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NPUAHLMMT ABTOHOMIW

BONW 1 OCYLLECTBJIEHME
NPEMMYLLECTBEHHOIO MPABA
3AJ1I0r0OBOIr0 KPEQNTOPA

B cTatbe aHanu3npyeTcd BOMPOC, BCeraa nu 3anorofepxa-
TeNb BMpaBe BblOpaThb, peann3oBbiBaTb CBOE MPaBO B 00-
LLieM nopsfke UNu BOCMOJSIb30BATHCA 3aN0roBbIM Mpenmy-
LectsoM. ABTOp obpauiaetcsd K 4. 2 c¢1. 78 denepanbHOro
3aKoHa «06 WCMOSTHUTENIbHOM MPOU3BOACTBE», O KOTOPOW
4acTO 3a06bIBAKOT HA MpPAKTKKE, paccy>aaeT 06 060CHOBAH-
HOCTW JeNCTBYOLLMX NpaBusl. B cTatbe yaenseTca BHUMaHue
3apy0eXXHOMY OfbITYy, B 4aCTHOCTW aHanu3upyeTcsa npeno-
CTaB/IAEMOE [O/DKHUKY HEKOTOPbIMW NpPaBOMOPSAAKAMMW Tak
Ha3blBAEMOE BO3paxkeHue beneficium excussionis realis (T.e.
BO3PAXXEHWE NPOTHB OCYLLECTBIEHWUSA UCMOSTHATENBLHOMO NPO-
W3BOACTBA B CBA3W C HANM4YMEM Y KpeauTopa npasa 3anora).
Paccmartpusas Bonpoc de lege ferenda, aBTop moaenupyert
PA3NUYHble CUTyaLMW W NbITAETCA HAWTW ONTUMAJIbHOE pe-
LUEHWe 418 KOKO0N U3 HUX.

KnrodeBble crioBa: 3anor, npeumyLLecTBo, 3a510roBbii KPeAUTOp, aBTOHOMUS BOJN,
UCIMOSTHUTESILHOE MPOU3BOACTBO

CornacHo 4. 2 cT. 78 ®epepasnbHoro 3akoHa oT 02.10.2007 Ne 229-®3 «O6 UcnonHu-
TEeNbHOM NPOU3BOACTBE>» (Oanee — 3akoH 06 UCTMONHUTENIbHOM NMPOU3BOACTBE), ECNU
B3bICKaHME Ha MMYLLIECTBO O6paLleHO Ans YOOBMETBOPEHUS TpeboBaHUI 3anorogep-
XaTens, TO B3bICKaHMe 06paLlaeTcs B NepByl0 o4Yepedb Ha 3asIOKEHHOE MMYLLIECTBO
HE3aBUCUMO OT HanNM4us y OOMKHMKA Apyroro umyllectsa. ObpalleHne B3biCKaHWs
B MOJb3y 3anorogepxaTens Ha 3aiOKEHHOE MMYLLIECTBO MOXET MPOU3BOAUTLCSH 6e3
cyfne6bHoro akta 06 oépalleHnn B3bICKaHus.

B n. 2.3 PasbscHeHWn no Bonpocam AencTBuii cyfebHoro npuctasa-UCcnonHuTens npu
obpalleHnn B3bICKaHWA Ha 3aioKeHHOE MMYLLECTBO, SBMSIOLLMXCS MPUNOXEHNEM K
nuceMy PefepanbHon cnyxobl cyaebHbIx npuctasos oT 23.12.2011 Ne 12/01-31629-Ar1
(manee — PasbscHeHus), ykasaHo: «B cuny 4. 2 cT. 78 3akoHa 06 MCMOMHUTENBLHOM
NPOV3BOACTBE AOMNyCKaeTCs obpalleHne B3bICKaHWs Ha 3a5i0XXeHHOe UMYLLECTBO B Lie-
NX yOOBNeTBOPeHNs TpeboBaHU 3anorogepxarens B Xo4e WCNONHUTENbHOIO Npous-
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THEORY AND PRACTICE

PARTY AUTONOMY
AND PROPRIETARY
SECURITY

Generally, the secured creditor may choose either to enforce
their right as ordinary creditor or through proprietary security.
However, Russian enforcement proceedings are rather
specific in this regard. Pursuant to Art. 78 (2) of the Federal
Law On Enforcement Proceedings, the creditor having a writ
of execution on the debt collection shall first satisfy secured
claims. The author looks at the rationale behind the rule and
analyses regulations in foreign jurisdictions. It is concluded
thatthe secured creditor’s autonomy shall be restricted in order
to protect unsecured creditors in cases where the debtor’s
property is not sufficient to satisfy the claims of all creditors
involved in enforcement proceedings.

