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1 CME Czech Republic B.V. v. The Czech Republic, Final Award, Mach 14, 2003.

2 W.W. Burke-White and A. von Staden, “Investment Protection in Extraordinary Times: The
Interpretation and Application of Non-Precluded Measures Provisions in Bilateral Investment
Treaties,” Virginia Journal of International Law, vol.48, 2008, p.311.

3 T.W. Wilde and B. Sabahi, “Compensation, Damages, and Valuation,” P. Muchlinski, F.
Ortino and C. Dchreuer ed., The Oxford Handbook of International Investment Law (Oxford
University Press, 2008), p.1056.

4 M. Endicott, “Remedies in Investor-State Arbitration: Restitution, Specific Performance and
Declaratory Awards,” P. Kahn and T.W. Wilde ed., Les aspects nouveaux du droit des
investissements internationaux (Martinus Nifhoff Publishers, 2007), p.540.

5 Wailde and Sababhi, supra note 3, p.1055.
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PNHZENRDD, Thbb, ik, HERE LOEFZMEERICEBW T, FEREZEM
(ZRBIT DR Z ENRIEOREHE A L CABEL L TE TR Y, £ 2 TIEy O BIESE DT
B 72 B0 ClIze < RFENRBEENE OITON TE T, L LAans, &Mz W
TIXEZRIC K D055 T NG 5 NIERZ2BRBRIE L 2 20 Th 5006 | HEE 722 Bess
FT L HIEEFORE & IIR O W OBIHEORF FESMET SN D L 512> T
WHEDIERTHLHe, LrL, ZoEmosaiies 375 L9510, R L TEERMEE KIS
BOTIIARYICHE S GEFHEIC L > TEFBRRINTETZDREAS I D,

FEIRSEE R ICB T DRIF IOV T, Chorzow TGS Ty ek [E B wEE AT
(Permanent Court of International Justice: PCIJ) 73 F L7z, [##& (la réparation) I3,
EFATAORRERE L EET A TONR DS T2GEITAEEL TV Th A IR
ZARER 0 E W EIE LU o220 78 OERN—REBRIEONEEZRT LD &
L TLEDSIT b TE e, RHRIE, BLEo—amicHelT T, INES NI WY OIRE,
FITBGENARATRE 2R G XM OB AR T~ 5 a8 5FAITN Az, 2 b THEM S
IRWEEDFIET 25 B ITIEE D5 OREEHEN BARNRNE Th 2 LR~ T 28,
BRI OGRS L ITFHEDNER L RS T2DIF 720, ZuX, RISEHEERN K1Y
EENTAT D TEPHEKER— T NI X o TEIEICER SN Z LITHmERET 5
HLOTHLNPLTHY, —FEAIE LTSN BHEO BRI 51X, B4R 70k
DU CTRIBENBIZ Z IR LD b O Tl Zew, EEEEEERE S (International
Law Commission: ILC) 23MERK L 72 EFELSLIZE N TS, Chorzow T8 F4 Ak
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reparation) 2372 SR IUTR SRV, TNE2FERTLFELE L TUIRRISIE LT

¢ G. van Harten, Investment Treaty Arbitration and Public Law (Oxford University Press, 2007),
p-108.

7 .. la réparation doit, autant que possible, effacer toutes les conséquences de 1'acte illicite et
rétablir 1'état qui aurait vraisemblablement existé si ledit acte n'avait pas été commis.” Affaire
relative a I’ Usine de Chorzéw (demande en indemnité, fond), Arrét du 13 septembre 1928, CPJI, Sér. A,
No.17, p.47.

