro TIPUMEHEHHUS, TIPUXOIUT K BBEIBOY, UTO JJIST 00O3HAYCHMS 3arpeTa Ipo-
TUBOPEYMBOTO TTOBEICHMST UCIIOB3YIOTCS IBe JOKTPUHEL: estoppel 1 venire contra factum
proprium, KOTOpBIE TI0 CBOEH IOpUINIECKON TTPUPOAE PA3TMIAIOTCS, XOTS B COBPEMEHHOM
POCCUICKOI ITpaKTHKE MCIIOJb3YIOTCS B KaueCTBe CMHOHMMOB. Takxke B MCCJIeIOBAHUU
BbIJIEJIEHBI 3JIEMEHTBI 3allpeTa IPOTUBOPEUMBOIO MOBEACHMS U OTMEYEHO €ro OTJIMYME OT
JIPYTUX CXOXKUX MPABOBBIX SIBJICHUIA.

KaroueBbie ciioBa: scrormenb, 3anpeT MPOTUBOPEUMBOrO MOBEACHUsI, venire contra
factum proprium, 100pOCOBECTHOCTb, YIIEPO.
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The article is dealing with the contradictory behavior of participants in the civil process.
The author, based on an analysis of foreign and domestic legislation and the practice of its application,
concludes that the two doctrines are used to indicate the prohibition of conflicting behavior: estoppel
and venire contra factum proprium. These doctrines are different in their legal nature, although in
modern Russian they are used as synonyms. Additionally, in this study the author identified elements
of the prohibition of conflicting behavior and noted its difference from other similar legal institutes.
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