3APYBEXHbIW ONbIT

MEBEIEB
WBAH PUMMOBUY

KaHanaat opuanyecknx Hayk

NHTEPPOTATOPW
B TPAXKIOAHCKOM MPOLECCE CLUA:
OBLLUME MOJIOXKEHUA

B cTtaTbe paccmaTtpuBaroTcs 06LLME NONOXKEHUS NPaBo-
BOr0 PEerynupoBaHus OAHOMO0 M3 CPeACTB PACKPbITUA
[0Ka3aTenbCTB B rpaxpaHckom npouecce CLUA —
NUCbMEHHOro onpoca CTOPOH (MHTepporatopwm). locne-
[0BATEIbHO NPOAHANN3NPOBAHbI MPUHLMMBI U YHACTHUKN
NAHHON NPOLIeAYPbl, MECTO UHTEPPOraToOpu CPEan UHbIX
npoLeccyanbHbIX UHCTPYMEHTOB, ero npeumMyLlecTsa u

HEOCTATKN.

B HacToAllen crtatbe nNpeaMeToM Hallero BHUMaHus
CTaHeT TakoM MHCTPYMEHT npouedypbl packpbiTUs [o-
KasaTenbCTB B rpaxgaHckom npouecce CLUA, kak nucb-
MEHHbIN ONPOC CTOPOH (MHTEppPOraTopu), 3aKpeneHHbI
B npasune 33 defepanbHblX NpaBui rpaxnaHcKoro cy-
ponpoussoacTea CLUA (nanee — ®IIC). Mpsimo aHano-
rMYHOro CPeACTBA B rpaXxaaHcKoM npouecce Poccun Her;
Nno CBOEW CYTW [AaHHbIA MHCTUTYT paccyuTaH Ha nonyye-
HMe 06BACHEHN CTOPOH — KakK YTBEPXAEHUR, Tak 1 Npu-
3HaHW. Bonee Toro, B ero perynupoBaHumn oTpaxaroTcs
W BOMPOC O cofepXaHUn OBbACHEHWUA, U Teopus O CyLL-
HOCTU MpU3HaHUA (hakTa, 1 BOSMOXHOCTb OTMEHbl 06b-
SICHEHWA, U MHOTWE ApYyrne TeopeTnyecKne acneKkTbl AaH-
HOro cpeacTea [AoKasblBaHWA, KOTOPble M3BECTHbI HayKe
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KrroqeBbie criosa: cygonpon3BoAcTso, npaso CLUA, nHTepporatopm,
[floKasaTesibCTBa, packpbiTve

rpaxpaHckoro cyponpoussogctea Poccuun'. To Hawwemy
MHEHWIO, TEOPUSA U NPaKTUKa OTHOCUTESIbHO OGBACHEHUI
CTOPOH BO BCEX rOCyfapcTBax uayT B KAKOM-TO CMbIChe
BMECTe, FOBOPAT «Ha NpoLeccyanbHOM 3CNepaHTo»: B
PasnnyHbIX NPaBOBbIX CEMbSIX MOTUBbLI BBEAEHUS B 3aKO-
HOOATEeNbCTBO CXOXUX MHCTUTYTOB OOHU U Te Xe.

HauHem c npuHUMNOB MHTepporaTtopu. B 3akoHopaTenb-
ctBo CLUA vHTepporaTtopu 3aMmcTBOBaH M3 aHIIMINCKOro
rpaXkaaHCKoro MpoLecca; OH OCHOBaH Ha HOpMe NpaBwi,

T Cm.: MegseneB U.P. O6bsicHeHWsI CTOPOH M TPETbUX NNl Kak
[0Ka3aTtenbCTBO B IPaXgaHCKOM rpouecce: AUC. ... KaHQ.
topug. Hayk. M., 2008. C. 270.
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KoTopble yTBepxaanucb BepxoBHbiM cygnom CLUA pgns
paccMoTpeHUs gen rno Tak Ha3biBaeMOoMy npasy crnpasen-
nmBocTu (law of equity). Mpasuno 33 OMNIC, BcTynmBLlee
B cuny 16 ceHTabps 1938 r., npuuno Ha cMeHy Equity Rule
58 — obuen HopMme, orpaHvyMBaBLLEN WUHTEpporaTopwu
Kak Nno coAep>XXaHuto (B OTHOLLIEHNM «(DAKTOB U [OKYMEH-
TOB»), Tak U No cybbekTam?. O6HOBMEHHas npouenypa
ctana 6o5nee AeMOKPaTUHHON N CAMOCTOSATESNbHOM.

MpaBwuno, pernaMmeHTUpyioLLIee MHTepporaTopu, pas-
MeleHo B pasgene V OIIC, nocesLleHHOM pac-
KpbITUO nHdpopmauunn (Disclosures and discovery).
MocpencTBOM MHTEPPOraTopu CyL NosnyyaeT o6bsc-
HEeHUA CTOPOH B LLUMPOKOM CMbICIe, BKoYarLline
KaK cBegeHunsa o CbaKTaX, TaK U HegoKa3aTelibCTBEH-
Hble 3J1EMEHTbI.

[ns NoHMMaHUs CYLLHOCTU MHTepporaTtopu cnegyeT 06-
paTWUTb BHUMaHWE Ha OBOMCTBEHHOCTb ero Xxapakrepa.

C ofHOM CTOPOHbI, GyayyM PacrONOXEHHbIM B 3aKOHe
BMECTE C MHbIMM CpeacTBaMu, HanpaBfieHHbIMW Ha pac-
KpbITME [oKa3aTeNbCTB (OUCKaBepW), OH OOMMKEH OTBe-
YaTb UX O6GLUMM LEeNnsiM: CTOPOHbl O6ecneydmBatoT Opyr
OPYry paBHbIA 1 MO BO3MOXHOCTM CBOGOAHBIA OOCTYN K
VUMEIOLLIMMCS Y HUX N OTHOCALLMMCS K [efny CBeAeHUsM,
JaloT MosiHble OTBEThbI Ha 3afaHHble BOMPOCLI, COBMECTHO
ONPeRensioT, KakKne acnekTbl He ABAAIOTCS CMOPHbLIMU UM
He MMEIOT 3Ha4YeHns N, COOTBETCTBEHHO, YCTPaHSIOTCS U3
nonst 3peHns. Y4acTHWKKU npouecca, Nofly4ynB Ha cTaguu
NMOAroToBKM BCe, Y4TO UM Heobxogmmo (ferreting out the
issues, narrowing the issues), n y3HaB 06 MMetOLLUXCA
JoKasaTenbCTBax, MOryT yXe 3[ecCb, 3apaHee, OLEeHUTb
nepcrnexkT1Bbl Aena, YTo NoBbILAEeT BEPOATHOCTb MUPHO-
ro yperynupoBaHus KoHdnukTa®. bnarogaps vHTeppo-

2 logpobHee cm.: Ortmeyer D.H. Discovery by interrogatories //
Indiana Law Journal, 4. 1929. P. 541—542; Sunderland E.R.
1) Scope and method of discovery before trial // Yale Law
Journal, 42. 1933. P. 873—877; 2) The New Federal Rules //
West Virginia Law Quarterly, 45. 1938. P. 20—21; US Supreme
Court: Sinclair Refining Co. v. Jenkins Petroleum Process Co.
1933. May 29 // 289 U. S. 689. — OCHOBbI aHITINVICKOV CXeMbI
UHTepporaTopu, Ha KOTOPOU CTpousaocb B ToM 4qucre Equity
Rule 58, cm.: Petheram W.C. The law and practice relating to
discovery by interrogatories under the Common Law Procedure
Act, 1854. London, 1864. P. 116.

Holtzoff A. Should the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure be
amended // University of Detroit Law Journal, 36. 1958. P. 50;
USCA Fifth Circuit: James F. Bell v. Swift & Company. 1960.
Nov. 9 // 283 F. 2d 407; DC, D. Rhode Island: United States
v. Grinnell Corp. 1962 // 30 F. R. D. 358; DC, S. D. Texas,

@
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raTopy orpaHuM4YMBaEeTCa rnepedeHb TOro, YTO MOASIEXMUT
PacCMOTPEHUIO CYOM, SKOHOMUTCA BPEMsl YYaCTHUKOB
npouecca, a pasbupaTeNbCTBO yckopsieTcs. Cam npo-
Liecc nepecTaeT NOXOAWUTb Ha UrPY B XMYPKM, NOCKOSbKY
Ha MHOXECTBO acrekToB Cropa MposiMBaeTcsa CBET, OHU
nepecTaroT 6bITb HEACHBIMU.

CnepoBartenbHoO, WHTepporatopy [OMXKeH f[atb
pes3ynstar B BUAE WUCKIOYEHWUs CIOpripu30B B CY-
[e6HOM 3acefjaHnn — HeoXUOaHHbIX CBUAETeNen
nnu pokymeHtos*. Mony4eHHas MHdopmaums Mo-
XeT cTaTb OCHOBOM ANA UHbIX CPeCTB AncKasepu
60 BOOGLLE OKa3aTbCs [OCTAaTO4HOW AN MOHO-
LleHHOW NOArOTOBKM K PACCMOTPEHMO fena no cy-
LLiecTBy.

C [Opyrov CTOpOHbI, MHTepporatopu sensetca addek-
TUBHBIM WHCTPYMEHTOM, C MOMOLLBIO KOTOPOro wucTel,
(oTBETHMK) M3BNEKaeT ana cebs Hekue Bbirogbl®. Mpex-
e BCero Ha npakTuKe y4acTHWKKW npolecca crapatoTcs
cnpoBouuMpoBaTtb Apyr gpyra Ha npeficraBfeHue HeBbl-
rofHbIX cBeAeHUn — HedpopmarnbHoe npusHaHue dakra
(informal admission). Kpome Toro, uHTEpporaTopu o4eHb
4acTo MCMONb3yTCA HeJoOpPOCOBECTHO: YTOOLI 3any-
TaTb NpoLeccyanbHOro OMMnoHeHTa, OTBMeYb ero BHUMa-
HMEe OT 3HaYUMbIX AN PacCMOTPeHUs Jena MOMEHTOB,
3acTaBuUTb NMOTPaTUTL BPEMS Ha OTBETbl HA MHOXECTBO
MHTEppOraTopu, He HanpasfieHHble Ha pacKpbiTMe hak-
ToB. MOXHO Takxe nonpo6osBaTb MONyYUTb Kakylo-nméo
MHdOpMaLMIO, NONE3HYIO ANA CTOPOHbI B MpuHUMne (Ha-

Houston Division: B. & S. Drilling Co. v. Halliburton Oil Well
Cementing Co. 1959. June 4 // 24 F. R. D. 1; DC, N. D. West
Virginia: Jackson v. Kroblin Refrigerated Xpress, Inc. 1970.
Feb. 13//49F.R.D. 134.

