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AOKTPUHbI RES JUDICATA U ISSUE ESTOPPEL B
MEXXA4YHAPO4HOM KOMMEP4YECKOM APBUTPAXKE:
TEOPETUYECKUE OCHOBbI U COBPEMEHHAS NMPAKTUKA

AHHoTauus. B faHHoWV cTaTbe paccMaTpuBaroTCs JOKTPUHSI res judicata u issue estoppel B MexayHa-
POAHOM KOMMEPHYECKOM apbuTpaxe, 0Cob0e BHUMaHNEe yaenseTCsl X TEOPETUYECKUM OCHOBaM, NpakTuye-
CKOMY MPUMEHEHWIO U aKTyaslbHOCTU [1/151 POCCUICKOIro npasaBb cTaTbe npoBOAUTCS pas/inyne Mexay cause
of action estoppel, KOTOPbII NCKIOYAET NMOBTOPHOE PACCMOTPEHNE UAEHTUYHbBIX UCKOB, U iSsue estoppel,
KOTOPbIV HE 103BOJISIET CTOPOHAaM MOBTOPHO paccMmaTpyBaTe BONPOCH! (hakTa v rnpasa, KoTopble y)xe Obiin
OKOHYaTe/IbHO paspeLLeHbl B Xo4e npeabigyLymx pa3buparesiscTB. B nccnegqoBaHum aHannsnpyeTcs ncTopu-
4ecKoe pas3BUTue 3Tux JOKTPYH B 06LLEeM rpase, rnpoBOAUTCS UX CPaBHEHNE C KOHLernuyuer 0653aTtesibHOCTU
CcyAe6HbIX PELLUEHU B CTpaHax pPOMaHO-repMaHCKOW rpaBoBOM CEMbY M UCCEAYIOTCS METOLO/IOMNYECKMEe
rpobieMbi, BO3HYKaKOLYME N3-3a Pasinyui B rpaBoBbix Tpaguumnsax. Onvpasice Ha cy[ebHYo NpakTuKy CyoB
AHrny, LLsenyapun, ®paHuymn n CLLA, a Takxe npaktuky MKAC npu ToproBo-npoMbILLIEHHON nasiaTe
Poccurickon ®enepaLimm n pOCCUNCKNX roCyaAapCTBEHHbIX CYA0B, B CTaTbe NoKas3aHo, YTO npeanumnaibHbIf
ahpeKT cyfgebHOro peLueHns cTas rMpu3HaBaTbCs B KA4eCTBE OOLLUEro rnpvHuuna MexgyHapogHoro apbur-
paxka, HECMOTPS Ha OTCYTCTBME BCECTOPOHHEr0 3aKoHOoHaTesbHOro perynvpoBaHus. Ocoboe BHUMaHWe
YAENSAETCA KPUTEPUSM MPUMEHEHUST issue estoppel, BkIYas UaeHTUYHOCTb BOMPOCOB, OKOHYaTE/IbHOCTb
paHee MPUHSTOro PELLUEeHUST Y KOHLUEMUMIO CBSI3aHHOCTU CTOPOH (privity). B 3aknioueHne B cTaTtbe Jaetcsi
OLjeHKa TeKyLLero COCTOSIHVSI POCCUKICKOIO 3aKOHOAAaTe/1bCTBAa M rNpeanaratoTcs peopMsl, HarnpasseHHbIe Ha
YKperiieHue rpaBoBoOl OrpeaeseHHOCTY nyTem 60s1ee YeTKOro perynnpoBaHus rnpernauumansHoro aghgpexta
Cy[eBHbIX N apOUTPaXKHbIX PELLEHWI B MOCAEAYIOLNX apOUTPaKHbIX pa3buparesibCTBax.

Knro4yeBbie cnoBa: res judicata, issue estoppel, npewoguuns, 3aKoOHHasi cuia CygebHOro pPeLUeHus,
MeEXXYHapOAHbIVI KOMMEPYECKUI apOuTpax, napasie/ibHble pa3buparesibcTsa; ryOmYHbIN MOPSLOK.

SHEVELEYV Nikita Denisovich,
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THE DOCTRINES OF RES JUDICATA AND ISSUE ESTOPPEL
IN INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION:
THEORETICAL FOUNDATIONS AND MODERN PRACTICE

Annotation. This article examines the doctrines of res judicata and issue estoppel in international
commercial and investment arbitration, focusing on their theoretical foundations, practical application, and
relevance for Russian law. It distinguishes between cause of action estoppel, which precludes the relitigation
of identical claims, and issue estoppel, which prevents parties from reopening issues of fact or law that have
already been conclusively determined in prior proceedings. The study analyses the historical development
of these doctrines in common law, compares them with the civil law concept of the binding effect of
judgments, and explores the methodological challenges arising from differences between legal traditions.
Drawing on the jurisprudence of English, Swiss, French and U.S. courts, as well as the practice of the
ICAC at the Russian Chamber of Commerce and Industry and Russian state courts, the article demonstrates
that preclusive effect has become recognised as a general principle of international arbitration despite the
absence of comprehensive statutory regulation. Particular attention is devoted to the criteria for applying
issue estoppel, including identity of issues, finality of the prior decision, and the concept of privity. The article
concludes by evaluating the current state of Russian law and proposing reforms aimed at strengthening legal
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certainty through clearer regulation of the preclusive effect of judicial and arbitral decisions in subsequent

arbitral proceedings.

