56

BEKTOP IN/HMBVCTUHECKOWM HAYK

- ECTHHK

YHUBEPCUTETA

umenn O.E. Kyradura (MIIOA)

WNpuna AHamornbesHa
MAPTBIHEHKO,

doyeHm kaghedpb!
aHenulckoeo s3biKa
YHusepcumema umeHu

O.E. KymagpurHa (MI'tOA),
AoKmop ¢huriono2u4ecKux Hayk
irineta@rambler.ru

125993, Poccus, 2. Mockea,
yn. Cadosas-KydpuHckasi, 0. 9

Hamanusi HukonaeeHa

KAPAHOALLEBA,
npernodasamerb Kaghedpbi
Mex0yHapOoOHO20

yacmHozo rnpasa
YHusepcumema umeHu

O.E. KymacbuHa (MI'tOA),
KaHOudam rpPUOUYECKUX HaYK
nkarandasheva@gmail com
125993, Poccusi, 2. Mocksa, yn.
Cadosasi-KydpuHckas, 0. 9

© MapTblHeHko M. A,
Kapanpawesa H. H., 2025

Oco6eHHOCTN acCUMUNALIMM TEPMUHA
anti-suit injunction B pycckosiabIYHOM
HPUANYECKOM AMUCKYpCe: IMHIBONPaBOBOW aHanus3

AHHOmMauyusi. B cmambe uccnedyromcs mpyOHocmu nepegoda mepMuHa
anti-suit injunction Ha pycckul 13biK, 00yCr108MeHHbIe Pa3nuYuUaIMu MexXoy
aHerio-amepukaHcKoU u poccutickol npasosbiMu cucmemamu. bydyqu uH-
cmpymeHmom cucmembi obwezo npasa, ASI He umeem NpsMbIX aHan0208
8 KOHMUHeHmMarnbHOU rnpaeosoli mpaduyuu, Ymo npueodum K mepmMuHoO-
Jioeuyeckoll apuamueHOCMU: OM KarlbKupogaHusi 0 onucameribHbIX KOH-
cmpykyul. AHanu3upyromcsi cywecmsyroujue sapuaHmel rnepesooda, ux
npeumywiecmsa u Hedocmamku, a makxe mo, Kak yKa3aHHbIlU UHCMPYyMeHm
COOMHOCUMCS ¢ 8860€HHbIMU USMEHEeHUsIMU 8 cm. 248.1 u cm. 248.2 AlIK
P®. Hecmompsi Ha cxodcmeo hyHKUUOHaIbHO20 Ha3Ha4YeHusl, pasiudue
mex0y uccrnedyeMbiMu FOPUOUHECKUMU MexaHU3MaMu 3aKyaemcs 8 ux
rpasoeoli rnpupode: ome4yecmeeHHbIlU UHCMPYMEHM OCHO8aH Ha umnepa-
mugHbIX HOpMax pocculickoeo npaesa, mozda kak ASI 6asupyemcsi Ha Ouc-
KPpeUUOHHbIX rosTHomMoyusix cyda. Ocoboe sHumaHue ydernsemcs nuHa8u-
CMUYECKUM U NpasosbiM acriekmam, 8K/Ir4asi CeMaHmMUYeCKy MoYHOCMb,
alanmauyuro mepMuHa 8 MpogeccuoHabHOM OUCKYPCe U pUCKU HEAOMOHU-
MaHusi. B 3aknoyeHuu oceewaromesi Kpumepuu eb1b6opa onmumManbHO20 K-
susarieHma, codemarou,e20 JTakOHUYHOCMb U FopUOUYECKYH KOPPEKMHOCMIb.
Knroyeenie cnoea: anti-suit injunction, ropuduyeckuli nepegod, mepmu-
Homoausi, obujee rpaso, KOHMUHeHmMarnbHoe npaso, cydebHbIl 3anpem,
UCKITKYUMesibHasi KOMnemeHyusi, Mexo0yHapOoOHbIlU epaxdaHCKull npouyecc
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Assimilation of the Term Anti-Suit Injunction
in Russian-Language Legal Discourse:
Linguistic and Legal Analysis

Abstract. The article examines difficulties of translating the term anti-suit
injunction (ASl) into Russian, caused by the differences between the Anglo-
American and Russian legal systems. Being an instrument of the common
law system, ASI has no direct analogues in the continental legal tradition,
which leads to terminological variability: from loan translation to descriptive
constructions. The existing interpretations, their advantages and disadvan-
tages, as well as the tendency how the specified instrument relates to the
introduced amendments to Art. 248.1 and Art. 248.2 of the Arbitration Proce-
dure Code of the Russian Federation are analyzed. Despite the similarity in
their functional purpose, the difference between the legal mechanisms under
examination lies in their legal nature: the domestic instrument is based on
imperative norms of Russian law, whereas the ASI is founded on the discre-
tionary powers of the court. Particular attention is paid to linguistic and legal
aspects, including semantic accuracy, adaptation of the term in the legal
professional discourse and risks of misunderstanding. Conclusions highlight
the criteria for choosing an optimal equivalent that would properly combine
brevity and legal accuracy.