8 “Restitution en nature, ou, si elle n'est pas possible, paiement d'une somme correspondant a la
valeur qu'aurait la restitution en nature; allocation, s'il y a lieu, de dommages-intéréts pour les
pertes subies et qui ne seraient pas couvertes par la restitution en nature ou le paiement qui en
prend la place; tells sont les principes desquels doit s'inspirer la détermination du montant de
l'indemnité due a cause d'un fait contraire au droit international.” Ibid.
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ERYECIRIBIE 1 B 722 5661 & S5 Martini SR C . B PN ECH FTEITE N ZE O %)
B ERIEIC L > THRE LN TWA, RRAT T Tart v g LT ESWCHIRBIR
AT T e A # U 7 AEZE Martini #EIZ% LT, XXX ZERNEHFR 22y v
CARBITEEH & LIEREM SR E T Lz, bod b, RFHIE, K> THELT
W NERHNIZAT AL 7z Martini #HISk T 2R FITR/ITHONT, IR AT BN OEL%
RO LIRATHREESHWZ 2T, ZHICRHIT 207 b TSN D Th o7,
EINEH TR DR Y M2 4> T Martini tfEORE A & U 7 NRA_XR AT T 2 FH-> Tz
i L 72 EFREMIRIC IV T X A= ZEHFT OHRAN < DD i TEBREICR T
2 THARRNER] 128725 LREINT, D5 2 THEEIL, F5RIZBWTERR
TR BEEKAD R SN TNz, X A= T HFIT kT LTH..W#' P > Martini
PO NBRB M T 22 L 2Rk L L Ta L Tn5H10,

ITEDFEREFEECHIFT (International Court of Justice: IC]) HIRICEH W T, ENH

B OB D 5 ISR DT DN OBNTLL FD X O ITFET D, ~LF—2 =
VA OIMIZRT L CEBSEIR 25850 Le 2 LIS E R 5 L X — @ik SRk

(20004F) TlE, fbrAZEFT 2007 H THESMAITK L TRis S - BEESE#RZ . B
EPBRIRT 2 FEICE > THIE L, FIEEICEDFEBET H T LN F—IZxf L T
ME BTV D, Avenaft A % 3 = [ERFHL (20044) TiE, FEELZAE AN
XU CHEBEFELERLT OENDNS L Z L2 HEMLARWE I EDOHREZ T LT
Z LI R o TRENEFRRFAFEIORITEN L2 2 & 270E L, MiE A~ DR &
L CRIfR A 2 NIt LT S EPHIR 2 K E 38R T 5 FEIZ K- Tl
T2 amEbnicre, SHENTHE TN (20124) IZBWTE, BRSNS )N

o Affaire Martini, 3 mai 1930, Recueil des sentences arbitrales, vol.2, p.973.

10 “_ le Gouvernement Vénézuélien est tenu de recconaitre, a titre de réparation, I'annulation
des obligations de paiement, imposées a la Maison Martini & Cie...” Ibid., p.1002.

11 #_.le Royaume de Belgique doit, par les moyens de son choix, mettre a néant le mandat
d'arrét du 11 avril 2000 et en informer les autorités aupres desquelles ce mandat a été diffuse.”
Affaire relative au mandat d’arrét du 11 avril 2000 (République Démocratique du Congo c.
Belgique), Arrét du 14 février 2002, para.78.

12 #_..the appropriate reparation in this case consists in the obligation of the United States of
America to provide, by means of its own choosing, review and reconsideration of the
convictions and sentences of the Mexican nationals...” Case concerning Avena and Other Mexican
Nationals (Mexico v. United States of America), Judgment of 31 March 2004, para.153.
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R (20124F) Tl EEREO FCHEEZR P EZ T L HHMERREEFET 500725
T RAYEHFRSTAZ VT BT LIZERAEHFTOWRENFIZONT, 20 1%k
2D X IIEZDMOFIEC L > TR T 282 A X U T RA D T ERHRS
TV B4,

LI EOFHFI 5 2580 | FEZEERERICE O X ENEE O BONS 2 & TedE 50
BHENMELNDPNIFET D, T LT, ZNUHOHEFICK LT, —#oManTEYS
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BaENbd 22 L MartiniSFF) <0, EFREICK LT S @& iR o2 R (O
FRIREFAR) RAEEZA~OHRONE (GubrEfl) 2KkbEb &, FNITHE> TiE
2175 2 & BIENTRENEM) 1, 2 E bERDFOCEEE L &2 8E%
KHTEIETHHOTHY , YEEORE R LICHT- BB LT O TR, 20
Z LiX. AvenaFH L [FAEROHFEBRIBEOMEZ A N2 DWW TH - 7zLaGrand %
PRIZEBW T, KED, EIEIT & OIF IEF O IES ARG A i 1 D — By rTREMEIC D
WTHEREZB Z 20— T, UZHEEITB W T R A Y RER LT = [E IO F R
IFHENEFERN EA-TREEZE A 572ORDLNRNE NI FRL TWBZ &)
5HWEIC I DR D) ZEMNTE D,

