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Knumosa OTI[eJ'H)HbIe ACIICKTbI UCITOJITHCHU A
Csetnana HukonaesHa, o

CTapLUIii Npenojasaent kadeaps! TpG6OBaHI/II/I HCUMYIICCTBCHHOI'O
TPAXAAHCKOTO MpoLieCca o

CapaToBCKOIA rOCYapCTBEHHON XapaKkTepa. CpaBHUTCIIbHBIN

prﬂM‘ieCKOVl aKkagemuu (¥ [¥)

Klimova-sn-26-04@ya.ru aHanu3 Poccuiickoit CDeJ:[epaHI/H/I

n Pecnniyoiukm benapych

IIpenmeToM paccMOTpeHUsI HACTOSIIIEH CTAaTbU SIBJISIETCS CPABHUTEIbHBIN aHAJIU3 HEKO-
TOPBIX ACIIEKTOB 3aKOHOAATEILCTBA B 00JIaCTH MCITOJHUTEIBHOIO Ipon3BoacTBa Poccuiickoi
®enepauuu u Pecryonuku benapych. ABTOp UcClieayeT ITOHSITHE «TpeOOBaHMI HEMMYILIECTBEH-
HOTO XapaKTepa», KaKhe KaTerOpUM JIeJ OTHOCITCS K TpeOOBaHUSIM HEMMYIIIECTBEHHOI'O XapaK-
Tepa, MO3UIMK YYEHBIX 1 TTIPAKTUKOB OTHOCUTEJBHO JAaHHOTO BoIpoca. Takxke paccMaTpuBaloT-
Csl CPOKM MCITOJTHEHUSI M MEPbl OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 HEUCTIOJIHEHUE TOKHUKOM TpeOOBaHUA
HEUMMYLIECTBEHHOro xapakrepa. [IpoBoauTcst aHaIn3 CyaeOHOM NPAKTUKU, HA OCHOBAHUM YEro
OBbUIM BBISIBJIEHBI TPYJAHOCTH MPU UCIOJHEHUU TPeOOBAHUI HEMMYLIECTBEHHOTO XapakTepa.
B 3akioueHue aenaeTcsi BBIBOI O COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHWM 3aKOHOJATEILCTBA MCITOJTHUTEIBHOTO
npousBoacTBa Kak Pecnyonuku benapych, Tak u Poccuiickoit @enepauuu misg odbecriedyeHus
LieJIeii 1 3a1a4 UCTIOJIHUTEILHOTO IIPOU3BO/ICTBA.

KiioueBbie ¢J10Ba: MCMOTHEHE AKTOB, JOKHOCTHOE JIULIO, TOJKHUK, TPEOOBAHUS HEMMY-
IIECTBEHHOTO XapaKTepa, UCTTOJTHUTEJIbHBIN JINCT.
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The subject of this article is a comparative analysis of some aspects of the legislation in the field of enforcement proceedings of the
Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus. The author explores the concept of “non-property claims”, what categories of cases relate to
non-property claims, the position of scientists and practitioners regarding this issue. The terms of execution and measures of responsibility for
non-fulfillment by the debtor of non-property requirements are also considered. The analysis of judicial practice is carried out, on the basis of
which difficulties were identified in the execution of non-property requirements. In conclusion, a conclusion is made about the improvement of
the legislation of the enforcement proceedings of both the Republic of Belarus and the Russian Federation to ensure the goals and objectives
of the enforcement proceedings.
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