Keywords: anti-suit injunction, legal translation, terminology, common law,
continental law, injunction, exclusive jurisdiction, international civil procedure
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peTaeT aHanu3 TepMUHOIOrMYECKUX Pasfuynuin KPUANYECKUX NHCTPYMEHTOB

B MeXAyHapoAHOM YacTHOM npase. VI3MeHeHus, BHECEHHbIe B CT. 248.1 n
CT. 248.2 ATK P®, koTopble ycTaHaBNMBatoT 3anpeT Ha MHULMUPOBAHNE UIN NPOJor-
XeHue pasbuparenbCcTBa no cnopam ¢ y4acTUeM L, B OTHOLLEHMU KOTOPbIX BBEAe-
Hbl MEpPbI OrpaHNYNTENBLHOIO XapakTepa, NPeacTaBnstoT 3Ha4YMTENbHbIN UHTEPeC ANs
CpaBHUTENbHO-NPAaBOBOIo UCCreAoBaHUs. YKasaHHble HOPMbl MO CBOEN (YHKLMO-
HanbHOW HaNpPaBNeHHOCTU AEMOHCTPUPYIOT CXOLCTBO C NPaBoOBbIM MHCTUTYTOM anti-
suit injunction (ASI). CpaBHeHWe yka3aHHbIX UHCTUTYTOB NPEACTaBMSAET UHTEPEC KakK
C NO3MLMKN NX NPABOBON CYLLHOCTU, TaK U C TOYKN 3pEHUS NIMHIBUCTUYECKOIO aHanmsa.

Bycnosvmx rnokanusaummn NpaBoBbIX CUCTEM O0COBYI0 akTyanbHOCTb NPUo6-

MpaBoBas npupopa

ASI kak NpaBOBON MHCTPYMEHT 3aKpenmeH B 3aKoHOA4aTeNbCTBE CTPaH, rae aewn-
CTBYeT cuctema obuuero npaea / common law (Hanpumep, Section 37(1) Senior Courts
Act 1981 B BenukobputaHun' n 9 U.S.C. § 4 B CLLA?).

AS| — 3710 cyaebHbIN NpuKas, 3anpeLuaroLLuii CTOpoHe npogorkaTe cyaebHoe pas-
OGupaTenbCTBO B APYrOM CyAe UMK FPUCAMKUMUE UK, NO ONPeaeneHuio KNo4eBoro
COBpPEMEHHOIo TeopeTuka NHCTUTyTa anti-suit injunction, Koponesckoro agsokara T. Pa-
daans, npukas cyga, TpebyoLwuii OT OTBETYMKA He 3aABNSATb UK He CNocobCTBOBATL
YO,OBMNETBOPEHMNIO KOHKPETHBIX TPeOOBaHU B pamMkax CyaebHOro nnm apobmutpaxkHoro
pasbuparenbcTBa B MUHOCTPaHHOM rocygapcTee unm cynebHoro pasbupatenscrsa B
APYroM MecTe B pamkax cOBCTBEHHOW TeppuUTOpUansHO pucankLmm cyaa’.

AHanu3 3apybexHoi cynebHol NpakTuku CBUAETENLCTBYET O TOM, YTO Bbigada ASI
ABNAETCS ANCKPELMOHHBIM MOSIHOMOYMEM CyAa, HanpaBneHHbIM Ha NpeaoTBpaLleHne
3noynotpebneHunsa npoueccyanbHbIMY MpaBaMu, YTO NOATBEPXKAAETCA pPeLLEHUSIMU
BbICLLNX CyA0B Benukobputanumn®.

Cnepyet cornacutbcs ¢ xapaktepucTtukon ASI, npeagcrasneHHon B. B. Apko-
BbIM, KOTOPbI NOCNeAoBaTeNnbHO PackpbiBaAET CYLLHOCTb JAHHOIO MHCTUTYTa Yepes
CUCTEMY B3aMMOCBSA3aHHbIX NPU3HAKOB: NEPCOHNMULMPOBAHHbIV XapakTep (3anpet
afpecoBaH Apyromy nuuy, a He cyay), dyHKUMoHaneHoe Ha3HadvyeHue (bopbba co

' Senior Courts Act 1981 // URL: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1981/54/section/37 (nata
obpalueHuns: 10.08.2025).

TepMuH «anti-suit injunction» 3gecb NPAMO He UCNONb3YeTCs, HO AaHHasa HopMa CIyXUT npa-
BOBOW OCHOBOW Ans Bbigayn ASI.

2 9 U.S.C. United States Code, 2021 Edition Title 9 — Arbitration Chapter 1 — General
Provisions. Sec. 4 // URL: https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/USCODE-2021-title9/html/
USCODE-2021-title9-chap1-sec4.htm (narta obpatueHus: 10.08.2025).

3 Lévy L. Anti-suit Injunctions Issued by Arbitrators / Emmanuel Gaillard (ed.), Anti-Suit
Injunctions in International Arbitration. Berne: Staempfli, 2005. Pp. 115—129.