Key words: res judicata; issue estoppel; preclusion; legal force of a judgment; international commercial

arbitration; parallel proceedings; public policy.

BeeneHne

PocT TpaHcrpaHu4Horo Kommep4eckoro o6o-
poTa 1 CBA3AHHOE C HUM YBENUYEHME 4YUCNa KOM-
MEPYECKUX CMOPOB 3aKOHOMEPHO NMOPOXAAKT CUTY-
auun, NpyU KOTOPbIX OJHW U Te XXe (akTuieckue o6-
CTOATENBbCTBA CTAHOBATCHA MPEOMETOM pacCMOoTpe-
HUSI HECKOJIbKNX OPUCOUKLMOHHBIX OpPraHoB: rocy-
[apPCTBEHHbIX Cy[0B PasfinyHbIX CTpaH, HECKOJIbKUX
TPETENCKUX CyAoB, a Takxke TpubyHanoB, paccmar-
pUBaIOLLMX CMOP NMOBTOPHO MOCHE YaCTUYHOW OTMe-
Hbl NepPBOHaYanbLHOro peLleHnsi. MHOXXeCTBEHHOCTb
pas3bupartenbCTB NOPOXKOAET PUCK NPOTNBOPEYALLIMX
APYr Opyry peLleHuil, 4To noapbiBaeT Kak WHTe-
PEeCbl CTOPOH, TaK U CUCTEMHbIE LIEHHOCTN apbuTpa-
)Ka: MPaBoOBYO ONPEAENIEHHOCTb, 3MEKTUBHOCTL 1
OKOHYaTe/IbHOCTb paspeLleHns cnopa.

O6Lee npaBo TpagnUMOHHO OTBEYAET Ha AaH-
HblIli BbI3OB MNPV NOMOLLY AOKTPUHSI res judicata B wiun-
POKOM CMbICJIe, OXBaTbIBAOLLEN ABA CAMOCTOATESb-
HbIX, XOTS W B3aMMOCBS3aHHbIX WHCTUTYTa: cause
of action estoppel (toxxgecTBo TpeboBaHus) 1 issue
estoppel (ToxxpecTBo OTAENbHOro Bornpoca gakra
unu npaea) [6]. O6e AOKTPVHbI N3Ha4YanbLHO cchopmu-
poBannCb MPUMEHUTENBHO K CyaebHOMY pasbupa-
TENbCTBY, OAHAKO B CUJTy KOHCEHCYaJIbHOM NPUPOLbI
apbutpaxa [15] n dyHKUMOHaNBEHOrO CXOACTBA ap-
BUTPaXKHOro peLleHns ¢ cyaebHbIM aHrMNCKne cyapl
yxe B XVIII Beke pacnpocTpaHunn pencrtesue res
judicata Ha apbuTpaxkHble peLueHusx [21].

BmecTe ¢ TeM HU Hblo-Vlopkckasi KOHBEHLMS
1958 roga, HW, 3a OTOENBHBIMU UCKIOYEHNSAMW, Ha-
LMOHanbHble 3aKOHbl 06 apbuTpake He cogep>kar
Pa3BEPHYTOro PerynmpoBaHns NpernanunansHoOm cu-
Jibl PELUEHUA MPUMEHNTESNTIbHO K MOCNEenyOLWMM pas-
bupartenscteam. [aHHbli Npoben BOCNOSHAETCS
NPaKTUKON 1 GOKTPUHON.

Poccuitckoe npaBo HaxoauUTCs B NMOXOXXEWN Cu-
Tyaumn: ®efepanbHbiin 3aKoH «06 apbuTtpaxe (Tpe-
TelickoM pasbupaTtenbcTtse) B Poccuiickoin ®epepa-
uuun» n 3akoH PO «O mMexagyHapOoaHOM KoMMepYe-
CKOM apbuTpaxke» He copep>kaT HOPM HK O Mpetoan-
LUNanbHOM CUMe PELLEHU rOCYOapCTBEHHbIX CYOOB
ONs TPETENCKOro pasbuparenbcTBa, HU O npetogu-
unansHoM addekTe OOHOro apbUTPa)KHOro peLle-
HUst pns gpyroro. Npo6en BOCNONHAETCS NPaKTUKON
MKAC npwu TIIN P® 1 rocygapcTBeHHbIX CYAO0B, a Ta-
K>K€ OOKTPUHOW, rae eOUHCTBO MHEHUIA OTCYTCTBYET.

