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AHHOTaLUA

Hacrosmast crates mpezcTaBisier co0oi aHanuThyeckuid 0030p padorsr M. Kymapa u H.
ITanta «Construing the Written Warranty» (2022), B KOTOpO# MpPEIJIONKEHO CHCTEMHOE
OIPOBEPIKEHHE Te3Mca O HEOOXOMUMOCTH JTOKa3bIBaHUs (akThueckoro moBepus (reliance) mis
MACBMEHHON 3KCIPECcC-TapaHTUU. ABTOPBI IPOCICKHUBAIOT 3BOJIOIUIO JAHHOTO MHCTUTYTA OT
nenukTHBIX UckoB (Chandelor v. Lopus, Medina v. Stoughton) k ero yrBep:kKICHHIO B Ka4eCTBE
MOJIHOIICHHOTO JoroBopHoro ycsoBus mocie Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton. Ientpansnas
uzesi paboThl COCTOUT B TOM, YTO JKCIIPECC-TApaHTHs SBIsIETCs oOeliaHueM (promise), a He
YTBEpXKJIECHUEM O (aKre, HHIYLUPYIOIIMM IOBEJAECHUE KOHTPAareHTa, U MOTOMYy TpeOoBaHUeE
reliance  koHmenTyanbHO HEOOOCHOBAaHHO. B crarke TOCIEOBATENBbHO  Pa300OpaHbI
JNOKTPUHAIBHBINA, TEKCTYaJbHO-JIOTUYECKMH U (QYHKIUMOHAIBHBIA apryMEHTHl aBTOpPOB,
MPOMJLTIOCTPUPOBaHa X paboTa Ha MaTepuaie cyaeoHoi npakriuku Anrauu u CIIA (ldemitsu
v Sumitomo, Sycamore Bidco v Breslin, CBS v Ziff-Davis, Galli v Metz, Eagle Force Holdings),
a TaKKe IMpOBEAEH CPABHUTEIbHBIM aHAINW3 C POCCUUCKUM HHCTUTYTOM 3aBEpeHH 00
obctosaTenbcTBax (craths 431.2 T'K P®). [lokazano, yto nmpeanaraemsiii Kymapom u [lantom
MOAXOA TO3BOJIIET HaWTH OanaHc MEXIy JOTOBOPHOM ONPENeNEHHOCThIO M JENUKTHOMN
CIPaBENIMBOCTHIO, YTO MPECTABIISET LIEHHOCTh U JUISI POCCUIMCKOTO MPaBOMOPSIIKA.
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BBenenue

JIOKTpUHAJIBHOE JEJICHHE YTBEPXICHHH O (pakTax Ha JOrOBOpHBbIC TapaHThu (warranties) u
BHEIOTOBOPHBIC 3aBepeHus (representations) monroe BpeMsi CYMTANOCHh KPacyroJbHBIM KaMHEM
AHTJIMCKOTO JIOTOBOPHOTO MpaBa M B 3HAYUTEILHON Mepe Ob1o BocnipuusaTo mpasom CIIA [Kumar,
Pant, 2022, c. 362-364]. OnHaKko NPUMEHUTENBHO K SKCIIPECC-TapaHTHH, IPSIMO BBIPAXKEHHOU B TEKCTE
KOHTpaKTa, A3TO JIEJIEHHE MOPOAUIIO TPYIHOPA3PEUIMMYI0 IPAKTUUYECKyI0 MpoOieMy: o0s3aH JiH
MOKYIaTelb, IPEABSIBIISASI UCK O HAPYIIEHUHN MUCbMEHHOM TapaHTHH, 10Ka3bIBaTh, YTO OH (PAKTUYECKU
nonaraiics (relied) Ha e€ wcTMHHOCTH IpH 3aKIOYCHUM cIelku? B Bompoce 0 mpaBoBOM mpupoje
9KCIPECC-TapaHTUHU U HEOOXOJMMOCTH JI0Ka3biBaHus reliance 1o cux mop OTCyTCTBYeT KOHCEHCYC Kak
B CyIcOHON MpakTHKe JBYX BEAYyIMX IOPUCAMKINK OOIero IMpaBa, TaKk M B aKaJIEMHUUYECKON
muteparype [Kumar, Pant, 2022, ¢. 361-362].

[lepBblii MOIX0/T YCIIOBHO MOKHO Ha3BaTh IENUKTHBIM. OH YXOAUT KOPHSIMU B UCTOPUUYECKUE UCKH
0 BBEJCHMHU B 3a0IyXK/I€HUE M PACCMATPUBACT TFAPAHTUIO MPEXKJE BCEro Kak YTBep)KIeHHE O (akTe,
noOykaaroiee KOHTpareHTa K 3akmoucHuio jgoroBopa [Chandelor v. Lopus, 1603; Medina v.
Stoughton, 1705]. C aToli ToYKu 3peHHUs 115l B3bICKAaHUS YOBITKOB 32 HEJIOCTOBEPHOCTh FAPAHTHH UCTEIl
JIOJDKCH JIOKa3aTh, 4TO OH 3HAJI O HEeW M pa3yMHO mosarajics Ha e€ uctuHHocTh (reliance). Jlanusbrit
MOAX0A CO3MaéT CcephE3HBbIC PHUCKH i ToKynaTtened B cruenkax M&A, ocoOeHHO B cBeTe
pacnpocTpaHEHHON TMPaKTUKK «CoHI0 THHTa» (Sandbagging), korma mokymaTeiab OCBEIOMIIEH O
BO3MOXKHBIX HapyIIEHUsX, HO BCE PaBHO pacCUMTHIBACT Ha JOTOBOpHYIO 3aumty [Sheppard, Mullin,
Richter & Hampton LLP, 2025].

