copepXxaHue / contents

@ OT pepakuum

Introduction

() VWHTEPBbIO HOMEPA
INTERVIEW OF THE ISSUE

B.B. Hy6apos. <PEDOOPMA MNMOKASAJA, HTO B POCCUWN NOKA HE TAK MHOIO
TPETEVCKUX CYAOB, FOTOBbLIX PABOTATb HA BbICOKOM YPOBHE»

V.V. Chubarov. “ARBITRATION REFORM SHOWS THAT A FEW ARBITRAL
TRIBUNALS IN RUSSIA ARE READY FOR HIGH PERFORMANCE”

=" COBbITUE. KOMMEHTAPUWN 3KCMEPTOB
THE EVENT. COMMENTS OF THE EXPERTS

HY>XXHO J11 PETYIMPOBATb BUTKOWH?

20

BITCOIN REGULATION: DO WE ACTUALLY NEED IT?

TEMA HOMEPA:
TPETENCKASl PE®OPMA. POST SCRIPTUM

TOPIC OF THE ISSUE:
ARBITRATION REFORM. POST SCRIPTUM

M.J1. FanbnepuH. TPETEVICKME NTOTN

34

M.L. Galperin. ARBITRATION RESULTS

I.B. CeBactbaiHoB. TEOPVA YACTHOIO NMPOLIECCYAJIbHOI O MNMPABA VS
«CYOOUSALNA N MATEPUANTN3ALINA APBEUTPAXA»

41

G.V. Sevastyanov. THEORY OF PRIVATE PROCEDURAL LAW VS
JUDICIALISATION AND SUBSTANTIVATION OF ARBITRATION

Loaded: 19-07-2025 AMt 10:10:32



Ne 9 CeHTsI6pb 2017 3 A KO H

0.10. Ckeopuos. O KOHCEPBATVBHOW MOLEN APEUTPAXA 60

0O.Yu. Skvortsov. A CONSERVATIVE MODEL FOR ARBITRATION

C.A. KypoukuH. PEOOPMA APEUTPAXXA B POCCIUIW: OBLUME NMOoaxoabl
K OLIEHKE S®®EKTUBHOCTN HOBOIO 3AKOHOOATEJIbCTBA 65

S.A. Kurochkin. ARBITRATION REFORM IN RUSSIA: BASIC TOOLS
FOR EVALUATING THE EFFECTIVENESS OF NEW LEGISLATION

A.A. Fopnetko, E.C. Byposa. APENTPAX (TPETEVNCKOE PA3BEVPATESIbCTBO)
B POCCUN. HOBAA SPA 1 HOBbLIE Bbl3OBbI 77

A.A. Gorlenko, E.S. Burova. ARBITRATION IN RUSSIA.
NEW ERA AND NEW CHALLENGES

E.B. Monos. BbI30BbI LI®POBOW N MIHOOPMALIMOHHOW 3MOXM
N TPETEVICKAS PE©GOPMA B POCCUI 91

E.V. Popov. CHALLENGES OF DIGITAL AND /T ERA AND ARBITRATION REFORM
IN RUSSIA

¥ ONCKYCCUOHHbIV KNYB
DISCUSSION BOARD
}0.3. MonacTbipckuii. MTPUPOOA TPEEOBAHWNI OB YBbLITKAX 102

Yu.E. Monastyrsky. NATURE OF DAMAGE CLAIMS

A, TEOPUS U NMPAKTUKA
THEORY AND PRACTICE

N.B. PeweTtHukoBa. NPE3YMMNUNA OOBEPOCOBECTHOCTU
B APBENTPAXXHOM MPOLIECCE 120

I.V. Reshetnikova. THE PRESUMPTION OF GOOD FAITH
IN COMMERCIAL LITIGATION

Loaded: 19-07-2025 AMt 10:10:32



copepXxaHue / contents

M.B. Hanco. COBPEMEHHOE 1 KITACCUYECKOE NOHMMAHUE
MPABOBOW CYLLIHOCTN CEOPA

128

M.B. Napso. MODERN AND CLASSICAL UNDERSTANDING
OF THE LEGAL ESSENCE OF CHARGES

E.A. EsgokumoBa. K BOMNMPOCY O COOTHOLUEHNN MPAB 3AJTOTOOEPXATEJA
M NPUBUNErMPOBAHHBLIX HE3SAJ1IOIOBbIX KPEOUTOPOB

139

E.A. Evdokimova. CORRELATION BETWEEN PLEDGER’S RIGHTS
AND PREFERENTIAL UNSECURED CREDITORS’ RIGHTS

H.B. Kawxukos. COBMECTHO U PA3OE/IbHO AAHHBIE MOPYYUTEJIbCTBA.
COBMECTHOE OBECTIEYEHVE OBA3ATE/IbCTBA

150

N.B. Kashnikov. JOINT AND SEPARATE SURETYSHIP. JOINT SECURITY

K.B. NBaceHko. PACLLMPEHWE MNPAB NPEOCEOATEJIA BEPXOBHOIO CYOA PO
B HAO3OPHOM MNMPON3BOACTBE: HOPMATWBHbIE MNMEPCMNEKTUBbI

177

K.V. Ivasenko. EXTENSION OF POWERS OF THE RUSSIAN SUPREME COURT
CHIEF JUSTICE IN SUPERVISORY REVIEW PROCEEDINGS: REGULATORY
PERSPECTIVES

@ 3APYBEXHbI OMNbIT

X.P. ®epuc, K. XXykosa. YCKOPEHHbI/ APEUTPAX ICC:
HOBOBBEOEHNA N NMEPCMEKTUBbI MPUMEHEHWA

186

J.R. Feris, G.K. Zukova. /ICC EXPEDITED ARBITRATION RULES:
NEW ASPECTS AND APPLICATION PROSPECTS

Loaded: 19-07-2025 AMt 10:10:32