BOZICTBA, BO36YXXAEHHOI0 Ha OCHOBaHWM CyebHOro akra o
B3bICKaHUN CyMMbI 33[0/MKEHHOCTU B CBA3W C HEUCTOSHE-
HVEM [OMKHMKOM 0653aTenbcTBa, 06ecrneyeHHoro 3ano-
rom. B gaHHOM crniy4ae ncnonHUTENbHbIM JOKYMEHTOM, Ha
OCHOBaHUM KOTOPOro NPOM3BOAUTCH OOpaLLlieHVe B3biCKa-
HUS Ha 3aMoXeHHOe MMYLLIECTBO, BbICTYMNaeT COOTBETCTBY-
IOLLWIA UCMONHUTESbHBIN NINCT, BblAAHHBLIN Ha OCHOBaHWU
CygebHOro akta O B3bICKaHUM CyMMbl 3a[0S/HKEHHOCTU B
nonb3y B3biCKaTens-3anorogepxarens». CornacHo n. 4.11
PasbsicHeHnIn B criydae nepBoOYepedHOro obpalleHus
B3bICKaHMA Ha NpedMeT 3asiora Ha OCHOBaHWU 4. 2 CT. 78
3akoHa 06 MCNONHUTENBHOM NMPON3BOACTBE 3anorogepxa-
Tenb obrnagaeT NpeumyLLecTBEeHHbIM NpPaBoM YOOBMETBO-
peHVs CBOMX TPEOOBaHMI 3a CHET BbIPYHYEHHbIX CYMM.

CooTBETCTBEHHO, €Cnv 3anorogaTesnb M OO/MKHUK CoBMa-
[alT B OOHOM nuvue M 3anorogepxarefls npeobssnset
MCK 06 WCMOSIHEHMM OBGECMNeYeHHOro ob6s3arenscTea U
nony4aeT COOTBETCTBYIOLUMIA  WUCMONMHUTENBHBIN  JINCT,

Keywords: security interest, proprietary security, secured creditor, priority,
party autonomy, enforcement proceedings

TO B3bICKaHWe GyaeT 06palleHO npexne BCero MMEeHHO
Ha npegmeT 3anora. MHade rosops, 3anorofepxarenb
haKTn4eckn 0653aH NCMosb30BaTh CBOE NPENMYLLIECTBO,
OCHOBAHHOE Ha 3arnore, M He MOXET MONy4uTb YOOBMET-
BOpEHME CBOMX TPeOOBaHUI CHavana 3a CHeT MHOro NMy-
LecTBa JOMKHMKA, HaNpUMep AEHEXHbIX cpefcTB (4To,
04YEeBUIHO, FrOpas3fo yaobHee ans 3anorogepxartens).

OpHako B nutepaTtype BCTPeYaeTcs U MHOE TONKOBaHue
Y. 2 CT. 78 3akoHa 06 MCMOMHUTENBHOM MPON3BOACTBE,
KOTOpOE, Ha Hall B3rMsih, HE COOTBETCTBYET CMbICIY yKa-
3aHHOTr 0 MOJTOXEHMSI.

Tak, J1.A. HoBocenoBa cuutaet, 41O, €cnu y 3anorona-
TEeNsa-4OMKHUKA €CTb [EHEeXHble CpencTsa, CyneOHbIN
NMPUCTaB-NUCMOSNHUTENb B paMKax WCMOSIHUTESIbHOrO Mpo-
M3BOACTBA MO B3bICKaHMIO 06ecrnevYeHHoro gonra oépa-
TUT B3bICKaHWE Ha NpeaMeT 3anora TOSIbKO NpY HanmMymm
COOTBETCTBYIOLLIErO BONEN3bSBIIEHNS 3a0rogepxartens,
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