[IpoTHBOMONOXKHBIN, JAOTOBOPHBINA MOJIXOJ, HAMpOTHUB, MCXOJUT W3 TOTO, YTO MHUCHBMEHHAas
HKCIIPECC-TAPAHTUSI — 3TO HE MPOCTO YTBEPXKJACHHE O (JaKTe, a MOJHOLIEHHOE IOTOBOPHOE YCIOBUE
(promise) [Kwestel, 2002, c. 360-362]. Eé cyrp 3akmouacTcs B IMPHHATHH MPOJABIIOM Ha cebs
00s3aTeNbCTBA, U JUISI UCKA O €r0 HAapYIIEHWHM JIOCTaTOYHO JI0Ka3aTh (PAKT PACXOXKICHUS MEXKIY
00eI@HHBIM U JIecTBUTENbHBIM. CyObEKTHBHAS OCBEIOMIIEHHOCTD MOKYIATENs O HEAOCTOBEPHOCTH
rapaHTHY Ha MOMEHT 3aK/II0OUEHU S CIIEJIKA HEe MMEEeT 3HAUEeHM S 11l CaMOTro IIpaBa Ha MCK, €CIIH TOJIbKO
CTOPOHBI HE IOTOBOPUIIMCH 00 HHOM.

B 2022 roay B xypuaine «Liverpool Law Review» Obuta onmyOauMKoBaHa CTaThs HCCIIEAOBATENEiH
M. Kymapa u H. Ilanta «Construing the Written Warranty» [Kumar, Pant, 2022, c¢. 363-366], B
KOTOPOM MPEIOKEH CUCTEMHBIN B3I Ha 3Ty MpobiaemMy. ABTOPBI TOCIEA0BATEIbHO JOKA3bIBAIOT,
4T0 TpeOOBaHUE O JOKa3bIBaHMM (aKTHUeCKOro moBepus (reliance) mis MUCBMEHHON rapaHTHU
SBIISICTCS. KOHIICTITYalbHO HEOOOCHOBAaHHBIM, TaK KaK MPOTHBOPEYUT HCTOPUUYECKOH HBOIIIOLUU
JAHHOTO MHCTUTYTA OT JACTUKTHOTO MHCTPYMEHTa K JOTOBOPHOMY, HE COOTBETCTBYET TEKCTyalbHOMN
pHUPOJIE MHUCBMEHHOTO YCIOBUS W pa3pylaeT (QyHKIMOHAIBHOE pacIpelelieHue PUCKOB MEXITy
ctopoHamu. lleHTpanbHbIN Te3UC pabOThI COCTOUT B TOM, YTO JKCIIpEcc-TapaHTHs Bcerna Oblia U
ocralrest «co3manueM jgoroBopa» (creature of contract), u e€ ToskoBaHHE JOIKHO OCYIIECTBIISTHCS
UCKIIIOYUTENBHO Yepe3 BBIACHEHHE HAMEPEHHH CTOPOH, a He Yepe3 MPU3MY CYObEKTHUBHOTO JIOBEPHUS
nokymarens [Kumar, Pant, 2022, ¢. 363-366].

Llenp HacTosiel cTaThM — MPEACTaBUTh POCCUMCKOMY 4yMTaTento aprymeHTanuo M. Kymapa u
H. IlanTa, geranpHO pazoOparh UCTOpPUYECKUE, JOKTPUHAIBHBIE U (yHKIMOHAIbHBIE OCHOBAHUS MX
MO3ULIMM, @ TaKKe MPOHJUIIOCTPUPOBATH IMPAKTUUYECKOE 3HAUEHUE ITOW JUCKYCCUM Ha MpUMepax
cynebnoil npakruku Anrmu u CIHA. OOpamenue K JaHHOW mpoOneMaTHKe MpPeACTaBIIsSeTCs
0COOECHHO aKTyaJIbHbIM B KOHTEKCTE POCCUIICKOTO MHCTUTYTA 3aBEpEeHUI1 00 00CTOATENbCTBAX (CTAThA
431.2 TK P®), koTOpHIii, TOAOOHO AaHTIUKCKON MOJenu, He TpeOyeT OT MOTEPIEBIIeH CTOPOHBI
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JIOKa3bIBAHMS «IOBEPUS» K 3aBEPEHUIO U TEM CaMbIM Peajiu3yeT JOTOBOPHYIO JIOTHKY, MOJTY4HBIIYIO
JOKTpUHAJIbHOE 0O0OCHOBAHME B aHAJIM3UPYEMOii paborTe.

MaTepuaJibl M METOAbI HCCJICIOBAHUA

Meronmonornueckn paboTa TpeAcTaBIseT CcoOOW aHAIMTUYECKUW 0030p KIFOYEBBIX HJICH
opurnHanbHO# ctatb M. Kymapa u H. Ilanta «Construing the Written Warranty» c¢ snemenTamu
CPaBHUTEIBHO-IPABOBOTO KOMMEHTapHs. B kauecTBe MmaTepuana HCIOJIL30BAHBI: OpPUTHHAIbHAs
CTaThsl yKa3aHHBIX aBTOPOB B xypHaie Liverpool Law Review; ocroBomomararomme cyaeOHbIe aKThl
aHTJIMICKOTO TIpaBa, K KOTOpsIM oOpamaioTcs aBTophl (Chandelor v. Lopus, Medina v. Stoughton,
Pasley v. Freeman, Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton, Sycamore Bidco Ltd v Breslin, Idemitsu
Kosan Co Ltd v Sumitomo Corporation); mperenerTsl amepukanckux cynos (CBS Inc. v. Ziff-Davis
Publishing Co., Galli v. Metz, Rogath v. Siebenmann, Eagle Force Holdings, LLC v. Campbell);
HOpPMaTUBHBIE UCTOYHUKA — cTaThsi 2-313 EmmnooOpa3noro ToproBoro kojaekca CIIA (UCC) u
ctatbs 431.2 I'paxxnanckoro koaekca Poccuiickoit @enepannu;a Takke JOKTpUHAIbHbBIE Ty OINKALIUH,
MOCBSIIEHHBIC KBATH(UKAIIMK 3aBEPCHUI U TapaHTUi U nipakTuke caeinok M&A [Adams, 2015].