4 Raphael T. The Anti-Suit Injunction. Oxford : Oxford University Press, 2019. 534 p.

® Airbus SAS v Generali Italia SpA[2019] EWCA Civ 805 // URL: https://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/
EWCA/Civ/2019/805.pdf (nata obpalueruns: 10.08.2025) ; SQD v QYP // URL: https://www.
bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Comm/2023/2145.html (nata obpaiieHums: 10.08.2025).
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3noynotpebrneHnem npoueccyanbHbIMY MpaBamMun), a Takke NpaBoBble OCHOBaHUSA
(KoMMEeTeHLMSA aHTMUIACKOrO CyAa, BbITEKatoLLasi U3 3aKoHa UMW COrMalLEeHNs CTOPOH )P.

Beenenue cT. 248.1 1 cT. 248.2 AIK P® nocnyuno oTBETOM Ha ycureHme caHKuu-
OHHOTO JaBreHNs Ha POCCUMCKNX CyObekToB npasa. 3a nocnegHue 5 net ykasaHHble
HOPMbI, COPMMPOBAaBLLME NMPUHLMMNATNBHO HOBbIV FOPUANYECKUIA MEXaHN3M 3aLLMUTbI
HaLMOHaNbLHOW IPUCANKLMN, aKTUBHO M3Y4atoTCA Kak POCCUNCKMMU, TaK 1 3apybex-
HbIMW NpaBoBegamu’.

B camom ®egepansHom 3akoHe ot 08.06.2020 r. Ne 171-®3 ucnonbayeTca AnNnHHas
onucarernbHasi KOHCTPYKLUSA: «yKa3aHue Ha yO0BIeTBOPEeHNe 3aaBeHns o 3anpere
1LY MHALMUPOBATL MNW NPOAOIKaTe pa3bmpaTensCcTBO B MIHOCTPAHHOM Cyae, MeX-
AyHapooHOM KOMMepYeckoM apbuTtpaxe, HaxoaaLWwmMxes 3a npegenamv Tepputopun
Poccuiickoin ®enepaumm, nmbo Ha oTkas B yAOBNETBOPEHUM TaKOro 3asiBMeHUs»E.

[MpaBoBasa npupoga LPUONYECKOro MHCTPYMEHTA, 3aKpernyieHHoro B
CT. 248.2 ATTK P®, 3akntovaeTrcsi B €ro NnpeBeHTUBHON OYHKLMM — BO3MOXHOCTU POC-
CMINCKMM CyAaMm 3anpeLyatb MHULMMPOBAHWE UMK NPOJOIKEHNe pasbupaTenscts B
MHOCTPaHHbIX IOPUCAMKLMSAX, €CMN CMOP OTHOCUTCS K UCKIIOYUTENBHON KOMMNETEHLMM

5 Xpkoe B. B. NpuMeHeHne aHTUMCKOBbIX 06ecneunTenbHbIX Mep POCCUICKMU CyAamMm: nove-
My 6bl 1 HeT? // 3akoH. 2014. Ne 8. C. 84—92.

7 CM., Hanpumep: Lee G. A Study on Anti-Suit Injunction and Anti-Enforcement Injunction //
Yonsei Law Review. 2020. Vol. 30. No. 3. Pp. 106—144 ; Yarkov V. V. Russian “Anti-Suit
Injunction” to Proceedings in Foreign Arbitration Tribunal // SHS Web of Conferences : 14th
Session of Euro-Asian Law Congress “The value of law”. Ekaterinburg, June 03—04, 2021.
Vol. 134. Ekaterinbur g: EDP Sciences, 2022. P. 00110 ; Contreras J. L. A Statutory Anti-Anti-
Suit Injunction for U.S. Patent Cases? // Social Science Research Network. 2022 ; Okincic
S. “Brexito” jtaka arbitrazui: anti suit injunction ir investicinio arbitrazo aspektai // Teisé. 2024.
Vol. 132. Pp. 107—119 ; Cho I. Anti-Suit Injunction and Anti-Arbitration Injunction under Revised
Korean Arbitration Law and Recent Supreme Court Cases // The Justice. 2020. Vol. 178. Pp.
281—327 ; Zhong Ch., Yuan B. Sword of Damocles? Assessing the anti-suit injunction of
standard essential patents in China // Queen Mary Journal of Intellectual Property. 2025. Vol.
15. No. 1. Pp. 80—100 ; A Discovery or a Misery? The Issuance of Anti-Suit Injunction before
WTO / B. Besar, M. R. S. Zaki, S. Tanjaya [et al.] // Brawijaya Law Journal. 2023. Vol. 10, No.
2. Pp. 166—192 ; DorZinkevi¢ A. The Concept and Application of Anti Suit Injunction in Civil
Proceedings of European Union Member States and Lithuania // Teisé. 2022. Vol. 122. Pp. 65—
78 ; lunbmaHosa B. V. 3asBneHne 06 «aHTUMCKOBOMY 3anpeTe kak HOBOE CPEACTBO 3alluThl
B HauuMoHansHoM npasonopsake // BectHuk YHuepcuteta umenn O.E. Kytaduna (MI'HOA).
2025. Ne 2 (126). C. 127—134 ; ®edopos A. C. OrpaHnyeHune npasa Ha crnpaBeffmBoe
cynebHoe pa3bunpaTenbCTBO U MHCTUTYT aHTUUCKOBBIX 3anpeToB: Npobnema cooTHoLLeHus //
Legal Bulletin. 2023. T. 8. Ne 2. C. 29—39.