Llenbto cTaTtbn ABNAETCA aHaNU3 AOKTPUH res
judicata n issue estoppel NpPUMeEHNTENLHO K MeXXay-
HapOAHOMY KOMMEPYECKOMY apbuTpaxky, BKoYas:
(1) copep>xaHue M COOTHOLUEHME YKa3aHHbIX [OOK-
TPWH; (2) oCcHOBaHNS NpeloguunanbHON CUMbl peLle-

HUA rOCYOapPCTBEHHbLIX CYAOB Onsd apbuTtpaxa; (3)
OCHOBaHVA npetoguumanbHO Cuibl apbUTparkHbIX
peweHnn ona nocnepyowmx pasbupatenscTs; (4)
KpuTepun npuMeHeHns issue estoppel B npaktuke
apbutpaxeit; n (5) cneundrKy perynupoBaHus oaH-
HbIX BOMPOCOB B POCCUNCKOM MNpase.

1. NOHSATUE 1 COOTHOLLEHNE OOKTPUH res
judicata v issue estoppel

DokTpuHa res judicata B LUMPOKOM CMbICNe
00begUHSET B CTpaHax oO6Liero npasa HECKONbKO
CaMOCTOSITENIbHLIX WHCTUTYTOB, HanpaBfeHHbIX Ha
UCKJIIOYEHVE MOBTOPHOIO PacCMOTPEHUSA OOHOMO U
TOro >ke Bonpoca. KnioyeBoe 3Ha4YeHNE NS Lenen
HacTosilel paboTbl MMEET pasrpaHMyeHne Mexay
(1) cause of action estoppel (B KOHTUHEHTANBHON
TepMuHonorunm — res judicata B y3kOM CMbICnE, TOX-
[ecTBo TpeboBaHus) 1 (2) issue estoppel (ToxxgecTso
OTOENBHOro BOMpPOCa, NPeauuns).

Cause of action estoppel ucknroyaet BO3MOX-
HOCTb MOBTOPHOIO NPEeabABEHUSA TOXXOECTBEHHOIO
TpeboBaHMs: NpourpaBLLeil CTOPOHe 3arpeLlaeTcs
3asBNSATbL TO XXe TpeboBaHWe K TOMY >XXe OTBETUMKY
BHOBb, a BblUrpasLlasi CTOPOHa OCBOOOXKOAETCA OT
Heo6X0OUMOCTUN NOBTOPHO [0Ka3blBaTb €ro OCHOBA-
Husa [19]. Mo obwiemy npasuny TpebyeTcs knaccude-
CKas «TPOoMHasA MOEHTUYHOCTb»: COBMageHNe CTOPOH,
npegMeTa u OCHOBaHUSA TpeboBaHWs, XOTH aHrnn-
CKue cyabl npugatoT cause of action estoppel gaxe
bonee y3koe 3HayeHue, Yem cygbl CLLA, npumMeHss
€ro TONbKO Torga, Korga peyb NAET O TOM XKe Tpebo-
BaHUM, JOKa3bIBAEMOM TEMU XKE 3NIEMEHTaMW, BbITe-
KaroLLeM N3 Tex e hakToB U OTHOCHLLEMCS K TOMY
»xe nepviogy [7].

Issue estoppel, HanpoTnB, He TpebyeT ToXxae-
cTBa TpeboBaHUA: [OCTATOYHO, YTOObI KOHKPETHbIN
BoMpoc hakTa uiun npasa Obl1 NPSAMO NOCTaB/IEH U
paspeLleH KOMMETEHTHbIM CYAOM WUn apbutparkem
B Ka4yecTBE OCHOBaHus pelleHuns/ Torga CTOPOHbI
JIMLIAIOTCSA BO3MOXXHOCTU OCMapuBaTb ero B ApyromM
pasbupartenbCTBe MexXOy HUMKW, MNyCTb Oaxe no
uHomy TpebosaHuio [11]. Begywum npeueneHTOM,
pacnpocTpaHmBLLUM issue estoppel Ha apbuTpax,
npusHaetca geno Fidelitas Shipping Co Ltd v V/O
Exportchleb, B koTopom ANennsiumMoHHbI cyg AHMnK
NoATBEPAW, YTO CTOPOHbI, U36paBLUNe TPETENCKUN
cnocob paspeLleHns cnopa, CBsA3aHbl BbiBOAAMN ap-
6uTpoB No NoboMy 3Ha4YMMOMY OJ1s1 Cnopa BOMpocy
TOYHO TaK Xe, Kak 6bin 6bl CBA3aHbl pPeLleHNEM
rocynapCTBEHHOro cyaa [22]; B OCHOBY A@HHOMO Bbi-
BOoAa Obly1a NOOXKEHa NPaKTUKa, BOCXOOALLASA K AeNy
Doe d Davy v. Haddon 1783 ropa.

