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' El Paso v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/15, Award, 31 October 2011, para. 339.

2 von Walter | %, & H OS2 HIFHTIZ U TE K LT=D1F 1930 40 Shufeldt ik &
iR~%, André von Walter, “The Investor’s Expectations in International Investment Arbitration”, in
August Reinisch & Christina Knahr eds., International Investment Law in Context, Utrecht, Eleven
International, 2008, p. 173, p. 175. & o & & [FfPEHIEIZ IV TIL THIFF(expectations) | D
BRIV S TU 2L, See Shufeldt Claim (Guatemala/USA), Reprots of International Arbitral
Awards, vol. 2, p. 1079, p. 1094.
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3 Southern Pacific Properties v. Egypt, ICSID Case No. ARB/84/3, Award on the Merits, 20 May
1992, ICSID Review-FILJ, vol. 8, 1993, p. 328, p. 352, para. 83.
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> Tecmed v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/00/2, Award, 29 May 2003, para. 154 [unofficial
English translation of the authentic Spanish text]. Emphases are ours.

% Tecmed v. Mexico, supra note 5, para. 153.

7 Tecmed v. Mexico, supra note 5, paras. 157-158.

¥ Tecmed H#AEIZ = HFRELA HHAYIZ AV TV %, Tecmed v. Mexico, supra note 5, paras.
122 (“expectativas legitimas™), 154 (“expectativas basicas”), 173 (“justas expectativas”).

? Zachary Douglas, “Nothing if Not Critical for Investment Treaty Arbitration”, Arbitration
International, vol. 22, 2006, p. 27.

% Douglas, supra note 9, p. 28, n. 2.

"' Grand River v. USA (Award, 12 January 201128\ T, #RHSZE (7 A U B ERE) 1%, #
EHDOIEL 217513 NAFTAL105 &4 (AEMERRE) LR LRV E FE L (FHIFT para.
127), BT B, FA72 2001 42 NAFTA BB SEB MR — &£ 223k L Bb
o, HEIER, FFEORERFEICESE, ESRBIGOREN R >T L O ImIZE LT
729, WNIEHEARRERE & OBRIZOWTIE M S5 U Tuh 72V, See infra note 43 and the
corresponding text.

12 See Metalclad v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/97/1, Award, 30 August 2000, para. 99;
Saluka v. Czech Republic, Partial Award, 17 March 2006, paras. 302-307; MCI v. Ecuador, ICSID
Case No. ARB/03/6, Award, 31 July 2007, para. 278; Rumeli v. Kazakhstan, ICSID Case No.
ARB/05/16, Award, 29 July 2008, paras. 609, 615; Lemire v. Ukraine, ICSID Case No. ARB/06/18,
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5, EE0oTHTHEPRITY HEVERITRV, 4H, BHEMERIIZLZOLD L L
TATMPRREEO a2 TLEZ LN TNDEINLTHDY,

T, EOX RN REINDIRETHD), T, ORI ERS L TEL
VERHD, £, E2ETHLRVWI L TEH 508, FEICET 2 HREF O ILHIM
ENnd, HEEREFNT, Bolz B VR RHWHCBET 2R TIERV) B, £, &
FOYRENMIBENOITHICE D ESNZE LTH, TOITANREZ AEICRE L2
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&%%@%ﬁ#&@;o&%ﬁ’Ew(ﬁﬁbik%iéhé&%fkéﬂ%%%

Z L7=® 1%, Thunderbird v. Mexico (2006) 5 Tdh 5, fhEIEIZ. LT D X 9 12ib <72,

I OFCEAMEGE &R ERRE EOERMERANCIES & | [EY 28] &
biPMHAwﬂﬁﬁ:%wTﬁ\MT@:E%E%TéO?&b%\ﬁgﬁﬁﬁgﬁ
ANEOS@ZFE L TITEI L, NAFTA Y EE N Z 02 ET 21782 &0, Zhic
LV EER (b WVITRE) BREZHILBETHDY,

RERAEITX = 2 THAlZ —BI51 H L T2y, HISZ A 2Y Metalclad v. Mexico (2000),
ADF v. UDA (2003), OPEC v. Ecuador 2004)Z#H L7=Z LIt LT 5%, 2o 9o b,
Metalclad FHHIZBWTIL, EZAE AT 20, ﬁ.i’ﬂjﬁ/\ FHAR/N 2 B2, 1
FRBFIEFF AT L TN - B LS 3R O 2 R AfREIC LT 2 LI X HLEA Y &

Decision on Jurisdiction and Liability, 4 January 2010, paras. 264-268; Kardassopoulos / Fuchs v.
Georgia, ICSID Case Nos. ARB/05/18 and ARB/07/15, Award, 3 March 2010, para. 441; Total v.
Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/04/1, Decision on Liability, 27 December 2010, para. 333. See also
Toto Costruzioni v. Lebanon, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/12, 7 June 2012, para. 224.
Merrill & Ring v. Canada (Award, 31 March 2010)D#EIEIZR D K D (cabk_%, THhF 4

B BEFRICH L, BEOREET LI L. HDHWE, BICHT XLV FEINDZ &

(ZRR T L 5 2 2R &0 RERFIRIT I Lo 71@75%75 ZELTH, W
&é&%%% H 5O E VR AEEAET OBREEO T TIThi, W AnILBOR H I
E%%%ﬁ)fotb EU LI O FHIIZ T N2 &2 IfF T 5 Th A 9, | (para. 233)  Z O

DTHERLENTVD Z LiE, AEMERRBEEZ SV BRATITHE 20,

i Tecmed v. Mexico, supra note 5, paras. 157, 164.

* Roland Kliger, ‘Fair and Equitable Treatment’ in International Investment Law, Cambridge,
Cambridge Univ.Pr., 2011, pp. 227-235.
1> Maffezini v. Spain, ICSID Case No. ARB/97/7, Award, 13 November 2000, para. 64 [English
translation from Spanish Original]. See also Generation Ukraine v. Ukraine, ICSID Case No.
ARB/00/9, Award, 19 September 2003, para. 20.37 ; SAUR c. Argentine, Affaire CIRDI N°
ARB/04/4, Décision du tribunal arbitral relative aux exceptions a la juridiction, le 27 février 2006,

ara. 79.

