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B cTatbe aHanuaupyetcs psia NpUMEpOB cyaeBHOI NPaKTUKI KOANErWiA N0 AAMUHUCTPATMBHBIM IeNnaM, NOSBUBLLEACS B NOCNEAHME
[1Ba rofia v uayliei Bpaspes ¢ HopMamm npaea v NPaBoNpPUMEHEHNEM TEX Xe HOPM KOMTErnAMI N0 rpaxaaHCcKiM enam. [lenaetcs BbiBog,
0 HENpaBOCYAHOCTM CyneBHbIX PEWEHWIA, NPU3HAIOLLX NPUOBPETEHNS Cynpyrami UMYLLLECTBA B IONEBYI0 COOCTBEHHOCTb BONPEKU YCTa-
HOBNIEHHOMY 3aKOHOM MOPSZIKY OMPOBEPXEHNS MPE3yMNLMK CYNPYXECKoi 0BLIHOCTY, a Takke PacrpoCTPAHSIOLMX BONPEKN MEIOLMMCS!
3aKOHOZATESbHbIM UCKIIOYEHNAM PEXIM CYMPYXECKON OBLIHOCTY Ha 10/M B NpaBe COBCTBEHHOCTH, SBNSIOLUMECS UMYLLECTBOM KaX[oro 13
cynpyros. OTCyTCTBUE HOTapuanbHOit GOPMbI OTOBOPOB, MPEACTABAEHHbIX HA FOCYAPCTBEHHYI0 PErMCTPALMIO NpaBa [10/1eB0i COOCTBEH-
HOCTM B YKa3aHHbIX Cy4asx, CBUAETENbCTBYET O HEJIOCTOBEPHOCTI BHECEHHON PEECTPOBOIi 3anncy.

KntoueBbie cnoea: npe3ymnuuns o6Leit COBMECTHOI COBCTBEHHOCTM, CynpyXeckast 0BLLIHOCTb, CNOCOBbI ONPOBEPXEHNS Cynpyxe-
CKOiA 06LIHOCTW, NPUOBPETEHIE Cynpyramin HeABUXMMOrO NMYLIECTBA B I0EBYI0 COOCTBEHHOCTD.
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The article analyzes a number of examples of judicial practice of colleges in administrative cases, which appeared in the last two years
and goes against the norms of law and the enforcement of the same norms by colleges in civil cases. The conclusion is made about the
illegality of court decisions recognizing the acquisition of property by spouses into shared ownership contrary to the procedure established by
law for refuting the presumption of marital community, as well as extending, contrary to the existing legislative exceptions, the regime of marital
community to the shares in the ownership right that are the property of each of the spouses. The absence of a notarial form of contracts submitted
for state registration of the right of shared ownership in these cases indicates the unreliability of the entered registry entry.
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