[aHHOe CTPYKTypHOE pasfimyne npuHumnuanb-
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HO OTAM4aeT obuiee MpPaBO OT KOHTUHEHTAaSIbHbIX
npasonopsiakos. PpaHLy3cKoe NpaBo TPaaNLMOHHO
NUCXOAUT N3 eOUHOM N Y3KOM KOHLEMUNN «3aKOHHOM
cunbl cygebHoro pelueHus» (autorité de la chose
jugée), 0ByCnoBAEHHON TPOMHbIM TOXXOECTBOM CTO-
POH, NpegMeTa N ocHoBaHus TpebosaHus (CT. 1355
MpaxxpgaHckoro kopgekca ®PpaHumn), He BbipaboTaB
dyHKUMOHaNbHOro aHanora issue estoppel: cBa3bI-
BaloLLas cuna npugaeTcsl Pe3osIloTUBHON YacTu pe-
LLEHWsI, HO He OTOeNbHbIM Bonpocam hakTa unm npa-
Ba N3 MOTMBMPOBOYHON YacTu. ITO pacxoxxgeHue
MeXy NpaBoBbIMU CEMbSIMU NMOPOXXOAET OCHOBHYO
METOA0SIOMMYECKY0 NPOobnemMy HacTosLen CTaTby:
Kakoe MpaBoO AO0J/KEH MPUMEHSATb apbutpax, pas-
pellas BONpoc O npeloguumnansHoM adekTe npen-
LLECTBYHIOLLErO PEeLUeHsl, eCiin camy NpaBonopsiaKu
pacxogsaTcs B MOHNUMaHUM AaHHOIro MHCTUTYTa. YacTb
uccnepoeateneii (B 4YactHoctu, C. LUaddiTariin)
060CHOBbIBAaeET HEOOXOOMMOCTb BbIPabOTKM aBTO-
HOMHBbIX, TpPaHCHaLUWOHabHbIX NPUHLMMNOB npetoaun-
LM ans MexxayHapopoHOro KOMMEpPYeCcKoro apouT-
paxka, He NPUBS3aHHbIX K KOHKPETHOWM HauuoHasb-
Hon cucteme [9, 10, 13, 14, 16]. BTy no3vumo pas-
pensiet 1 KomuteT no MexxgyHapogHoOMYy KOMMepYe-
CKOMy apbutpaxxy Accoumauumn MeXayHapoOHoro
npasa (International Law Association), 4o peKoMeH-
paumm 2006 roga NpsMo afgpecoBaHbl apbutpam n
OPVIEHTMPYIOT X Ha NpaBuna, y4uTbiBaroLwme cnewm-
hrKy MexxgyHapopHoro apbuTtpaxa, a He MexaHu4de-
CKOe 3aMMCTBOBaHME TOW UMM NHOWN HaLMOHaNbHOM
mopenu [12].

2. lMpeognuransHasa cuna peLleHnii rocypap-
CTBEHHbIX CyO0B A1 MeXAYyHapOoOHOro apbuTtpaxa

Bonpoc o npetoguumnansHon cune peLueHnii ro-
Cy[OAPCTBEHHbIX CYOOB BO3HUKAET, KOrAa Kakon-v-
60 acneKT CNOPHOro NPaBOOTHOLLEHMS Y>KE MOy
OLeHKY KOMMETEHTHOrO Cyda, Hanpumep, B paMkax
cnopa o AeliCTBUTENBHOCTU AOroBopa, KoprnopaTus-
HOro crnopa wnaM NPou3BOACTBa MO Aefly 0 6aHKPOoT-
ctBe. O6GWMIA MOLX0OA, CNOXMBLUMIACSA B MNpPaKTUKe
N OOKTPVHE, COCTOMT B TOM, 4TO apbuTpax, no
obemy npasuny, 0653aH NpuaHasaTtb apheKT BCTy-
NUBLLErO B CWJTYy PELLUEHUs1 cyga npaBonopsigka, K
KOTOPOMY OHO npuHagnexut [17].

I BopH 060CHOBbLIBAET JAHHbLIN MOOXOA Yepes
KaTeropuio NpUMEHMOro npaea: npasuia npelogu-
LK, NO ero MHEHUIO, — SNEMEHT npasa, KoTopoe ap-
6uTpax 06513aH NPUMEHSATL HapaBHE C MHbIMU HOP-
MaMu; OTCYTCTBME OOLLUMPHON NPaKTUKK He KonebneT
AaHHOro BbIBOAA, MOCKOMbKY LIEHHOCTW cripaBenin-
BOCTU, 3PPEKTMBHOCTU U LLENOCTHOCTM NpoLecca B
paBHOW Mepe NpuUMeHUMbl K 06enM hopmam paspe-
weHusa cnopos [7]. OTcioga cnegyet, YTo BOMpPOC O
TOM, MpaBy KaKoW CTpaHbl MOAYMHSIETCS cama npe-
roouuusa (Mecta apbutpaxa, cyliectsa crnopa nmbo
CTpaHbl BbIHECEHUSI NPEALLECTBYIOLLEr0 PELUeHNs), —
3TO BOMPOC KONIN3NOHHOIO PErynnupoBaHnsi, a He
3apaHee npegpeLLeHHOe NCKITIOYEHME.

MokasaTenbHa npakTuka CynebHoOro komuteta
TaliHoro coseta Benukobputanum (Privy Council) no
peny Associated Electric & Gas Insurance Services
Ltd v. European Reinsurance Co. of Zurich, pac-
CMOTPEHHOMY MO npaBy bepmyackux OCTPOBOB:
issue estoppel kBanudpuumMpoBaH He Kak [oKasa-
TENbCTBEHHAsA NPE3yMILMs, a KaK CaMOCTOATENIbHOE
YaCTHOE MpaBo, MpPegoCcTaBfieHHOE CTOPOHE Mpef-
LLECTBYIOLLMM PELLEHNEM U nogfiexallee cyaebHom
3aluTe HapaBHe C UHbIMY MaTepuasnbHbIMU NpaBamMu
[23]. OaHHasa kBanudmrkaumsi CHAMaeT pacnpocTpa-
HEHHOe BO3paXkeHue o cyrybo npolegypHOM Xapak-
Tepe npelguunn, OCTaBASIOWEM ee perynmposaHme
LeNTMKOM Ha YCMOTPEHNe apbuTpoB.