® Julien Cazala, “La protection des attentes 1égitimes de I’investisseur dans Parbitrage
international”, Revue internationale de droit économique, 2009, p. 5, pp. 9-13.
7 Thunderbird v. Mexico, Arbitral Award, 26 January 2006, para. 147.

¥ Thunderbird v. Mexico, supra note 17, para. 138.
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L2t D TIERL, BELL | HEZPERZROIKERELOT NT 7 A4 A0B4
L7ebDTHDH?, OEPC FHOHNA (BER) 1T, #E&ZAEH (=77 k1) O
FIABICEL S, ZRUCED B 5 OEY RN E I, AR ERREREEX = i
D, EXEEUA, MEEIX. ZOTEEZZIT AN TS, Metalclad 435 L OY
OEPC S D EAEIL T (IEY 72) HIFF) &) RBLZ ZH W T2t DO | Thunderbird
FAPESEIR, WFEAEOHWrE KON ADF I 2 . ER O EY R ERF Ok
DATEBAERRERIICE S ZRBO LN A0 L& L CGa U, RfPEE S RAIE L TE DS
EXFFT A LR TV 5B,

Z DX 51T, Thunderbird fh#iEIL, HEZ AEIL, REZABOITHIZL > THEL
LEEXDELMF L RET IREZAD, EEXTNDH, bodb b, ZOIEMIRIL
(22U TIX, Thunderbird F{4H1 37 A 13 NAFTA 1102 & (WEEAHE) - 1105 5 (A 1Ef
PAREE) - 11105 (IUH) Z2@A L7 b 00 PEIEITIARMFEERERO FTITHREZA
EOTENIREFZ O EL M2 4EE LD D O TRz L LTV D220,
THLL LB Ao Tiam S0 TIEW RV,

BEFOIE Y 2 WRF ORI 5 I SeFl O OREELRICALE T 5 DAY, LG&E
v. Argentina (2006) Th b, LG&E ﬁli'“ﬂﬁi . Tecmed®s & U Waste Management IT (2004)
PN S LoD, BLIFD X 91z~

ANEBPFARRZ D DT B N TIE, BRERN, KREZAENRHT L b0 L &

' Metalclad v. Mexico, supra note 12, para. 97.
2% ADF v. USA, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/00/1, Award, 9 January 2003, para. 189.
I Occidental Exploration and Production Company v. Ecoador, LCIA Case No. UN3467, Final
Award, 1 July 2004, paras. 181, 184-187
? Thunderbird v. Mexico, supra note 17, paras. 149-166. Hi37 A%, ¥ o 7 VgDt 2 &
TIEERNT A o a3k BEETIIRVWE OREZ AEOFRAZ FIZH OOIFEZILR Lo &
FELZ, AFTald, BZADHWIZHESRIIA X a2k BEETH L & LTHILADNE
R AH ST, EER. AF v aoRE ‘iEEjJ\ODHE/\ WS TRhRENTEEDTHD
LA, EOBRITHNNITA O RUET 5 7 — LR OME X EfEIC B2 TW o 7e 2
EERHHIC, REROESRHmRES L imz@wk#ﬁoiho
# Supra note 5.
** Waste Management v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/00/3, Award, 30 April 2004, para. 98:
[z oM [NESERRE] 28T BRI, ERICKT 27800, HEZAFENRL
EEER R TH TREZNAHENIKTE LI DI T 5D TH L 2 LITAEIC
T 5.1 T2 U AIEPESEE TAEYZR) #ifF) &0 ) RIUIHN TR,
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FRLTELT, AEMHRBEREICESWTEELZA D, LB LT,

TNEBTF U, BHOBEERITE EBIZ, TABCTFUICBTL N NI —U R
ZIZHOWTHEREZE M IBRITHIET D702, hdHLERIELHE L, 7
NEBF DIy M) =Y A7, BSLNEIT VB TF DO REB I NEDHE
FERANCE FNTOD N OO ORAMICEE R RH#ICEILT 5 Z & & LT[0,
FO XD RFFEORELTIET D 2 LIk, NEMEREEO ML T REMEL LT
WA BET D HDOTHDS,

LG&E #AEIC LR, BEZNRE 2 2T BRICREZ ANEN G 2 =&ML ET
TR EROMRGE L LR WEEE . AIE R EREEN N E L 5, EF O IE Y 2
FFOREIZHONTDZ D L) BRERIL, T DOHBISHE S MMEREICL VIR ZITF AN T
WS Z bk bhrA,

B. BEFDIEYREIF L2 AT XM h

AIENC 72 L 912, AE#EARELHEIC L VIRES NI FREZ OIS e ifs 2 £ L
D DD, [RKYFEOITE ] (Thunderbird) &2 WME [EEZ AEIC LV RENT-5%
] (LG&E) Th D, TlI, ED L D72 HTH) HDHWIE TRMH NIEY e lfF2 4T
DIEA D M,

 LG&E v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/1, Decision on Liability, 3 October 2006, para. 127.
* | G&E v. Argentina, supra note 25, para. 130.

T ZZICEMRIRICIE, T TF UV BR RVICEET S Z & BEO, T AR E
KEAEEEYMERICE ST PE T LICAET Z T EN TV,

% LG&E v. Argentina, supra note 25, para. 133.