[MpumeHeHsl  QOPMATBHO-IOPUIMYECKUIA W CPaBHHUTEIBHO-TIPABOBOM  METONBI,  METOJ
MCTOPHYECKOTO aHajK3a MPaBOBBIX MHCTHTYTOB, a TAKKe AHAIMTUYECKUN Pa30op apryMeHTaluu
aBTOPOB OPUTHHAIBHONH pPAa0OTHI € TMOCIEAYIOUMM COIMOCTaBJICHHUEM BBIBOJOB C POCCHUCKHM
WHCTUTYTOM 3aBEpPEHUM 00 00CTOSATEIBCTBAX.

Pe3yabTaThl M 00CyXKICHUE

Jluckyccusi 0 HEOoOXOJMMOCTH JIOKa3bIBaHUsS (akrhuueckoro moBepus (reliance) « skcmpecc-
rapaHTUU HE MOXET OBbITh aJIeKBaTHO IOHsATa 0e3 oOpalleHHs K MCTOPUYECKUM KOPHSM JIaHHOTO
uHctutyra. Kak yoenurensno nokassiBaroT M. Kymap u H. [lanTt, coBpemMenHast Heonpenein€HHOCTD B
BOIIPOCE O MPABOBOM MPUPOJIE MUCbMEHHOW rAPaHTUM BO MHOTOM OOYyCIIOBJIEHA €€ JBOWCTBEHHBIM
MPOUCXOXKIEHUEM: TapaHTUsS POXKIAIACh KaK JEJUKTHBIM MHCTPYMEHT, HO B XOJ€ JUIMTEJbHON
ABOJIIOIMHU O0IIETo MpaBa TPaHCHOPMHUPOBAIACH B MOJHOIICHHBINA TOTOBOPHBIN MHCTUTYT [Kumar,
Pant, 2022, c. 363-366].

Pannee anrmiickoe npaBo HE MPOBOAMIIO YETKOTO PA3NUUUs MEXKAY JOTOBOPHOW U JAETUKTHOM
OTBETCTBEHHOCTHIO 32 HEIOCTOBEPHBIE YTBEP)KICHHs TpoxaaBua. KiroueBoe 1iisi TOHMMAHUS STOH
snoxu neno Chandelor v. Lopus (1603), u3BecTHOE Take Kak Je0 0 0€30apOBOM KaMHE, YCTAaHOBUIIO
dbyHIaMEeHTaIbHOE pa3rpaHUuYEHUE: MPOCTOE YTBEPXKICHHE MpoJaBlla O KadecTBe ToBapa (Imere
affirmation) He mopo’kaaeT mpaBa Ha KCK, €CJIM TOJIBKO OHO He ObLII0 00J1e4eHO0 B opMy GopMalibHOM
rapantuu (warranty) win He sBIISUIOCH 3aBemoMbiM obOmanom [Chandelor v. Lopus, 1603]. Cyn
Ka3HauelcTBa IMOCTAHOBWJI, YTO TOKymareiab, mnpuoOperumii 3a 100 (yHTOB KaMeHBb SIKOOBI C
Marm4ecKMMH IIeJIeOHBIMH CBOWMCTBAaMH, HE BIIpaBe TpeOOBaTh BO3BpaTa JEHET NPU OTCYTCTBUHU
JIOKa3aTeIbCTB TOTO, YTO IMPOAABEI] MMEHHO «TapaHTHPOBA» MOMIHMHHOCTH KamHs1 [Chandelor v.
Lopus, 1603].

3OT0 peleHne, ¢ OAHON CTOPOHBI, 3aKPETIHIIO IPUHIIUT Caveat emptor («arycTh mokymarenb OyaeT
OnuTeneny»), a ¢ Apyrod — 0003HAYMIIO, YTO €IMHCTBEHHBIM CIIOCOOOM BO3JIOKUTH Ha MPOJABLA
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 32 KaUe€CTBO TOBapa sBJseTCs 3Kcnpecc-rapanTus [Kumar, Pant, 2022, c. 367]. IIpu
TOM BaXXHO TOJYEPKHYTh, YTO Ha JAHHOM HCTOPUYECKOM 3Taleé MCK O HApYIIEHUU TapaHTHU
paccMaTpuBalcs HE Kak JIOTOBOPHBIN, a KaK Pa3HOBUIHOCTH MCKa O trespass on the case, To ecth
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POIECCYaIbHO OTHOCHJICS CKopee K menukrHoi chepe [Medina v. Stoughton, 1705].

B mocnenyromem crosieTuu 3Ta TeHACHIUS coxpanuiiachk. B gene Medina v. Stoughton (1705) uck
0 HApyIICHWHM TapaHTUU Takke ObLT KBATH(QUIIMPOBAH Kak pa3sHOBHIHOCTH trespass on the case
[Medina v. Stoughton, 1705]. Cyx mopaa XoaTa MOATBEPAXI, YTO MPOABEIl, TEPEAaBIIMi TOBAP U
MPSIMO 3aBEPHUBIIMI MOKYIATENs B €0 KauecTBE, HECET OTBETCTBEHHOCTD, Ia)Ke €CJIHM OH He SIBIISIICS
coocrBennunkoMm Bemm [Medina v. Stoughton, 1705]. IpumedatensHo, uTo jopa Bymiep B Gosee
no3aHeM jeie Pasley v. Freeman (1789) Bwickasas MO3MIIHMIO, COTJIACHO KOTOPOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
MPOJIaBlia, HE BJIAJICIONIETO TOBAPOM, I0JKHA OBITh aXke 00Jiee CTPOroil, MOCKOJIBKY «IIOKYIaTeI0 He
Ha YTO I[OJIaraThCs, KpoMe Kak Ha rapantuto» [Pasley v. Freeman, 1789]. Dtu pemenus
JEMOHCTPHUPYIOT, YTO B paHHUU NEepHoJ] 00Iero mpasa Warranty BoCIpUHUMAIACh KaK YTBEPKICHUE
0 dakre, monarasich Ha KOTOpOE MOKyIaTelb BCTYMAal B CAENKY, UYTO CONMXalo €€ C COBPEMEHHBIM
MMOHUMaHUEM JIETUKTHOTO BBeJeHUs B 3a0myxaenue [Kumar, Pant, 2022, c. 368].

