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Yucraxos J1.0.
Oco0eHHOCTH NMPUMEHEHU MPUHIIAINA YYeTa HAJIMYMS NPEIYCMOTPEHHBIX 3aKOHOAATEJIbCTBOM
Poccuiickoii @enepanuu orpaHndeHUii MpaBa Ha MPUBATU3ANMIO 3eMeJIbHOTO Y4aCTKa, 3AaHUMAaeMOro
3IaHHEM, COOPYKEeHHEM, COOCTBEHHMKOM 3TOro 31aHUsA, COOPYKEHHs, IIPH ONpeeJeHHH apeHIHO IIAThI
3a 3eMeJIbHbIE YYACTKH, HAXOASIINECS B IMyOJIMYHO COOCTBEHHOCTH

B Hacrosmieit ctaTbe aBTOp paccMaTpUBaeT OCHOBHBIC MTPOOJIEMBI, C KOTOPBIMU CTOJKHYJIWCH CYIbI TIpU
npuMeHeHn Ha npakTuke [Tpunuuma Ne 7, 3akpernsieHHoro B IToctanoBnenuu I[1pasutensctBa PD ot 16
niosst 2009 . Ne 582, ycTaHaBIMBAOIIEr0 OCHOBHBIC TIPUHIIMITEI OMPene/IeHIs apeHIHON TUIaThl TIpU apeHIIe
3eMEJIbHBIX YIaCTKOB, HAXOASAIINUXCS B MTyOIMIHON COOCTBEHHOCTH, B TOM YUCJIe aHAIU3UPYET Kak (hOpMU-
POBAINCH M U3MEHSUIMCh TTOIXOMbI K TOJKOBaHUIO YyKA3aHHOTO MPUHIIUIIA, pa30dupaeT mo3uiiuu BepxoBHOro
Cyna PO mo jaHHOMY BOTIpOCY.

KnroueBble cjioBa: 3eMeTbHBIN YUacTOK, TPUBATU3alMsl, 000POTOCTIOCOOHOCTD 3¢MEJIBHOTO yJacTKa,
apeHIHas Tuiara 3a 3eMio, [loctaHosneHue [paBurensctBa PO ot 16 urons 2009 . Ne 582.
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Peculiarities of the Application of the Principle of the Consideration of Restrictions of the Right to
Privatization of a Land Plot Occupied by a Building, Construction by the Owner of Such a Building,
Construction Imposed by Laws of the Russian Federation at the Determination of the Rent Payment
for Land Plots in Public Property

In this article, the author considers the main problems that the courts encountered when applying Princip-
le 7 in practice, enshrined in the Russian Government Decree No. 582 of 16 June 2009, which establishes the
basic principles for determining rents when renting land plots that are publicly owned, including the number
analyzes how the approaches to the interpretation of this principle were formed and changed, analyzes the
position of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation on this issue.
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