¥ See Christoph Schreuer & Ursula Kriebaum, “At What Time Must Legitimate Expectations
Exist?”, in Jacques Werner & Arif Hyder Ali eds., A Liber Amicorum: Thomas Walde, London,
Cameron May, 2009, p. 265; Felipe Mutis T¢llez, “Conditions and Criteria for the Protection of
Legitimate Expectations under International Investment Law”, ICSID Review-FILJ, vo. 27, 2012, p.
432,
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IZFR 72 LG&E fh#RAE & [FIERIC, #H SN 2 BEFKIINTE £ 5 A B EAHE O R EE
MOFELRET HERICEKEROEL R IIFRFOREL BT LTV D

il 21X, Enronv. Argentina (2007) %, AT D XL STk~ 5,

WA EEROT, 20X 5 RWIRN, REN R INDBIRES ABNRKER
R LIESRMICHRT 5D TH- T, o, HERZBEELZRET DERICED LD
AT D Z L TH B, []

TE T 0, 1990 EARMIEAIC . T AERFICBI T B oM A ZED BT T,
ZDORMIT, EHRANCRELE TEE O LW T LY o F U RFICANEE AR & AT
e, FREDORELMAALZ L ThoTe, [ 1 ¥R Hb =00, T AEMICE
DA OREALCEE T TH A INEREFZ Th oo, TD L5 7nfii#x
BRI, MHYRBEOINNERE N e SNDZ L L ipodz, [o]

RIEIL, = r U REEEZITo 2O, #HRSZED T AP O HIMFA A0

THELESFMHFIEIR L T THo1=Z 28D 5, [ ]

Ll K10 4R, HIUT E E TILE < OIMERE F % MOVt 72 B4 il B O FRFE
RIS T LESTZ, [ ]

RIE L LTIE, RS AN TN AR EOHBELE L TITHILE-Z 28I DT
TRV, £57EL LTH, BRI TRERMNICK T 2 AEMVRHBFE DOER
MEDHN DY,

T2 Enron fPEGEIC LA, AAEREREZ AT T2 OITHIE S V- ENES
FYIEL, 2N L | AMEREEPEEZ T ANEICEE T 5 2 & 20l L7 B
HBEBLTLED LD RGAEITEL, REROIEY R NREIN, Lich > TAIEM
FRERRBENNEL D, L) Z &%, LG&E v. Argentina (2006) 31\ Sempra v.
Argentina (2007) ¥, BG v. Argentina (2007) ¥ %, | Rk DL TRIBEOFERICE L T\ 5,

2. BEZMEWALT-DICEFEER 2 TERERTR

Lor U, REBOMEIET, ERESOWER, ZAPIIAEREFRICE > TR

%0 Enron v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB//01/3, Award, 22 May 2007, paras. 262-266, 268.

31 | G&E v. Argentina, supra note 25.
82 Sempra v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/16, Award, 28 September 2007, paras. 298,

303-304.
% BG v. Argentina, Final Award, 24 December 2007, para. 310.
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R Z 52 TWRWRY | EROES ML ET L2 LT, EB2TW5H, £
D XD 7B ORFEIL, S EIERFEZIY 155, 72 & 21X, Total v. Argentina (2010)
IZBWT, ERIEIR, BEEZEVAT DO T A F o ONERBEIZE L LoD, L
TOX ST TND,

HARHEE, K RV THE S, RKEAEEMMERIISCTEEENS, W)
FRE L, Total \IZxF L CHEEESH D5 WIIMBEIZASE TEINTZH DO TiEAR <, Total BNEMAT
52 LDTED TFER) Tl

National Grid v. Argentina (2008) Tli, HEFRDIES N E LT LD D7D
NEE WO FEITMZ, 2 00BMNRFEIIE RSN, H—IZ, TLECF R
TEDY, WERKO BITEEIC F'%EJ'?“E)F? BEED S L—FEDOLDEEHETICHERFT 5
cE AL, ETNAEBUFUESICBWTABROE TR LY, E il (FLT

HITEARID) . 7/1/t/7’“/75>\ RN ARG 2T o T2 BR - T AW T,
%l&ié% \ZHE RN 540 % T 8 B SLIERE Z LOO%!TQ%%%{‘BE‘J IHEH L
Z L. Thb* [FEEIZ. EDFI-SAUR v. Argentina (2012) 1235\ T, KT, &
T ANEOEZEHE (X R—3N) b>&i§£ﬁ®aﬁ%%%aﬂ%i§@ WG BAREY 72 REIE
LKA LTV EE2mFAL TV DY,

Metalpar v. Argentina (2008) 1%, IE4 72 HIFFIZOWTHEIM SN TN D, T U OFEFEN,
TNEBCTFUTHERSNDREY EWNADREEZREST 57V o F ratofkis

** Total v. Argentina, supra note 12, para. 145 (see also paras. 310-312); El Paso v. Argentina, supra
note 1, para. 396; Continental Casualty v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/9, Award, 5
September 2008, paras. 161, 257-263 (obiter dicta). Total {ff#iE(X. H & OH|Wr & Enron fh#AE -
BG fhEIED W & 13HEAM T LB 2 T D, Total fhEIEDELAE CiX, Enron F35 LN
BG FHICB W TEHEZ O EY G2 AT LD, 7B F U ONIERE TIER<
RECERRICB T 2 HEF Oz BT 2 I ALBHI T & - 7=, Total v. Argentina, supra note
12, para. 177. See Enron v. Argentina, supra note 30, para. 43: [ EoEALICEE4 2 [EHRA T T 4
Ll & L] JSALERL &5 BB K OEK EOSMEZ T [0 7 (Pliego)] 25, AFEF
e DYEN DT DITISAL A R ET T D TE ZIThLAT 41721, BG v. Argentina, supra note 33, para.
305: (7 B Fonhid Lz MERAET o # L] 1280 T, SERERZ REICERS
T B 72D RV & OREENRFIZHRF STz ), Total fhEAEIX, Sempra (H#ER LY
LG&E {h#EIE & 13l &2 I3 5 Z & ZBIRIGIZIR TV % (para. 179),

3> National Grid v. Argentina, Award, 3 November 2008, paras. 175-176. 7272 L. BIOh#EIT
[ U RSB DWW T, HERF OV LEICENTHZO X 9 RBARM R AT &
AEBHTE W) 2L aMBIc, REFOELRIHGLEELO LD TR, L
L T\2%, ElPasov. Argentina, supra note 34, para. 395.

