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Cratbs NOCBSLLIEHa CNOPHBIM BOMPOCAM, BOSHMKALWMM NPV BO3MELLEHUM rpaxaaHnHy yuiepba ¢ rocynapctea
Poccuiickas ®enepaums B nnue GeaepanbHoil cayxObl cynebHbIx NpuctaBos Poccum 3a cYeT CpeacTs kasHbl Poccuitckoii
®epepaunn. O60CHOBaH BbIBOA, 00 0TKa3e B YAOBNETBOPEHWUM NCKOBLIX TPEOOBAHWA B TOM Cryyae, koraa cyaeGHbIM
MPUCTABOM-UCMONHATENEM BbINONHEHbI HEODXOAMMbIE MEPOMPUATIAS, HANPABNEHHbIE Ha UCMONHEHIE, HO UCNIONHEHNS He
HacTynuno. Mccnenosara npobnema Hanuyns yObITKOB B TOM Cyyae, KOria nopsifiok MCMOMHEHISt HApYyLLEH, HO UCTOAHEHNe
MPUBENO K YMEHbLLEHWIO A0ArOBbLIX 0053aTeNbCTB NLa Nepe KpeauTopamu, a Takxe npobnema yCTaHoBAEHNS MPUYMHHO-
CNeACTBEHHON CBS3I MEX 1y HenpaBoMEPHbIM BUHOBHbIM NOBEAEHEM CyAeBHOr0 NPIUCTaBa-UCMONHATENS 11 HACTYMUBLLNM
yuiep6om. Mpn pacecmoTpeHuy TpeboBaHwiA 0 B3blckaHi MOPaibHOTO Bpeaa 060CHOBaHa HE0OX0AMMOCTb J0Ka3aHHOCTY
MPUYNHEHIS BPEA NNYHBIM HEMMYLLECTBEHHbIM NPaBaM UCTLA UM MPUHALAEXALLUAM rpaXaaHIHY HeMaTepuanbHbIM Gnaram
B KQyeCcTBe [JONONHUTENBHOMO YCNOBMUS [ HACTYNAEHUS OTBETCTBEHHOCTM, 33 UCKIIOYEHEM Cy4aeB, KOraa 3aKOHOM
npeycMoTPeHa BO3MOXHOCTb B3bICKAHMSt MOPaNbHOMO Bpeaa Npu NpUYMHEHNM yiiiep6a UMYLLECTBEHHbIM UHTEPECaM.

Kniouesbie cnoa: OCCI1 Poccuu, Bo3MeLLEHIE Bpeaa, NPOTUBOMNPABHOE BUHOBHOE MOBEAEHUE, HACTYMNEHNE
BPeaa, NPUYNHHO-CNEACTBEHHAS CBS3b, YOBITKM, MYHbIE HEUMYLLIECTBEHHbIE MPaBa, HeMaTepuabHble Onara.
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The article is devoted to controversial issue arising from compensation for harm to a citizen from Russian Federation
represented by federal bailiff service at the expense of treasury. Is justified the conclusion about denial of claim when the
bailiff service has done all the executive actions are needed even when the execution hasn’t come. The problem of losses in
violated execution order resulted the decrease in debt to creditors is discovered. Also there is arising he problem of cause-
and-effect relationship between guilty unlawful action the bailiff service and harm. Considering claims for non-pecuniary
damage to the plaintiff's personal non-property rights or intangible benefits belonging to a citizen as an additional condition
for liability, with the exception of cases when the law provides for the possibility of recovering non-pecuniary damage in
case of damage to property interests.
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