Pemarornmit moBOpOT B OCMBICTICHUY TTPABOBOM MPUPOJIBI TAPAHTHH MPOU30INEN B Hayase XX Beka.
B nene Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton [Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton, 1913] A.C. 30,
KOTOPOE CTaJIO TIOBOPOTHBIM JUISI BCETO MOCIIENYIOIETO PAa3BUTHS JOKTPUHEI, [lanaTta 10p1oB mpoBena
YETKYI0 TPaHUIY MEXIy ABYMsS IPaBOBBIMH KaTETOPUSMH: JOTOBOPHOM rapaHTHeil (warranty) wu
BHEJIOTOBOPHBIM 3aBepeHueM (representation). ®abyna gema XOpomio HW3BECTHA: aHICpPanTEpPhI
Heilbut, Symons & Co. mpuBiekaqd WHBECTOPOB K IIOKYIIKE aKIMii HOBOTO Kay4yKOBOTO
NPEANIPUATHS, XapaKTepu3ysl €ro Kak «KaydykoByl0 Kommanwuio». Mcrery baknToH, BioXuBIMiA
CpEJCTBA HA OCHOBE 3TOTO 3asBJICHUS U BIOCIEACTBUM MOHECIMM YOBITKU, TPeOOBaJI BO3MEUICHUS 110
JIBYM OCHOBAHHMSIM: KaK 3a MOIIICHHUYECKOE BBEJCHUE B 3a0TyKICHUE U KaK 32 HAPYIICHHE TapaHTUH.
Cyn nepBoii MHCTaHLIMH HE YCMOTpPEN B ICHCTBUSIX OTBETUNKOB MOIIICHHUYECTBA, HO MPU3HAI HAIMYHUE
rapantuu [Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton, 1913]. Oxgnako Ilamata mopaoB OTMEHHJIA 3TO
peuenue. Jlopa Monton B cBoel peun chopMylIupoBai KpUTEpHil, KOTOPOMY CYKIEHO OBLIO CTaTh
KITACCUYECKUM: JIJIsl TIPU3HAHUS YTBEP)KJIEHUS JOTOBOPHOW TapaHTHeW HEOOXOJMMO J0Ka3aTh, 4TO
CTOPOHBI HaMEpEBAINCh MPHUIATh eMy cuily goroBopuoro ycimous [Heilbut, Symons & Co. v
Buckleton, 1913]. Camoro no cebe (axra, 4T0 MOKYIaTeN b MOJaraics Ha yTBepKIeHHE POJaBLa Py
MPUHATUHU PEIICHUS O CEIIKE, HEJJOCTaTOYHO — TpeOyeTcs YCTaHOBUTh HAMEPEHHE CTOPOH BKIIOUUTD
JTAHHOE YTBEPXKICHUE B COCTAB JIOTOBOPHBIX 00s3aTeNbCTB. Tem cambiM [lanara 1opa0B OKOHYATEIBHO
nmomMectuiia Wwarranty B JOTOBOPHYIO IIOCKOCTh: OTHBIHE 3KCIPECC-TapaHTHsSl paccMaTpHBaach
AHTJIMHCKUM IPaBOM KaK «co3aaHue joroBopax (Creature of contract) [Kumar, Pant, 2022, c. 369].

Ecin anmmiickoe mpaBo mocne Heilbut mocnenoBarensHO ynepKMBajao TapaHTHIO B paMKax
JIOTOBOPHOM MapaJurMbl, TO aMEpPUKAHCKas IOPUCHPYASHIUs Tolria 0ojee H3BHIUCTBIM MYyTEM.
[Mpunstue EamHoOoOpasHoro TtoproBoro komekca (UCC), mpusBanHOro yHUDHIIUPOBATH
KOMMEpUYECKOe MPaBO IITaTOB, MMapaJOKCATbHBIM 00pa3oM BO3pOAMIIO JUCKyccHio o ponu reliance.
Cexnusa 2-313 UCC ycraHaBIMBaeT, YTO DKCHPECC-TAPAHTHUS CO3MAETCS JIOOBIM YTBEPKICHUEM O
dakre M OOCIAHUEM, OTHOCAIIMMCS K TOBApy M CTaBIIMM «4acThio ocHoBaHwus cieaku» (basis of
the bargain) [Uniform Commercial Code § 2-313]. [IpoGiiema 3akimro4yaercsi B TOM, 4TO MOHATHE «Dasis
of the bargain» okazamocek kpaiine HeompeaenéHHbIM. Kak oTMeyaeTcss B MpaBOBOMW JOKTPHHE, U3
TeKcTa ceKuu 2-313 HescHo, TpeOyeT JIM ATOT TECT AOKa3bIBaHUS (PAKTUUECKOTO JOBEPHS IOKYITATEs
K YTBEPXKICHHUIO MPOJaBlia, TM0O0 TOCTATOYHO TOTO, YTO YTBEPXkACHHE OOBEKTHBHO CTAll0 YaCThIO
cornameHusi cropon [Kwestel, 2002, ¢. 370-372]. JlomoiaHuTenbHas MyTaHWIA BO3HUKACT H3-3a
YCTOMYMBOM TpaKTHKA cMemeHus (QopMyaupoBoK —«represents and warrants», KoTtopsie B
JIeHCTBUTEIBHOCTH 0003HAYAIOT MPUHITMITHATBLHO pa3InYHbIC TpaBoBbIe KOHCTpyKInu [Adams, 2015].
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Hekotopbie Cyapl HMHTEPIPETHPOBAIM JaHHYIO HOPMY KakK TpEOYIOIIyI0  JOKa3aTejIbCTBa
CYOBCKTUBHOTO JIOBEpHUS, JpyrHe — Kak TPE3yMIIUI0, HE HYXKIAIOUYIOCS B OTICIBHOM
MOATBEPKACHUH. DTa HEONpenenEHHoCTh, o MHeHnio Kymapa u [lanTa, mpuBena kK ToMmy, 4TO B
COBPEMCHHOM aMEPHKaHCKOM IpaBe BOIPOC 0 HeoOxoaumocTH reliance s muchbMEHHO# dKempecc-
rapaHTHH OCTaETCs CTOJIb XKe CIIOPHBIM, Kak U cTosieTrst Hasan [Kumar, Pant, 2022, ¢. 370-371].