36 National Grid v. Argentina, supra note 35, para. 177.

7 EDFI-SAUR v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/23, Award, 11 June 2012, paras. 65,
1008-1022.



Bufg Lz, SERIE, T8 T 2 BUF DM BUEEIE O 72 D18 T2 @ IS L D 85
BRI L BRI, ZOFHETRBL 2o R EICH L TEL 78 F U BUFIE
i B RFE DFBATE &2 & o T edrolz, £I27C, MEIEILLLT O L 51Tk~ T,

AREZBETBRY . W5 AL R IO G L ZkE L T BT &
NN E DB TIEZ2 SN TV, PEEL, N ANA L TCW 2 EY2HFETh o
TTAEBLFUAEESNEZLDIERN, & EX2 2%,

TR F UMBSERRICEN T D b OUSO RN N T, MEIEL, HEZITA
NIE O ENIES DL EMICET R E RO IE Y 2 BR8N A U LHIETd 2 BICiX, &%
ZAT ANNE OMNZ —EFREE D BARVE - FrEMEZ AT D IRFER VKRR R D Z & &K
HTWND,

Parkerings v. Lithuania (2007) Tix., &S IF ANEOFEEDS, BRSO 4 2 [RIIY
T DRAEEDMEN 2 HIF T DB ONIEHEZ R o T, TS KD Vo U == AT,
BEH AR B U COMEMRE & i L7 R A fRBR U, PRSI, T k- TRE
FOEL 72 R IT— 8T STV Ll Lz,

U b7 =7 3EFEE, Parkering [Z%F L, BEICHE LG D X5 RIEOEE T 872
7N EW D X9 REFEORFEIFIT - TWR, IEHIEICEE R RN EDREFDIE
WAL, BANLEOREDITENC S O THEIUC L VRS b D L7
D THRNS,

Glamis Gold v. USA (2009) (BT, &EFIL, HONKEL R L7-DIiX, BREE
TR X B LR 72V 2 272 0§ 28 EIREIRIEE I L O o oiEENL, Zh i
JOBEBIZEY . BARREXBIMNZIBWNTTY 22 ans 2 Liden, o 5
2DOFIH | (“Congressional promise™) (ZKHL L T Z L72, EFiELZ, LL, &E
F O ETREIREEN L, BERICE S TORELRLIEEZRET LV Y 7+ V=T Dk
TIZEVELOGNTLE o7, EEIL, HEZAEIL BEEZFET H720OICH B
B L7= TRBIA072 175 (objective expectations) | IZHIREND L DD, AEiZBWT
ITRFE DRIENHEZIZE Z LT WO W72 2 8IF BRI S Tunauy, &of)
Wr L7z, i, BARREXIA~OEEN L D TH AR R, EroBBick-o
TED LD RIEEDHIFISND Z L3 EWV I IRGEIT G 2 T\ o 7z &I S
=DTHHY,

38 Metalpar v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/5, Award on the Merits, 6 June 2008, para. 186.
% Parkerings v. Lithuania, ICSID Case No. ARB/05/8, Award, 11 September 2007, para. 334.
% Glamis Gold v. USA, Award, 8 June 2009, paras. 620-622, 800-801.

9



EWNNEHEZNAERZO [REOHE] 2R T52L1EHVEL, bHAA,
Y ENSEREDONEIRE Th 5, Ulysseas v. Ecuador (2012) (28T, &S AE
X, KFEEDICED TEIODORE EMIENDBORZ F0 Lz, Ziuk, BEX
e REEZICH L, EERENPGRBIZHITEVWT 2 L, B, ToRexH
EBEBEELDVITEEE~DIEICL > THI D Z L E2BDILDOTH D, EFIE

@ﬁfﬂ%?éht_k%%oTEé&%ﬁ®F$%£%Ltﬂ\@ﬁﬁi\Hkm
EADHIREAHIR LD THY | BTSN D Z IO RIT BRI TR
foZ LaBMIC, BEFROEREYIRT Y,

Grand River v. USA (2011) Ti%, BEZFIZ. 7 A U DAEREDNL DO L ViR
SR, KENEZ JAUTINPNEERET REMETIE RV N6 (RETIERA T
4T T AV B A TORG]) 28 A TWAH T80 HEFOIEY RN E Sz,
EERL, MEET. RO X HITE 2T,

APEEEZA, FHMNE MSA 5BV 2 EECHEM L= X0 1A L2259 L4
PEMICHIfRF L TV e B X5 Z LT L2 TH D, Goldberg Zid% D E A EIZB W
THEBEISNTWD LS, 7 AU DEREIX, AMEEFOTEENC MSA H5E A K EE
FAMNTEA SN D09 2 EIZoE, Al EbENRY OFmma R L T\ D
ZOXIICEI T LITEY RIPEEIL, MOBHIZ R damic Bl L T\ dib
IRV, BEROIZ, ZOam ORI E & B 5 EPHIG] & A
MSA H#EOBHITH 0 1F720 &y ) HIFF—NAFTA IZESWTEIUTEI T 5 2 &
NTEDL XD I — A REZENGHAICAH T DRI TIE R0 ol EWnH e T
H5Y,

FEDOEEERRI, bbAA, ERMIELIIEERS RSN EEH V15D,
VT, BB AE M SO TR Z I ST HBRICEE R O E Y e R ARk 3
5 LR B L b5 5™ PSEGv. Turkey (2007) Tl BEFR L E= ANEIZREFTO

1 Ulysseas v. Ecuador, Final Award, 12 June 2012, paras. 88, 253-254.

2T AU HEEEDLE L OB FEEE T REEE ikt LCHT - 7 3R BUFoRfiRE L
C. Master Settlement Agreement (MSA)ZS 1998 4F G 417z,

# Grand River v. USA, supra note 11, paras. 130, 142. ff#i&Ei%, = D% NAFTA 1110 &0
fEBGE A 50 U DBRICAT o7, 0o ob #HNE (7 AU BAERE) 2, HEFXOE
M7 HIFRRIE, EEE EORIREHEIEEE & OO G072 NAFTA 1105 § (KN EFRERAHE) &
IEBAMRA 72 & EIR LT (see para. 127)/2 5 Th 5D, LvL, #EHSEIX, O EED
FRALIE—Y)7R L CTuh 720, See Grand River v. USA, Hearing on the Merits, vol. 5, Friday, February
12,2010, pp. 1763, 1812; vol. 6, Saturday, February 13, 2010, pp. 2113, 2115, 2121. #¢H 7 [E
BBFDOIEY 72 HIFF03 NAFTA 1110 £ FTEE SN D RE FHEO—>Th H B ML [[FHEE
REREBE N ZD L HIZBE X TWDEMND ] E7ZIFIR T %, Hearing on the Merits, vol. 1,
Monday, February 1, 2010, p. 46.