4 DC, S. D. New York: U.S. E.E.O.C. v. Metropolitan Museum of
Art. 1978. Nov. 6 // 80 F. R. D. 317; DC, N. D. Ohio, Eastern
Division: Porter v. Central Chevrolet. 1946. Sept 12//7 F. R. D.
86; DC, E. D. Pennsylvania: Nedimyer v. Pennsylvania R. Co.
1946 // 6 F. R. D. 21; DC, M. D. Pennsylvania: Pearson v.
Hershey Creamery Co. 1939 // 30 F. Supp. 82.

5 USCA Second Circuit: Gadaleta v. Nederlandsch-
Amerekaansche Stoomvart. 1961. June 6 // 291 F. 2d 212;
DC, Territory of Alaska, Second Division: Jackson v. Kotzebue
Oil Sales. 1955. March 24 // 17 F. R. D. 204; DC, D. Delaware:
U. S. v. Article of drug consisting of 30 individually cartoned jars,
more or less, labeled in part: «Ahead hair restorer for new hair
growth». 1967. Oct. 18 // 43 F. R. D. 181; DC, N. D. Georgia,
Atlanta Division: Evans v. Local Union 2127, International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, AFL-CIO. 1969. Dec. 17 //
313 F. Supp. 1354; DC, E. D. lllinois: Grand Opera Company
v. Twentieth Century-Fox Film Corporation. 1957. May 31 //
21 F. R. D. 39; DC, N. D. Ohio, Eastern Division: Balazs v.
Anderson. 1948 // 77 F. Supp. 612.



npumep, Ana 6yayLmx cyaebHbIX pa3éupaTesibCTB), XoTs
nofo6Hble MHTepporaTopy He OJO6PSIOTCA CYIOM.

B cBA3n ¢ aTUM no6OM UHTEppOraTopu OLeHMBaeTCs C
TOYKM 3peHns cobnofeHna 6anaHca Mexapy 6pemMeHem
MOMHOro OTBETA, BO3MaraemMbIM Ha OTBeYaroLLero, U Nosb-
301, KOTOPYIO packpbITUe CBEAEHUI NpuHeceT Ang gena.
OT0 Ha3bIBaeTCA copa3mepHbIM NOAXOA0M (proportionality
approach)®.

Kak ykaabiBanocb B OHOM M3 CaMbIX U3BECTHbIX peLle-
HUA, B KOTOPOM pPa3bfACHANNCL TeOpeTU4EeCKne acnek-
Tbl NpuMeHeHus npasuna 33 PIIC (geno Aktiebolaget
Vargos v. Clark), nHTepporatopy He OOSXHbl ynoTpe6-
NATbCS B KAYECTBE CPEeACTBa A4N18 NOCTaHOBKM NPOTUBHUKA
B TaKTMYeCcKn HebnaronpusaTHyto no3uumio. Takue Hepo-
6pPOCOBECTHbIE AENCTBUA HaxoOsaTCs B OyXe CMOPTUBHOM
Teopun npasocyaus (sporting theory of justice), aBnsaoTca
nagepXxKamu gopeopMeHHOro rpaXkaaHcKoro cygonpo-
n3soacTea Hadana XX B. U n3BpaLLalT CMbICIT UHTEPPO-
ratopw’. o cyTun, npuMeHeHne npasuna 33 AOMKHO OCHO-
BbIBaTbCA Ha 06LLMX Lensx Bcex Hopm ®IMIMC n no3sonsTb
CyQy Nnerko n 6bICTPO paspeLumnTb Crop.

Bcsa pernameHTauusi MHTepporatopyu U ee MOoHUMaHue
NPaKTUKOM NPOHM3aHbl HEOBXOAUMOCTBLIO CTPOroro npe-
CeYeHUs1 HeZOMyCTMMOro UCNofb30BaHUS JAHHOMO Mpo-
LeccyanbHoro cpepctea. BnonHe norvyHo nockinatb
WHTepporaTtopu, Hanpumep, AN onpefeneHus nopne-
Xallumx BbI30BY B Cyf CBUAETESNEN MW NOATBEPXKAEHMS
WUCTUHHOCTM Kakux-nmbo peneBaHTHbIX hakToB. Ho BcA
npoueaypa packpbiTUs [oKa3aTenbCTB He AOMXKHa npe-
BpaLlaTb NpoLecc B apeHy Ans BOOOpaKaemoln CXBaTku
MeXJy HOPMOW 1 30paBbIM CMbICIIOM, faXe HECMOTps Ha
To 4To ®PIMIC CKOHCTPYyMpOBaHbl BO BMOMHE Nubepanb-
HoM Oyxe®. 3afayn uHTepporaTtopu nexar B pyche no-
MOLLIM CTOPOHaM W CYAyY B BbISICHEHWM TOTO, YTO HYXHO
ans gena.

3APYBEXHbI OMbIT

Wcxops 3 cvbicna npasuna 33(a)(1) ®rirc kaxapas
CTOpOHa MOXET Bpy4MTb [pYro CTOPOHEe Orpoc-
HbIA IMCT, YMCNIO BOMPOCOB B KOTOPOM CO BCEMU OT-
OenbHbIMY MOABOMPOCaMU HE MOXET MnpeBbIaTh 25
(a party may serve on any other party no more than 25
written interrogatories, including all discrete subparts)®.

Takum 06pa3oM, yyHacTHVMKamMu OaHHOW mnpouepypbl siB-
NATCA Npexae Bcero CTopoHbl. MOXHO OTMETUTL 6Mn-
30CTb MHTEPPOraTtopu C OOBLACHEHUSMU CTOPOH: B HEM
3aeiCcTBOBaHbI UCTeL, U OTBETYMK. MocKonbKy oTBe4aTb
Ha WHTepporaTtopu [OOCTAaTO4HO O6GPEMEHUTENbHO, 3TO
JOSDKHbI AenaTb TOMbKO Nnua, 3aMHTEepecoBaHHble B UC-
xofde pasbupartenscrtea'®. 3agaroimini BOMPOCbl UMEHY-
eTcsa interrogator, interrogating party, a oTBevaloLwmn —
interrogatee, interrogated party.

HecmoTpst Ha KaxyLLYyCS NPOCTOTY HOPMbI, Ha NPOTSXe-
HUM MHOMUX OECATUNETUI CIOBOCOYETaHNe «apyras CTo-
poHa» (any other party) BbI3bIBano APOCTHbIE ANCKYCCUMN.
Ho nameHennii 1970 r. B ®IIC dmrypuposasno nHoe no-
NOXEHWe: MHTepporaTopu UCMoNb30Basca TONLKO Mexay
npoueccyanbHbIMY NPOTUBHUKaMK (adverse party)''. Pas-
HULA, Ka3anock 6bl, MM3epHas, HO Ans NPaBoNpPUMEHUTE-
N1 B2XHO 6bINI0 OTBETUTb Ha ABa CrnegyoLmx Bonpoca.

m MOXHO 1M MCNONb30BaTh MHTEPPOraTopy B OTHOLLIEHWM
TpeTbux nuu? lMpu dopmyne adverse party 6yKsasnbHO
TpeTbe MU0 He ModonAeT nof MpoueccyanbHOro npo-
TMBHUWKA, NOTOMY YTO OMMOHEHTbI B Jdefle ecTb n 6e3
Hero (McTeL, U OTBETYMK).

m Hy>XHO nn cpasy BbIABNAATb, €CTb SN MEXAY Y4acTHUKa-
MU npoLiecca crnop, 4To6bl OHU ObINIV UMEHHO NPOTUBHU-
kamn? Hapgo nv nokasbeiBaTb adversity?

Ha npakTuke Ha gaHHble BOMPOChI OTBEYasN No-pasHoMy.
CyllecTBoBanM akTbl, paspelLaBlLUMe WHTepporaTopu

6 USCA Tenth Circuit: Rich v. Martin Marietta Corp. 1975. Aug. 1//
522 F. 2d 333; DC, E. D. Oklahoma: Flour Mills of America, Inc.
v. Pace. 1977. May 19// 75 F. R. D. 676.

7 DC, District of Columbia: Aktiebolaget Vargos v. Clark. 1949.
Feb.24//8F.R.D.635; DC, S. D. New York: Phillips v. The City
of New York. 2005. Aug. 12//230 F. R. D. 369.

8 US Supreme Court: Hickman v. Taylor. 1947. Jan. 13 // 329 U.
S. 495; DC, W. D. Pennsylvania: Frey v. Chrysler Corp. 1966.
Sept. 13 // 41 F. R. D. 174. Cm. tarxxe: USCA Eighth Circuit:
Edgar v. Finley. 1963. Jan. 17 // 312 F. 2d 533; DC, N. D. Ohio,
Eastern Division: Steelco Stainless Steel v. Permanent Stainless
Steel Corp. 1951. March 7// 11 F. R. D. 403.

Loaded: 10-12-2025 PMt 16:33:01

©

TepMuH «uHTEpporaTopu» MOHUMAaETCs He TOJIbKO Kak Orpoc-
HbIV JICT B LY€JIOM, HO U KaK KOHKPETHbIV BOMPOC U3 OrPOCHOIro
nmcTa. [osToMy B TeKCTe nHorga [ornycKaeTcsi CMeLLeHve faH-
HbIX 3HAYEHWUA.

10 Steinman J. The effects of case consolidation on the procedural
rights of litigants: what they are, what they might be. Part Il. Non-
jurisdictional Matters // UCLA Law Review, 42. 1995. P. 981—
982.

"o 1970 r.: «Any party may serve upon any adverse party

written interrogatories...» Cm. takxe: DC, E. D. Wisconsin:

U. S. v. Burczyk. 1975. June 17 // 68 F. R. D. 465.
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TOJNbKO B OTHOLLEHNK NnLa, yKa3aHHOIro B COCTA3aTesibHbIX
6ymarax M3Ha4aribHO, N AaXke Koraa snocnencTtesnm B npo-
Lecc BCTynanun nHble y4aCTHUKKN, nogaBaTb UM UHTeppora-
TOpWU He O03BOSIANOCH, XOTA KOHd)ﬂMKT MHTEpecoB Mexay
HUMW 6bIN'?; NPOTUBHNUKOB Haxoamn mexaHn4ecku.