7T, 2D OHRIZE W TIE, EREICK L TEER R B O 2 LK
L2 ERMELNDN ZFDDD BRI FERICOWTIERORKE FIIET L O/
ERRINTVDRIFERTRETH D, FHRICEBWTL, FENERRT 5 FEIC K
S THIRNE Z R T R&E Z RS, BEMICH, L7 LEENHRZEZDO S D
BN D 2 & TiE e PO RSN BESEZBE LV Lk b
(Martini=F) . FAESMEIZ T 5 BAPRCAAEERITH T 2R BRTIE R < Z b
DOBREFERE L TEIET D Z EBRDOLNTND GEIREME, GBRFM).,

13 #_..la République du Sénégal doit, sans autre délai, soumettre le cas de M. Hissene Habré a
ses autorités compétentes pour I'exercice de 'action pénale, si elle ne I'extrade pas.” Questions
concernant I’obligation de poursuivre ou d’extrader (Belgique c. Sénégal), Arrét du 20 juillet 2012,
para.122.

14 la République italienne devra, en promulguant une législation appropriée ou en recourant
a toute autre méthode de son choix, faire en sorte que les décisions de ses tribunaux et celles
d’autres autorités judiciaires qui contreviennent a I'immunité reconnue a la République fédérale
d’Allemagne par le droit international soient privées d'effet.” Immunités juridictionnelles de I’ état
(Allemagne c. Italie), Arrét du 3 février 2012, para.139.

15 LaGrand Case (Germany v. United States of America), Judgment of 27 June 2001, para.46.
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LRI 3TH I ENTE D,

(@) MPOFIRETE (GEEHEIC X D) /eekkHEm

MAD HFITIFAPEIE DMEIR 2 S 2 BEF IZIRET 2 b OB 5,

To b ZUEL 20126 K [EE 7 /VBITH345: 1L, EGEIT, ()@ ER K OFLE., (b)
W OJFREIE DR G E 1TV T IO BEZHRT L ENTEL EED D, Z 2T
X, WEER O ENFEOTUE L% 21T 5 HERIIMTEIEICRD b T 67, JFikEE
FMICIRE SN TNWD, EHIC, MPORIREHRIZOW TS | g ZEIL 2 a a8
HEE R LORIE O TRE LG ERBE SN TWD, AT F D20034E 7 /VBITH
4455, NAFTASE11355% HIZIER—DOHESY Th D,

A ADMGRE U 7o B PR i E SOt s i e F D O BN 20 b ZORARDED &
BEWTW5D, 72& 21, BR=DVARUTHE (20074F) K OHA=Z 4 AHE (2008
) OFNENI754I8HE, H W E (20124F) 1559 IL, RO LI ITED D,

PN T EICIX, ROFEZED L, ...
(b) EX D DT EIEL. EORBGEHEE (aremedy), 727201, HiZRFHEIL,
WD) INL () D —F XIIHG IR B D,
(i) HEFERES (monetary damages) K OVl X4 72§17~ D 3 HA
(ii) JAREIE (restitution of property), Z DHE DEIEITISTIL, i
E A FUREHE ISR 2 THREBMES R O Y 2R F 25 2 enTEH T &
EEDDLHDET D,

16 Article 34: Awards

1. Where a tribunal makes a final award against a respondent, the tribunal may award,
separately or in combination, only:

(a) monetary damages and any applicable interest; and

(b) restitution of property, in which case the award shall provide that the respondent may pay
monetary damages and any applicable interest in lieu of restitution.

available at http:/ /www.state.gov/documents/organization/188371.pdf.
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A > FEPA (20114) 96518 L AT TH 5,
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(b) KF—Mx (M OJFIREIE / EEHEIC X 2 R0 W
HA = HAR—/LEPA (20024F) 825:10%H X, RO K HIZED D,

(@) HEILIEZ, KOLDEFZD D,
(i) 7 OFERIE DB FZ M OE DREMPEC OV T ZDOEOHEICE ST 52
BAILDHERI, —HORKEIC LV REINDE S NI 54
(i) R DRFNR & L5 EITIE. ZORFHEE (a remedy)

(c) T DFEHIE DB R K OZ DEEMEIZ DN T ZOEOHEICHKSETHZ L
NOMERD— T OFGRIEIC L VIRE SN FEOREN T ENHEITIE, Hik—
FOKFIEIL, (a)@{)DHEIC LV R SN BFHEITR A T, RD@)7 b (i) £
TOWTNNORFHEIZ LY, UEBEELFMT D ENTE D,

(i) @8 LOifE (pecuniary compensation) ...
(i) JRIEIE  (restitution in kind)
(i) &% EOMIE & JFIREIE & OMEE ...