8 ®depepanbHbIn 3akoH oT 08.06.2020 Ne 171-®3 «O BHeCEeHUUN N3MEHEHNI B APOUTPaXKHBbI
npoleccyanbHblvi kogekc Poccuickon ®egepauum B Lienax 3awuThl Npas puanyecknx u topu-
ANYECKVX NUL, B CBA3M C MEPAMU OTPaHNYNTENBHOTO XapakTepa, BBeAEeHHbIMU MHOCTPaHHbIM
rocyfapcTBOM, rocyAapCTBEHHbIM 06BbEAUHEHNEM U (M) COO30M U (UMW) FOCYAaPCTBEHHbBIM
(MexrocyaapCTBEHHBIM) yUpexaeHMeM MHOCTPaHHOIO rocyAapcTBa Uy rocyAapCTBEHHOro
o6beauHeHus n (unu) cotosay // URL: http://www.kremlin.ru/acts/bank/45573 (nata obpate-
Hus: 29.06.2025).
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POCCUCKNX apOUTPaxKHbIX CyA0B HA OCHOBaHuM CT. 248.1 AMNK P®. 310 MHCTpyMEHT
3aLUNTbI OT CaHKLMOHHBIX PUCKOB 1 0becneyeHnss 4OCTyna K NpaBoCyAMIo ANs poc-
CUMCKNX NWLL.

KntoueBoe oTnnune mexay npaBoBbiM UHCTPYMEHTOM, U3noxeHHbIM B AMK PO,
n ASI 3akntoyaeTcs B X NPaBOBbIX OCHOBAHUSAX: POCCUNCKUIN MEXAaHU3M OCHOBaH Ha
cBepxXMMnepaTmMBHbIX HOpMax poccuinckoro npaea (CT. 248.1 u cT. 248.2 ATIK PO®),
Toraa kak ASI 6asupyeTcst Ha npuHUMnax equity (cnpaBeanMBOCTM) U OTOBOPHbIX
06s3aTenbcTBax CTOPoH. CXOACTBO MEXAY MHCTUTYTaMM NPOSIBASIETCA B UX Lenu —
OorpaHuYeHnn napannenbHbIX pa3brpaTenscTs.

B KOHTeKCTe peanusaumm orpaHndmTernbHbIX Mep 15-ro n 18-ro nakeToB caHKLUMI
EC npotus Poccuiickont PegepaLnum npocnexmnBaeTcs KoHLenTyansHasa napannenb
€ MmexaHn3mom ASI, XOTS 1 C CyLLLeCTBEHHbIMM Pa3nnMynsMn B NpaBoOBON NPUpPOAE.
CaHkumoHHble Mepbl EC co3gatoT 6apbep Ans Npu3HaHUs POCCUNCKMX CyaeOHbIX
peLleHnn, OCHOoBaHHbIX Ha CT. 248.1 1 cT. 248.2 ATTK P®, a Takke NMHBECTULIMOHHBbIX
apbuTpaxHbIX PELLEHUI C POCCUMINCKMM yyYacTuem®. PaccMaTpuBaemMble MEXaHU3MbI
npeacTaBnsaT cobomn HapyLleHne NPUHLIMNOB MEXAYHapOAHOro NyonmMYHOro 1 Mex-
AYyHapOAHOro YacTHOro npasa.

Peuenuuna tepMmuHa anti-suit injunction B pyccKosa3bIYHOM
opUAMYECKOM AUCKYpPCe M Npobnembl ero nepeBoaa Ha PyCCKUM A3bIK

lMepeBoa aHIMUACKNX KOPUONYECKUX TEKCTOB Ha PYCCKUIA A3bIK OCODEHHO CMNOXEH
TeM, YTO B HEM 3a4€MCTBOBaHbI HE TOSbKO [BE pa3Hble HauuoHarbHble CUCTEMbI
npasa, HO 1 Be abCOMTHO pa3Hble NPaBoOBbIe (MOHATUMHBIE) TPAAULMN — aHIINNA-
CKOe npeLeneHTHOE NpaBo U UMBUINUCTUYECKAS Tpaanumnsa CTpaH KOHTUHEHTalbHON
EBponbi ™.

[MpaBoBble TEKCTbI HA @HITIMNCKOM A3blke CoAep)KaT MHOroO MNOHATUN U TEPMUHOB,
OTCYTCTBYHLLMX UMK CyLLLECTBEHHBIM 0OPA30M OTNMYAKLLMXCH OT TeX, KOTopbIe CyLLie-
CTBYIOT B MPaBOBOW CUCTEME [PYroi NIMHIBOKYMBTYPbI, B YACTHOCTM B PYCCKOM s3blke™.