B apyrux cnyyasx', Hao60pOT, cyn He ob6pallan BHU-
MaHusi Ha MPOTMBHMKOB, yKa3aHHbIX B COCTA3aTeNIbHbIX
6éymarax, M CamOCTOSTENbHO ONpPepensn, KoTopble W3
Yy4acTHUKOB npouecca 6yayT NPOTUBHUKAMW B CMbICne
npasuna 33. He Bcerga paspeluany agpecoBaTtb UHTeEp-
poratopu 1 npoueccyasibHbIM CoyHacTHMKaM (Hanpumep,
COOTBETHYMKAM), K pasdHbiM pesynsraTam npuBoauIu Mo-
NbITKW BpyYaTb WHTepporatopu TpeTbum nuuam™. TMo-
CTOSIHHO [OMCKYTUPOBaNMCb Npefenbl MHTeEpporaTtopu:
pacnpoCTpaHSTCA N OHX Ha BOMPOChKI, 3asiBNIEHHble Kak
CMOpHbIEe, MNN Ha Ntobble BOMPOCHI, UMEIOLLME 3HAYEHNE
ans gena.

2 Coccia M.A. The new amendments to the FRCP relating to
discovery // Insurance Counsel Journal, 37. 1970. P. 364—
365; Developments in the Law — Discovery // Harvard Law
Review, 74. 1961. P. 1020—1021; Minnis M.P. Civil discovery
in Oklahoma revisited under the New Code // Tulsa Law Journal,
18. 1982. P. 197—198; Notes — Discovery practice in states
adopting the FRCP // Harvard Law Review, 68. 1955. P. 676;
Tucker J.L. The Virginia uninsured motorist law: its intent and
purpose // William and Mary Law Review, 7. 1966. P. 106;
DC, D. New Jersey: Schonberger v. Blumenkranz Inc. 1958 //
23 F.R.D. 16; DC, E. D. Virginia: Ivory v. Nichols. 1963 // 34
F.R.D. 128.

18 Erickson W.H. Plaintiffs advantageous use of discovery, pre-
trial and summary judgment // Denver Law Center Journal, 40.
1963. P. 199; Johnston R.G. Discovery in lllinois and Federal
Courts // John Marshall Journal of Practice and Procedure, 2.
1968. P. 65—66; Notes — Proposed 1967 amendments to the
Federal Discovery Rules // Columbia Law Review, 68. 1968.
P. 286—287; Recent Developments — Bankruptcy: discovery
by subordinated creditors and the trustee representation rule //
Columbia Law Review, 66. 1966. P. 1530—1531; Stadler A.
Der Schutz des Unternehmensgeheimnisses im deutschen und
U. S.—amerikanischen Zivilprozel3 und im Rechtshilfeverfahren.
Tiibingen, 1989. P. 69—71; DC, E. D. Pennsylvania: Powell v.
Willow Grove Amusement Park. 1968 // 45 F. R. D. 274.

4 Feirich J.K, Feirich J.C. Interrogatories to parties and demands
to admit // University of lllinois Law Forum, 1959. P. 737—739;
Recent cases — Federal Courts — Rules of Civil procedure
// Harvard Law Review, 71. 1958. P. 734—736; Recent
Developments — Interpleading plaintiff held not adverse to
defendant-claimant under FRCP 33// Columbia Law Review, 60.
1960. P. 883—885; Schwendimann D. W. Discovery // Memphis
State University Law Review, 4. 1974. P. 318; Slough M.C. Trial
preparation under Kansas and Federal Rules: A contrast //
University of Kansas Law Review, 4. 1955. P. 67; Strauch |.M.
Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure // Memphis State University
Law Review, 9. 1979. P. 376; DC, E. D. New York: Harris v.
Marine Transport Lines, Inc. 1958 //22 F. R. D. 484.
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KoHnnKT 6b1n paspelteH B 1970 r. nyTemM 3aMeHbl Cno-
BOcoYeTaHusa adverse party Ha any other party. JaHHas
HopMa Tenepb TpakTyeTcs 6onee nuéepasbHO, a NonoXxe-
HMA 06 MHTeppOraTopu cTanun pacnpoCTpaHATLCA Ha BCEX
COYYaCTHMKOB M TpeTbux nul. OTMEYEHHbIE OMUCKYCCUM,
KOHEYHO, MOryT BO3HMKaTb MpU paccMOTpeHun fena,
HO obLlee NpaBuio roBopuT 06 OTCYTCTBMU anpuopPHbIX
hopManbHbIX TpeboBaHuii (Bpoae 06493aHHOCTM [oKa3aTb
«HaxoXAeHne B NPSMOM Criope») K y4acTHUKaM MHTEeppO-
ratopu. ®akTu4eckn UHTepporaTopu Tenepb He BbIGUBA-
eTcs U3 psaga opyrux cpedcTs AMcKaBepu; AOoMycKarTes
cnyyaum, Korga WMHdopMaums, noslyd4eHHas OT MHbIX Nuy,
nocpeacTBOM MHTEppOraTopu, MOXeT ObITb UCMONb30Ba-
Ha KaK [oKas3aTenbCTBO.

CucTeMHbIV aHanM3 HOpPM O AMCKaBepu MO3BONSET Mo-
HATb, YTO B NpoLenype UHTepporaTopu y4acTBYT «CTO-
POHbI» B CaMOM CBOG6OAHOM CMbICIie, KOTOPbIN faeTcs npu
TONKOBaHWM TepMuHa other party (Bknto4yasi BCe «CTOPO-
HbI» MO KNACCOBbLIM MCKaM). ITO KacaeTcsi Kak BOMPOCOB,
Tak 1 OTBETOB Ha HMX. Henb3sa agpecoBaTb UHTepporaTo-
pv cBuaeTensm (B TOM Yucne BO3MOXHbIM), afBoKatam U
BOOOLLE Nto6bIM nMuaM, KOTopble hopManbHO He OTHO-
cATCA K other party no geny, a Takxe xoaaTtancTtBoBaTb
nepes CyaoM O NPUHYXAEHUM UX K OTBETY Ha Hero'®. [1ns
3TOro CyLLecTBYET npoLeaypa nofyvyeHnst nokasaHun nog
NpUCAron.

CnepyeT vmeTb B BUZY M TO, YTO NPaKTUYECKM yYaCTHU-
KOM MHTepporaTtopu Bcerfa fBfseTcs aaBokar U Hepen-
KO — 3KCMepT. YyeHble NpsiMO rOBOPSAT O TOM, YTO afBo-
KaT 0613aH roTOBUTb MHTEPPOraToOpy U OTBEYaTb Ha HEro,
NMOCKOSIbKY Jy4LLle NOHMMAaET BOMPOChI, MMEIOLLIME NpaBo-
BOE 3Ha4YeHue, TaKTUKY BefeHus auckasepu n hopmmpy-
€T NpefcTaBneHHble AaHHble B cooTBeTCTBYlOWEN DIIMC
dopme'®. AHanorn4Ho no genam, rae Tpebyetcs yvactue

'S Antitrust discovery handbook. 2™ ed. Chicago, 2003. P. 45;
Byrnes P.D. Discovery: its uses and abuses — The defendants’
perspective // Antitrust Law Journal, 44. 1975. P. 18—19;
Goldstein E.J. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23: A need
for technical innovation // Dickinson Law Review, 104. 2000.
P. 670—671; USCA Tenth Circuit: University of Texas at Austin
v. Vratil. 1996. Sept. 17 // 96 F. 3d 1337; DC, S. D. Indiana,
Indianapolis Division: Ellison v. Runyan. 1993. Jan. 26 // 147
F.R.D. 186.

' Haydock R.S., Herr D.F. Interrogatories: questions and an-
swers // The Review of Litigation, 1. 1981. P. 293. bonee Toro,
Ha NpakTuke MpeaBapuUTesibHbI (Min gaxe OKOHYaTesIbHbIN)
BapuaHT BOMPOCOB Y OTBETOB OObIYHO FOTOBUT [OMOLYHUK
agsokata (McCord J.W.H. The litigation paralegal: a systems
approach. 4" ed. New York, 2002. P. 270—299).



3KcnepTa, NpY OTBETE Ha WHTEPPOraTopu KOHCYNbLTUPY-
I0TCS eLle U C HAM NM6o BOOGLLE OTBETbl FOTOBUT cam
akenepT'”. OH onpepenseT, kakMe CBELAEHUs «Hay4HO pe-
NEeBaHTHbI» UK «TEXHUYECKM pefieBaHTHbI», MOJaeT Ux B
60ee BbIrOAHON hopMe; COCTaBUTb Xe NpaBuibHbINA Ha-
60p BONPOCOB BO MHOMMX Ciy4asx crocobeH Takxe Tonb-
KO 3KCnepT.

B uTore Ha gerne B npoLieaype MHTepporaTopu yya-
CTBYET LUMPOKMUIA KPYT NNLL, OCHOBHBIMU U3 KOTOPbIX
CUMTAlOTCA CTOPOHbI (BKItOYasi npoueccyasbHbIX
COY4YaCTHWKOB) U TPETbU NLA, @ BCTIOMOraTesbHbI-
MW — afiBOKaTbl, X MOMOLLHMKWN 1 9KCepTbl.

lFoBopsi 0 MecTe nHTepporatopu B cTpykType ®MNIrC, He-
06X0QUMMO MNpexae BCero ykasaTb, YTO WHTepporaTopwu
OOMKEH MNPUMEHATBCA B COOTBETCTBUM C MPUHLMNAMMU
npasuna 1 ®MC — pgns cnpaeennveoro, 6esotnara-
TENbHOrO0 U HEOOPOroCTOALLEro paspeLleHns Kaxkaoro
pena. Cyn paccmaTtpmBaeT He06XOAUMOCTb B KOHKPETHOM
WHTepporaTopu 4Yepea npuamMy npasuna 1.

Mo ogHoMy 13 gen ucTel 6bi1 4ONPOLLEH Ha depositions
Tpu pasa (depositions — nokasaHus, faBaemble Nog npu-
caron). Cyn oTKasan B NPUHYXXAEHWUM OTBeYaThb eLle U Ha
WHTepporaTopu, MOCYNUTAB, HYTO HY>XXHas MHOPMaLMS yXKe
JomkHa 6bITb nony4yeHa. MIHoe npoTuBopeynTt npasuny 1,
CTaBsi OfjHy U3 CTOPOH B MeHee 6naronpusiTHoe Mnosioxe-
HWMe Mo CpaBHEHUIO C OPYron, a Takxe Topmo3s 6e3otna-
raTenlbHOe paccMOTpeHue gena'é.