BbIsIBUB MCTOpUYECKHE KOPHU COXPAHSIOIICHCA HEONPEneIEHHOCTH, aBTOPHl pacCMaTpUBaeMOM
paboThl TMEPEXOAIT K CHCTEMHOMY OIPOBEPKCHHMIO Te3uca O HEOOXOJMMOCTH JIOKa3bIBAHUS
daxtudeckoro gosepus (reliance) mpumeHHUTENEHO K TUCHBMEHHOM SKCTIpecc-rapanTuu. [Ipeanaraemas
MU apryMEHTAaIUs BBICTPOCHA IO TPEM OCHOBHBIM HAIPABJICHHSM: JTOKTPHHAIEHOMY, TEKCTYaJIbHO -
JoruyeckoMy W QyHKIHMOHaIbHOMY. lleHTpanbHbIM B mocTpoeHusx Kymapa u [lanTa BbICTYyIaeT
pasrpaHUYCHHE JBYX HPHHIIUIUAIBHO Pa3HBIX OCHOBAaHWUH OTBETCTBEHHOCTH — JCIHKTHOTO W
JIOTOBOPHOTO. DKCIPECC-TapaHTH S, 110 UX YOSIKICHUI0, €CTh HE YTO HHOE, KaK obOeranue (promise) —
TO €CTh NPUHATOC Ha ce0s 005A3aTeIbCTBO OOCCIICUUTh COOTBETCTBHE TOBapa WM OOCTOSTEIILCTB
CHCNKU 3asBICHHBIM mapamerpam [Kumar, Pant, 2022, ¢. 372]. CymHOCTh Takoro o0s3aTeIbCTBa
3aKITI0YaeTCsl B JIOOPOBOJIBHOM BO3JIOKEHHHM Ha ce0sf pHCKa, a BOBCE HE B WMHIAYIMPOBAHHU
OIpeIeTIEHHOTO MOBECHUSI KOHTPAreHTa MOCPECTBOM COOOIICHHS O (haKTax.

Ilpu nmenmkre, TpeXae BCEro IpH HCKE O BBEACHMHM B 3abmyxiacHue (Mmisrepresentation),
TpeboBanue reliance sBnsercs ecTECTBEHHBIM M HEOOXOAMMBIM: OHO YCTaHABJIMBACT MPHUYHMHHO-
CJICZICTBEHHYIO CBSI3b MEXJTy YTBEPKICHUEM OTBETYMKA U JICHCTBUSMH UCTIIA, 0€3 KOTOPOH JCTHKTHAS
OTBETCTBEHHOCTh HEeMbICIIMMa. OTHAKO AKCIPEcC-TapaHTHsl, ”HKOPIOPUPOBAHHAS B TEKCT JIOTOBOPA,
¢byHkuronupyer uHaue. OHa caMa CTAaHOBUTCS COJCPKAHHMEM O0s3aTeNIbCTBA, W JUISI MCKAa O ¢
HapyIIeHHH JIOCTaTOYHO KOHCTATUPOBATh PACXOKICHHE MEXIy OOCHAHHBIM U JICHCTBUTEIHHBIM
cocrosiuueM [[Kwestel, 2002, ¢. 375]. TpeboBath OT HCTIIAa AOMOJHUTEILHOTO JOKa3bIBAHUS TOTO, YTO
OH «IIoJarajics» Ha oOeIlaHue, 3HAYUT MOJMEHSTh JOTOBOPHYIO JIOTHKY aenukrHou [Kumar, Pant,
2022, c. 373].

Bropoe HampaBiieHre apryMeHTallMi OCHOBAHO Ha IOPHANYECKOM 3HAYEHUU MUCbMEHHOM (POPMBI
camoii rapanTiu. Eciiu rapaHTHs IPSMO M HEJIBYCMBICIIEHHO 3a(MKCHPOBAaHA B TEKCTE MOJAMUACAHHOTO
CTOpPOHAMH JIOTOBOpA, CaM 3TOT (JaKT CO3MaET HEOMPOBEPKUMYIO IPE3YMITIIUIO TOTO, YTO CTOPO HBI
Npuail JaHHOMY YCIOBHUIO ropuauyeckoe 3HadeHue [Kumar, Pant, 2022, c. 374-375]. VubiMu
CJIOBaMH, BKITIOYCHHE B JIOTOBOP MUCHMEHHOM TApaHTHUH YK€ caMo 10 ce0e CBUICTEIBCTBYET O TOM,
YTO YTBEPI)KACHUE CTAJIO YacCThIO COMNIAIICHHS W HE HYKIACTCS B JOMOJHUTEIBHOM ITOATBEPK ICHAN
Yyepe3 J0Ka3bIBaHUE CYOBEKTHBHOTO JIOBEPHUS ITOKYIATEIIs.