Cxoxnm obpasom denepanbHbll TpubyHan
Lsenuapun B 2010 — 2015 rogax nocneposaTesib-
HO MpuW3HaBan, YTO UrHOPUPOBaHUE apbUTPaKEM
ahdekTa nHOCTpaHHOro cyaebHoro nubo npepile-
CTBYIOLLEr0 apObUTPa)KHOr0 PELUEHNst COCTaBnseT
HapyLLeHVe NpoueccyanbHoro nyenn4Horo nopsigka
(ordre public procédural), koTopoe ABNSIETCA CaMO-
CTOATENbHBIM OCHOBaHWEM OTMEHbI apbUTPa>KHOIo
peweHna ¢ MectoM apbutpaxa B LUsenuapun [24].
MpumeyaTensHO, YTO LWBENLLAPCKUIA, Kak 1 POCCUiA-
CKUI (CM. HWXXe), NOOXOL yCTaHaBnMBaeT Hanu4dmne
npeamuun Yepes3 nyoanyHbIA NOpaKoK, a He npu-
MEHVMMOE MaTepuanbHoe NPaBo: HaNnLUo ABa KOHKY-
pupyroLwmx 060CHOBaHNSt OAHOIO NPaKTUYECKOro pe-
3ynetaTa [18]. ®paHuy3ckas npakTuka MeHee nocne-
poBaresfibHa: pelleHve MNaprxckoro anennsumoHHo-
ro cyga 1979 roga aHHynMpoOBano peLUeHne BBUAOY
NPOVIrHOPUPOBAHHOIO CyAeObHOro akTa, COCnaBLUNCh
Ha nybnnyHbIn nopsapok [25], Torpa kak peno Iro-
Holding v. Setilex (1983) orpaHnyuno atoT nogxon,
yKasaB, 4TO npasa 13 res judicata HOCAT 4YacTHbI
XapakTep 1 He Bcerga npuobpeTaroT ctaTyc nybnvy-
Horo nopsigka [26].

[encTBylolwee poCCUNCKOe 3aKoHopaTesb-
cTBO — ®enepanbHbii 3akoH OT 29.12.2015 Ne 382-
O3 «0O6 apbutpaxe (TpeTenckom pasbuparenb-
ctBe) B Poccuickon Pepgepaumm» n 3akoH PO ot
07.07.1993 Ne 5338-1 «O mexxgyHapogHOM KOMMep-
YeCKOM apbuTpaxke» — He PerynnpyeT npeoguiumans-
HOe 3HayeHue cygebHbIX peLleHnin ans TPeTencKo-
ro pasbupaTenbCTBa; B OOKTPVHE BbICKa3biBaloCh
MHEHME, YTO BOMPOC MOXXET pPeLLaTbCs PernameHTom
apOUTPa>KHOrO yYpeXaeHnss Unm yCMoTpeHNeM ap-
6uTpos [2, 3]. 3Ta no3uuns HebeccrnopHa: XoTs Tpe-
TENCKWUIA Cyh BnpaBe CaMOCTOATESIbHO ONpeaensitb
npouegypy (4. 2 ct. 19 ®PepgepancHOro 3akoHa OT
29.12.2015 Ne 382-93 «O6 apbutpaxke (TpeTeNCKoM
pasbupartensctee) B Poccuiickonn ®epepaunn»),
npetloguunaneHas cuna cynebHoro akrta BbIXOouT
3a npepgenbl NPOUEnypPHON ANCKPeuun, 3aTparsas
Ny6NnYHBLIA NOPAOOK U NPABOBYIO ONPEnEeNeHHOCTb,
a 065A3aTeNbHOCTb CyAeOHbIX aKTOB Ha TEpPPUTOPUN
Poccuu 3akpenneHa nmnepaTtusHo (4. 1 cT. 6 dege-
panbHOro KOHCTUTYLMOHHOIo 3akoHa oT 31.12.1996
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N 1-®K3 «O cypebHoli cucteme Poccuiickon depe-
pauuu», 4. 1 cT. 16 ApOUTPa>KHOro NPOoLEeCCyanbHOro
kogekca Poccuiickon depepaunn) n pacnpocTpaHs-
€TCS B TOM 4YMCIe Ha TPETENCKME Cyabl.