Hanee, nHTepporatopy HOOSMKHbI COOTBETCTBOBaTb 06-
LWMM npednucaHusiM o guckaesepu. ITO NPsSMO 3akper-
neHo B npasune 33(a)(2): «Bonpockl MoryT kacaTbcs
No6bIX 06CTOATENLCTB, KOTOPbIE MOTYT UCCNEAOBATLCH B
COOTBETCTBMM C Npaswiom 26(b)» (An interrogatory may
relate to any matter that may be inquired into under Rule
26(b)).

7 Imwinkelried E.J., Blumoff T.Y. Pretrial Discovery: Strategy
and Tactics. 2™ ed. (Trial Practice Series). Clark Boardman
Callaghan, 1999 (updated 2006). § 7:19, 7:28;, Matson J.V.,
Daou S.F., Soper J.G. Effective expert witnessing. 4" ed.
Practices for the 21 century. Boca Raton, 2004. P. 40;
Wagner W., Jr., Ricci E.M. The preparation of interrogatories
and production requests in automobile product liability actions //
American Journal of Trial Advocacy, 1. 1978. P. 271—272, 279.

8DC, S. D. Ohio: Goff v. Kroger Co. 1988 // 121 F. R. D. 61.
Cm. takxe: USCA Fourth Circuit: United States of America
for the Use of Weston & Brooker company, a Corporation v.
Continental Casualty Company. 1962. May 8 // 303 F. 29 91.
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Mpu aMckasepu onyckalTcs BONPOChI, He 3aLlMLLEeHHble
Kakor-nnmbo npueunernen (Hanpumep, 3aLLunLLieHbl BONpo-
Cbl afiBoKaTta KJIMEHTY) U MMetoLLMe 3HadYeHne anst o6oc-
HOBaHWs TPe6OBAHWIN NN BO3PaKEHUIA'S.

®dakTnyeckn cdepy anckasepu cyn orpaHnymBaeT
C y4eToM Mno3uumii CTopoH. o obliemy npasuny
noboe n3 CPeAcTB PacKpbITUA [OKa3aTenbCTB
NPUMEHSAETCA MaKCMMasibHO LUMPOKO, a acnekThbl
nena, OTHOCUTENTbHO KOTOPbIX 3a4ar0TCA BOMPOCHI,
ONpPenenstnTCsa B KOHKPETHOM cry4vae®.

MHTepporaTopy Kak cpeiCTBO AMCKABEPU paccHMTaHo Ha
ncronb3oBaHWe Npy pas3ébupaTenscTee B NEPBON MHCTaH-
uun. Kpome Toro, ¢ 1970 r. npaeuno 69(a)(2) ®rrc pas-
peLuaeT Nobble cpeacTBa ANCKaBEPU U Ha CTaamm UCTOof-
HUTENBHOrO NPOM3BOACTBA NO PELLEeHMSIM O MPUCY>XAEHUN
[EeHEXHbIX CYMM.

Cyn Brnpase yCTaHOBUTb nocnefoBaTefnbHOCTb
OVcKaBepu-CpeacTB, A1 TOro YTOObl packpbiTve OblNo
6onee 3a(pheKTUBHLIM. ITO BNMSIET Ha COfep>XaHWe WH-
TepporaTopu, NOCKOSIbKY, €CNiM Ha4yuMHaTb AMCKaBepu He
C Hero, BOMpOCbl COCTaBNAIOTCA YXe C yHETOM UMEIOLLEN-
Csl B HanMumMmM MHdopmMaumu; HanpuMmep, MOXHO CHadvana
06MEHATbLCS 3anpocamn O NpeacTaBfeHNN OOKYMEHTOB,
NnoTOM MpoBecTU depositions, a Nocne HNX — UHTeppora-

9 Childers C.L. Keep on pleading: the co-existence of notice
pleading and the new scope of discovery standard of Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 26(b)(1) // Valparaiso University Law
Review, 36. 2002. P. 689—698; Whaley J.R., Freeman C.M.,
Arsenault R. J. Precertification discovery: A User's Guide //
Tulane Law Review, 80. 2006. P. 1873. — ®opmuposaHune
HadanbHovi npaktuku: DC, W. D. Missouri, Western Division:
J. Schoeneman, Inc. v. Brauer. 1940. May 21 // 1 F. R. D. 292;
DC, D. Montana, Missoula Division: Schwentner v. White. 1961.
Dec. 4 // 199 F. Supp. 710; DC, S. D. New York: Brewster v.
Technicolor, Inc. 1941. Oct. 7// 2 F. R. D. 186; DC, S. D. New
York: Transmirra Products Corp. v. Monsanto Chemical Co.
1960. Dec. 19//26 F. R. D. 572; DC, W. D. New York: Sikes Co.
v. Swift & Co. 1949. May 24// 11 F. R. D. 315; DC, D. Nebraska,
North Platte Division: Chenault v. Nebraska Farm Products.
1949. Nov.9// 9 F. R. D. 529.

20DC, D. Delaware: U. S. v. American Solvents & Chemical
Corporation of California. 1939. Nov. 8 // 30 F. Supp. 107
(«Under the new Rules of Civil Procedure, the scope of answers
to interrogatories may vary with the special circumstances
of the case»); DC, W. D. Missouri, Western Division: Glick
v. McKesson & Robbins. 1950. March 15 // 10 F. R. D. 477;
DC, E. D. Pennsylvania: Glass v. Philadelphia Elec. Co. 1974.
Sept. 2 // 64 F. R. D. 559. Cm. takxe: Pike J.A., Willis J.W.
Federal discovery in operation // University of Chicago Law
Review, 7. 1939. P. 302—303.

201



Topu. KoHeuHo, paspeluaeTcs xofaTancTBoBaTh nepeq
cyfoMm 06 M3MeHeHUM nopsigka CPeAcTB AucKaBepu, ofl-
HaKO HY>XHO [0Ka3blBaTb, NOYEeMy NpeasiaraeMblili CTOpo-
HOV MOPSAOK NyyLUe.

Mpaewnno 26 HaknagbiBaeT orpaHUYeHNst Ha OTHOCUMOCTb
cBeleHnn 0 hakTax ans ctagum guckaeepu. 3gech OT-
HOCUMOCTb UMEET HECKOJIbKO OPYro OTTEHOK, YEM «OT-
HOCMMOCTb foKa3aTeNnbCTB» Ha cTagumn cyaebHoro pasom-
patenscTtea. B nHTepporatopu nuuo Bnpase cnpaluneaTb
060 BCEM, YTO MOXET C OBOCHOBAHHOW BEPOSATHOCTbIO
OTHOCMUTBCA K CMOPHLIM BOMPOCaM, a npu Aoka3biBaHuu
B Cy[le — TOJIbKO O TOM, YTO UMEET 3Ha4YeHNe Ans paspe-
weHus gena?'. ViHbimu crioBamm, NOCKOsbKY Noka He Co-
6paHa Bcst MHGhopMaLus, He BCerga sicHo, Kakme acnekTbl
pena 6ynyT KIYeEBbIMU, U CTOPOHE JaeTcsi onpeneneH-
Hasa cBobofa pencteun. lNpaBaa, 3TO HE O3HA4aeT, YTo
JenaroLmii 3anpoc MMeeT KapT-6aHLL Ha No60oMNbITCTBO,
MOSTHOCTbI0 CBOOOEH B NMOCTAaHOBKE N 06bEME BOMPOCOB:
JomkHa 6bITb CBA3b MeXay CBeAeHUsIMU, NofyYaeMbiMu
B OTBETE, U CYLLHOCTbIO BO3HMKLLIErO criopa.

PernamerTaumns guckasepu B OINI'C nHtepnpetmpyet 60-
nee cBO6GOAHO M paMKu gonyctumocTn. MoxHo 3afaeatb
B MHTEppOraTopu BOMPOCHLI, OTBETbI HA KOTOpbIE COAEp-
Xart JaHHble, HeJonyCTUMbIE B KA4eCTBe floKasaTenbcTBa
B cynebHom pasbupaTenbcTee®. Ho B TakoM cflyvae oHu
OO/MKHbI B 6OMbLUEN MU MEHbLLUEN CTENEeHN Cnocob6CTBO-
BaTb PaCKpbITUIO JOMYCTUMbIX AOKa3aTenbCTB (NpaBusio
26(b)(1)).

21DC, N. D. lllinois, Eastern Division: Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission v. Jewel Food Stores, Inc. 2005.
Sept. 13 // 231 F. R. D. 343; DC, D. New Jersey: Bergen
Rambler, Inc. v. American Motors Sales Corp. 1962. May 15 //
30F.R.D.334; DC, D. Puerto Rico: Felix A. Thillet, Inc. v. Kelly-
Springfield Tire Co. 1966. Aug. 31 // 41 F. R. D. 65; DC, D.
Maryland: Jones v. Goldstein. 1966. Dec. 6 // 41 F. R. D. 271.

22 Dickerson A. D. The law and ethics of civil depositions // Maryland
Law Review, 57. 1998. P. 360—361; DC, N. D. Mississippi,
Eastern Division: Griffin v. Memphis Sales & Manufacturing Co.
1965. June 15 // 38 F. R. D. 54; USCA Sixth Circuit: Fannin
v. Baltimore & O. R. Co. 1958. Feb. 26 // 253 F. 2d 173; DC,
D. Massachusetts: Burroughs v. Warner Bros. Pictures. 1952.
April 24 // 12 F. R. D. 491; DC, N. D. Ohio, Eastern Division:
Hornung v. Eastern Auto. Forwarding Co. 1951. Feb. 9 // 11
F.R.D. 300; DC, W. D. Michigan, Southern Division: Vermilyea
v. Chesapeake & O. Ry. Co. 1951. March 29// 11 F. R. D. 255;
DC, N. D. lllinois, Eastern Division: U. S. v. General Motors
Corp. 1942. Oct. 8 // 2 F. R. D. 528; DC, E. D. Pennsylvania:
Bowles v. Keller Glove Mfg. Co. 1945. July 18//4 F. R. D. 450;
DC, D. Connecticut: Yancey v. Hooten, et al. 1998. May 5// 180
F.R.D. 203.
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B nepsble rogbl gencteus npasuna 33 OIIC B nHTeppo-
raTopy He OOMycKanocb CTaBWUTb BOMPOCHI, HA KOTOpble
Henb3s OTBETUTbL CO CBOWX CNOB (hearsay — nokasaHus
C 4yxwux cnos)?. OrpaHny4eHne cuuTanocb BMonHe 060-
CHOBAaHHbIM, MOCKOMNbKY MHTEpporatopm paccymtaH Ha
packpbITWe NHOpMaLmn Mexay CTopoHamu rno geny, T.e.
MUMEIOLLIMXCHA ¥ HUX cBegeHui. CTopoHa He MOXeT Mnog-
TBEPXAaTb NOA, NPUCAron TO, O 4em cama He 3HaeT. Co-
OTBETCTBEHHO, NOKa3aHUs C YyXUX CIOB NPUBREKaTCs
B MpoLecc NocpeacTBOM MHbIX CPEACTB AMckaBepu (Ha-
npumep, gonpoca). OgHaKo yXe [OCTAaTOYHO AaBHO 3TU
KpUTEpun He paboTatoT, NOAO6HbIEe 3anpockl fONYCTUMBI.

