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Mpurosop cyaa kak pe3ynbrart
OL,eHKU A0KA3aTeNbCTB
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B ctathe paccMaTpuBaeTcs AeSTeNbHOCTb MO MOCTAHOBAEHMIO MPUrOBOpPa CYAOM, KOTOpas SBNSETCS Pe3ynbTatom
MTOrOBOIA OLIEHK [I0KA3aTe/bCTB; HA 0CHOBE aHanu3a cyaeGHO NpakTIKK COCTABAEHIS MPUrOBOPOB BbISIBNEHbI TUMUYHbIE
owmbKm, Aonyckaemble Npn OCYLIECTBAEHIN 3TOM AESTENLHOCTIA; NPEANOXEH PSA NPaBUA M0 COCTABNEHMI0 ONUCATENbHO-
MOTIBMPOBOYHOI YaCTU NPUrOBOPA.

KnroyeBbie coBa: yronosHoe Cynonpou3BoACTBO, MPUrOBOP, Cyabs, [0KA3aTenbecTsa, AOMYCTUMOCTb A0Kasa-
TEeNbCTB, [I0KA3bIBAHNE, OLIEHKA [10KA3aTEeNbCTB.

Court Verdict as a Result of Evidence Examination

Pyashin Sergey A.
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The article discusses the activities of the sentence by the court, which is the result of the final evaluation of the evidence;
based on the analysis of judicial practice composing sentences revealed typical mistakes made in the implementation of
this activity and proposed a number of rules for the compilation of the descriptive-motivation part of the sentence.
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