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B cTathe paccmarpuBaeTca npobnema 3aluThl Npas NaRLMKOB XUIUILHO-CTPOUTENLHOTO KOonepaTuea, 0GbeAUHIUBLLAXCA B LIGAAX CTPOUTEb-
CTBa MHOTOKBApTUPHOIO X1noro Aoma. OBGOCHOBLIBAETCS, YTO NpaBa Maimka XWAMLIHO-CTPOUTENLHOTO KOOMEPaTBa HaMEeHee 3allMLLEHbI N0
CPaBHEHMIO C NPaBaMK Y4aCTHIKOB AIPYTUX NPABOOTHOLLEHMIA, HANpaBNEHHbIX HA BO3HUKHOBEHME NpaBa COBCTBEHHOCTU Ha XWNOe NOMeLLEHNe B
pe3ynbTate CTPOUTENbCTBA, BCAGACTBUE YEro NMPABONPUMEHITENb BbIHYXIEH 3aMeLLaTh CyLeCTBYIOLME NPOBEsbl HOPMaMK APYIUX UHCTATYTOB.
PackpblBaeTCs NpaBoBas Npupojia I0r0BOPa NagHakonneHus. AHaNIM3NPYIOTCS OCHOBHbIE CPEACTBA MEXaHU3Ma 3allyTbl NpaB NaLMKOB B 3aBU-
CMMOCTM OT OTHECEHMS IOr0BOPa NagHaKoOMEHNA K OPraH13aLMOHHbIM WK 06S3aTenbCTBEHHbIM JOrOBOPAM, HANPAaBAEHHLIM HA nepeaayy uMy-
lecTBa B COGCTBEHHOCTb. Ha 0CHOBaHIUM aHanM3a IOKTPUHbI 11 CyaeBHOM NPaKTUKK IeNatoTes BbIBOAbI O HEOBXOAMMOCTA U3MEHEHNS NPaBOBOIO
PErynnMpoBaHUsi OTHOLIEHWIA N0 Nepefayde nas B LEASX NOAYYEHNS XUNOTO NOMELLEHIst B COBCTBEHHOCTb W BBELIEHMS CTPOr0 06513aTeNbCTBEHHOIO
[JI0r0BOPA NagHaKonNeHns B AENCTBYIOLIEE 3aKOHOAATENBCTBO.

AHann3upyloTcs OCHOBHbIE CPEACTBA MPABOBON 3alMTh CYGbEKTUBHBIX MPAB MAiALLNKOB, BbITEKAIOWMX U3 10rOBOPA NaeHakoneHus. NMpoBoauTes
CPaBHUTENbHbIN aHaNN3 CO CPEACTBAMM, UCTIONb3YEMbIMU NP 3aLLMTE YYaCTHIKOB JONEBOM0 CTPOUTENLCTBA. [eN1aloTcs BbIBO/LI, BONPEKY CKIafbl-
BaloLLeics CyneBHON NpakTuke, 0 HEBO3MOXHOCTM MPUMEHEHNS K IOr0BOPY NaeHaKOMNEH!s CPEACTB NPaBOBOIA 3aLLMTbI, NPEAYCMOTPEHHBIX CieLy-
abHbIM 3aKOHOAATENLCTBOM 1 Y4aCTHUKOB ZONEBOTO CTPOUTENLCTBA. TpeanaraloTcs cnocobbl pelueHis npoBaembl, kak OCHOBAHHbIE Ha HOPMaX
CYLLLECTBYIOLLErO POCCUIACKOTO rPaxAaHCKOro Npaea, Tak 11 CBsi3aHHble C HE06X0AMMOCTbI0 COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHMS IECTBYIOLIETO 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA.

KnioueBbie cnosa: [0roBopbI B chepe CTpouTENLCTBA, A0rOBOP NAaeHaKoMIeH s, >KI/IJ1I/ILLLHO-CTpOI/ITeJ'IbeII7I Koonepartue, 4OroBop y4actuns B A0-
JIeBOM CTPOUTENLCTBE, 3allLMTa CyﬁbeKTVIBHOI'O npasa, OTHOLEHNS YNeHCTBA, nan, CTPOUTENBLCTBO XINOro goma.
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The article deals with the problem of protecting the rights of shareholders of a housing construction cooperative who have united for the purpose
of building an apartment building. It is substantiated that the rights of a shareholder of a housing construction cooperative are the least protected
in comparison with the rights of participants in other legal relations aimed at the emergence of ownership of residential premises as a result of
construction, as a result of which the law enforcement officer is forced to replace the existing gaps with the norms of other institutions.

The legal nature of the unit accumulation agreement is revealed. The main means of the mechanism for protecting the rights of shareholders are
analyzed, depending on the attribution of the unit accumulation agreement to organizational or contractual agreements aimed at transferring property
into ownership. Based on the analysis of the doctrine and judicial practice, conclusions are drawn about the need to change the legal regulation
of relations on the transfer of a share in order to obtain ownership of a dwelling and to introduce a strictly binding agreement on unit accumulation
in the current legislation.

The article analyzes the main legal remedies for the subjective rights of shareholders arising from the unit accumulation agreement. A comparative
analysis is carried out with the means used to protect participants in shared construction. Conclusions are drawn, contrary to the emerging judicial
practice, about the impossibility of applying to the unit accumulation agreement legal remedies provided for by special legislation for participants
in shared construction. The ways of solving the problem are proposed, based both on the norms of the existing Russian civil law, and related to
the need to improve the current legislation.
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