* Arif v. Moldova, ICSID Case No. ARB/11/23, Award, 8 April 2013, para. 547(d).
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BRI T 2RO EITo T, RBHIC, HEZAEZX, BRHERO—EOFREICHR
A7 BT 2 N2 DEEDONIEEIT -T2, AU, PEIEIZLLTF O L 512k~ 7,

EX4 WML, TOER B ITBUFIC L ARBNFET 228, £ LT, BV ADE
ESNDREMRNCOE EEEITH ZDICENUKINT D 2 L 2B LT 5,

KRS BN AT OO FRRE T Lizhy, RMEEIL, #RZEIC XD TS H
DRIRD 2 ST TEI Z BN TET 2 E R TE 2R,

T, AEEET MV aBIFICRO N b D E OB ANDFEEEZZITREND
EHTERY, 72 LT, BOT BURIIAMNEE AR LE TH > TR S Bl sh D &
WH ZEEAIHRE LTWDHHDOD, ZHUL—RNRBEROMETH > T, Kffp7rae v
=7 NREROEINTE U TERIUEMER AT LT SN FFE DRI R EMERLT 5 B D TIX
AR

DI B RFFNZIBN T, fPEEIT, &= AE O RAFRASRIEN BRI Sh
TRV E (BANITLZLEELARNC L) ©2 8l & LT, IES BT 28
BFOFEEZIRT TG, EOREEERNTRITII LRI ONTIE, LD
HERBROMEBEOFMICKEIKFTEELEZAHTH D,

3. BERLRFITR SN KSR

BEFEN, H OB EEZAE &M L2 NEES AEIC LV ETFIND 2 &I
SELRMEEETHOEE S ETHARV, i, [ERRD) —J7SHH 8, AT
FE DR E M ATT 5 2 L IZBI L CHT IR, 697 L b EIRIAIC & > TR
ENDHLOTIERNTEWNWS Z L EEHLNTH D, EE LY HOFEHIBNT,
WEZF L EE AE (OWIF) & ORMICkHiE SN2z &RE ANEP LS5 TH -
ThH, ULEKITHICZEIMHEE ZESL DO THD & LT, AEAERHBSRIEER DR
5 5TV,

* PSEG v. Turkey, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/5, Award, 19 January 2007, paras. 241-243.

% Chemtura v. Canada, Award, 2 August 2010, para. 179; AES v. Hungary, ICSID Case No.
ARB/07/22, 23 September 2010, paras. 9.3.19-9.3.20; Frontier Petroleum v. Czech Republic, Final
Award, 12 November 2010, paras. 465-466, 468; White Industries v. India, 30 November 2011, paras.
10.3.2, 10.3.7, 10.3.15-16; Oostergetel v. Slovakia, Final Award, 23 April 2012, paras. 236, 244, 249,
269; Mobil Investments Canada v. Canada, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/07/4, Decision on Liability
and on Principles of Quantum, 22 May 2012, para. 163.

" parkerings v. Lithuania, supra note 39, para. 344. The tribunal in this case found that the
investor’s expectations are of a contract nature. Para. 345.

*® RFCCc. Maroc, CIRDI Aff. No ARB/00/6, sentence arbitrale, le 22 décembre 2003, paras. 51, 86,
88, 100; Impregilo v. Pakistan, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/3, Decision on Jurisdiction, 22 April 2005,
para. 268; Bayindir v. Pakistan, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/29, Award, 27 August 2009, paras. 180,
377.
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L 7L, Duke Energy v. Ecuador (2008) ¥ (Zb AHN D L Hic, HEZAFICEL DR
FREMIL, TN EMEAMEROITHE & LT END5LEITE. AR FrARBREEN &
5% LT3 5, Impregilo v. Argentina (2012) {23V T, fhEIEIX, BN ADERT 5K
ERDRRS T OMMEIITHETH L0 E 90, F LT, REFZOELYRHFFZ2ETLHH0DT
HOENEIMERFLEY, ZoFMH T, BEZAEOFRNIEIC LY BRI ES
ST HFNTEH LT, HEZAENERWITL U oo 2 &0, A EMERRBIEB S
HOEN & s

ZRIBIROWHE (7= & 2 ITFERR) DI EOMRIOITHE L LTRhRsns546. b H
Hh, BEROELRMHOREREIND LD LTV HRNT, L, Th
DEURIENIRIC L 25813 £ 720 Th 5, CAA & Vivendi v. Argentina (2007) (23T,
REGEIE, 7o T s TRITN T BUHED . BEFITERK RiBE T Of5IEn 72 5249)
DEMEDEESLENERZZTANIE LD ETHDICBIEF v o ~— 2B L
el e, HEFOESREMEEL, AEFEFEESER THDH, LRI,

1996 4E 1 H ., 1#6EFH X, RESACT [BLHIOKEMHI YL /] 82D X 5 2 fGRnpun e
HoTWEIZbb b T, KBEKERT LT 7ALa L T ORBNNH D L ik<7-, Bussi
e CEr- o cIEn o Mams] o330 E KR TS5 LB L. BEE O I3EBER
WIREETHD, k7 b Lz, ] Zauc kv, L] BEHSZEE, B2 A0
EU RS A EBICRE L, 5803 % [AEMTPARBRE] ISER LY,

