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B cTartbe aBTOp paccMaTpuBaeT UMEIOIINECs B HACTOSIIEE BPeMsT MPOOJIEMHBIE BOITPOCHI MHCTHU -
TyTa HaJJIEXAIIero M3BEIICHUSI CTOPOH B apOMTPasKHOM IpOoLiecce ¢ yYeTOM aKTyalbHOM CyneOHOM
npaktuku BepxosHoro Cynma Poccuiickoit @enepariu. B ctatbe aHAIM3UPYIOTCST BOIIPOCHI, CBSI3aH-
HbIe C MPUMEHEHUEM MHGMOPMAIIMOHHBIX TEXHOJOTH /ISl Ha/UIEKAIEro M3BELICHUS yIaCTHUKOB
apouTpaxHoro mpoiiecca. [ToaBepraeTcsi KpUTHKE CyIIECTBYIOIIEE 3aKOHOIATEIbHOE MOJOKEHUE O
TOM, 4TO UCKITIOUUTETbHO YYACTHUKH apOUTPasKHOTO TIpoliecca 00s13aHbl OTCISKMUBATh MH(MOPMAITUIO
0 XOJie PACCMOTPEHUSI Jiejia TIOC/Ie TIOTyYeHUs UMW OTpeesIeHUsT O TIPUHATAN 3asiBJICHUsT K TIPOU3-
BOJICTBY HAa3HAUEHUSI MPEABAPUTEIHLHOTO CIYILIAHUS 110 JETy, TOCKOJIbKY OHM SIBJISIFOTCS] 3aMHTEPECO-
BaHHBIMU JINIIaMU. B cTaThe oTMeuaeTcst HEOOXOIMMOCTh UCTIONB30BaHNST alTTePHATUBHBIX CITOCOOOB
M3BEIICHUS CTOPOH JUISI MUHUMATM3aLMU BO3MOXKHBIX HAPYILICHUIA MPOLIEYPhI M3BEIIEHUSI. ABTOPOM
BBIHECEHbI HA PACCMOTPEHUE TIPEUTOKEHHSI [0 COBEPLICHCTBOBAHMIO MEXaHM3MA U3BEILICHUSI CTOPOH,
KOTOPBIN OyJeT TapaHTUPOBAaTh CBOEBPEMEHHOE M Hajiexaliee MHOOPMUPOBaHNE YIACTHUKOB TIPO-
11ecca o laTe M BpeMEeHHU Cy1eOHOTO 3aCeIaHusl.

KitoueBbie c10Ba: apOUTpaXKHbIii IPoOLIECC, U3BEILIEHNE CTOPOH, CTOPOHBI, YYaCTHUKU apOUTpaxK-
HOTO TIpoliecca, YBeIOMIICHHE, CyI, cyneOHoe pellieHue, CyaeOHbI akT, 2JIeKTPOHHAs 1To4Ta, HaJie-
Kallee U3BeIIeHUE.
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In the article, the author examines the currently existing problematic issues of the institution of proper notification of the
parties in the arbitration process, taking into account the current judicial practice of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation.
The article analyzes the issues related to the use of information technology for the proper notification of the participants in the
arbitration process. The existing legislative provision is criticized that only the participants in the arbitration process are obliged to
track information on the progress of the consideration of the case after they receive a ruling on the acceptance of the application for
production of the appointment of a preliminary hearing in the case, since they are interested parties. The article notes the need to use
alternative methods of notifying the parties to minimize possible violations of the notification procedure. The author has submitted for
consideration proposals to improve the mechanism for notifying the parties, which will guarantee timely and proper information to the
participants in the process about the date and time of the court session.
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