Haubonee mpakTiveckn OpUEHTHUPOBAHHAs YacTh apryMEHTAIIMH aBTOPOB CBs3aHA C OLICHKOM
GyHKIIMOHATIBHON poJi, KOTOpyto TpeOoBanue reliance wrpaer B caenkax M&A. KiroueBbM
MOJIMTOHOM JIJII TIPOBEPKM HX Te3uca BBICTyHmaeT (eHOMeH «caHab3ruHray (Sandbagging) —
CUTYallUH, TPH KOTOPOH TOKYIaTelb, 3HAsI UM MMesi OCHOBAHHS 3HATh O HEJOCTOBEPHOCTH TapaHTHU
Ha MOMCHT 3aKpBITHS CHCIKH, TeM HE MEHee 3aBepliaeT e€, a BIIOCIEACTBUH MPEIBSIBISCT HCK O
HapylieHun 3Toi ke rapantuu [Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton LLP, 2025]. B psze
ropucaukinii  CIIIA gefictByer Tak HaspiBaeMoe mpaBuio «honest misstatement» (uectHOro
3a0JIyXKJICHHSI), COIIACHO KOTOPOMY JUIS MCKa O HapYIICHHH SKCIPECC-TAPAHTHU HCTEIl JOJKECH
JIOKa3aTh, YTO OH JICHCTBUTENBHO MTOJIarajics Ha €€ HICTUHHOCTD ITpH 3aKTroueHuu caenku [ Kumar, Pant,
2022, c. 376]. B 3TuX IOpUCIUKIHUSIX CIHAOSTUHT IPAKTUUYECKH HEBO3MOXKEeH. OJIHAaKo B TeX ILTaTax,
rie TpeboBanue reliance He mpuMeHsieTcs, Cyabl MOCIEAOBATEIBLHO MPU3HAIOT MPABO CTOPOH CBOUM
COIJIAIlICHUEM TIepepacpeielIuTh PUCK.
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Wnnroctpanmeit cinyxut geino Eagle Force Holdings, LLC v. Campbell, paccmorpentoe
BepxoBubiM cymom JlenaBapa [Eagle Force Holdings, LLC v. Campbell, 2018]. B atom cniope cyn
MOJTBEPANJI, YTO IKCIPECC-TAPAHTHH B JTIOTOBOPE KYILIH-MPOAAKU AKIIHH SBJISIOTCS JIOTOBOPHBIMU
YCIAOBUSIMA M 9YTO BOMPOC O TOM, BIIpPaBe JIM MOKyMarelb TPeOOBAaTh BO3MCHICHUS IIPU
OCBEJIOMJIEHHOCTH O HEIOCTOBEPHOCTH TAPAHTHH, PEIIACTCS HCKIIOYUTEIBHO TOJIKOBAHUEM CaMOTO
norosopa [Eagle Force Holdings, LLC v. Campbell, 2018]. Cyx yka3zai: eciu CTOpOHBI HaMEPEBAJIKCh
JONYCTHTh COHA0STMHT (a B jgene Eagle Force coorBercTByrOIias OroBopKa MpsIMO pasperaia
MOKYTATEI0 CChIIAThCS Ha HAPYIICHHsI, O KOTOPBIX OH 3HAN), MX BOJIS MOJICKHUT CYAcOHOM 3anmTe.

ABTOpBI, OJHAKO, HE YTBEP)KAAIOT, YTO OCBEIOMIEHHOCTh MOKYIATels O HEI0CTOBEPHOCTH
rapaHTHH BOBCE JIMIIIEHA TPAaBOBOT0O 3HaueHUs. E€ poiib, 110 WX MHEHHIO, JIGKUT B MHOM IIIOCKOCTH —
a UMCHHO B TOJIKOBAHUH JICHCTBUTEIBHOTO 00bEMA camMoi rapaHTuu. Eciu B JOroBope 3KCIpecc-
rapanTusi cOPMYITHPOBAHA IMMPOKO W aOCTPAKTHO, a MOKYMaTelb Ha MOMEHT 3aKJIFOUCHHUS CICIKH
pacrojarai KOHKPETHBIMU CBEACHUSAMHU, IIPOTHBOPEYAIIMMHI TApAaHTHPOBAHHOMY YTBEPIKICHHUIO, CYIT
MOXET MPHUTH K BBIBOLY, YTO CTOPOHBI HE HAMEPEBAJIMCh OXBATUTh JaHHOW TapaHTHEHW Te
00CTOATENILCTBA, KOTOPBIE OBLITH M3BECTHBI MTOKYITATEITIO.

AHrmiickoe paBo, HaurHas ¢ pydexHoro pererus o aeny Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton
(1913) [Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton, 1913], mpuaepkuBaercsi JOCTATOYHO SCHOTO
pasrpaHUYCHHUS: IKCIPECC-TApaHTHUsI, HHKOPIIOPUPOBAHHAS B JIOTOBOP, MOPOXKIACT HCKIIOUYUTEIBHO
JIOTOBOPHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, W JUIS MCKa O e€ HapyiieHuu reliance He sBisIeTCS 3IE€MEHTOM,
nouiexanmM JokassiBanuio. B mene ldemitsu Kosan Co Ltd v Sumitomo Corporation [2016] EWHC
1909 (Comm) mnokynmarenb akiuii, OOHapyKHB IIOCIE 3aKpPBITHS CICIKH HECOOTBETCTBHUS B
(brHAHCOBOW OTYETHOCTH, TIOMBITAJICSA HAPSILY C HCKOM O HapyIIEeHUH TapaHTHil 3asiBUTh TPEOOBAHHE O
BBeseHuu B 3a0mykaenue [ldemitsu Kosan Co., Ltd v Sumitomo Corporation, 2016]. Cyaes biap,
OTKa3bIBasi B JCJTMKTHOM HCKE, MTOJUYEPKHYII, YTO JOTOBOPHBIC TAPAHTHH CaMH 10 ceOe He SIBIISFOTCS
OTHOBPEMEHHO MW 3aBepeHHsIMHU (representations), ecid TOJBKO CTOPOHBI HE BBIPA3UJIM TaKOE
HamepeHue ¢ nosHou onpenenénHocteio [ldemitsu Kosan Co., Ltd v Sumitomo Corporation, 2016].
AHaJOru4HO# JorHKe ciemoBan Beicokuii cyn B pemenun Sycamore Bidco Ltd v Breslin [2012]
EWHC 3443 (Ch) [Sycamore Bidco Ltd v Breslin, 2012].