LA, REAT '8 ATO/N— N —ThH LMD, ERRERCLZM 2l ~D
RWEZITHENIEDLZEEZHE LIGEERF v o= 2 ThRn 2 L 28T
D5y R A B 5,

4. FDHLDOITEICRM:

Biwater v. Tanzania (2008) 123\ T, EZIX, BEES AED, BT 2585425
CTHERERNEEETRE LDRRBITL LR -T2 & 2o T HEFR DO EY o f2E
DEINTZE TR U, PEHIECO I, FNADOES RN ED L DI LTE C
TEMDTOWTHISANBE N E ST L7ZMTENTIE R, L L., ZRRWERRC
5 B ANEDOIT 21 i@&%%®£é&%ﬁ#$bt&£%bfwéio_mbﬂ

¥ Duke Energy v. Ecuador, ICSID Case No. ARB/04/19, Award, 18 August 2008, paras. 345,
359-364. See also Rumeli v. Kazakhstan, ICSID Case No. ARB/05/16, Award, 29 July 2008, para.
615; Hamester v. Ghana, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/24, Award, 18 June 2010, paras. 335-337.
Impregilo v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/17, Award, 21 June 2011, paras. 297, 299, 310.
Impregilo v. Argentina, supra note 50, paras. 327-331.

2 Bayindir v. Pakistan, supra note 48, paras. 197, 199.

>3 CAA & Vivendi v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/97/3, Award, 20 August 2007, para. 7.4.42.
> CAA & Vivendi v. Argentina, supra note 53, para. 7.4.42, n. 355.

w
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55 MpIRIEIL, FO LD RRBICEB W THEREF OS2 MERAE T 5 2 & HIRITEE
L7emoleb DD, KO FHEERIZIE SN THIAND FEELEIEIT T,

AT w2 TIE, BRERPMBIIARE M LRSS D2 EIET 572012, T DO TIA
HIAIZDTZ0 . ORT L HEESHEORVERG Y AT ADEAZSFA R LTz &
Z A, PSRC [#HNZIEEZME] 12 kv BelciES siviz, []

PSRCIE, ZOVGERHE T B, Lo T, MEEE, B ADUSHL L
TR E TOERBICENT, RRYTED LN TVD HO XY bILWELDH T ORI R
INFTRETH D & T HIESRHENH - 7= L 1T D SRS,

wmm&mvmmmumwy&ww:&%?iﬁﬂ%LL%@@%’%?é%%%&

ZNE EHERE U, 2B, EFENE RS 2l &#é%@%m@fw
@#ot% UL, fh#3EIL. £ 9 Th DD & 5o THREZ AFEITBHE I
T5H 65 EE %ﬁﬁbfwwewo%®@i&w\&wom%\$ikwﬁgm
BEPRFRD BZHDH LN D 2 ENEYFEFEROGED i Tho72Z L 50
Einh, EENDY, BERNDL, PR SCE RARY Tk, FOL L THgY
HEMNZED X 5 REMENEENT- O IHMIZZ 20, WIS X, EIER
BEZ NEEHEE BT 28 Lt CE 722 L A AES PARBLEEX 2 KT 5.
ORI L7, SERK BT RO B EEICKT D AEN R REY 2 525505 THDHY
SRR T, HEZ AEOLBIITNER b REFROE L2 FE 2R LG5,
Kardassopoulos v. Georgia (2007) Tix, &&= AED, A& IIEES AEENEIC
EONTRINTELT, LR TRESFRMNO FTHREFZ TRV, & FRLZ, fif
FEIX, LT X )Tk~

TNITIE, TNORENINAYTIEREEREEFRLZZ ST —Ebhol, F
AR EINIER L, hEEIL, #RSZEIXR S ADEL R WFRF 2 AR L2 & &
LT, FNAICKAEEIZ IV TR > TREINTEY , EXNRMRENEINDY
BITIFEHN EoREIG LD, EE2 50,

55 Biwater Gauff v. Tanzania, ICSID Case No. ARB/05/22, Award, 24 June 2008, paras. 557-560.
Biwater v. Tanzania, supra note 55, paras. 639-640.

°7 Walter Bau v. Thailand, Award, 1 July 2009, para. 12.9.

Walter Bau v. Thailand, supra note 57, paras. 12.1, 12.9.

> Walter Bau v. Thailand, supra note 57, para. 12.15. {h#3E1%, para. 12.43 Ti&, @ITEEAE

F ARG L2 2 L 2B 0 RSIEOMER « AMER O REPARIFIZIBWD TAIEM FA1F

o

WEBEN AR T D BTN D, TO—FT, para. 12.15 Z R 5R 0 | @ITEMEAE LS

®%T%ﬂ§¢ﬂ“E%¥ﬁL%%@ﬁ%%&?é&F LTWDEIIZFHD D,
% Walter Bau v. Thailand, supra note 57 and, para.12.4.
o1 Kardassopoulos v. Georgia, ICSID Case No. ARB/05/18, Decision on Jurisdiction, 6 July 2007,

para. 192. 7272 L, Z OHIENIIAESERAEZRE & I3BE L Ty,
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Jan de Nul . Egypt (2008) (28T, HEFIL, KEFXKLEF L OB OHAIZEL T,
BB NEO BT LGRS MRS Lo 72 2 & DN AR EARBATEICEN T 5,
&R LT, fPEIEILZ O ERARIT | MPEIEICHRE SN FECFEA &, HSLAN
RS EEHOITAIZONWTMHLOHFRFZH LTV EFEH 2 LT TERN, Lk

- 62

- o

1. ZER—ZO—RIRAI

AT C R AR EC I F 25 B | B2 2 BIE N E F O IE Y4 2 IFF O LR & A IE
FRPBREO LML TN Z EIIHLNTH D, Lo L, ZOFEEA IR
IRENTVWAHEOD, EO LI 7REMO T THEHAIND DO HOWTILT LH L
TRWI ELEL A TR LEBY Th b, #H SO RPN & 5 ERPI R,
K VBRI~ E SRR D, T7hbb, AEMFREBRE ) O RE R O IEY 72 HfF
DIRERBEFEXIHT Z L0, WL THRIRER DD, EWIETH 5,

