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Nocnepcreug

cOBepLIeHMS
IOpUANYECKUX AEeNCTBUN
0e3 npeaBapUTENbHOrO
pa3peLueHns opraHa

L

CEMEMHOE ITPABO

' OMeKV M noneyutTenbcrTea’

B cratbe packpbiBaeTCi W KPUTMYECKW aHanusnpy-
€TCs 3aKoHopaTenbHas Mofenb npaBoBbix 3bdekToB
npy HapylweHWW npasuia 0 HEOOXOAMMOCTW mosyye-
HWUS| NPeABaAPUTENbHOMO PA3PELIEHNUs OpraHa Onekn u
MOMEeYMTENbCTBA HA COBEPLUEHUE ONPeLeNeHHbIX Aei-
CTBMIA; [0Ka3blBAETC HeA0CTaToyHas npopaboTaH-
HOCTb COBPEMEHHON HOPMATUBHON KOHCTPYKLMK, B TOM
yucne ¢ nosuuuy cbanaHcMpoBaHHON M 3PEKTUBHOI
OXPaHbl UHTEPECOB MOAONEYHOr0 U TPETbUX JINLL.

KnroueBbie clioBa: coracue Ha COBepIIeHUE CAe)-
KW, TIpEeABapUTEIIHEHOE pa3pellIcHIE OpTaHa OTIeKU U T10-
TICYNTEIbCTBA, HEACHCTBUTEIBHOCTD CACIKU, PacTOp-
JKeHHE IOroBOpa, BO3BpaT MMYIIIECTBA.

The article reveals and critically analyzes the legislative
model of legal effects in case of violation of the rule
on the need to obtain preliminary permission from
the guardianship authority to perform certain actions;
the insufficient elaboration of the modern normative
structure is proved, including from the position of a
balanced and effective protection of the interests of
the ward and third parties.

Keywords: consent to the transaction, preliminary

permission of the guardianship authority, invalidity of
the transaction, termination of the contract, return of

property.
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