MepeBoa TEPMUHOB, OTHOCALLMXCS K UHCTUTYTY anti-suit injunction (ASI), npeacras-
NSET 3HAYUTENBHYHO CIIOXHOCTb U3-3a2 OTCYTCTBUSA MPSIMbIX S3KBMBAIIEHTOB B POCCUNCKOW
npaBoBOM cucTtemMe. [MaBHOM NPUYNHOW 3TOrO, Ha Hall B3rMsA4, ABASETCHA TOT hakT, YTo
ASI| — 3TO MHCTPYMEHT, XapaKTepHbI 45 cucTeMbl 06LLero npasa (common law), Tor-
[a Kak B pOCCUIACKOW NpaBoBoW Tpaanuum nogobHble Mepbl, @ UMEHHO HOpMbI 06 nc-
KINOYMUTENBHOM KOMMETEHLMN, SBNSOTCS CBEPXMMMNEPATUBHBLIM HOPMaMU POCCUIACKOrO

¢ Council Regulation (EU) 2025/1472 of 18 July 2025 // URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=0J:L_202501472 (nata obpatieHus: 10.08.2025).

© FOpuaunyeckuin nepesog / noa pea. M. B. PeibuHa. M. : MpocnekT, 2018. C. 12.

" KameHesa H. A. PyHKLUMOHMPOBaHWE OPUANYECKON TEPMUHOMOMMN B @HIMOA3bIYHBIX MPaBo-
BbIX TEKCTax W TPYAHOCTU ee nepesofa Ha pycckun a3bik // Russian Linguistic Bulletin. 2022.
Ne 2 (30). P. 15.
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npasa'2. Kpome TOro, NoHsiTUe injunction He MeeT TOYHOTO COOTBETCTBUS B POCCUIACKMNX
npoueccyarnbHbIX KoAeKkcax, YTo 3aTpyaHseT BbiOOp agekBaTHOro nepesoaa.

B akagemuyeckux paboTax BCTpeYarTCHa pasnuyHblie BapuaHTbl NepeBoaa, YTo
3aTpyoHAET yHUUKALMIO TEPMUHONOMMU. B JaHHOM KOHTEKCTEe cuMTaemM YyMECTHbIM
YNOMSIHYTb, YTO Ja)e XOPOLLO 3HAKOMbIN cneumnanucTaMm TepMuH injunctive relief B
PasnUYHbIX MCTOYHMKAX Ha PYCCKOM s3blke PUrYpUPYeET Kak:

— cyAebHbIn 3anper;

— WHIXaHKTUBHOE CPeACTBO 3alUUThI;

— obecneynTenbHasa mepa.

TeHAeHUUA UCnonb3oBaHNs B POCCUICKOWN IOPUAMYECKON nuTepatype TepMuHa
anti-suit injunction 6e3 nepesofa'® obycnoeneHa, No HaluMM NpeacTaBneHnsM, Nno-
CNeacTBUAMM BIIMSHUSA MEXAYHAPOOHbIX CTaHAAPTOB: B PYCCKOA3bIYHbIX TEKCTaX
MeXAyHapOoaHbIX OroBOPOB 1 apOUTPaKHbIX OrOBOPOK YaCcTO COXPAHAETCA aHrui-
ckas TepmuHonorus (forum shopping, waiver), 4To U NPUBOAMUT K €e AarnbHenwemy
NPSIMOMY 3aMMCTBOBaHMUIO.

BmecTe ¢ Tem BCTpevaloTcsa 1 Apyrne BapuaHTbl MHTEpNpeTauum:

— cynebHbIn 3anpeT Ha napannensHoe pasbupaTenscTeo’;

— @HTUCLIOT'S, MHOXKAHKLLIH'® (Mo OTAENbHOCTK);

— 3anpeTuTenbHbIN cyaebHbIl npukas'’;

2 Apkoe B. B. VickntountenbHast KOMNETEHLMS POCCUACKMX CYA0B Ha OCHOBaHWK CT. 248.1 AlNK
P® // BecTHuk rpaxxgaHckoro npouecca. 2025. T. 15. Ne 1. C. 133—146.

3 Ckeopuyoe O. FO. ObecneunTenbHble Mepbl B BUAE 3anpeTa NpoBOAUTL TpeTerickoe pa3bu-
paTenbCcTBO: NOMbITKa BHeAPeHUs JOKTPUHBI anti-suit injunction unu Hegopasymexune? // Tpe-
Tenckui cya. 2016. Ne 2/3 (104/105). C. 87—90.

4 Cm., Hanpumep: [Jopaes M. I CaHKUMOHHbIE crnopbl B poccuiickux cyaax // URL: https://
www.opklex.com/publikaczii/opk-voprosyi-prava/sudebnaya-praktika/sankczionnyie-sporyi-
v-rossijskix-sudax.html (aata obpatyeHns: 28.06.2025).