Taknm 06pa3om, BaXXHO MPOBOAUTL pasdnnyme Mex-
Ay DOnyCTUMOCTBLIO 4oKa3aTeNbCTB 1 «ancKasepa-
6enbHOCTbI0» (discoverability) — CnOCOBHOCTLIO
ObITb PaCKPbITbIM 4epe3 OuckaBepu-CpeacTsa.
Ha puckaeepu nbasa «auckasepabesibHafg» WH-
dopmauma paspelleHa. DakTnHecku npenensi
WMHTEppOraTopn O4YeHb LUMPOKWU, a KpUTepum OT-
HOCUMOCTWU 1 AONYCTUMOCTU NPU 3TOM UHbIE, YEM
ANS aHaNOrM4YHbIX XapakTepuCTUK cygebHbIX AoKa-
3aTenbCTB.

YTO KacaeTcq COOTHOLLEHUS WHTepporaTopm u MHbIX
OVCKaBepu-CpeacTB, CKaXeMm, YTO onpenesieHHble orpa-
HUYEHNA ONsi BOMPOCOB 06YCNOBIIEHbI CYLLIHOCTLIO UHTEP-
poraTopu Kak CaMOCTOATENBHOIO MHCTPYMEHTa AMCKaBe-
pu. [na Hayana cpaBHUM UHTEpporaTopu u depositions,
Tem 6onee 4TO B 06eMx npoueaypax MOryT 3ajaBaTbCs
Bonpocbl. B amepukaHckonm nutepatype u cynebHon
NpaKkTVKe COOTHOLLEHMIO OaHHbIX MHCTPYMEHTOB yaens-
eTCA 3HAYUTENbHOE BHUMAaHWE: MPEANPUHATbLI NOMbITKA
JetanbHo npopaboTaTh CMOPHbIE CUTYaLMK, KacaroLmecs
WHTEepporaTopu un depositions.

Mpexpe Bcero, depositions nonyyawTca ot /11060ro anya:
He TONbKO OT CTOPOHbI, HO M OT CBMAETENS, 3KCnepTa U np.
(npaBuna 30(a)(1), 31(a)(1)). Kak Mbl BUOenu paHee, Kpyr
YHaCTHMKOB MHTepporatopu yxe. OTO sIBNAETCA Cylle-
CTBEHHbIM OT/IMYMEM, HO He MPOSICHAET CUTyaLmIo, Korga

28 Caskey J.F., Young C.F. Some limitations upon Rule 33 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure // Virginia Law Review,
28. 1942. P. 356—357; Cooper E.H. Work product of the
rulesmakers // Minnesota Law Review, 53. 1969. P. 1307;
Taine C.R. Discovery of trial preparations in the Federal
Courts // Columbia Law Review, 50. 1950. P. 1036—1037.
Cwm. taxxe: DC, D. New Jersey: Auer v. Hershey Creamery Co.
1939. Nov.9//1F.R.D. 14.



peyb BCe Xe nget 06 ogHon U3 cTopoH. Ecnn nHdopma-
LMo HEO6X0OMMO MOSYYUTb OT Hee, BO3MOXHO obpalLe-
HWe K nobomy M3 cpenctB. CumTaeTcs, 4To depositions
MCMOoSb3yTCA Halle (BO BCAKOM Criydae — npu npomus-
BOACTBE B dheAeparnbHbix cyaax). Ho Ha npakTuke BbIGOp
TOrO WM MHOMO CPeACTBA OBYCNOBIIEH NparMaTuyecKumMm
COOBpaXeHNAMN: Kakoe U3 HUX BUAUTCA 6onee yoooHbIM
N MeHee 3aTpaTHbIM.

K npeumyLiectsam depositions oTHOCATCA cnegytoLme.

m YcTHas copma. Xota ®MNIC no3sonsoT nosaydatb Ux
NMUCbMEHHO (Tak Xe, KaK 1 MMCbMEHHbI MHTEpporaTto-
pu), Kak npaBwuso, BbIBUpalTCHA YCTHble depositions
(npaBuno 30 IIC). Takaa npouegypa anacTuyHee
U MMeeT CBOW MpeumyLlecTBa (HeEMOCPeOCTBEHHbIN
KOHTaKT C nvuoM, coobLiarowmm nHgopmauuio). Mpu
3TOM CHWXaeTCA BEPOSATHOCTb YKIIOHYMBbIX OTBETOB
N OTroBOPOK; MOXHO OLIEHMBAaTb W MbITaTbCA MpoBe-
pUTb [OCTOBEPHOCTb OTBETOB, MpeAcTaBUTb, Kak 3TO
6ygoeT cMoTpeTbca B cyge. MOXHO KoppeKkTupoBaTtb
BOMPOCHI HEMOCPEACTBEHHO BO BPEMS MPOM3BOACTBA
JaHHOro npoueccyanbHOro AencTens B 3aBUCMMOCTM
OT TOro, Kakve 6blIn NosnyyeHbl OTBETbl (B UHTEPPO-
raTopu, eCTECTBEHHO, BOMPOCHI 3addUKCUPOBaHbI), Me-
HATb MOPSAOK BONPOCOB, 3a4aBaTtb He3annaHWpoBaH-
Hble BOMNpoCkl 1 T.4. B 3TOM ecTb onacHocTb c6MTbCA
C HYXHOW NUHWK gonpoca, cobpaB CAULWKOM MHOro
HeOXMAaHHbIX OTBETOB (He Bcerga afBoKaTt roToB K
TOMY, YTO 4YacTb CBELEHUA OKaKeTCs HemnpurogHown).
Ho ycTtHas dopma, 6e3ycnoBHo, obnagaeT 60sbLUOMK
rMOKOCTLIO.

m OTCyTCTBUE OrpaHUYEHII MO KOIMYECTBY BOMPOCOB; BO-
06LLie XeCTKNX TpeboBaHUM K UX HOPMYNMpPoBaHuio, No
CYTW, HeT.

m CrnoHTaHHOCTb OTBETOB. [donpaluvBaemMblii Ha deposi-
tions He roTOBWUT OTBETbl 3apaHee, He LWAMAYET UX,
KOHCYNBTUPYSACb CO CBOVMM afBOKaTOM (B MHTepporaTo-
py — HaobopoT)?*. MoaToMy HedbopmarnbHble NpU3Ha-
HUA (haKTOB MONY4UTb 34ECh Nerye, Yem B OTBETaX Ha
WHTepporaTopu, Korga Kaxgbli cTapaeTcs He JaBaTb
KOMMPOMETMPYIOLLEW ero MHopMaLmK.

24 American Jurisprudence Trials. Vol. 56. «A Guide to the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure». Lawyers Cooperative Publishing,
1964 (updated November 2006) (author of § 30 «Tools of
discovery; formulating a discovery strategy» — K.B. Walton).
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m OTCyTCTBME MNOCNEACTBUIA WUCMONb30BaHUA WHTEpPPO-
raTtopu, KOTopble Mbl Ha30BeM apdekToM BymepaHra,
KOrfa npoueccyasnbHbIA OMMOHEHT, NOMYYUB OMPOCHbLINA
JIUCT, obpallaeT 3Th Xe camble Bornpockl o6paTHo. No-
CKOJbKY [lef10, eCTECTBEHHO, OJHO U TO Xe, hakTnye-
CKas 1 npaeoBas OCHOBbI COBMafaoT, MHTepporaTopm
MOXEeT BEPHYTbLCH, U aBTOPY BOMPOCOB MPUAETCH OT-
BeyaTb Ha HWX camomMy. Kpome Toro, oTBeT Ha BCe-
06bEMIIOLLNIA KOMMNEKCHBIA MHTepporaTopun TpebyeT
Cepbes3Horo aHanuaa fena, nosTomy interrogator He-
BOJSIbHO NMOMOraeT MPOTUBHUKY ObITb fyylle roTOBbIM
Kcyny.

m BbicTpoe nonyyeHve oteeToB. [lpu gonpoce OTBETHI
0alTcA MIHOBEHHO, U C AaHHOW UHopMaumen MOXHO
paboTaTtb cpady (OTBETbl Ha MHTEPPOraTopu Nosy4vaoT-
cs MecsiuamMu: 06bIYHBIA CpoK B 30 AHEN MOXeT npoga-
neBarbCcs).

C Opyrow CTOPOHbI, CEayoLLIMMM 0COBEHHOCTAMI 06na-
[laeT UHTepporaTopu.

m OTHOCUTENbHAA AeLleBU3Ha Ofaa ero cocrasutens. 3a
UCKIIOYEHNEM BPEMEHMW Ha MOAroTOBKY BOMPOCOB (OHO
6yneT noTpavyeHo npu noboM U3 CPefcTB anckasepw),
OopraHu3aunoHHble pacxofbl OrpaHu4MBaroTcs 6yma-
ro U KOHBEPTOM (HET HEOOXOAMMOCTU exaTb B ApYrow
pervoH, cornacoBbiBaTb yOo6HOe Bpemsi Mexny Bce-
MW y4yacTHUKamu u T.n.). YCTHbIA depositions Hepepko
o6opayMBaeTCcs BbICOKOW CTOMMOCTBIO: OHO CHMTaeTCH
caMbIM JOPOrMM M3 CPeAcTB AucKaBepu (y4uTbiBaloTCA
pacxofbl Ha cygebHOro cekpeTapsi, paccbiiiky NOBECTOK,
npoesn K MecTy NpoBedeHWs, MOCTPaHWYHYlo onnarty
CTEeHOrpammbl) 1, 6bIBaET, NPEBOCXOANUT MO CTOMMOCTMU
BCHO BbIrofy, KOTOPYIO NMPUHECET BbIHECEHWE PELLEHUSA
B NONb3Y CTOPOHbIZ. COOTHOLLEHWE LjeHa — Ka4eCcTBO Y
WHTepporaTopw, Kak NpaBwo, BbiLEe, YEM Y MHbIX METO-
OVK: NPy paBHbIX 3aTpartax nosyyaerca 6onbLue nones-
HbIX OaHHbIX (MCKMOYEeHMEe COCTaBAsAT cny4aun, Korga
NPOTMBHUK OCMapuBaeT BCe MOApAL: pacxofbl 06emnx
CTOPOH OT 3TOr0 YBENMYMBAIOTCS).