Mpaktnka MKAC npwn TIMMN P® B uenom cne-
AyeT gaHHoMy nogxopy: B peweHun ot 15.02.2018
no geny Ne M-82/2017 konnerus apbutpoB npu-
3Hana npetoguumanbHoe 3HadeHne O6CTOATENbCTB,
YCTaHOBJIEHHbIX OMPEeAENeHNEM roCyLapCTBEHHOIO
cyna, coenas U3bATME NUWb AS19 NPOBEPKM COO-
CTBEHHOI KOMMETEHUMM B CUy MPUHUMNA «KOMMe-
TeHUMn-KomneTeHuun» [27]. ObpaTHoe HanpaeBneHne
— 0653aTeNbHOCTL BbIBOGOB apbuTpaxka ans cygos —
BOCMPUHNMAETCH caep>xaHHee: B [locTaHOBNEHUN OT
19.11.2018 no geny Ne A40-82369/18 ApOuTparkHblii
cyn, MocKOBCKOro okpyra noarBepaun obsasartenb-
HOCTb CyAeOHbIX akTOB A TPETecKoro pasbupa-
TensctBa (Ana MopcKkon apbuTpakHOW Kommuccum
npu TN P®), He paccmaTtpuBas obpaTHoOW cuTya-
uun [28].

3. MNpetognumanbHasa cuna apbuTpaxkHbIX pe-
weHui: res judicata mexgy apbuTparkamu

Hapsgy ¢ addektom cynebHbix peLueHuii
ONs1 apbuTpaxka, CaMOCTOSATENbHOE 3HAYeHUe 1Me-
eT npetoguumanbHas cuna ogHOro apObuTPaXkHOro
pelleHna ana apyroro: Kak B nocnegyoLlem pasbu-
parenbCcTBe MeXgy TEMM >Ke CTOpOHamu, Tak n B
pasbuparenbcTBe, BO30OHOBIEHHOM MOCE YacTuy-
HOWM OTMEHbI NEPBOHAYANIBHOIO PeLLEHUS.

AHMIACKNE Cydbl HE NPOBOAAT 34ECb pPasnu-
4na Mexay CcyaebHbIMU U apOUTParKHbIMU PELLEHNSI-
Mu: AnennsuuoHHbli cyd B gene Fidelitas Shipping
NpsSMO pacnpocTpaHni issue estoppel Ha apbuTpax,
ncxogsa U3 TOro, YTO CTOPOHbI, n3bpasLune TpeTen-
CKuii TpnbyHan, cBsi3aHbl ero BbIBOLaMM Mo sitobomy
pefieBaHTHOMY BOMPOCY TaK XXe, Kak 6blnn Obl cBA3a-
Hbl peweHnem cyga [29]. AMepuKaHcKoe nNpaso npu-
XOAUT K TOMY XKE BbIBOAY: Pa3peLLeHne BONpPOCOB B
apbuTpake ABNAETCSA CTOMb Xe OKOHYaTEeSIbHbIM A5
nocnepytoLero pasbnparenscTea, Kak 1 BblBOObl Cy-
Aa [19]; aToT nogxopn, BNocnegcTsmMm pacnpocTpaHeH
Ha MeXAyHapogHbli apbuTpaX COOTBETCTBYHOLLMM
nonoxxeHmem Ceopa 3akoHoB CLLIA o mexxgyHapopn-
HOM KOMMEPYECKOM N MHBECTULMOHHOM apbutpaxke
2019 ropga [20]. MNMpakTuka enepanbHbIX anennaum-
OHHbIx cygoB CLLA nocnegoBatensHO NOATBEP)KAA-
€T MNPUMEHMMOCTb issue preclusion K Bonpocaw,
paspeLleHHbIM B MPeALLeCcTBYOWLEM apOuUTPa>KHOM
pasbuparensctse [30].

4. Kputepun nprmeHeHus issue estoppel n
npobsieMa CBA3aHHOCTM TPETbUX LY

O606LLEeHVE pacCMOTPEHHON MPaKTUKK NMO3BO-
NSET BblAENUTb Crefyrolme 31eMeHTbl (Kputepum),
NMpU COBOKYMHOM Hain4yMm KOTOPbIX MeXAyHapon-
Hble apbUTPaXKKU MPU3HAKOT npetguumanbHbli (Mc-
Kovatowmin) acbcekT Bonpoca dakta uamM npasa,
paspeLLeHHOro B MPeQLEeCTBYOWEM pasbupartesb-
ctBe: (1) MAaeHTMYHOCTb BOMPOCa, MOCTaBNEHHOIO

Ha paccMoTpeHne B 0600ux pas3buparenbCcTBax;
(2) TO 06CTOATENLCTBO, YTO Aa@HHbIA BOMPOC Obin
OENCTBUTENBHO NPEAMETOM paccMoTpeHus (actually
litigated), a He 3aTpoHyT MuUmMoxogom; (3) To, 4TO
paspeLleHe gaHHOro Bonpoca 6b10 He06XoaUMbIM
(essential) pnsi BEIHECEHHOMO PELLEHUS], TO ECTb BXO-
A0 B €ro Pe3oSIloTMBHYIKO 4YacTb GO B MOTUBDI,
6e3 KOTOpbIX PEe3oNoTMBHAA 4acTb He Morna Obl
ObITb 060CcHOBaHa [19]; (4) okoH4aTenbHOoCTh (finality)
npenLwecTBYOLWEro peLlueHus; n (5) ToXXOecTso CTo-
POH B0 Hanmune Mexay HUMK OTHOLLUEHWIA privity,
TO eCTb JOCTATOYHO TECHOW NPaBOBOW CBA3UN, NO3BO-
NS0Wen pacnpoCcTpaHnTb Ha Inyo, opMansHO He
y4acTBOBaBLUEE B MPeALIECTBYOWEM pasbuparenb-
CTBe, ero nperamumansHbin adgekT [8].