5 CMm., Hanpumep: Tomawesckasi XK. AHTUCBIOTbI B AHTIINW: NOCNEACTBUS AN POCCUNCKNX
ydacTtHukos // URL: https://korpurist.life/bankrotstvo/24/art.php?id=158&ysclid=mch5ev5
fm3250864682 ; []ydko A. TpaHCcrpaHU4Hble Cropbl C POCCUNCKUMU CTOPOHamMn — 2024: TeH-
AeHuunn n anHamuka // URL: https://legalinsight.ru/articles/transgranichnye-spory-s-rossijskimi-
storonami-2024-tendenczii-i-dinamika/?ysclid=mch5azuxyy630186096 (nata obpalleHus:
29.06.2025).

6 CnoBapb TepMMHOB (rroccapuit) No UCTOPUN rocyaapcTBa 1 Npaea 3apybexHbIx cTpaH //
URL: http://history.niv.ru/doc/dictionary/history-of-state/fc/slovar-200.htm#zag-330 (gata 06-
paweHusa: 10.06.2025) ; https://law_foreign_countries.academic.ru/330/vHopxaHKWwH (oata
obpaluenus: 10.06.2025).

7 AHypoe B. H. 3anpetuTenbHble Npukasbl B MEXAYHAPOLHOM KOMMepYeckoMm apbutpaxe //
Tpetenckui cyg. 2017. Ne 1 (109). C. 49—71 ; CmupHosa /[]. E. 3anpet onpeneneHHbix gewn-
CTBUIA: N306peTEHNE POCCUINCKOrO 3aKoHoA4ATeNst Unu yaavHas peuenuma? // OxpaHa u 3a-
LMTa NpaB 1 3aKOHHbIX MHTEPECOB B COBPEMEHHOM MpaBe : COOpHUK cTaTel No pedynsratam
MeXayHapOAHOW Hay4HO-NPaKTUYecKon KoHdepeHumun : B 2 T., Cumdeponons, 10 aekabps
2021 r. Cumdpeponons : Apuan, 2022. C. 666—674.
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— 3anpeT Ha OCYyLLEeCTBINEHNE CyA0NPON3BOACTBA B rpaXaaHCKOM 1 apOuTpaxHoM
npouecce’;
— 3anpeT Ha MHULUMPOBAHWE UNN NPoAoIKeHne cyaebHoro pasbuparenscrea B
MHOCTpPaHHOM apbuTpaxHom cyae';
— aHTUMCKOBbIE 0BecneynTenbHbIE MepbI®.
CTOWT OTMETUTb, YTO B POCCUINCKON NPaBOBOW LOKTPUHE MOCHE NMMNIEMEHTALMM
ATK cT. 248.1 1 cT. 248.2 ana nx 0603Ha4YeHNs YCTONYMBO 3aKpenuiacb KOHCTPYK-
NS «aHTUMCKOBOM 3anpeT». [aHHbIn TepMUH, Byay4m 3anMCTBOBaHbIM U3 aHrmno-a-

MepVIKaHCKOI7I I'IpaBOBOI7I Tpaanunun, He ABNAETCA neranbHbIM onpegeneHmnem, oaHako
MOXXHO KOHCTaTUPOBaTb, YTO €ro ynotpebneHune yxe yCTosiNock B Hay4HOM 1 npodec-
CMOHanbHOM 06opoTe.

MpoaHanuampyem ykasaHHble CyLLEeCTBYOLME U (DYHKLMOHMPYIOLLIME IKBMBAIEH-

Tbl (Tabn. 1).
Tabnunya 1
AHanu3 BapuaHTOB nepeBopaa TepMuHa anti-suit injunction
BapuaHT nepeBoga MpeumywecTea HepocTaTkn
AHTUCBIOT, NHOXaHKLLH CoxpaHsieT kpaTKyto 1 HenoHsaTteH 6e3 gonon-
(kanbka) opurnHanbHyt opmy HUTENbHbIX NOSACHEHUI
OCHOBHOW Macce Norb30-
BaTenen
CynebHbin 3anpeT Ha na- [MpocT 1 NoHATEH MoxxeT 6bITb HegocTaTou-
pannenbHoe pa3buvparernb- HO TOYHbIM

CTBO / CcyAebHbIN 3anpeT Ha
BeJeHune napannenbHoro

npotecca
3anpeT Ha ocyllecTBneHne | OnucaTenbHbIi, TOUYHee MPOMO3aKuiA, MOTEHL-
CydOMpPOU3BOACTBA B rpax- | nepenaeT cyTb anbHO CrOXHbIN Ansa ac-
[aHCKOM 1 apBuTpaskHoM cUMUNALUN

npotecce

18

20

labapaesa H. B., Kaumasosa A. B., XymuHaesa 3. B. 3anpeT Ha ocyLLeCTBMeHne Cyaonpons-

BOZCTBA B rPaX/JaHCKOM 1 apOuTpaxHOM npouecce Kak OAHO U3 CPeCTB 3alluThl OTBETYMKA
npoTuB ncka // HoBble MHOPMaLIMOHHbIE TEXHOMOTMU B Hayke : COOpHWK cTaTte MexayHa-
POAHON Hay4HO-NpakTU4ecKon koHdepeHuun, Yda, 01.11.2015 / ots. pea. A. A. CyknacsH.
Yda : AatepHa, 2015. T. 2. C. 65—71 ; HesHamos A. B. K npogormKeHnto AUCKyccum o 3anpe-
Tax Ha yyacTue B cyaonpousBofcTBe (anti-suit injunction) // ApGUTpaxHbI 1 rpaXaaHCcKui
npouecc. 2015. Ne 9. C. 13—18.

