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TpanoykuH

Huxura Anppeesny, KonkypeHuus

it Sl CyIeOHBIX TPU3HAHUI
b

B B IpPaX/1aHCKOM

Nick109Uslat@gmi.com u ap61/ITpa}KHOM Ipolecce

B cratbe uccnenmyercs nmpobjeMa CylIeCTBOBaHMSI B OT€YECTBEHHOM I'paxkIaHCKOM U apOuUT-
PaXXHOM IPOLIECCE TAKOTO SIBIEHUSI, KaK KOHKYPEHIIMS CyIeOHbIX TPU3HAHUI. ABTOD MOJIaraer,
YTO KOHKYPEHIIMS CyIeOHBIX MMPU3HAHUI TTIPUMEHUTENIBHO K PaciopsIINTEIbHON TEOPUU TTIOHU-
MaHUWsI MHCTUTYTa CyAeOHOTO MPU3HAHUS HE SIBJISIETCS ISl Hee YeM-TO HOBbIM. B To ke BpeMst
B MpoliecCyalbHOM HayKe HeIOCTaTOUHO MCCIEAOBaHbl BOMPOCHI, CBSI3aHHbBIE C MeXaHUKOM
paspelieHus BO3MOXHBIX IPOTUBOPeUnid. B 3Toii CBS3M aBTOpOM MpeajiaraeTcsl B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT CyOBEKTHOTO KPUTEPHUSI pACCMAaTPUBATh YEThIPe MPUHIIUMITUAIBHO Pa3HbIe CUTYallMU: KOHKY-
PEHIIMIO TTPU3HAHUI COYYaCTHMKOB; KOHKYPEHIIMIO TIPU3HAHUI HECKOJIbKUX TIpeICTaBUTECH
OJTHOTO IOBEPUTEJIST; KOHKYPEHIIVIO MIPU3HAHUI JOBEPUTEISI U €T0 MPEeNCTaBUTENs; KOHKYPEH-
LIMIO TPU3HAHUI TPETHETO JIMIIA, HE 3asIBJISIOIIETO CAMOCTOSITEIbHBIX TPEOOBAHU I OTHOCUTEb-
HO TpeaMeTa Cropa, U TO CTOPOHbI, HA KOTOPO OHO y4acTBYeT B Ipoiiecce. st Kaxkioro us
paccMaTpuBaeMbIX CIy4yaeB B UTOTe MPEAJIAraeTcsl ONpeleIeHHOE MPOLIECCyalbHOE PELIEHUE,
KOTOPBIM MPaBOMIPUMEHUTENb TOJKEH PYKOBOJICTBOBATLCS B PAMKaX pacropsiIuTeIbHOM Teo-
pUU CyIeOHOTO MPU3HAHUSI.

KoueBble cioBa: cym, mpu3HaHue (HaKTOB, OCHOBaHMSI OCBOOOXIECHHUSI OT JOKa3bIBAHMSI,
KOHKYPEHIIMS TIPU3HAHWM, TpaXIaHCKOe JeJI0, TPaXXKIaHCKUI Tpoliecc, apOUTpaXKHbIN Mpo-
1ecc, JIMIa, y9acTBYIOIIE B JeJie.
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The article examines the problem of the existence in the domestic civil and arbitration process of such a phenomenon as

the competition of admissions. The author believes that the competition of admissions in relation to the administrative theory
of understanding the institution of admission is not something new for her. At the same time, issues related to the mechanics
of resolving possible contradictions have not been sufficiently studied in procedural science. In this regard, the author
proposes, depending on the subject criterion, to consider four fundamentally different situations: competition of admissions of
accomplices; competition of admissions of several representatives of one client; competition of admissions of the client and his
representative; competition of admission of a third party that does not make independent claims regarding the subject of the
dispute and the party on which it participates in the process. For each of the cases under consideration, as a result, a certain
procedural decision is proposed, which the legal practitioner should be guided by within the confines of the administrative theory
of admission.
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