FHNEIZET 27 40— FH31 5005 33 FRITE EN D FAMPBLANHE 21X 48R
HTL DR E VI DI TH2R, [AENOHEERFER] BODCERSHEETHD
WIELDENE ZATH LN, £ 21T, Aifi CRICEWR TOREZEOIEY 2 MR
BHEEMPIAT Z LN TELO1E, W DEEICE D0,

ZDX ST L EEZ, Oostergetel v. Slovakia (2012) h#iEIL., SHKNESKHZDH D
EATUX cFrarn T RESKICEAT D Z LN EREFN TS A H -0
ZH D 5T, FRIERNITED ST D 5K 28 A8 91 DEFENRIRT 5
FRIR) ITIRIL L X 5 &9 2%, 5, D bhfhEEx, FOESNICED b DS
KPR OMA 2 BELRVWETH, BRICIIEET D2 0o THWWEEEZ/RT,
72 & 21X, EDF v. Romania (2009) (28T, fh#EIL. L FD X o i1cdk 5,

AEIEIT, ERP R LERKEICET 5 EL >RG4 RET 5 2 L3
IEBPEARE D FERERER D —DOTH 5 L\ ) | OB DMEIE /R LT Rk

62 Jan de Nul v. Egypt, ICSID Case No. ARB/04/13, Award, 6 November 2008, para. 263.

O ERIECET DT =R AR, ATUH - FraAar Yy X7 BIT X 1992 4F 10 A

1 HIZHEZ LT\ 5, United Nations Treaty Series, vol. 2242, No. 39914. A1 7' 7 % 7 X[ 5

% 1993 451 A 1 HIZ/HKHE L CTu 5, Oostergetel v. Slovakia, supra note 46, para. 138. K01k
BT 27 0=V, AT FICo&E 19854 H9HIZ, F=aAxAn Ty TICoX
1987427 H 29 HIZ, ZNENREHL TWD, AT 7x7130 4 — 5% 1993 45 A

28 HIZHA#E L T 5, <http:/treaties.un.org/>

% Oostergetel v. Czech Republic, supra note 46, para. 221.
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WZRET 5%,

fife | WEFZDOIEL 2 MFHFORERBICOE . ZALANORILITZHET ST o
Thod, EHIT, sl SN TVD MLOEEOMEE) OHIWrEZ L THATH, Zib b
BEFZOIELY R BREOREN AN EEFFFBEREO—HTH DL, LIBBXTWVWLDOALTHD
6, ZOXIREEIL, BERNLNRY RO ES > TR R HLE5bE5
ZFFIRN,

Z Ukt L. Total v. Argentina (2010) (23T, EAEIL. HKEFOIEY 7 Wi i#E
FS I E B FER TR 38 5 1 TH(o)ICHIRT 5 L _7=%, Zhid, BEFOIEY
7R MR RS (I U I VBRI Z 5 2. D LW D BLE D IE, & b THIBREW LT
b5, MEIET, EO—KFEAZZNEDLD L L THEATOIHREZAE SR L L
TIEARWA®, MEFEFNCEH SN2 EEEOBEHR (GR1E5K 31 £ 3 H(c))
&L CHEO— R & BB R E SR OBICE B AN T b, o2
El, 5T, A SN D HERESNICA RS AR RENTE L2 WEAICITE -
BEROBENMEL 725 2 L bERT LT, 7272 L. AR CIEAER R SIS HFE
L7 WGa T b,

EoO—FERNL, ERNEREICHRT 272, T8, EEFOIEY RO RH#EICR
T 5 HEIEMEIE— ERE R SN TER Y, FATHEIL, AIEl T Lo BBz s,
THREZDOIELRWRNREIND L O RGEICRAORENRE SN D &7 5 Hld

% EDF v. Romania, ICSID Case No. ARB/05/13, Award, 8 October 2009, para. 216.

% The EDF tribunal quotes Waste Management v. Mexico, supra note 24, para. 98; Parkerings v.
Lithuania, supra note 39, para. 332; Continental Casualty v. Argentina, supra note 34, para. 254;
Saluka v. Czech Republic, supra note 12, para. 307.

%7 See e.g. Frontier Petroleum v. Czech Republic, Final Award, 12 November 2010, paras. 285-288.
5% Total v. Argentina, supra note 12, paras. 111, 128.

O BEGKIOPNIT, YRESKIBE DU BIT D FIRIC OV TOBRPEIE DO F HEHE 278
OAHHLDONREH B, Kenneth J. Vandevelde, Bilateral Investment Treaties, Oxford, Oxford Univ.Pr.,
2010, p. 433.

0 CMS FRBIEE ST, TIEY 22 8I81T, BIT ICH N5 A LM PARBRHEICER LS &
IRARTWND D JEO—FRNZITE & L TU21u, CMS v. Argentina, ICSID Case No ARB/01/8,
Decision of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Application for Annulment of the Argentine Republic, 25
September 2007, para. 89. See also MTD v. Chile, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/7, Decision on
Annulment, 21 March 2007, para. 69.

! Paushok v. Mongolia (201 )IZFW T, hEkiEix, #E S & &2 AE L O Thik S
LEACTE TN EBPARRERIED T CIRE SN OBREXZ O EL R4 LG5 Lk
NXTW5, 72720, FFEFICEBOTHEH SN2 BESFROITAEE FAAEREN G ENT
WD o 7o T L BT, fRESEIR, Bl OZEMICHOW THREFITIEY 2 I 2 R 72
W EfEER-O T 72, Paushok v. Mongolia, Award on Jurisdiction and Liability, 28 April 2011, paras.
301-302.