IREZAT S TITIRS TROEHE] Z2m U9 52 L2 c LT #H SZEIC S EEHES
M OZIZ L > TENERETLHMEMGTDLD0TH D,

(o) Beifr Al

UK LT, =X —BERAFE26R8HIL, G5 FH TH DRERIEOHST D
BUR S IR O HEE (2 B9~ 2 (IR 1, 4 5% A0 FE 23 L O R HF AR A TR &
LHREDOIILAEATO) ZENTELHFELZED D (Anaward of arbitration concerning a
measure of a sub-national government or authority of the disputing Contracting Party
shall provide that the Contracting Party may pay monetary damages in lieu of any
other remedy granted) | &BUET 2, HITENT - #EIIC X DHEIZ OV TIEE S



(CRFFBEZRE L TWD0, TNLSOHEICH W TR, FURIEEEFEORKGF = TE L
TEY o, TN LB L > TIRE LG22 @B T0MESY Th D,

(d) MR ERY

% < OERE WEIZIB O TUIMPEHINTIZ 31T 28055 O BARINFIZ DN TOEDDIFE
LRV, AARIZONTS, #E (20024F), U= FF A (20034), 7 ARF AL
(2008%F) . ~L— (2008%F) & DIZHERE L7c ZEHEHKERE R E KR PAA R & DIH
DEPAIZIB VTR, ROFIZBET 2 EITE NN TOHRY, 29 LEEEAIT, Wk
BN T ENGL0NMEE 25,

2O, ICSIDRANT DN TIE, HPECHIBNIC L - TREN D88k EOKF (the
pecuniary obligations) | D& « FUT D3I EIZFRH O TV % (545:15H) , ICSID
FARIVERIRF (213, FEERAYRTT 2T D HEPR 2 P BUE I 5 L 2 W RE DN < DD EF
MHBRINTZN, ZOEOHIBEIZIAN LN TR, BEEZESHRRIT. SEEH
FHCHATIRG TR 2 b D O ESEN IERERIIRBOF 2 DHERRITA T2 LR T
W218, ICSIDSAT T DMFIC BN THGEMIRF 2/ OL/MA DL L LTH, KEFR
IZ & o THIUE, WITNDDICSIDY HE O EN TRz FIH L CREICKFE LG 5729
IZiX, @B EORBEEAHERT L LNEHANTHY . £ b LIEEENBEZ R 5
AT 4 TIEELS R, ZORERZ KEMRPIECENRFE L T Z LI
LEER R, TOPITOH L S 22T TV D1,

Hol b R LTI REBHEITKT DHEDOZIEZ KD ) A TH & he & &
ERZAEICBWTHEEZMGET D 2 L 2 REZPLELLEE bAELRNEITFE A0,
29 LIEHEIC, B ER OERNFTE ORI & o 7o HEEER R 2 BRI G255
MZDONWT, —HF CIHEZRFHEA~DREIC D L OBENOEENMREND Z LR d
D, MG TIEEZ~OABEOBRENE . D WITREE~D —EDOHBOBLS LT
L AFEMIICEHE T RETHH L END, ZOMIZONT, EDOXIICEZIZI VD
7259 7

@) HLSEIRE D Rk
R THICHET 5 55 RSB eBE 2R ENL0 S DS 2 b BEFE LTS

17 B. Sabahi, Compensation and Restitution in Investor-State Arbitration: Principles and Practice
(Oxford University Press, 2011), p.64.

18 C. Schreuer, “Non-Pecuniary Remedies in ICSID Arbitration,” Arbitration International, vol.20,
2004, pp.325-326.

19 C. Brown, “Procedure in Investment Treaty Arbitration and the Relevance of Comparative
Public Law,” S. W. Schill ed., International Investment Law and Comparative Public Law (Oxford
University Press, 2010), p.687.

