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[L1aTa 3a 01HOCTOPOHHHIT HeMOTHBHPOBAHHBII 0TKA3 OT HCMOIHEHHA 00A3aTe/IbCTBA

B cmamve paccmampugaemea npobieMa 803MONCHOCIU YCMAHOEAEHUS NAGMbL 34 00HOCMOPOKHUT HEMOMUSUPOEAHHbII OMKAZ OM UCROAHEHUA 007124~
menbcmea. Aemop usyuaem pazeumue cyoeGHol RpaKmuku no 0aHHOMY 80RPOCY, 3A6EPUILIEUIEECS BHECEHUEM COOMEEMCMEYHOULX NPACUA & POCCULICKOe 2Dadic-
OaHCKOe 3aK0HOO0aMeabCmeo, U danee ucciedvem YcmaHee1eHHOe 8 HOPME 3AK0HA 02PAHLMERIE, & CUTY KOMOoPo2o Yeaogue 00 YKa3auHol niame Modcem Gbime
HpedyCMOmpeHo mMoabKko 0151 0053amebeme, He CEA3AHHBIX C OCYUECBAEHIEM €20 CTOPOHAMU NPeonPUHUMAamenbekoll deameavHocmu. B 3aeepuienue makice
ananuzupyemca passicHerue Bepxognozo Cyda Poccuiickoii Dedepayuu, coziacHo KOMOPoMy cyd & HeKOMOPbIX cAYHAIX MOXCE OMKA3amp 80 63bICK AHUL
VAOMSHYMOU NAQMsl ROAHOCMBIO WAL YACHIUYHO.

Karonesnie ca08a: 00HOCIMOPOHHUN HEMOMUGUPOEARHBIIL OMKA3 OM UCHOAHEHUS 00A3amMeAbCmed, RAAMA 3a OMK A3 UCHOAHEHUA 00A3amenscmea, UMylie-
CMEeHHble NOMEPU, OMCMYNHOe, YMeHblleH e RAAMbl 3a 0MKA3 0m UCHOAHEHUs 06A3amensemed.
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Payment for Unilateral Unsubstantiated Renunciation of an Obligation Discharge

In the article describes a problem where the possibility of establishing fee for unilateral unmotivated refusal fo perform an obligation. The author examines
the development of jurisprudence on the subject, culminating in the introduction of the relevant rules in Russian civil law and further explores the installed by law
restriction which this condition may be provided only for obligations not connected with the conduct by ifs parties of entrepreneurial activity. In conclusion, the
article also analyses the explanation of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation, according to which, in some cases, the court may deny recovery of the said
fee in whole or in part.
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