Fpa)I(ILaHCKOC IIpaBO; IMMPEAIIPUHNUMATEJIBCKOE IIPABO;
ceMenHoe IIpaBO; MEXAYHAPOAHOE YaCTHOE IIPAaBO

DOI: 10.18572/1812-3929-2019-9-12-18

Bo3mMenienne yOITKOB

IIpU OJHOCTOPOHHEM HEMOTUBHUPOBAHHOM
OTKa3€e OT UCIIOJTHEHMS JOroBOpa
BO3ME3THOT'0 OKA3aHUA YCIYT

opucm

uzdamenvekasn
2pynna

HUKHUTUH AJIEKCEV BAKTOPOBUY,

pykoBoautesb [1paBoBOi CITyKOBI

aKLMOHepHOro ob1ecTBa «Onumnce»,

TIperIofaBaTe/ib Kadheapsl IpakIaHCKOTO ITpaBa

VpasibCcKOro rocy1apcTBEHHOTO I0PHINYECKOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA,
KaHIVIAT IOPUINYECKIX HAYK

7 alexey-nikitin@mail.ru

( Hukutun A.B. )

Bo3melnenne yObITKOB PH OJJHOCTOPOHHEM HEMOTHBUPOBAHHOM OTKAa3€ OT HCIOJHEHHUS JI0r0OBOPa BO3ME3THOIO OKA3AHUS YCJIYyT

B cTaThe u3y4aetcst BOIIPOC O COCTAaBE YOBITKOB, KOTOPbIE TOJIEKAT BOMEIIEHUIO CTOPOHOI, HEMOTUBUPOBAHHO OTKA3aBILICHICS OT 0~
roBOpa BO3ME3IHOTO OKa3aHMsI YCIIYT, Ipyroi ctopoHe. Ha ocHOBe aHaM3a 3aKOHONATEIbCTBA M CYIeOHOI TIPAKTUKY JIeJIACTCS BBIBOZL O TOM,
YTO B HACTOSIIIIEE BPeMsI B CITyuae 0TKa3a OT JOTOBOPA 3aKa34uKKa UCIIOJTHUTEITIO He TTPEIOCTaBIISIETCs] TIPaBO TPeOOBATh B3BICKAHUS C 3aKa3YUKa
CBOMX HEOOXOMMMBIX OYIYLIMX PACXOMOB U YIyLIEHHON BbIroasl. HarmpoTuB, mpu 3asiBAEHMU OTKa3a OT A0TrOBOpa MCIOJHUTEIEM 3aKa3uiK
obJ1amaeT MpaBoM TpebOBaTh B3LICKAHUST YOBITKOB B TIOJTHOM o0beMe. [1o pe3ysibraTaM UCCaeIoBaHMsI aBTOP MTPUXOINT K 3aKITIOUCHHIO O TOM,
YTO OTCYTCTBYIOT yOEUTETbHBIC OCHOBAHUSI JUISI TAKOTO PA3IMYMSI B IPABOBOM PETYJIMPOBAHNUYU COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX OTHOILICHUT.

Kumouesble €10Ba: 0IHOCTOPOHHMI HEMOTUBHPOBAHHBII OTKA3 OT UCIOJTHEHUSI JOrOBOPa BO3ME3IHOTO OKa3aHUsl YCIIYT, YOBITKY OT TIPaBo-
MEPHBIX TeUCTBUI, peaTbHBIii yiiepO, HeOOXOMUMbIe OYIyIIe PACXO/bl, YITyIIIeHHAs BHITOIA.
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Compensation of Damage in Case of Unilateral Unsubstantiated Refusal of Performance of a Paid Services Agreement

In the article author studies the question about types of damages which must be compensated by party who unmotivated renounced from contract
for onerous rendering to the another party. On the basis of the analysis of legislation and judicial practice infers that now in the case of refusal from
the contract of customer the executor is not available to claim from him compensation of his necessary future expenses and loss of profits. On the
contrary, when refusal from the contract declares by the executor, the customer has the right to demand the full compensation of damages. According
to the results of the study, the author concludes that there are no compelling reasons for such difference in the legal regulation of these relationships.

Keywords: unilateral unmotivated refusal to execute contract for onerous rendering of services, damages from lawful activities, real damage,

\_necessary future expenses, loss of profit. )






