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CyujecTBOBaHMe MHCTUTYTa CyAeOHOro mTpada Ha MPOTSHKEHUM NATH AeT CHOPMUPOBAAO
NPOTMBOPEYMBYIO IPAKTUKY €ro IpYMeHeHMs KaK IIpY PaCCMOTPEHMM AeAd TI0 CYIeCTBY, TaK M Npu
PacCMOTPEHMM XOAATANICTBA CAEAOBATEAS AU AO3HABaTeAs 06 0CBOOOKAEHMM MOAO3PeBaeMOro
(06BMHAEMOTO) OT YTOAOBHOI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH. AHAAMBUPYETCA CyAeOHAA IPAKTUKA OCBODOXAEHMA
OT YTOAOBHOII OTBETCTBEHHOCT! C HasHauYeHIeM CYAeOHOro mTpada 0 AByX0ObeKTHBIM IIpeCTyIAe-
HUSM U TIPECTYIAEHUSM C MyOAMYHBIM 0OeKTOM IOCATaTeAbCTBA. ABTOPOM aHAAMBMPYIOTCS TaKie
(bopMbI Bo3MelLleHNs BpeAd, KaK BHeCeH)e II0KePTBOBAHMIA 11 IIpMHeceHe 0bULIMAABHBIX U3BMHEHWIT
I0PMAMYECKVM AULIAM U TPAXKAAHaM B npakTuke Kaccanmonnoro Cyaa n Bepxosroro Cyaa P®. Ha oc-
Hose no3uuuu KoxcrurymonHoro Cyaa PO aBTopoM 1ccaeAy0TCA 06liye 4epThbl TaKUX OCHOBAHMIA
0CBOOOXAEHUA OT YTOAOBHOJ OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, KaK MPUMMpEHMe C MOTEePNEBLIMM 1 0CBOOOXKAE-
HI€e OT YTOAOBHOI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH C HasHaueHUeM cyaebHoro mrpada. ITpescTaBAeHbI MpyMepbI
TIIPOTMBOIIOAOXKHOI CYA€OHOI MPaKTUKY OCBOOOXXAEHMA OT OTBETCTBEHHOCTU B PasHbIX PeTMOHaX.
O6paujaeTcst BHMMAaHMe Ha HeraTUBHbIe IOCACACTBUS IPOTHBOPEUMBOIT CYAeOHON MPAKTUKM, M TIPeA-
AQraloTCs BO3MOXKHbIE IYTY PellleH)s] BO3SHMKAIOUVX B Heil poOAeM.

KaroueBbie cA0OBa: peKpallieHie YTOAOBHOTO AeAd, CyAeOHbII Tpad), BO3MelleHIe BpeAa.

FORMS OF REPARATION OF CAUSED DAMAGE IN CASE OF RELEASE
FROM CRIMINAL LIABILITY WITH A COURT FINE IMPOSITION

Pavel A. Kamatesov
Attorney of the Saint Petersburg Bar Association

The existence of the institution of a court fine for five years has formed a controversial practice of exemption from criminal liability

on this basis. A brief description of the institution of a judicial fine and the procedural forms of its implementation is presented in the
framework of the consideration of a criminal case submitted for consideration on the merits and when considering a petition of an
investigator or inquiry officer for release from liability with the appointment of a court fine. The practice of exemption from criminal liability
with the appointment of a judicial fine for two-object crimes and a crime with a public object of encroachment is analyzed. The author
analyzes such forms of compensation for harm as making donations and making official apologies to legal entities and citizens in the
practice of the cassation courts and the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation. On the basis of the position of the Constitutional Court
of the Russian Federation, the author examines the general features of such grounds for exemption from criminal liability as reconciliation
with the victim and release from criminal liability with the appointment of a court fine. The examples of the opposite judicial practice of
exemption from liability in different regions are presented. Attention is drawn to the negative consequences of contradictory judicial
practice and possible ways of solving the problems arising in it are proposed.
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