B ommmMune OT aHIMIMIICKOrO, aMEpUKAHCKOE IMPAaBO OCTAETCA APEHOW MPOJOJIKAIOIIMXCS
JOKTPUHAIBHBIX U CYIEOHBIX CIIOPOB OTHOCHUTEIBHO posin reliance mpuMeHUTETbHO K MHChMEHHOM
9KCIPECcC-TapaHTUU. B psifie pelieHuil ameprKaHCKHe CyIbl (AKTUYECKH YCTpaHWJIM TpeOOBaHHE
reliance mns sxcnpecc-rapantuu. Hanbosee mokaszarenbHbIM siBiiseTcs aeno CBS Inc. v. Ziff-Davis
Publishing Co., paccMorpennoe AnemsimonHsIM cynoM Hero-Hopka [CBS Inc. v. Ziff-Davis
Publishing Co., 1990]. Cyaps yka3zai, 4To sl YCTAaHOBJICHHUS (JaKTa HApPYIIEHUsS! SKCIPECC-TapaHTHU
UCTIy He TpeOyeTcsl I0Ka3bIBaTh, YTO OH IMOJIATAJCs Ha MCTHHHOCTH YTBEPIKICHHUU OTBETUMKA,
JIOCTAaTOYHO TOTO, YTO TapaHTHPOBAaHHBIC MapaMeTphl He Oblau gocturayTel [CBS Inc. v. Ziff-Davis
Publishing Co., 1990]. Oanako B apyrux ropucaukiusax moaxoa uHoi. Tak, B gene Galli v. Metz (2d
Cir. 1992) cya mpu3Hai, 4To BOMPOC O TOM, ITOJIArajcs JIM MOKylaTedb Ha 3aBEPEHUs MPO/aBIla,
COXpaHseT 3HAUYECHHE, 0COOEHHO KOT/Ia MOKyIaTellb ObLT OCBEIOMIEH O mpobiemax 1o caenku [Galli
v. Metz, 1992]. Hakonern, pemenue mo gaeay Rogath v. Siebenmann (2d Cir. 1997) nonoiauTeasHO
YCIIOXKHHIIO KApTHHY: CY[ AOIYCTHII, 4TO B Cliydae yMbIlDIeHHOro ooMana (fraud) mokymartenb MokeT
BBIWTH 32 PaMKH JIOTOBOPHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, HO JJISI «IIPOCTOTO» HapylueHus rapanTuu reliance
MOET TpeOOBaThCsl B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT IPUMEHHMOTO IpaBa mrata [Rogath v. Siebenmann, 1997].
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3aKJII04YeHne

IpoBenéunspiii ananutuueckuii 003op cratb M. Kymapa u H. ITanta «Construing the Written
Warranty» mo3BoJiieT KOHCTaTUpOBaTh, 4TO €€ aBTOPbl MPEIJIOKUIN CHCTEMHOE U BHYTPEHHE
MOCJIEZIOBATENIFHOE OMPOBEPKEHUE TE3UCa 0 HEOOXOJUMOCTU JTOKa3bIBaHUS (PAKTHUECKOTO OBEPHUS
(reliance) nns muceMeHHOM dKenpecc-rapanTun [Kumar, Pant, 2022].

Hcropuyeckuil aHanus, pa3BEPHYTHII B paboTe, yOEOUTEIBHO JIEMOHCTPUPYET, YTO 3KCIpecc-
rapaHTHs YBOJIOIMOHUPOBANIA U3 AETUKTHOTO MHCTPYMEHTA B MOJTHOLICHHBIN JOTOBOPHBIA HHCTUTYT.
Haumnas ¢ pyoexsoro pemenust mo aeny Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton [Heilbut, Symons &
Co. v. Buckleton, 1913], anmmiickoe mpaBO MOCIEAOBATEIBHO KBATU(DUIIMPYET MHCHMEHHYIO
rapaHTHIO Kak «co3maHue goroBopa» (creature of contract), mms mcka o HapylleHHH KOTOPOTO
JIOCTaTOYHO YCTAaHOBUTH PACXOXACHHME MEXIy OOCIIAHHBIM M JAEHCTBUTENbHBIM. TpeboBaHue xe
JIOKa3blBaTh CYOBEKTHBHOE JOBEpPHUE IOKyNaress K MHUCbMEHHOMY YCIOBHIO, IO CYIIECTBY,
0oTOpachIBaeT MPaBONPUMEHEHHE K J10-XEHIIOYTOBCKOM 3MO0Xe M CMENMBAET [BAa MPUHIUITHAIBHO
pa3HbIX IPaBOBBIX PEKMMa — JOTOBOPHBIN U AenukTHBIN [Kumar, Pant, 2022, c. 387].

JlokTpuHanbHas, TEKCTyalbHO-JIOTUYEeCKass ¢ (yHKIHMOHAJIbHAs apryMEHTalusl aBTOPOB
MOJKPETIIET 3TOT MCTOPHUUYECKUU BBIBOJ. JKCIPECC-TapaHTHUS MO CBOCH MPABOBOW MPHUPOJIE €CTh
obemanue (Promise), a He yrBepkKIeHHE O (hakTe, HHIYIHPYIOIee oBeeHne KoHTpareHTa. Cam dakr
e MUCHbMEHHOTO 3aKpeIUIEHUs] B TEKCTE€ MOMAMHUCAHHOTO JIOTOBOpA CO3MaET MPE3YMIIIUIO TOTO, YTO
CTOPOHBI TPHUJAIN JaHHOMY YCIOBHUIO IOPUIMYECKOE 3HAa4eHHWe, — M TpeOoBaTh OT HCTIA
JIOTIOJIHUTENBHBIX JOKA3aTEIbCTB «IOBEPUSD» K TOMY, UYTO YK€ CTAJI0 YaCThbIO COIVIALICHUS, 3HAYUT
WTHOPUPOBATH CYIIECTBO MUCbMeHHOU dopmbl [Kumar, Pant, 2022, c. 374-375]. Hakonen, Tect Ha
coHm09TMHT U aHanu3 jaena Eagle Force Holdings [Eagle Force Holdings, LLC v. Campbell, 2018]
HaIIHO TOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO yCTpaHeHue TpeboBaHwus reliance pacrmpsier cB0oOOIy I0roBopa
MO3BOJISIET CTOPOHAM BBICTPAaUBAaTh TO PACIpPEIEIIEHUE PUCKOB, KOTOPOE OHU CUYUTAIOT KOMMEPUYECKU
ontumanbHbM [Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton LLP, 2025].