VIMEHHO nocnegHUn afieMeHT NopPOXXOaeT Hau-
fonblwee 4vucno cnopos. O6bLiee NpaBo MO-pasHo-
My pellaeT BOMNPOC O HeobXoauMMOCTU B3aWMHO-
ctn (mutuality) issue estoppel. AHmMunCKoe npaso
npugep>xmsaetcs 6onee cTpororo TpeboBaHns: CBs-
3aHHbIMU MPEALLECTBYOLLMM BbIBOLOM MOryT ObiTh
NPU3HaHbl TONMBKO CaMu CTOPOHbI MPEXHEro pas-
bupatenbctBa 1MbO ux npasonpeeMHuKK. [paso
CLWA, HanpoTuB, Ha4MHas ¢ pelueHnii BepxosBHoro
cyga no genam Blonder-Tongue Laboratories, Inc. v.
University of lllinois Foundation n Parklane Hosiery
Co. v. Shore, gonyckaeT «HeB3auMHoe» (non-mutual)
issue preclusion, T.e. BO3MOXHOCTb pAas nuua,
He y4aCTBOBaBLLErO B MPEeXHeM pasbnparenscTse,
CCbIIaTbCA Ha YCTAHOB/EHHbIV B HEM BbIBOS, NPOTYB
CTOPOHBbI, Y>XXe VMEBLUEN MOMHYIO 1 CNpaBenvBYyrO
BO3MO>XHOCTb €ro OCMOPUTb, MPUYEM KaK B KQ4ECTBE
OTBETYMKA, TaK 1 B KadecTse uctua [31].

5. Cneumnduka perynmposaHms BONPOCOB npe-
IogMUMM B POCCUNCKOM Mpase: NpobnemMsl 1 Npepio-
XKEeHus

Ecnn npetognumansHbin aphekT peLleHuii ro-
CyOapCTBEHHbIX CYAOB AN TPETENCKoro pasbupa-
TeNbCTBA POCCUINCKasn OOKTPUHA U MPaKTNKa B LLENIOM
NPU3HAIOT, BbIBOOA €ro u3d npuHuuna nyoeanyHoro
nopsigka (cMm. § 2), To Bonpoc o npetguumnanbHoin
cune OfHOro apbuTPa KHOro peLLeHNs Ans Opyroro
— pocCcUnCKnin aHanor issue estoppel B ero npume-
HEHUN MexXay apbuTparkamu — OCTaeTcs npakTuye-
CKIM HepaspaboTaHHbIM HY HA YPOBHE 3aKOHOOATENb-
CTBa, HMN Ha YPOBHE pErNameHTOB BegyLmux apbuT-
paxHbIX yupexaeHuin (MKAC, PALL), H1 B npakTuKe.

lMokasaTenbHO N 06paTHOE HanpasieHue nNpo-
6nemMbl: BOMNPOC O NpelavuuansHon cune apbut-
PaXKHbIX peLleHnin ANns rocygapcTBeHHbIX cynos. B
HOBENLWeEN OTEeYECTBEHHOW NuTepaType BbiCKasaHa
no3uumnsi, 4To apbUTPaXKHbIE PELUEHUS B NpUHLMNE
He MOryT UMETb MPEANLMANBHOIO 3Ha4YeHN ANs ro-
CyOapCTBEHHbIX CYI0B, MOCKOJIbKY TPETENCKIME Cyapbl
He OTHOCHATCH K OpraHam, OCYyLLeCTBASIOLMM npa-
BOCygue, a TPeTeNcKoe pa3buparensCTBO — YaCTHO-
npaBoBOW CNocob paspeLleHns cnopa, JIMLEHHBIN
ny6nu4HO-NpaBsoBON NpMpoabl [5]. DTa nosnums on-
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MOHNPYET YPE3SMEPHO LLUMPOKOMY OTOXKAECTBIIEHUIO
rocyoapCTBEHHOrO nNpaBocyansa 1 apbuTtpaxa: B OT-
JSin4ne OT aHrMNCKOro TanHoro coseTa, NpuU3HaBLLe-
ro B pgene Associated Electric, 4to npupoga npasa ns
issue estoppel He 3aBUCUT OT TOro, CygebHbIM unu
apOuTpaXkHbIM OblfI0 MPEALLECTBYIOLLEE pPELLEHUE,
poccuiickas OOKTPUHA CKIOHHA MPOBOAUTL MeXay
HUMK Gonee CTPOryto rpaHuly MPUMEHUTENIBHO K
06513aTeNlbHOCT BbIBOOOB apbutpaxka ans cyga.
OpHako cama aTa acMMMETpUs He onposepraeT
HeobXOOUMOCTb BbIPabOTKM MpaBu/ O Npelguuun
Mexay OBYyMsi apbuTparkHbIMK pa3bupartenbcTeamu,
NMOCKOJbKY KacaeTCs MHOro BONpoca — COOTHOLLEHUS
YaCcTHOM 1 NYBGINYHON IOPUCONKLMK, a HE COOTHOLLIE-
HUS OBYX apbuTpaxken Mexxay cobom.