% Pike J.A., Willis J.W. The new Maryland deposition and
discovery procedure // Maryland Law Review, 6. 1941. P. 11;
Sacks R. A. Coping with the Jekyll-Hyde nature of interrogatories
by imposing a numerical limitation: The uses and abuses of
discovery procedures as exemplified by Texas Rule of Civil
Procedure 168 // The Review of Litigation, 2. 1981. P. 99; DC,
S. D. Indiana, Indianapolis Division: Ellison v. Runyan. 1993.
Jan.26// 147 F.R. D. 186.
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m BO3MOXHOCTb MoCbkINaTh BONPOChI B 1t060e Bpems, Tor-
0a Kak depositions TpebyeT crneunansHoro ysegomse-
HUA cyda 0 MecTe U BpeMeHn?.

m «B36agpviBaHne» onnoHeHTa (OH Ha4YMHaET AyMaThb, YTO
MMEHHO cKas3aTb Mo K/YeBbIM BoOMpocam Mo faesny).
Kpome TOro, npaBusibHble U NOAPOGHbIE OTBEThbI Ha
MHTEPPOraTopu CHMMAaIOT CO CTOPOHbI YacTb PabGoThbl
(c onpegeneHHbIMU OroBOPKaMM).

m OrpaHuyeHne nHgopmaLmm, nony4yaemor nocpeacTsomM
depositions, cBeAeHUAMU, UcxogaLLMMn oT gonpatlumea-
emoro. [Npu oTBeTax Ha MHTepporaTtopu B c6ope n npea-
CTaBfIEHUN CBEOEHUI BNpaBe y4acTBOBaTb MHOXECTBO
cy6beKTOB (CTOpPOHa, ee afiBoKaT, UHble NnLA), KOTOPbIX
MOXHO 3acTaBUTb HE MPOCTO OTBETUTb, & N3Y4YUTb MHO-
XKECTBO MaTepuasoB. 30ecb OTBETbI B NpUHUMNeE 6onee
nosiHble, 4em npu depositions.

m HakoHeL, Bce, 4TO Mbl NMUcanu o Nncax UHTepporaTo-
pv, OTHOCUTCA 1 cloaa.

WTak, nHTepporatopy NpeanoyTuTensHel, korga Tpeby-
eTcs NosyymnTh:

m MHEHWe MO npaBoBbIM BonpocaM (legal contention) —
4eTKO CHOPMYSIMPOBAHHYIO MUCBMEHHYIO MO3ULIMIO, KOT-
Ja B cocTazaTenbHbIXx Gymarax HaMepeHHO OrpaHuym-
n1cb 06LWmUMKM hpasamu;

m 0606LLEHHbIE CBEOEHMSA, KOTOPble CIIOXKHO nopaTb Ha-
rMSAHO W MOHATHO B YCTHOW doopMe (Tabnumupl, rppadounku,
cTaTUCTUYECKUE JaHHbIE);

W OTBET Ha KOHKPETHbIA BONPOC (#aTtbl, CBEAEHUS O CBU-
JeTensax, aKcrnepTax v T.Mn.): npu depositions ponpatum-
BaeMbli MOXET M03abbiTb HYXHYIO WHMOPMaLMIO nnu
He npuaaTb el 3HadeHus. Ecnu e Bonpoc Tpebyet
OTBeTa-acce, T.e. HOCUT OBLIUIA XapakTep, Torga Heo6-
xooumbl depositions #7;

26 Wright C.A., Miller A.R., Marcus R.L. Federal Practice and
Procedure. West Publishing, 1978 (updated 2006). § 2163.
Cwm. Takxe: Haydock R.S., Herr D.F. Interrogatories... P. 264—
265.

27 Developments in the Law — Discovery // Harvard Law Review,
74. 1961. P. 960; Ehrenbard R. Cutting discovery costs through
interrogatories and document requests // Litigation, 1. 1975.
P. 18; Holtzoff A. Instruments of discovery under Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure // Michigan Law Review, 41. 1942. P. 214;
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m CBefeHus AN noaroToBKWM 3anpoca no npaesuny 34
OIrc (onucaHne [OKYMEHTOB, CUCTEMbl AAHHbIX B
3M1eKTPOHHOW hopme);

® VHOpMaUmo O CTPYKTYpe U OCOBEHHOCTAX (DYHKLMO-
HMPOBaHWUS IOPUANYECKOrO N — CTOPOHbI MO Aeny;
KpoMe TOro, korga HeW3BEeCTHO, KOro M3 CryXalux
KOMMaHUW npuBnekatb Ha depositions. Bonpoc 3aech
agpecyeTcs opraHu3aumn, a oTBeYaTtb JOSKEH TOT, KTO
UMeeT COOTBETCTBYIOLLIME CBEAEHNAS,

Kpome Toro, nHtepporatopu npensTcTBYeT BO3MOXHbIM
OEeCTPYKTMBHbIM MOCNeACTBUAM  MNpeAcTaBnieHus  [o-
KYMEHTOB, UMEILLMXCH Y MPOTUBHMKA, O COAepXaHuu
KOTOPbIX HET AaHHbIX, a TakXe MOBbILLIAET BEPOATHOCTb
MUpHOro yperynupoBaHusi. OTBeTbl Ha WHTepporaTopu
CMOCOGCTBYIOT NPOSICHEHNIO MNO3ULMIA CTOPOH, YTO MOXET
NPUBECTU K AOCTUXEHWIO COrnaLleHuns no psay BonpocoB:
CTOPOHbI MOHUMALOT, B YEM MX Cuna n cnabocTb?.

BaxHbIM HanpasneHnem UCNonb30BaHNs NHTEPPO-
ratopu siBNsieTCA UX NoaroToBka B cny4vae, Korga
HY>XHO MOSly4UTb CBEAEHUSI OT BbICOKOMOCTABIEH-
HbIX YMHOBHWKOB (high-ranking officials) nn6o Ton-
MeHeKepOoB KPYMHbIX Kopropaumi.

Cyobl B CLUA, Kak npaBuio, HEOXOTHO MAYT Ha YOo-
BNEeTBOPEHNE XxofaTamcTB O BbI30Be Ha depositions
«CneLcyobekToB»30. Bo-nepBbIX, NOMyYEeHNE MoKasaHun

Sussman E.R. Strategic discovery // Litigation, 13. 1986.
P. 38; DC, D. Maryland: Wilson v. Lakner. 2005. April 28 // 228
F. R. D. 524; DC, S. D. lllinois, Northern Division: Schotthofer
v. Hagstrom Const. Co. 1958. Nov. 10 // 23 F. R. D. 666; DC,
District of Columbia: Maddox v. Wright. 1951. March 8 // 11
F.R.D. 170.

28 Dallas W. M., Jr. Effective use of interrogatories and depositions:
some practical pointers // Brooklyn Law Review, 45. 1979.
P. 299; Fowler J.A., Jr. Discovery under the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure // Tennessee Law Review, 26. 1959. P. 481;
McCormick on Evidence (Practitioner Treatise Series) / Ed. J.
W. Strong. 5" ed. Thomson West, 2003. § 3.

29 Schoone A.P., Miner E.L. The effective use of written
interrogatories // Marquette Law Review, 60. 1976. P. 30.

%0 Bird C.C. Discovery from the Federal Government // Litigation,
13. Ne 4. 1987. P. 20; USCA Ninth Circuit: Kyle Engineering Co.
v. Kleppe. 1979. July 3 // 600 F. 2d 226; USCA District of
Columbia Circuit: Peoples v. United States Department of
Agriculture. 1970. Feb. 3 // 427 F. 2d 561; USCA Fifth Circuit:
In re Office of Inspector General. 1991. May 28 // 933 F. 2¢
276; USCA Federal Circuit: NEC Corp. v. United States. 1998.
Aug. 7// 151 F. 3d 1361; USCA Fifth Circuit: In re Stone. 1993.
March 12 // 986 F. 2d 898; USCA Fifth Circuit: In re F. D. I. C.
1995. July 7 // 58 F. 3d 1055; USCA First Circuit: Bogan et. al.



noa NpUCAro 3aHMMaeT 3Ha4uTeNbHOe BpeMs, 4To, 6e3
COMHEHMUS, OTBNEKaET OT BbINOMHEHMA BaXKHbIX ANs obLue-
cTBa (KNOYEBbIX AN OPUAMYECKOro Nnua) 06a3aHHOCTEN
(c y4eTom KonuyecTBa cyfebHbIX Oen, B KOTOpble opraH
WCMOSNTHUTESNbHOW BMACTU UK LOPUANHECKOE NULO 06bIYHO
BOBJieYeHbl). Bo-BTOpbLIX, CBEAEHUSIMU, HEOOGXOAMMbIMU
CTOPOHE, Ha Jene ob6nafaeT KOHKPETHbIN YUHOBHUK 6oree
HU3KOr0 YPOBHS — UCMOSIHUTENb, & HE Ero PYKOBOACTBO.

370, 6€e3yCNoBHO, HE O3Ha4YaeT HEBO3MOXHOCTU BbI30Ba
pykoBoguTenei B cyad, HO TpebyeT gokasatenbcTBa Toro
(haKTa, YTO KOHKPETHOE NMLO (M TONMbKO OHO) obraaaeT pe-
neBaHTHOW MHdopMaUMel U YTO AaHHble CBeAeHUsl Henb-
31 MONy4YMTb NOCPEACTBOM UHTEepporaTopu. dpyrumu cno-
BaMW, OOMKEH MMETb MECTO IKCTPAOPANHAPHLIN Cryyaid.