CaHuHa E. C. 3anpeT Ha MHULMUPOBaHWE UMW NPOAOSMKEHUe cyaebHoro pasbuparenscrea
B MHOCTPaHHOM apbuTpaxHom cyAe // AkTyanbHble NpobnemMbl MeXayHapoAHOro YacTHOro
npasa / Private International Law Issues : cbopHuk ctatei |l MexayHapogHoro MexamcLim-
NAVHAPHOIrO Hay4YHO-NpaKTU4ecKoro KoHrpecca, Mocksa, 16—17 anpens 2024 r. M. : U3pa-
Tenbcku LeHTp YHueepcuteta umenn O.E. Kytacduna (MIMHOA), 2024. C. 180—181.
@unumoreHko A. A. AHTUMCKOBbIe 0becneunTenbHble Mepbl (Anti-Suit Injunctions) kak cpeq-
CTBO NpeAoTBPALLEHUst MapanmnenbHbIX CyaebHbIX pa3bupaTtenscTs // ApBUTPaXKHBIN U rpax-
naHckui npouecc. 2019. Ne 11. C. 20—24.
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BapuaHT nepesoga

Mpeunmyuwectsa

HepocTtatku

3anper Ha MHULMUpOBaHune
U1 NpoaoImKkeHne cyaeb-
Horo pasbupartenscTea B
MHOCTpaHHOM apbuTpaxHoM
cyne

Camoe nomnHoe n To4yHoe
TONKoBaHue

pomo3gkuii, noTeHun-
anbHO CNOXHbIN
Ons acCUMUnALUN

3anpeTuTenbHbIii
cyaebHblii nprkas

Bninsok k poccunckon
TepMUHONornn

He o koHua oTpaxaeT
cneuunduky ASI

AHTUMCKOBbIE 0bEecneyun-
TenbHble Mepbl

OTtpaxaeT obecneym-
TEnbHbIA XapakTep

MoxeT cuntaTtbes
CITULLIKOM OOLLMM

AHTUNCKOBOW/-bIA 3anpeT

KpaTkuii n NOHATHbIN

BosHukaeT owwmnboyHoe
OTOXOECTBMNEHNE ABYX
pasHbIX MHCTUTYTOB. ASI
N @HTUMCKOBOW 3arnpeT no
cMmbicny CT. 248.1 n 248.2
AlMK P® — pasHble topu-
AVYecKne MexaHu3Mmbl

OneKTpOoHHble NepeBOAYNKMN NPY Nepefayve TEKCTOB Ha PYCCKUI A3bIK TakKe Bblaa-
0T pasnuyHble BapuaHTbl nepesoga anti-suit injunction (ASI), oT onMcaTenbHOWM KOH-
CTPYKLMMN 4O CaMOro NonynspHOro aKBMBaneHTa — «aHTUUCKOBBIN 3anpeT» (Tabn. 2).

Tabnuuya 2

lMpumepbl MalMHHOrO NepeBoAa TEKCTOB, coAepXalmnx TepMuH anti-suit injunction

Mpumepbl ynotpebneHus
B aHrNosA3bIYHOM
npaBoBOW NUTepaType

MalwunHHBLIN nepeBoa

The High Court of Hong Kong has recently
granted an anti-suit injunction restraining
parallel proceedings in the courts of
PRC brought by an unsuccessful party
to an arbitration award obtained in Hong
Kong?'

HepaBHoO Bbicokun cyn [OHKOHra
BbIHEC ~ rlOCmaHoesieHue o  3arnpeme
Ha nodady UcKa, OrpaHuuYuBaioLlee

napannenbHble pasbupatenscTBa B cyaax
KHP,  mHMuMmMpoBaHHblE  npourpaBLuei
CTOPOHON MO apOUTPaKHOMY peLLEHMHo,
nony4eHHomy B [OHKOHre

Order and fairness between states is
achieved by the doctrine of forum non
conveniens, by which a court directly
limits its own jurisdiction, and by the anti-
suit injunction, by which a court indirectly
places limits on the jurisdiction of other
courts?.

