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PeweHwue lNanatsl Jlopgos no
aeny Arnold v. NatWest Bank
Plc. (H.L.(E.)):

“Cause of action estoppel arises
where the cause of action in the
later proceedings is identical to
that in the earlier proceedings,
the latter having been between
the same parties or their privies
and having involved the same
subject matter. In such a case
the bar is absolute in relation to
all points decided unless fraud
or collusion is alleged, such as
to justify setting aside the
earlier judgment...”

HeobxoaommocTb obecnevyeHus
domHanbHOro Xxapakrepa
pasbupaTtenbcTBa Mexay
CTOPOHaMW




Issue estoppel -
HeOonycTUMOCTb
obpalleHus ¢
TpeboBaHNEM, KOTOPOE
MOrno 6bITb pacCMOTPEHO
B pamMKax
nepBoHavanbHOro
npouecca




«["prHUKMN NpaBoOBOU
onpeaeneHHoOCTU» N NyO6rnnYHbIN
nopsaoK

OnpegeneHne BepxosHoro Cyaa PP
oT 27.09.2017 no geny N 310-
9C17-5655, A54-3603/2016

« Mexagy OAQO «PsizaHCknin 3aBO, MeTanokepamMmmnyeckmux nagenmnm
n «Jlyrana Xangenscrecenblwadt M6X» (OPI') 3akntoueH goroBop
oT 10.10.2001 .

« B_2005 r. Ha OCHOBaHWUM pelleHna Hemeukou WMHCTUTYUUM MO
apbutpaxy c OAO «PsizaHCKun 3aBOoO MeTannokepamuyeckux
n3genuin» B3blCKaH WTpad 3a HapyLweHne cornallueHus.

B 2013 r. «JlyraHa XaHgenbcrecenbwadpt MOX» MHMUMMPOBANO
HOoBOE pa3bupaTenbcTBO B DIS, cCcbinascb Ha To, YTO TpeboBaHUs
3b 1 3c [cyTb OaHHbIX TpeOOBaAHUN B aKTe POCCUMCKOro cyada He
NOSICHAETCA] HE Dbl PpacCMOTPEHbBI B paMKax pasbupaTtenbcTea B

2005,

« CoctaB apbuTpoB ygoBneTBOpUI AaHHble TpeboBaHuS.



KommeHTapum k OnpegenexHuto
BepxoBHoro Cyga PO ot
27.09.2017 o geny N 310-
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