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B cTaTbe pacKpbIBaeTCs cofiepaHue OfHOro 13 BoipaboTanHbix ECITY kputepues mpa-
BOMEPHOCTH BMeIIIaTe/IbCTBA FOCYAAPCTBA B IIPABO COOCTBEHHOCTI IIPU HATIOXKEHNN apecTa
Ha MMYIIECTBO TPEThUX JINI] B YTOTOBHOM IIpOllecCeé — 3aKOHHOCTH Iiefeli apecra. Pasrpa-
HUYEHBI e/ apecTa MMYLIEeCTBA IPUMEHUTENTBHO K MOJ03PeBaeMbIM, 0OBMHAEMbIM, /-
11aM, HeCYIIVM TI0 3aKOHY MaTepiaabHYI0 OTBETCTBEHHOCTDb 3a UX JIEMICTBUA, U K TPETbUM
mmnaM. O60cHOBaHa HEBO3MO>KHOCTD HA/IOKEHNSA apecTa Ha MMYIIECTBO TPEThYX JINI] B Iie-
X o6 ecredeH s VICIIOTHEHNA IPUTOBOPA B YaCTH IPAXKAAHCKOTO MCKa, B3bICKaHNA ITpada
Y MHBIX MMYI[eCTBEHHBIX B3bICKaHMII. YKa3aHbl TUTIMYHbIE HAPYLIEHNA CY/I0B, JOIyCKaeMble
IIpU OIIpefie/ieHNN Liefleli apecTa UMyLiecTBa TpeThbuX L. CHOopMyIMpoBaHb peKOMeH/ia-
LMY 110 COBEPUIEHCTBOBAHMIO JIe/iCTBYIOIIET0 POCCUIICKOTO YrOIOBHO-IIPOIECCYaTbHOTO
3aKOHOJIATeNbCTBA.

KnroueBbie cmoBa: yronoBHbIi IPOIIECC, APECT UMYILECTBA, TPETbMU JIULIA, IIe/IN Ha/I0XKe-
HYS apecTa Ha MMYILeCTBO, IPaBO COOCTBEHHOCTY, IPXJAHCKMIT MICK, KOHpuUCKarus, obe-
CriedeHMe COXPAaHHOCTY BellleCTBEHHBIX J0Ka3aTeNnbCTB.
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The article reveals the content of such a criterion of legitimacy of state intervention in third parties’
property right developed by the ECHR as the legality of the seizure purposes. The purposes of property seizure
are distinguished in relation to suspects, accused, persons who are legally liable for their actions, and to third
parties. The impossibility of seizing the third parties’ property to ensure the execution of the sentence in terms
of a civil lawsuit, collecting a fine and other property penalties is substantiated. The typical courts mistakes
in determining the purposes of the seizure of third parties’ property are indicated. Recommendations for
improving the current Russian criminal procedure legislation are formulated.
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