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NHCTUTYTDI
npeuMyLLecTBeHHOro

npaBa NOKYnKu
W TOProB: NPooaeMbl
B3aUMOCOrnacoBaHHOCTH'

ABTOp B pamkax KOHLenTa NpUHLMNUANLHON coye-
TaeMOCTW MHCTUTYTOB MPEUMYILIECTBEHHOro npa-
Ba MOKYMKM M TOProB 0003HAYaeT M pacKpbiBaeT
OCHOBHbIE MOZENN COMPAXEHUs [aHHbIX KOHCTPYK-
LWii; BbISBNAIOTCA MNPEMMYLIECTBA M HELOCTATKU
NoaXof0B K peanusaLun «npusuieruu» [0, B XoAe
WNW NOCNEe NPOBEAEHUS TOProB; 0c000e BHUMAHME
yOendeTca BOMPOCY O He0OXOAMMOCTU W Lieneco-
00pasHOCTH HOTAPUANLHOTO YOCTOBEPEHNS CAENKM
npu peanuaaium MyLLECTBA Ha TOprax.

Karoueevie caoea: npeumyuwecmeenroe npaso no-
KynKu, nyoauunbie U uHble mopeu, y4acmuux u nobeou-
menb mopaos, HOMAPUALbHOE YOOCMO8epeHUe COLAKU.

The author, in the framework of the concept of the
principle compatibility of the preemptive purchase
and tenders institutions, designates and discloses
the basic models for pairing these structures; the
advantages and disadvantages of approaches to
the implementation of the «privilege» during or after
the auction are identified; particular attention is
paid to the need and feasibility of notarization of a
transaction when selling property at auction.

Keywords: preemptive right to purchase, public and
other tenders, bidder and winner of tenders, notarial cer-
tification of the transaction.
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