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B crarbe npuBoAATCH pacnpoCTpaHeHHbIe B COBPEMEHHON IOPUANYECKON NPAKTUKE NPUMEpPbI AePEKTOB TONKOBAHNS
HOpM ap6UTPaXHOro NpoLeccyanbHoro npasa. OTMEYaeTes, YTO TEHAEHUMS K YNPOLLEHMIO LIMBUAMCTUYECKOO NPOLEC-
Ca, 0YEeBUAHO MPOSBNSIOLLAACH B NPABOTBOPYECTBE, TakXe CBOWCTBEHHA M NMPABOWHTEPNPETALMOHHON LESTENbHOCTM.
B pesynbrare T0ro YT0 NPy TONKOBAHUK HE YYUTBIBAIOTCH CUCTEMHbIE CBA3M NMPOLECCYaNbHbIX HOPM, HA NpakTuke Gop-
MY/IMPYIOTCS NPaBOMONOXEHNS, KOTOPbIE CYLLECTBEHHO BAUSIOT HA apOUTPaXHYI0 NPOLECCyanbHylo GopMy — cuctemy
©a30BbIX NPOLLECCYaNbHbIX FapaHTUit. ABTOP KpUTUKYET MOAXOA K YIPOLEHHIO UMBUAMCTYECKOrO NPOLEcca N0CpeaCcTBOM
JESTeNbHOCTM MO TONKOBAHWMIO NPOLECCYanbHbIX HOPM. B CTaTbe BbiCkasbiBaeTcs No3uuns 06 YCTaHOBEHUN NPEeNnos
TONKOBAHWS, KOTOPOE AOMKHO OrpaHMyMBaTbCs CUCTEMON MPUHLMMOB 11 MPOLECCYabHbIX rapaHTUi.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: rpaxaaHckuii NpoLece, apdmTpaxHblit NPOLECC, CNeuuaniaupoBaHHble HOPMbI, TONKOBAHME,
Haayiexatlee n3BelleHne, 6eccnopHble GakTbl.
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The article gives examples of flaws in the interpretation of the rules of arbitration procedural law which are common
in modern legal practice. Itis noted that the tendency to simplification of the civil process, which is evidently manifested
in lawmaking, is also characteristic of legal interpretation activities. The interpretation does not take into account the
systemic connections of procedural norms. It leads to the fact that in practice legal provisions are formulated, they
significantly affect the arbitration procedural form — the system of basic procedural guarantees. The author criticizes the
approach to the simplification of the civil process through the interpreting of procedural norms. The article expresses
a position on the establishment of boundaries of interpretation which should be limited by a system of principles and
procedural guarantees.
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