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bynyuiee aHTHUHMCKOBBIX

00€CIIEUUTEIIbHBIX MEP
nociie BREXIT

ABTOpPOM aHAJIM3UPYETCSI BOMPOC O MOJHOMOUMSIX aHTJIUMCKUX CYyT0B BBIHOCUTH MPUKA3bl
0 BBE/IEHUM aHTUHCKOBBIX 00ecTieunTeIbHBIX Mep Tiocsie bpekcura. B ctaThe meTaabHO paccMa-
TPUBAETCs, KAKUM 00pa3oM B OyayIleM U3MEHUTCS MPaBO aHTJIMICKUX CYI0B BBIHOCUTD 3ampe-
ThI Ha MipeabsiBieHre NCKOB B EC 1 B KaKoii CTETeH! 3TU TUTTBI CyIeOHBIX TPUKA30B MOTYT OBITh
MPUMEHEHBI B CBETE TTOCIEIHMX HOBEJLJT 3aKOHOIATEIbCTBA 1 CYAeOHOI TTPAaKTUKU.

OtnenbHO aBTOp oOpalllaeT BHUMaHUe Ha ClIeayrolnii ¢pakT: B TO BpeMs moka Bennkoopu-
TaHMsI cocTosiia wieHoMm EBporneiickoro Corosa, mpaBo aHIJIMICKUX CYy0B BBIHOCUTD CyleOHbIe
3aIpeThl Ha MPeAbsSIBICHUE UCKOB ObIJIO 3HAUUTEIbHO OrpaHWYeHO 3aKoHonateabcTBoM EC.
B HacTostmit MomeHT, mocite Beixoga Bennkoopuranum n3 EC, cymecTByeT HeonpeaeAeHHOCTh
OTHOCUTEJIBHO MTPaBOBOT'O CTAaTyca aHTUMCKOBBIX ITPUKA30B.

ABTOD nenaeT BbIBOJ, UTO 10 bpekcuTa orpaHMYeHUs] Ha MOJHOMOYMST aHTJIMUCKUX CY/I0B
BBIHOCUTD CY/I€OHbIE 3aMpeThl ObUIM BbI3BaHbI UX HECOBMeCTUMOCTbIO ¢ Pernamentom Coseta
EC 44/2001 ot 22 nexa6pst 2000 r. o ropucaukiuu («Pernament bproccens I»). Kpome Toro, aB-
TOP 3aKJTI0YAeT, YTO BpeKCcuT NMpuBeaeT K peasbHOl BO3MOXKHOCTH TOTO, UTO CyIeOHbIE 3aIPeTh
Ha MpeabsiBIeHNEe UCKOB CTAHYT BHOBb JOCTYIHBI B aHTJIMIACKON I0pUCIUKIIMU. B cTaThe Takke
JaeTcst 0030p OCHOBHBIX MOJAXOIO0B K JAaJbHEHUIIIMM BapuaHTaM pa3BUTHSI MHCTUTYTa aHTUMCKO-
BBIX 00ECITEUUTEbHBIX MEP, BBIHECEHHBIX B aHTJIMIICKOM CY/Ie.

Kouessie ci1oBa: opucaukiiysi, bBpekcut, apOutpaskHast OroBOpKa, aHTUMCKOBBIE 00ecIIe-
YUTEJbHbIE MEPBHI.
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The author analyzes the issue of the English courts authority to grant orders on the introduction of anti-suit injunctions after Brexit.
The article meticulously examines how in the future the right of English courts to issue injunctions on making claims in the EU will change and to
what extent these types of court orders can be applied in the light of the latest innovations in legislation and judicial practice.

In particular, the author draws attention to the following fact: while the UK was a member of the European Union, the right of English
courts to issue injunctions on making claims was significantly limited by EU legislation. At the moment, after the UK’s exit from the EU, there is
uncertainty about the legal status of the anti-suit injunctions.

The author concludes that, prior to Brexit, the restrictions on the power of the English courts to issue injunctions were due to their
incompatibility with Council Regulation EU 44/2001 of 22 December 2000 on jurisdiction (“Brussels | Regulation”). In addition, the author concludes
that Brexit will lead to a real possibility that restraining orders will become available again in the English jurisdiction. The article also provides an
overview of the main approaches to further options for the development of the anti-suit injunctions institution issued in an English court.
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