HeuTo noxoxee B 2008 r. 06Hapy>XXMUoCb B OTEYECTBEH-
HOM cygonpou3BoacTee. Mbl MMeeM B BuAy Aeno Mo
UCKY pedhepeHTa ynpasneHns npesvaeHTa no KagposbiM
BoMpocaM W rocygapcTBeHHbIM Harpagam B. Boesa Kk
XypHanucTty B. ConoBbeBy 0O 3aluuTe YeCcTU U LOCTOWH-
ctBa. B. ConoBbeB yTBEpXAan B admpe pagnocTaHumm
«CepebpsiHbIn [OXAb» M Ha caliTe treli.ru, 4to BoeB «ko-
mMaHgyeT Boiclumnm Ap6utpaxkHsiM Cygom» 1 «ynpaBnseT»
poccuiickum npasocyguemM. [JoporoMuUnoBCKUA parioH-
HbI cya r. MocKBbI MPUBIIEK B NMPOLECC B KAYECTBE CBU-
paetens nepsoro 3amectutens Npencepatens BAC PO E.
BansiBuHy, KoTOpas B CBOMX NokasaHuax coobLumna, Yto
AomuHucTtpaumsa lMNMpesmpgeHta PO okasbiBana gaBneHue
Ha cyne6Hyto cuctemy. Kpome Toro, Ha criegytoilee (Tak
N He COCTOsIBLLIEECS) 3acejaHNe B Ka4eCcTBe CBUOETENEN
OOMKHbI 6bIMV BbI3BaTh MNpeacedaTens ApOUTPaKHOro
cyna Mockosckon obnactu E. UnbuHa, npeacepatens Hu-
xeropoackoro oénactHoro cyna b. KaHesckoro v npeg-
cepatensa [Hecatoro ApO6GUTPaXHOro anennsumoHHOro
cypa A. Abcansmosa®'.

3APYBEXHbI OMbIT

@

He3aBuCMMO OT KOHTEKCTa u npeanocbiioK, B pe3ynbra-
Te KOTOPbIX BbI3OB E. BanssuHomn npousoLuen, oTMeTuMm,
YTO TakKasa cuTyauunsa npum olueHKe ToJIbKO npoueccyalibHbIX
MOMEHTOB BIOJIHE BMUCbIBAETCA B O6I.L|,eMI/IpOBy}O npak-
TUKY: BbIi3BaTb B Ka4eCTBe cBMAeTeNId B UCKNTHOHYUTENbHbIX
nenax teopetnd4eCckn MOXXKHO KOro yrogHo.

®IIrC HM B 0QHOM M3 CBOUX peaKLumii He 3anpeLLany 1 He
3anpeLuaroT Ucnonb3oBaHue depositions n HTepporaTopm
NS BbIICHEHUS OOHUX U TEX XXe BOMPOCOB C Lie1bio JOMNos-
HeHWA MHopMaLmK, NOCKOMbKY B MOMEHT BbIGOpa KOH-
KPETHOr0 MeTofa AWCKaBepw He Bcerga fICHO, Kakow u3
HUX OKaXeTCs Hawfyywum. Hanpumep, MOXHO cHadana
npoBecTu depositions, y3HaTb Kakne-To OTPbIBOYHbIE CBe-
OEeHUs, a NOTOM MX YTOYHUTL®, UK, HA06OPOT, cobpaTb
YacTb AaHHbIX MOCPEACTBOM MHTEPPOraTopy 1 NO3Xe Npo-
BeCTU depositions Ansa nony4eHns NomHOM KapTUHbI.

B yacTHoCTW, B nocnegHue rofbl MHTEpporaTtopu o6bI4HO
npeaBapsoT depositions B cnyvae, korga Hy>HO [OObITb
MHOpMaLIMIO, UMEIOLLYIOCS Y MPOTUBHUKA B 3NEKTPOH-
Hol chopme. CnepBa MCNOMb3yeTcs OMPOCHbLIA NINCT, Mo-
CKONbKY 3anpalunBaTb cBefeHusi no npasmny 34 unm npo-
BOAMTb depositions He UMeeT CMbICNa: HEN3BECTHO, YTO
TpeboBaTtb U B KakoM Buge. [1ns 31oro B HTEppOraTopu
BKJO4alOT BOMPOCHI O (PYHKLMOHMPOBAHMM U OpraHu3a-
UMM KOMMbIOTEPHbIX CUCTEM (060PYAOBaHWA, Mporpam-
MHOro o6ecneyeHnsi, CUCTEM yrnpaBieHust 6a3ammn faHHbIX
1 T. n.)*, KoHe4Ho, Ans cocTaBneHnsi BOMPOCOB M aHanmaa
OTBETOB NPUBEKAIOTCSH COOTBETCTBYHOLLME CNELNATIUCTDI.

A[BOKaTbl COBETYIOT OTAABaTh MPEAnoyYTeHne ToMy Miu
MHOMY CPEACTBY [MCKaBepy CriedylowyM o6pasom.
CHavana copMupyeTcs nepeyeHb OBCTOSATENLCTB, OT-
HOCSILLIMXCA K [eny, a Takxe aHanmavpyetcsi 3aKoHoaa-
TENbLCTBO Ha MpeaMeT TOro, Kakve HOPMbl MPUMEHSIOT-

v. City of Boston et. al. 2007. June 12 // 489 F. 3d 417, USCA
District of Columbia Circuit: In re Minister Papandreou. 1998.
April 10// 139 F. 3d 247.

31 [leno LUMPOKO OCBELLANiocb B CPEACTBAX MaccoBOU MHEOP-
mayun. [pon3BofcTBO 6bI7I0 MPEKPaLLEHO B CBA3N C OTKa30M
ot ucka. Cm., Hanp.: Taxnos W. «ConoBbuHbIe Tpenu» 3acry-
warot B cyne // KommepcaHTs. 2008. 18 anp.; lnewa+osa O.
Cyn BbicLuero goctouHeTsa // Tam xe. 13 mas; CteHorpamma:
«OH npocusl MeHs1 OTMEHUTb MOW OrpedeneHusi o [AaHHOMy
nzeny» // Tam xe; Cyg Bocctan npotms Kpemss // Bnacts. 2008.
19 masi; Tapatyta tO. CotpyaHuk Kpemrsi nposiBui OT3biBYY-
BocTb // KommepcaHTb. 2008. 23 mas; TsxnoB U. KoHTekCT:
Cyn 3akpbln [eso o 3alyute 4ectu v goctomHcTsa Banepus
BoeBa // Tam xe. 27 masi; KambileB [. Hegornbsl Ha mectax //
Bnactb. 2008. 2 nioHsi.
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32 @Gildin G.S. A practical guide to taking and defending
depositions // Dickinson Law Review, 88. 1984. P. 247—248;
Kaminsky M. I. Proposed Federal Discovery Rules for complex
civil litigation // Fordham Law Review, 48. 1980. P. 931—932;
DC, E. D. North Carolina, Eastern Division: PCS Phosphate
Company, Inc. v. Norfolk Southern Corp. and Norfolk Southern
Railway Company. 2006. Nov. 13 // 2006 WL 3488971.

33DC, S. D. New York: Treppel v. Biovail Corporation. 2006.
Feb. 6 // 233 F. R. D. 363; Arent L.M., Brownstone R.D.,
Fenwick W.A. Ediscovery: preserving, requesting & producing
electronic information // Santa Clara Computer and High
Technology Law Journal, 19. 2002. P. 169—170.
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cs B JaHHOM cny4ae. 3atemM Heo6xoaMmOo MonbITaTbCs
npepcTaBuTb cebe, CBeAEHUs O Kakmx doakTax AOSKHbI
MMETbCSA Y NpoLieccyanbHOro ONMNOHEHTa NGO Kakue cBe-
OEeHUst OH MOXeT nonyyntb. [Mo3xe paspabaTtbiBaeTcs
OVCKaBepu-NnaH, rage HamevarTcs onpefesieHHble cpea-
CTBa AMCKaBepu U ycTaHaBIMBaETCSA NOPAAOK, B KOTOPOM
OHW nocnepoBatesisHO 6yayT npoBoauTbesi®t. Mpu 3TOM
NPYHUMAatOTCA BO BHMMaHWE BCe OOCTOMHCTBA U Hepo-
cTaTKu uUHTepporaTopu u depositions, KOTopble Mbl OMu-
canu BbilLe, — HO YXe MPUMEHUTENIbHO K KOHKPETHbLIM
o6cTOATENbLCTBAM Aena. B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT YNOMSIHYTbIX
(haKTOpPOB peLlaeTcs, CKOIbKO BOMPOCOB M O YEM BKJIHO-
YaTb B MHTepporaTtopu, 0o uUnm nocne Kakux depositions
MX nocbinarb.

B oTHoweHun npaBuna 34 OMNIC nog4epkHEM, HTO WH-
TepporaTtopy Hy>XHO OTOENATb OT MpPeayCMOTPEHHOWN
OaHHOM HOPMOW npoLeaypbl 3anpoca O NpeacTaBfieHnn
OOKYMEHTOB Ans nccnegosaHus. MNpobnema BO3HUKaET B
CBA3U C TEM, YTO B MHTEpporaTopu afBokKaTbl HacTo op-
MYNUPYIOT BOMPOChI OTHOCUTENBHO MUCbMEHHbIX AoKa3a-
TEeNbCTB (MX HaNMMYUS Y CTOPOHbI, copepXanus). MpsmMbix
orpaHuyeHuin Ha atoT c4eT B OMNIC HeT, ogHaKo MHTep-
poraTopu 1 3anpoc O npeacTaBfieHUn JOKYMEHTOB ABMS-
I0TCA He aflbTepPHaTMBHBIMU, a Pas3nuUyHbIMU CPeacTBaMu
anckasepu.

[lo BHeceHus n3MeHeHun B npasuno 34 OMIC s 1970 r.
anckycecusa 6bina 6onee akTUBHOM, NOCKOSIbKY B NepBo-
Ha4YanbHOW pefakuuu faHHOe npaBwuno Tpebosano Ansa
3anpoca o NpeacTaBfieHUM KONMUn JOKYMEHTOB MokasaTb
YBaXUTENIbHOCTb NPUYMH, TOrAa Kak npasuno 33 — HeT™.
[MoaTomy Hepeako pPUCTbI CTapanmMch NOMYHYUTbL KOMUK Mo
npasuny 33. B 1970 r. paHHoe TpeboBaHWe UCKITHHUN.

O6Len naeen, NO3BONSAIOLLIEN MPOBECTU rPaHNLy MexXay
npaeunamu 33 1 34 OMNIC, saenseTtca 10, 4TO MHTeppora-
TOPU MO CBOEMY CcTaTyCy 6IM3KN K 06bACHEHUAM CTOPOH,
a He K NMCbMEHHbIM foka3aTenbcTBaM. VIHbIMK cnosamu,
OTBET Ha MHTEppoOraTtopu JaeT CTOpOoHE OO6bACHEHWe ee
NPOTMBHUKA 06 OnpefdeneHHbIX (hakTax, KOTopoe MOXeT

3 Klenk T.C. Using and abusing interrogatories // Litigation, 11.
1985. P. 25—26.

35 Cm., Hanp.: Edgar D. L. Discovery of documents and things: The
Federal Rules and the California Law // California Law Review,
42. 1954. P. 832; Feirich J.K., Feirich J.C. Interrogatories to
parties... P. 741; Tolman L.L. Discovery under the Federal
Rules: production of documents and the work product of the
lawyer // Columbia Law Review, 58. 1958. P. 509—510.
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6bITb MCMONb30BAHO MNO3XE AJ19 NOSTyYEHWS NPU3HaHKSA No
npasuny 36 OrNIrC nubéo B Ka4ecTse yTBEPXAeHMs. B pe-
3ynbTate oTBeTa Ha 3anpoc no npasuny 34 npencraens-
I0TC [OKYMEHTbI, MEPBUYHBIA UCTOYHMK MHpopMaLmK,
T.e. NMUCbMeHHble aokasaTenbcTea®. O6bACHEeHUA nuua
no noBofy AOKYMEHTOB (Kak OHO CHMTaeT HEOGXOANMbIM
WX TONKOBaTb, KAaK CMOTPUT Ha UX COOTBETCTBME 3aKOHY
M T.M.) 30€cb He MMELOT A0oKa3aTeNbCTBEHHOIrO 3HA4YEHUS.

