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TEMA HOMEPA: Hosoe 10roBopHO€ npaBo

CTAPLUMHCTBO 3AJ10IOB MPIU
OBECIMESEHN BYOVLLX
OBASATEJIbCTB

B cratbe aHanu3mpyeTcs BONPOC 00 onpefesieHnn CTapLLmnH-
CTBA 3a/0r0B B Cnyyae obecneyeHus byayLero 06a3atesib-
CTBA: MOXET NN 3a/10roJiepXxarensb 3apaHee, A0 BO3HUKHOBE-
HUs 06ecneY1BaeMoro 0053aresibCTaa, 3ape3epnpoBarh cede
NPEMMYLLIECTBO B YIOBJIETBOPEHUN CBOMX TPeOOBaHWiA nepea
APYrMMI 3a10roIepXKareniaimMmm U 3aBUCKT N OTBET Ha MOCTaB-
JIEHHbIA BONPOC OT TOr0, MOAJIEXWUT NN 3an0r PerucrpaLmm
(y4ety)? lMpn paccmoTpeHun aaHHoN npobnemMb! aBTop 06pa-
LLIAETCA Cpeaun NMPoYero K 3apybexkHoMy OrbITy, HalleaLlemy
otpaxkeHue B DCFR, Pykosoactee KOHCUTPAJT anst 3akoHoa-
TeJIbHbIX OPraHoB Mo 06eCrneYeHHbIM CEeNKaMm.

KnroqeBbie crioBa: 3asor, CTapLUMHCTBO, 6yAyLuee 0653aTesbCTBO, PEruCcTpaLms yBEAOMIIEHUI O 3aore
JBUXUMOrO MMYLLIECTBA, y4eT 3asiora, 3a/10roBbiii paHr

OpHO 1 TO e UMYLLIECTBO MOXET ObITb 3aJIOKEHO HECKOSIbKMM KpeauTopaM. [encTayio-
LLiee 3aKOHOOATENbCTBO COMAEPXUT Npasuna, HaluemneHHble Ha yperynmposaHve OTHOLLe-
HUN MeXOy KpeauTopamu-3anorofepxarensMmm B nogobHbIX cnyyasx. NpoaHannsmpyem
BOMPOC O CTapLUMHCTBE 3a10roB B 6051ee CIIOXHOM CUTyaLmKn, a UMEHHO Npu o6ecreveHmm
6yayLuero obasarenscraa.

Paccmotpum  npumep. HomxHuWK (3anorogatens) A v Kpeautop  (3anorogepxa-
Tenb) B 1 cbespansa 2015 r. 3akntoyatoT JOroBOp 3anora 060py[aoBaHus B Liessx obecneve-
HUA 06s3aTeNnbLCTBa U3 KPeauTHOro forosopa Mexay A u B, npyyemM CTOPOHbI HaMepeHb!
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PRIORITY OF SECURITY INTERESTS
FOR FUTURE OBLIGATIONS

The article is devoted to the analysis of priority between several
security interests in case of securing future obligations. Is a
secured creditor entitled to “reserve priority” in advance, i.e.
before the secured obligation is established? Does the answer
depend on the fact whether the security interest is subject to
the registration? The author addresses inter alia to the foreign
experience reflected in DCFR and UNCITRAL Legislative Guide
on Secured Transactions.
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3aKJ0YUTL KpeauTHbIA JoroBop B 6yayLleM. Yepes aecstb
OHew, T.e. 11 cpeBpana 2015 r., A 3akno4aet ¢ C Jorosop
nocnepyoLLero 3asnora Toro Xe o60pyaoBaHus B Liensx obe-
CneYeHVss 06s3aTenbCcTBa M3 YXKe 3aKIOYEHHOro (Takxke
11 dbeBpans 2015 r.) kpegutHoro gorosopa mexgy A n C
(NpepocTaBneHne OeHEeXHbIX CPeACcTB MO KOTOPOMY TOXe
npoucxogut 11 dpespans 2015 r.). K MOMeHTyY 3aknoyeHns
JoroBopa nocregyroLlero 3anora nepsblil KpeauTHbIA O0ro-
BOp (Mexay A n B) elue He 3aknoyeH. Bo3HukaeT Bonmpoc:

KTO 13 3arnorogepxarenein obopynosanus, B nnn C, 6yget
obrafartb NPenmyLLEeCTBOM NpY YAOBNETBOPEHUN Tpebosa-
HWUA N3 CTOMMOCTU 3arIOKEHHOro 060pyaoBaHus, T.e. 6ydeT
ABMATLCA CTAPLUMM 3aniorogepxarenem?

CornacHo n. 10 cT. 342.1 paxxgaHckoro kopekca (MK) PO B
cny4yasix, eCnm 3anoXXeHHOe UMYLLIECTBO, B OTHOLLIEHWM KOTO-
poro BegeTcs yyeT 3an0ros B COOTBETCTBUM C . 4 cT. 339.1
K PO, aBnseTca npeaMeToM HEeCKONbKUX 3ar1oros, Tpebo-
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Mepenevarka v pacnpocTpaHeHne LoMnycKaloTCs TONbKO C Cornacusa U3aatenscrea.