Mopsigok u cnpaBeanMBOCTb B OTHOLLUEHUSAX
mMexay rocygapctBamu  AOCTUraeTcs
JOKTpuHoW  forum  non  conveniens,
C MOMOLUbI KOTOPOW Cyd Hanpsimyro
orpaHu4ynBaeT CBOO COBCTBEHHYIO
IOPUCONKLIMIO, U aHMUUCKOBbLIM 3arpenom,
C MOMOLLbK KOTOPOro Cyd KOCBEHHO
OrpaHU4YnBaET PUCOVKLUNIO OPYrMX CYO0B

2! Conventus Law. 9, May 2018 // URL: https://conventuslaw.com/report/anti-suit-injunction-
update-hong-kong-grants-anti/ (nata obpatieHus: 15.06.2025).
22 Briggs A. The Conflict of Laws. Oxford University Press, 2008. P. 113.
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MbIcnb 0 CyObEeKTMBHOCTM NepeBoa He HoBa. B nonb3y gaHHOro Tesuca B pasHoe
BpEMS BblCKa3blBanmCh Kak Knaccuku NMHIBUCTUKN 1 nepeBogoBeaeHns @. e Coccrop,
XK. Oenes, ®. BatTapu, Tak n 6onee coBpeMeHHbIE aBTOPbI. Tak, UTanbsiHCKUI yye-
HbIn YMBepTo JKO, cneumanuct no npakTM4eckoMy nepesoay, aBTop psaa BCEMUPHO
N3BECTHbIX DecTcennepos, nepeBeaeHHbIX HA MHOTUE A3bIKM MUPA, KPYMHbIV YYEHbIN
B 06nacTv ceMnoTuKM, Nnog4epkmBarn, YTo abComnoTHO TOUHbIV NePeBOs HEBO3MOXEH
U3-3a Pasnuuunii B I3bIKOBbIX KapTuHax Mupaz. A apreHTUHckuiA nucatens Xopxe Jlyuc
Bopxec B acce «[NepeBogunkn “TbICA4N 1 OQHOM HOUU™» yTBEPXKAAT, YTO KaXabln nepe-
BOZYMK CO3[AET CBOW BapuaHT TEKCTa, a 3HaYUT, NepeBof HEN3DEXHO CyObeKkTUBEH?.

CnepoBatenbHO, NONMBapuaHTHas MHTepnpeTauust pacCcMaTprMBaeMoro TepMmnHa,
Habniogaemas B COBPEMEHHOW OPUANYECKON MPaKTUKE, BNOMHE onpaBaaHHa.

BmecTe ¢ Tem, BbiCTynasa 3a TEPMUHONOMMYECKYO YHUMUKALUIO, YIPOLL ALY
n3noxeHune hakToB No Aeny u cyaebHbIX 3aKnYeHnin, OCMENUMCS NPeasioXnTb Ba-
puvaHT NepeBoaa, KOTOPbIV Obl YOOBNETBOPSAN PYCCKOrOBOPSILLYIO ayOUTOPUIO C TOYKM
3pPEHNs U CTUITUCTUKN, U CEMAHTUKN.

3aknroyeHue

MepeBoa TepMuHa anti-suit injunction TpebyeT He TONbKO NIMHIBUCTUYECKOW TOY-
HOCTU, HO 1 rMyBOKOro NOHMMaHUSA NPaBOBbLIX Pa3NMYUi Mexay cuctemamu obLiero
N KOHTUHEHTanbHOro npaea. Hanbonee achdHeKTUBHLIM NOAXOA0M ABNAETCH CUHTES
KpaTKOCTW (hOPMYNMPOBKM C afanTUpOBaHHbIMK OnNncaTtenbHbIMY NepeBogamMu, YTo
NO3BONSAET COXPaHUTb CMbICI U 06ecneynTb peLenumio PyCCKOA3bIYHOM ayauTOpUEN.

Mo Hawwmm oueHkaM, Hanbonee NnpuemnemMbiM BapuaHTOM nepesoga TepMu-
Ha anti-suit injunction B akagemMunyecknx n npodeccmnoHarnbHbIX Kpyrax siBrAsieTcs
«3anpeT Ha NPOoAOoIKeHNe pa3buparenscTBa B MHOCTPaHHOM cydex». BmecTe ¢ Tem
He crefyeT OTOXOEeCTBIATb ero C aHTUMCKOBbLIM 3anpeToM Mo CcMmbIciy CT. 248.1 n
CT. 248.2 ATIK PO.

Takum obpasom, AN MUHUMU3ALIMN TEPMUHOMOTMYECKUX PACXOXAEHWI NPy nepe-
BOAle TepMuHa anti-suit injunction npegnaraeTcs:

1) wm3beratb KanbKMpOBaHUS;

2) NpUATK K eAUHOMY IKBMBANEHTY NepeBoAa TEPMUHA;

3) paccmoTpeTh B kKadecTBe Hanbonee yaayHoro aKkBMBaneHTa «3anpeT Ha npo-

OOImKeHne pa3bupatenscTsa B MIHOCTPAHHOM Cyaey.

MpencTaBnsieTcs, YTO BbIOPAHHLIN BapuMaHT, HECMOTPS Ha HU3KYH YaCTOTHOCTb
ynotpebneHus, copMynupoBaH He CAMLLKOM NPOCTPaHHO 1 Hanbonee TOYHO nepe-
AaeT cyTb TepMuHa anti-suit injunction.

2 Oko Y. CkasaTb Mo4Tu TO e camoe: onbiTbl 0 nepesoge. Cr16. : Simposium, 2006.
24 Bopxec X. MepeBop4nkm «1001 Houn» // Mucbmena Bora. M. : Pecnybnuka, 1992. C. 119—139.
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