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Oco0EeHHOCTH PACCMOTPEHHUS IPYNNOBBIX HCKOB B MPABOBOIi CeMbe MpPEIeIEHTHOrO NpaBa

B Hacrosiiieii ctathe MPOBOAUTCS aHATM3 OCOOEHHOCTEW PACCMOTPEHMsI TPYIIIIOBBIX UCKOB B MPABOBOI CEMbE TPEIIEICHTHOTO MpaBa.
ABTOD OOpalliaeT BHUMaHUE Ha Pa3InIusi IPOIIeIYP 3alIUThI TPYIIITOBOTO MCKA B CTpaHax obIero mpasa. HecMoTpst Ha mmpokoe mpruMeHeHre
B CIIIA u BenukoOGpuTaHUU TPYIIIOBOTO MCKa, €ro peaau3alus SBJISeTCs OMHOW U3 CaMbIX AUCKYCCUOHHBIX MTPOOJIEM B IpaXKIaHCKOM CyI0-
MPOU3BOACTBE. B yacTHOCTH, B cTaThe pacKPBIBACTCST TaKasi HEraTUBHASI 0COOEHHOCTh PACCMOTPEHMSI TPYIIIOBBIX MCKOB B Benmmkobputanuu,
Kak MpeleieHT 0TKa3a B OpMUPOBaHUU UCKOBOII TPYMIIbl. B KayecTBe aMepUKaHCKO OCOOEHHOCTH MPABOTNPUMEHEHMsI TPYIIIIOBOTO MCKa
aBTOP BBIIEISIET 00s13aTeNIbHbIE TPU3HAKK TIPUHSITHSI TPYITIOBOrO McKa. Takke aBTOp CHCTEMAaTU3MPYeT HEKOTOPble OCOOCHHOCTHU YEThIPEX
OCHOBHBIX 2JIEMEHTOB IOPUANIECKONM KOHCTPYKIIMM 3alIMTHI TIPaBa, 3aKOHHOTO WHTEpeca MCKOBOU TPYIITHI B CTpaHaX OOIIEero Mpasa: dJie-
MEHT TPYIIIbl COMCTLIOB, 3JIEMEHT CTOPOHBI OTBETYMKA, 3JIEMEHT MPEACTABUTEISI UCKOBOI IPYIITbI, MEXaHU3M 3alIThl HAPYIIEHHOTO MpaBa.
Kaxiplit U3 21eMeHTOB 00J1a1aeT CBOMMU YHUKATbHBIMU IMMPU3HAKAMM, KOTOPBIE XapaKTepU3YIOT IPYIIIOBbIE UCKK B CTPaHaX MPEIeIeHTHOTO
npaBa. Hampumep, paccmatpuBaioTest Takue 0COOEHHOCTH: XeCcTKre TpeboBaHust 3akoHoaatebecTBa CLLIA K 1opucTy-TnpeacTaBUTe o, aKTUB-
Hasl 3a11Ta TPYIOBBIX MHTEPECOB B CBSI3U C BPEIHBIMU MOCIIEICTBUSIMU OT MPUMEHEHUST OMACHBIX TEXHOJIOTUH U Ap.
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The Peculiarities of the Review of Class Suits in the Legal System of Case Law

This article analyzes the features of the consideration of class actions in the legal family of case law. The author draws attention to the
differences in class action defense procedures in common law countries. Despite the widespread use of class action in the United States and the
United Kingdom, its implementation is one of the most controversial issues in civil litigation. In particular, the article reveals such a negative
feature of the consideration of class actions in the UK as a precedent for refusing to form a claim group. The American feature of class action
enforcement is the introduction of 4 mandatory signs of class action. The author also systematizes some features of the four main elements of
the legal construction of the defense of law, the legitimate interest of the lawsuit group in common law countries: an element of the co-defenders
group, an element of the defendant’s side, an element of the lawsuit’s representative, and a mechanism for protecting violated rights. Each
of the elements has its own unique characteristics that characterize class actions in countries of case law. For example, the following features
are considered: stringent requirements of US law to a representative lawyer, active protection of group interests in connection with harmful
consequences from the use of hazardous technologies, etc.
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