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Paccmorpena cyineOHast TpakThKa 3aliuThl POCCUMCKUX JIMII, CTABIINX OOBEKTOM TpH-
MEHEHMS Mep OTPaHUIUTEIHLHOTO XapakTepa. O0OpallleHo BHUMaHIE Ha HOBOE TOJIKOBaHUE
YCIIOBUI TIPUMEHEHMST CyIeOHOTO 3ampeTa MHUIIMMPOBATh WIIM TIPOIOJIKATh pa30upaTesThb-
CTBO TI0 CITOpPaM C y4aCTHEM JIUII, B OTHOIIICHUHU KOTOPBIX TPUMEHEHBI MEPHI OTPAaHUIUTEIIb-
HOTO XapakTepa.

KnroueBbie c10Ba: orpaHuYMTEIbHBIC MEPbI, CYACOHBIN 3aMpeT, cyaeOHas MPaKTHKA.

Application of Art. 248.2 of the Arbitration Procedure Code of the Russian Federation in Judicial Practice

Viadimir V. Yarkov, Head of the Department of Civil Procedure of the Ural State Law University named after
V.F. Yakovlev, Honored Scientist of the Russian Federation, LL.D., Professor

The article considers the judicial practice of protecting Russian persons who have become the object of
restrictive measures. Attention is drawn to the judicial interpretation of the conditions for the application of an
injunction to initiate or continue proceedings on disputes involving persons against whom restrictive measures
have been applied.
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