C y4eTOM W3NI0XKEHHOrO  LenecoobpasHo,
BO-NMEPBbIX, BOCMONHUTL Npoben aktamu apbutpax-
HbIX YYpeXAeHun, No aHanornum ¢ Pekomengauunsamum
Accouunauumn mexgyHapogHoro npasa 2006 roga o
lis pendens u res judicata B apbutpaxke, agpecoBaH-
HbIMY apbuTpam 1 OPUEHTUPYIOLMMUN Ha NpasBusa,
yyuTbiBaKOLWme cneundurky MMEHHO MeXayHapoaHo-
ro apbutpaxa [12]; B OTe4eCTBEHHON nuTepartype
3T PekomeHOaumn yxxe nonay4yuan KOMMEHTapui
NPUMEHUTENBHO K WX MCMOJSIb30BaHUIO B POCCUN-
ckon npakTuke [1]. Bo-BTOpLIX, cnegyeT ydnTbiBaTh
HEeNTpanbHbIA XapakTep KPUTEPUEB, U3NOXEHHbIX B
§ 4, nx BocnpuATNE OTEYECTBEHHBIMU apOUTPaXKHbI-
MU ydpexxaeHusamMm cnocobcTeoBano bbl Npeackasy-
€MOCTW 01 MHOCTPaHHbIX YY4aCTHUKOB U NpuUBJieKa-
TENBHOCTU POCCUNCKUX apOUTParkHbIX UHCTUTYTOB.
B-TpeTbux, ganbHenwero ocMbicnieHnst TpebyeT pas-
rpaHnYeHre o6LLEro NOHATUS NPeanLIMKn, 3HAKOMO-
ro POCCUINCKOMY NPOLIECCY NPEexXae BCero no ct. 69
ApbuTpa>kHOro npoueccyanbHoro Kogekca Poccuin-
ckon ®epepauun u cT. 61 paxkgaHCcKoro npoueccy-
anbHoro kopekca Poccuinckon denepaunn n 6onee
Y3KOro no NpeaMeTy, Ho 6onee rmbKoro no Kpyry
CBSA3aHHbIX NUL, MHCTUTYTA issue estoppel, 4To oTMme-
yaeTcs u B ydebHol nutepartype [4].

3aknoyeHne

lMpoBeneHHbIN aHanuM3 nokKasbIiBaeT, YTO OOK-
TpuHbl res judicata n issue estoppel, npn cBoem
00OLLENPaBOBOM MPOUNCXOXXOEHWWN, MOC/eoBaTeNb-
HO NPU3HAITCA MEXAYHAPOAHLIMU KOMMEPYECKUMN
apbuTpakamn B Ka4ecTBe 0OLLMX NPUHLMMNOB npaea,
obecneymnBaroLLMX NPaBOBYIO ONpeaeneHHOCTb, NPo-
LiecCyanbHYyl0 3KOHOMUIO N 3aLMTy OT MOBTOPHOIO
ocnapuBaHust y>ke paspelleHHbIX Bonpocos. [pak-
Tnka 2020 — 2026 rogoB. NoaATBEPXAAET HE TOSIbKO
YCTOMYMBOCTb, HO M MPOJOSKatoLLEeecss pas3Butne
OaHHbIX OOKTPUH, BKNOYas YTOYHEHWE UX NMPEaenoB.

BmecTe ¢ TemM eOuMHOro KosIM3MoHHOMO CTaH-
AapTa He BblpaboTaHO: MECTO MPEAMLMN OCTaeTCH
npPegMeToM ANCKYCCUU: SEMEHT NI OHa NPUMEHU-
MOro MatepuanbHoro npasa (no3uvuus . BopHa),
nposiBneHne nybnuyHoro nopspka (nopxop, Llsen-
uapumn u, Bo MHorom, Poccun) nnbo npegmeTt aBTo-

HOMHOIO, TPaHCHaLNOHaNBHOIO PEryNMpPoBaHns (no-
3numa Accoupadmn mexpyHapogHoro npasa un C.
LaddwranH). Ona poccuiickoro npaesa Havbornee
aKTyanbHbl, C OOHOWN CTOPOHbI, AalbHelillee pas-
BUTNE MPaKTUKX MPU3HAHWA NMperoguumansHoro ad-
hekTa cyaebHbIX pelleHnin ans TpeTenckoro pasdu-
paTenbCcTBa Yepes KaTteropumo Nyo6an4Horo nopsaka,
a c gpyrow — BOCrnonHeHne npobena B perynmposa-
HUW NpetoguumanbHOro addekTa ogHOro apbmTpax-
HOrO peLleHns ans Apyroro, Y4To BUAUTCA HeobXo-
AVIMbIM YCITOBMEM MPUBIEKATENBHOCT POCCUNCKUX
apbUTPaXKHbIX UHCTUTYTOB AN y4aCTHMKOB TpaHc-
rpaHuyHoro oboporTa.
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