CpaBHuTenbHbINM aHamu3 cyneOHoN npaktukun AHDMH W CIIIA moaTBepkaaeT MpaKTHYeCKyro
3HAaYUMOCTb MPOBEAEHHOTO HCCIENOBAaHUS. AHIMIICKME CyAabl B 1LEJIOM IOCIEIOBAaTEIbHO
MPUICPKUBAIOTCSA JOTOBOPHOW MOJICNIM TapaHTHU M He TpeOyroT JokasbiBanus reliance mus
noroBopuoro ucka (ldemitsu v Sumitomo [7], Sycamore Bidco v Breslin [6]). Amepukanckas »xe
IOPHUCTIPYACHIINSL, TIPEXK/IE BCEro u3-3a Heonpeaenéanoctu Gopmyisr «basis of the bargainy B cexiuu
2-313 UCC [12], ocraércsa apeHO#l pa3HOHANMpPaBJICHHBIX PEHICHUN, YTO IMOPOXKAAET MPABOBYIO
HEOMNpPeIeIEHHOCTD U 3aTPYIHSET CTPYKTypupoBaHue crenok M&A.

[Ipu 3TOM aBTOpHI HE BIIAAAIOT B KPAWHOCTh: OHU HE MPEUIaraloT BOBCE UCKIIOUUTD JEIUKTHYIO
3alMTY AJIs MOKyNaTelss U HEe OTPULAIOT, YTO 3HAHUE MOKYNaTeslsl O HEJIOCTOBEPHOCTH TapaHTHUU
MOXET MMETh IPaBOBOC 3HAYCHMUCE. Hx mos3unus 0oee TOHKA U C6aJ'IaHCI/Ip0BaHaI reliance ne IOJIKEH
ObITh 00s3aTEIBHBIM 3JIEMEHTOM JOTOBOPHOTO HCKa O HAapYIIEHUM NUCBMEHHOM TapaHTHUH, HO
OCBEIOMJIEHHOCTD TMOKYMATeNsi MOXKET W JIOJDKHA YYUTHIBAThCA MPH TOJKOBAHUU JEHCTBUTEIHLHOTO
00BEMa rapaHTHU U [P PEIIEHUH BOIIPOCA O JOMYCTUMOCTH MapajlyIeIbHOTO IETMKTHOTO TpeOOBaHUs
[Kumar, Pant, 2022, c. 385-386].

Jlis poccuiickoro mMpaBOMOPSAAKAa BBIBOJbI AHAIM3UPYEMOM pabOThl MPEICTABIISIIOT OCOOBIM
uHrepec. MHCTUTYT 3aBepeHuit 00 00CTOATENbCTBAX, 3aKperIEHHbIN B cTathe 431.2 'K PO, Take He
COJIEPKUT TPeOOBaHU S TOKA3BIBAHUS «TOBEPHUS» K 3aBEPEHUI0 — JJIsl HACTYILICHUSI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
JI0OCTaTOYHO caMoro (hakra HeJOCTOBEPHOCTHU. B 3TOM cMbIciie poccHIICKII 3aKOHO1aTellb M3HAYAIIbHO
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MOIIEN 10 TOMY ITYTH, KOTOPBIA aBTOPHI pacCMaTpUBAaEMOM CTaTb 0OOCHOBBIBAIOT KaK JJOKTPHUH AJIBHO
BEepHBI. BMecTe ¢ TeM OCTa€rcsi OTKPBITBIM BOIPOC O TOM, KaK POCCHUHCKAM CyJaM YYUTBHIBATb
OCBEJIOMJIEHHOCTh MOTEPIIEBIIEH CTOPOHBI O HETOCTOBEPHOCTH 3aBEPEHUS: MOKET JIU OHA CIIY)KUTh

OCHOBAHHEM JIA OTKa3a B JOT'OBOPHOM HUCKC, oo eé POJIb JOJKHA CBOAUTLCS K TOJIKOBAHUTO 00BEMa

C

A wWN
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9.

aMOTO 3aBEPEHUS U pa3TpPaHUUYEHUIO cO ciydasMu oOmaHa (ctatbs 179 'K PO).
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Abstract

This article presents an analytical review of the work by M. Kumar and N. Pant "Construing the
Written Warranty" (2022), which proposes a systematic refutation of the thesis on the necessity of
proving actual reliance for a written express warranty. The authors trace the evolution of this
institution from tort claims (Chandelor v. Lopus, Medina v. Stoughton) to its establishment as a full-
fledged contractual condition after Heilbut, Symons & Co. v. Buckleton. The central idea of the
work is that an express warranty is a promise rather than a statement of fact inducing the
counterparty's conduct, and therefore the requirement of reliance is conceptually unfounded. The
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article consistently examines the doctrinal, textual-logical, and functional arguments of the authors,
illustrates their work on the material of judicial practice in England and the USA (ldemitsu v
Sumitomo, Sycamore Bidco v Breslin, CBS v Ziff-Davis, Galli v Metz, Eagle Force Holdings), and
also conducts a comparative analysis with the Russian institution of assurances of circumstances
(Article 431.2 of the Civil Code of the Russian Federation). It is shown that the approach proposed
by Kumar and Pant allows finding a balance between contractual certainty and tort fairness, which
is also of value for the Russian legal order.
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