B uvHTepporatopy MOXHO 3anpalumBaTtb TONbKO
CBeOEHUs O haKTe CyLUECTBOBaHMS KOHKPETHbIX
OOKYMEHTOB, MX 06Llee onucaHue (pekBuU3nTbl
OOKYMEHTOB, UX MECTOHaxXOXAeHue u np.), gocra-
TOYHOe, 4TObbl OnpenennTb, OTHOCATCS NI OHU K
geny, 1 nogroToBuTb 3anpoc. Ecnu B uHTeppora-
TOpU TPEOYIOT yKasaTb cofep>XaHue LOKYMEHTOB
WUNn pedb MOeT o NpeacTaBfieHNN MHOXeCTBa 3a-
nncen®, KOTopble HaJo cobpaTb U 0606LLMTL, CyA,
Kak npaesuno, TpebyeT, 4ToObl BOCMOSb30BANCH
npouenypon npasuna 34.

[pyroe Oeno, 4to B LENAX NpoLeccyasnibHon 3KOHOMUM
HepedKo OOKYMEHTbl 3anpallvBaloTcA Takxe B Mopamake
UHTepporaTopu. ATo OTBEYAET NPUHLMMNAM, 3aN0XKEHHbIM

% DC, N. D. Georgia, Atlanta Division: Kirkland v. Morton Salt Co.
1968. Nov. 14 // 46 F. R. D. 28; DC, N. D. Ohio, Eastern
Division: Wedding v. Tallant Transfer Co. 1963. Sept. 16 // 37
F. R. D. 8; DC, M. D. Tennessee, Columbia Division: Smith v.
Insurance Co. of North America. 1962. May 10 // 30 F. R. D.
540; DC, N. D. Ohio, Eastern Division: Foundry Equipment Co.
v. Carl-Mayer Corp. 1950. Oct. 10/ 11 F. R. D. 108; DC, N. D.
Ohio, Eastern Division: Linko v. Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Co. 1949.
Nov. 1/ 9F.R.D. 615; DC, S. D. New York: Castro v. A. H.
Bull & Co. 1949. Jan. 13// 9 F. R. D. 84; DC, S. D. New York:
Chatman v. American Export Lines, Inc. 1956. July 25 // 20
F. R. D. 176; DC, D. Maryland: Knighton v. Villian & Fassio
e Compagnia Internazionale di Genova Societe Riuniti di
Navigazione, S. p. a. 1965. Dec. 21/ 39 F. R. D. 11; DC, D.
Massachusetts: Lumbermen’s Mutual Casualty Co. v. Pistorino
& Co. 1961. June 20// 28 F. R. D. 1; DC, E. D. Pennsylvania:
Gutowitz v. Pennsylvania R. Co. 1945. Aug. 10//7 F. R. D. 144.

’DC, E. D. New York: Triangle Mfg. Co. v. Paramount Bag
Mfg. Co. 1964. June 29 // 35 F. R. D. 540; DC, S. D. Texas,
Houston Division: U. S. v. National Steel Corp. 1960. Oct. 25 //
26 F. R. D. 603; DC, E. D. Pennsylvania: Roesberg v. Johns-
Manville Corp. 1980. Jan. 24 // 85 F. R. D. 292; DC, D. New
Jersey: U. S. v. Becton, Dickinson & Co. 1962. April 26 // 30
F.R.D. 132, DC, S. D. New York: Hofstadter v. Ruderman. 1954.
June 29// 16 F. R. D. 158; DC, N. D. Ohio, Eastern Division:
Britting v. Pennsylvania Greyhound Lines. 1950. March 24 // 10
F.R.D. 536; DC, W. D. Missouri, Western Division: Vaccaro v.
Maroon. 1967. April 25 // 42 F. R. D. 40; DC, D. Utah, Central
Division: Uinta Oil Refining Co. v. Continental Oil Co. 1964.
Feb. 12// 226 F. Supp. 495.



B npasuno 1 ®IIC. dopmanbHoe BO3paxeHwe nuua,
Xenatowiero, 4To6bl ero NPOTUBHWUK COCTaBWN 3anpoc
UMeHHO no chopme npasuna 34, He NPUHUMAETCS BO BHU-
mMaHne®., OHO [OMXHO KacaTbCA CYLLIHOCTWM Tpe6oBaHWsA
(Hanpumep, CTOpOHa CYMTAET, YTO 3alluLleHa npusune-
rMein UnM 4To ee OMMOHEHT BOOOGLLE He BMpaBe 3HaKo-
MWUTBCS C ONPELENEHHbIMU JOKYMEHTAMM).

Heo6xoaMmMo noHMMaTb, YTO NyTeM 3anpoca AOKYMEHTOB
no npaeuny 33 Henb3s 060MTK NpaBuo 34 u NbiTaTbCca
nony41MTb HEKWe CBedeHWs, KOTopble Mpu 3anpoce Mo
npaeuny 34 He 6bINK 6bI NpeacTasneHsl. Hegonyctumo,
HanpuMep, BKIIOYEHUE B MHTEpporaTopu 3anpoca o fo-
KyMEHTax, cogepXalumMx WHopMaumio, 3alluLLEHHYIO
OOKTpUHOM work product. 1CHO, 4TO NOBTOPHO TpeboBaTb
cBefileHns B HOBOM 3anpoce, COCTaBfIEHHOM MO NpaBuny
34, HeT cMbIcna, NOCKOSIbKY OHU He «auckaBepabesibHbI».

BmecTe ¢ TeMm, Kak 1 B cny4ae ¢ depositions, He CyLLeCTBY-
eT 3anpeTa Ha MUCMob30BaHNE HECKOSbKMX CPeAcTB Anc-
KaBepu B OTHOLLEHUM OHUX U TEX XEe CBEAEHMUN. VIX MOX-
HO MPUMEHATb A0 Tex Mop, Noka NofobHble AEUCTBUA HE
NpUMYT XapakTep oppressive, T.e. He 6yayT onpefeneHsl
KakK HanaratwoLve Heo6oCHOBaHHOE Hpems.

MpaBuno 34 paspaboTaHo He A1 MOUCKa TOro, YTO HyX-
HO packKpbiTb, & ANA packpbITUS TOro, YTO TOYHO CyLle-
CTBYET, KOrja afjBoKaT HaBepHsIKa 3HaeT 0 HaM4Ynn OOKy-
MEHTOB Yy KOHKpPeTHoro nuua. OgHako 4acTo 6biBaeT Tak,
4YTO MMeEETCH NUWb obLlee NpeacTaBneHne o6 onpege-
NEHHOM [OKYMEHTe, HO, BO-NepBbIX, HEU3BECTHO, ¥ KOro
WMEHHO ero 3anpalumeatb (Hanpumep, Npu npoueccyarnb-
HOM coy4acTumn), a BO-BTOPbIX, OTCYTCTBYET MHhopMauums
0 TOYHbIX PeKBU3UTax OoKymMeHTa. MeTtogabl AuckaBepu

3APYBEXHbI OMbIT
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Torga NPUMEHSIOTCA B COBOKYMHOCTU: cHayana nyTem uH-
Tepporatopu nnun depositions nonyyaetcs WHopmaumsa
0 CyLLIeCTBOBaHUN OOKYMEHTA, Er0 PEKBU3UTAX, O TOM, Y
KOro M rge OH HaxoauTcs, a 3aTtem denaercs 3anpoc no
npasuny 34.

Ha npakTuke 4acTo COCTaBfAlOTCA «MapHble WMHTEPPO-
raTopu»: K Kaxnomy 3afaHHOMY BOMPOCYy MO MOBOAY
KakKnx-nnbo acnekToB pgena [obaBnsaeTcs «XBOCTUK»
B Buae dpasbl «...n yKaXUTe OOKYMEHTbl, HA OCHOBE
KOTOpPbIX MOArOTOBMEH OTBET». Torga 3Hadumasi MH-
dopmauma U CBeAeHUss O OOKYMEHTax, CrMOCOGHbIX ee
noATBEPAUTL, 6yAYT CKOHLEHTPUpPOBaHbl B OfHOM AMCKa-
Bepu-matepuane®.

MHTepporatopu 3ayacTylo SIBASETCS npeasapuTesibHbIM
MHCTPYMEHTOM, BOOPYXaloLLMM CTOPOHY HeOo6X0AMMOoMn
MHhopMaumen onsa ganbHenwero ycneLwwHoro AuckaBepu.
9710 no3eBonsieT nsbexarb HETOYHbIX POPMYNMPOBOK NpU
cocTaB/ieHMn 3anpoca no npasuny 34 n sanpawvseaTs TO,
4YTO peasibHO CyLLIeCTBYET.

WTak, MOXHO caenaTb cnegytoLlime BbiBogbl. XoTa (PYHK-
LMOHANIbHO BCE HOPMbI O AUCKaBepwn UMEKT O6LLYHO Ha-
npaBneHHOCTb, ANs peanusauun uenen guckasepu OMrc
npegocTaBnAlT y4acTHMKAM npouecca pa3HoobpasHble
cpepactBa. OHM MOryT 6bITb WCMONb30BaHbl OTAENbHO
Opyr oT gpyra, a MoryT 6biTb B3aMMOCBA3aHbl, HO B ftO-
60M cny4ae A0MKHbI HanpaBAsaTbCH HE Ha Ay6nupoBaHue,
a Ha pononHeHue. B ynucne gaHHbIX CpeacTB UHTEppoOra-
TOPM 3aHMMAET BaXXHOE MECTO; NoXKasym, MOXHO CKasaTb,
4YTO B COBPEMEHHOM CYLOMNPOU3BOACTBE STOT MHCTPYMEHT
HEe3aMeHUM.
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