2" Alain Pellet, “Article 38”, in Andreas Zimmermann et al. eds., The Statute of the International
Court of Justice: A Commentary, 2nd ed., Oxford, Oxford Univ. Pr., 2012, p. 836, para. 260.
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L OENEPALTOWDLZ ERHERESNTNDY, LnLans, BEFOIEYA
W2 RET DIEO—RIFAIZ RN 2 ERTEH00A). £/, TEXHELT,
EZETCEREERMARHEZ RWET Z N TELD00B) KREFROFE EIFEINLTND
FZ T, LAF, EIZHRFTLTA L,

A BEFOEYLHF 2 RET HHEO—RIFRANIFEST D2

Stephan W. Schill 1, (£ < OEWNIEKFIZ) LS ZITAENLNTND Z &b, #&
EFROIEY 72 R x%f’% IXEO—ERITH 5 ) & FRT 5™, 7, Trevor Zeyl I,
ZO XD EREF D7 ELBEMBICB W TR R TH v | ko — BRI %2 5867
LTW5] L5, Michele Potesta 1X, & HIZEEC, D7 &b, B4 F0
REICE L CTER L 2 d D1EO—FEAIZ RO 2 01X, FEBFER 7234 & 1T b7
W EEO LT, REITIE, BRa RIBRRICBIT 2R ESBT 5 Z LI kY,
FZDOXITHHEUTAMPEL D O)%E T, fHW\T, FEEFROMEDRIZ
WTHEO—RFZHET D Z L ICBIF DV AT 2 v 7 A EHRT 52,

1. FEENEEROBRE

% < DRI FAADPEZHER O S8 2 F 8 L TREIATE§ 2 BRI 2 OFLA OF
WERET OREEZ AL TWD (a), 22 L. TE v — | TEKRIIIFRF & Tt = pHIfRT
& Z G LTHRE DR 2R L, E RIS 2 1L e B O R IR 1T Y
T4, LbEDND(D),

7 Elizabeth Snodgrass, “Protecting Investors’ Legitimate Expectations: Recognizing and Delimiting
a General Principle”, ICSID Review-FILJ, vol. 24, 2006, p. 1, pp. 25-30; Florian Dupuy, La
protection de I’attente Iégitime des parties au contrat: Etude de droit international des
investissements a la lumiere du droit comparé, thése, Paris II, 2007, pp. 73-106 ; Chester Brown,
“The Protection of Legitimate Expectations as a ‘General Principle of Law’: Some Preliminary
Thoughts”, Transnational Dispute Management, January 2008, p. 1; Tarcisio Gazzini, “General
Principles of Law in the Field of Foreign Investment”, Journal World Investment and Trade, vol. 10,
2009, p. 103, pp. 117-118; Hector A. Mairal, “Legitimate Expectations and Informal Administrative
Representations”, in Stephan W. Schill ed., International Investment Law and Comparative Public
Law, Oxford, Oxford Univ.Pr., 2010, p. 413, pp. 426-446; Trevor Zeyl, “Charting the Wrong Course:
The Doctrine of Legitimate Expectations in Investment Treaty Law”, Alberta Law Review, vol. 49,
2011, p. 203, pp. 211-216; Stephan W. Schill, “General Principles of Law and International
Investment Law”, in Tarcisio Gazzini & Eric de Brabandére eds., International Investment Law: The
Sources of Rights and Obligations, Leiden, Nijhoff, 2012, p. 133, p. 168; Michele Potesta,
“Legitimate Expectations in Investment Treaty Law: Understanding the Roots and the Limits of a
Controversial Concept”, ICSID Review-FILJ, 2013, vol. 28, p. 88, pp. 93-98.

7 Schill, supra note 73, pp. 168-169.

> Zeyl, supra note 73, p. 209

76 Potesta, supra note 73, p. 98.
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(a) EXRHFRERG LA T OIEGR

KEEERIZBT 52 < OEERRIT RABEZHEOSE 258 L CHEITEIT 5
BAICKERNOTR AT 2 HEE2H LWL, RITHFERICLIUE, 78T
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8 Brown, supra note 73, p. 6; Mairal, supra note 73, p. 416; Zeyl, supra note 73, p. 216; Schill,
supra note 73, p. 168; Potesta, supra note 73, p. 94.

% See Laurent Germond, Les principes généraux selon le Tribunal administratif de 1’0.1.T., Paris,
Pedone, 2009, pp. 66-67, 85-89 ; Alain Plantey & Frangois Loriot, Fonction publique internationale,
nouvelle édition, Paris, CNRS, 2005, pp. 70-71..

877, Decision No. 349, World Bank Administrative Tribunal, 2006, quoted in PSEG v. Turkey, supra
note 45, n. 118.

¥ PSEG v. Turkey, supra note 45.

¥ Judgment No. 2867 of the Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organization upon
a Complaint Filed against the International Fund for Agricultural Development, Advisory Opinion, 1
February 2012, para. 43.

% See also Francisco Orrego Vicuiia, “Regulatory Authority and Legitimate Expectations”,
International Law Forum du droit international, vol. 5, 2003, p. 188, pp. 193-195.
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Univ.Pr., 2010, p. 354.
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1497 A [Taylor J.]

3 R. v North and East Devon Health Authority, ex parte Coughlan, [2001] Q.B. 213, 241F [Woolf
1.
" ex parte Coughlan, supra note 93, 242C.
% Paponette v. Attorney General of Trinidad and Tobago, [2010] UKPC 32, paras. 34-36, 49 [Sir
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°7 Snodgrass, supra note 73, p. 28.
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281, pp. 282-283 (L’Heureux-Dubé, Gonthier, lacobucci, Major and Bastarache JJ).

% UDL Marine (Singapore) Pte Ltd v Jurong Town Corp

[2011] SGHC 45, para. 66. <http://www.singaporelaw.sg/>
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Administrative Law”, German Law Journal, vol. 5, no. 1, 2004, p. 65, pp. 73-82.
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192 Ex parte Lam, supra note 101, para. 76.
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1% Fabian O. Raimondo, General Principles of Law in the Decisions of International Criminal
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