20 C. McLachlan et al., International Investment Arbitration: Substantive Principles (Oxford
University Press, 2007), p.341; Wilde and Sabahi, supra note 3, p.1059.
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BERE 2 (PRI DEG D K 5 e BURIAFAE L 72wy,

BENEIZBOD TR, ITEATAIL K> THEFEZH o IERAA~ORHEIL, BHE O B9
RIFEPEZOREY 72T A O, BB RN LEN, FIRICBITA 7 L ¥ v
vV T g P RAREMNEE E AT D50, Sk - FELEOITAIZONWT EOFEH TET
EREDEDLINEDOHEL N T U AEBELTEZLNTEY Bk THEELZZIT
TERANIZOWTBUN DT 2 D BEESE L BFE DM TH MO RmA K b TE2, =
MUK LT LS HBNC Ko THEEH S ARG 28 U CHER R %217 9
Bacid, BEMNERSCBMMEREEIZBE IN T, PEREZME CRE LZERETE
WKL CHITS T ENb, EFE L TRSTERBEDENDMEDNLL T, FEE SN
HATAD, L, FHE, ATBIROWTIZE D2 LD TH 50 b EMEESBENE & B
Rl 7%, HEZEN, EAE LIS ONRWIHEZGE LN 7 — A BT 52,
T, 2L OEEWHENENKE &2 MPEP L COBEME L LT ianizs, SR
FETF LR ->T, A EIZENTRAZE L TITA%2 R ET2ME2Eb - E £,
BRI Lo TIIEHEOBES D LI S 2 Z T 5 2 LT b,

29 LIRPUCIR G, & MEP IR T2 Z &2 K o TR DO ENATELFHE & 1%
F72 DAFNHNE AT EZICHOWNWTORITOND Z L% EDFHIT U I Vorn, v
O ERI LA BND Z LTS EDEBAN S D, L, #HEOEIH LR ER
T2 FEMIICIE ) L C, B EMEICE NI TEGER A T & RO 2 b5
FIIFE LR VDO TR WE A 5 2y, Bk OENATE EOEZFIHFE OMRGE & FLAOF]
WOREDE DT o 71 AR T3 2 BURF OEENZ B3 2 #a o i s e
AL THEMETH Y, FEICEA TH D24,

BB PR 2 IESEMIRIFIZOW T, EEOMHBEFITIEEDL S Icbn TE T
WDDTEA D D

(3) MR 35 1F 2 kA SRAORCHS
(i) FPERAE D HER

21 7= & 21X, A. van Aaken, “Primary and Secondary Remedies in International Investment Law
and National State Liability: A Functional and Comparative View,” S. W. Schill ed., International
Investment Law and Comparative Public Law (Oxford University Press, 2010), pp.721-754.

2 van Harten, supra note 6 , p.107.

% Ibid., p.109.

24 Jbid., p.107. van Harten | X 1145872 T, HEROEBEHREEHIFT O &\ o 7ol i
&> THRIST 2 Z & 2RET D,
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B BN B T JelBl BRI D 72078 Sam A3 72 ST F BT I\ THIAMEIE D %
IR 2T DMEREZ AT 52 PRI TWD, 72 & 23, FARRD L~riZisn
CTFIRAIE R ERITO A REME 2 B E Loo, BERMEFoFFICHL LT bt
X CARERIHE 24y U7 & L ClL, NykombxfZ k7 ¢ 7 #4425, Enronk} 7 /L€ T
VA6, CMSXE T VR o F U FEEY . Sempraxt 7V E U F U FHE8 Miculakf /b —~
=7 FH29, SaipemKf N T T T L a FUBELZ BT H T ENTE D,

Fro, EBRIFEREM2BHE "M CoNnpl e LTI, RO 2BI22ET 52 LR TE
Do ATA XAV HATH, ENBHITROK THMELN TN D, hraikA
ATA T I N BURF PSR D -5 % A9 % APC AL & DRI HiRE L 72 KN IS
E BRI IR 2 G L7223, SERKG E LR, APC AEAMT o 7o K AFUREIZIZBL O —EB 23
ﬁﬁﬁ?l/f;o LK) L BAEOWTNAREICEEEZ AT 2B L TdnAE L, 25
DIPFERTAN HA N THPEDT O MMEIEIIFRAEICEE T 5 ATAHLO B2 BE
L. itAD&ﬁﬂ AFCRD T APC A DO TR B 2 B SR A ERG R 2 58
L7z, ZHAUZX LT, APC R3O 72 ITHIIE S L7z S v & AMEIED T T EHIT 4 1
WAL D Z & AR T I NG APERFHFTICH 2 2 il U, PERECHIETIE Z Ok 2 &

% Nykomb Synergetics Technology Holding AB v. Latvia, Award of December 16, 2003, Section 5.1.
26 Enron Corporation and Ponderosa Assets, L.P. v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No.
ARB/01/3, Decision on Jurisdiction, January 14, 2004, paras.79-81.

