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Crarbs MOCBsiIeHa BOIPocaM 0eCCropHOCTY TpebOBaHMIt, KOTOPbIe BO3HMKAIOT MPY MOCTYIAEHMM K
MUPOBOMY CYAbe 3asIBAEHISI O BbIAQUe CYAeOHOrO IplKasa Ipy B3bICKAHUM 3aA0AKEHHOCTH 110 MUKPO3ali-
My, B CAy4ae IPeAbSBAEHVS 3aAaBHEHHBIX TPeOOBaHMIA, [0 KOTOPBIM €CTh OCHOBAHMS ITOAAraTh, YTO AOAXK-
HJK MOXET 3asIBUTb O IPOITYCKe CPOKA MCKOBOU AABHOCTH, & TAKXKE B CAYYae, KOTAA 3asIBA€HA K B3bICKAHMIO
HeycTolka ¢ usnyeckoro antia. OOOCHOBaHa BO3MOXHOCTb PaCCMOTPEHNS B OPSIAKE TIPYKA3HOTO IIPO-
U3BOACTBa TPeOOBaHNsL, €CAM 3asIBUTEAEM OAHOBPEMEHHO MOCTaBAEH BOIPOC O MPMMeHeHMn obecreun-
TeABHBIX Mep. Taioke MOAHMMAETCs BOIIPOC O BOSMOXKHOCTH BBIAABATD CYAEOHBII IIPUKA3 IO 3aIBACHMIO O
B3bICKaHMY PACXOAOB I10 OTIAATE 32 XMAOE TOMeLIeHIE Y KOMMYHAABHBIE YCAYTH C POAUTEAEN MAAOAETHE-
ro peOeHKa, eCAM AOASL B XKUAbE IPUHAAAEKUT MAAOAETHEMY peOeHKY. VIccaeaOBaHa CUTYALs, KOTAQ Tpe-
60BaHMs O B3bICKAHMM HAYMCAEHHBIX, HO HE BBIITAQUEHHBIX PA0OTHMKY CyMM He SIBASIIOTCS O€CCIIOPHBIMM C
YYeTOM TOTO, YTO AQHHbIE TPeOOBaHMS OYAYT IIPEUMYILIECTBEHHBIMM 10 CPABHEHMIO C MHBIMY TPeOGOBaHMSI-
M 110 OYepeAM B3bICKaHVA. BblABA€HA BOBMOXXHOCTD BbIAQUM CYA€OHOTO IIPMKa3a U B TOM CAy4Yae, ECAY OA-
HOBpPEMEHHO C TpeOOBaHMSIMIM MaTEPUAABHOTO XapaKTepa 3asiBAEHO TPeOOBaHME O B3bICKAHMM PACXOAOB Ha
HPEACTABUTEAS, KOTOPbIE B IOPSAKE IIPYKA3HOTO MPOM3BOACTBA B3BICKAHMIO He TIOAAEXKAT.

KaroueBbie cAOBa: MUPOBOIT CYADbs], CyA€OHDIN ITPUKa3, OTCYTCTBME MAaTE€PUAABHO-IIPABOBOTO CIIO-
pa, KpuTepun 6eCCIOpHOCTH, AOCTOBEPHBIE TUChbMEHHbIE AOKA3aTEAbCTBA, TPEOOBaHMS, IP13HABAEMbIE
AOMKHUKOM, IIPOLIEHTBI 10 MUKPO3aiiMy, CDOK MCKOBOI AABHOCTH, HEYCTOVKA C HM3NUECKOTO AULIR, 00e-
CIIeYUTEABHBIE MEPDI, AOASL B KMAOM TTOMELLEHUM TIPUHAAAEKUT MAAOAETHEMY PEOEHKY, HAUUCAEHHDIE,
HO He BbITTAQUYE€HHbIEe paGOTH]/IKy CYMM])I, O4YE€PEAHOCTDb Tpe6OBaHM]7I TIpU CTIOAHEHVV, PACXOADBI HA IIPEA-
CTaBUTEAS B ITOPSIAKE IPUKA3HOI'O IPOM3BOACTBA.
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The article is devoted to the issues of indisputability of claims that arise when a magistrate receives an
application for the issuance of the court order when collecting a debt on a microloan, in the event of a set
of claims, on which there is reason to believe that the debtor can declare that the limitation period has been
missed, as well as in the case of when a forfeit is claimed from a natural person. The possibility of considering
a claim by way of the order is substantiated if the applicant simultaneously raised the issue of applying
interim measures. The question is also raised about the possibility of issuing a court order on an application
for the recovery of expenses for payment for housing and utilities from the parents of a young child, if the
share in the housing belongs to a young child. The situation is investigated when the claims for the collection
of accrued, but not paid to the employee, amounts are not indisputable, given that these requirements will
prevail over other claims in the order of collection. The possibility of issuing a court order has also been
identified in the event that, simultaneously with the requirements of the material nature, a claim is made to
recover the costs of a representative, which are not subject to the collection by the way of order.
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