27 CMS Gas Transmission Company v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/8, Award
of May 12, 2005, para.406.

8 Sempra Enerqy International v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/16, Award of September 29,
2007, para.401.

2 Joan Micula, Viorel Micula, S.C. European Food S.A., S.C. Starmill S.R.L. and S.C. Multipack S.R.L
v. Romania, ICSID Case No. ARB/05/20, Decision on Jurisdiction and Admissibility, September
24, 2008, paras.166-168.

30 Saipem S.p.A v. The People’s Republic of Bangladesh (Award), ICSID Case No. ARB/05/7, 30 June
2009. A # U T ND Saipem tid, /N7 T T 2 [HF AR Petrobangla & D OZKINTIES
& [A[E] ;/\/1’ TIA R LD, BRSO E K S ThgrL o7zl BRI LD
(HESES %OMTKE_ﬁZ%%EL B EE ST DR ZGTZ, ZAUSK LT
Petrobangla (3, ICC DFHUHMEDR 5 & LT, MEBEDOHRZGES D Z L 2ROLFAZE
N7 Z7 v 2 FENFHFTICRE L, RN nE2RBA Lz, Za3xi), Saipem g
YT TTVa=A2Y7 BITIZHESWT, ICSID iz i LTz, &, N7 I7 v a
ENEHIFT OIT 2 3HERE R X V= 22— 3 — 7 SFNERIT S 720 | 2405 DT 2T K> THEH
TR Nk &%%@*@ﬂk L OMHEHIWTIC & > THERR ST REZ OHERIAS BIT I L TEIE
(S &7 ERRIE L, ICC #UEDRRIE LI HEBDO SN2 N 7 T T2 212 E T, K
(EEGIEN ﬁﬂiﬂ‘z&ii)w‘\ U 7c BARR) 22 R WA I L& 1 T 523, Chorzow JFHICAID | /X7
77V 2 BT OR YR ABRINVTEREN TN TH S 9 ICCEERMDIHLE MY D,
EWV O EIEDOBMAN S B THIN D & 51 @B ORB ST IIFENITIIN 7T T v a
FEIPNHIRODRZ T ET DEREAL TNIZE W) ZENTE D,

31 ATA Construction, Industrial and Trading Company and The Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (Award),
ICSID Case No. ARB/08/2, May 18, 2010.



D BT S T A SRR D AT, RN AL S T A I IR S A
FoJ 5 B OMEIEOHEIH - TP RGFEZMWIET 2 2 & 2 E LT, FHE&2 =) T,
APCHEITE D TATA#DOEBIAABEIZEET 2 B2 B & T 53 2 & EWNEHIITICHRE L
77

o LEEEEZT, ATAHIZINE L OITAN MLa=a L Z 2 BITICKT 5 &
F9E L T ICSID kI HINLC A 4T > 72, [A] BIT I 2006 45125840 L= 7=, HpA & fE
DOBLENG . 2007 FED INE BRI BIT & OFEEAEMEIZ DUV T O R0 Wt 5
& INTo, MRESEIR, BB K D SR EREE M EIT TR 2. D ATA tHOMER] DULH]
ICU 725 LEL D 2T, WEARKFIZONWTIRO LI ITHR Lz, Thbb, #ok
DJFEANE Chorzow BEHEIZREINTWDH N, AMEIZBWTREEZ - LG DHME— DR
FiX, ATA tLOPIRICHF 2 DHERIDOFIE TH 532, REIZBW T, S B3 FIEE
NEHIFT O FRe 2 FT O 0 | Fz PRI P RE LET 2 E 2 RE L TV DL,
Z 9 LIERRRIL ATA thoMEE~OMHRIZRIET 5 Z L LFFETHDH & L T8, [ffkiE
X, (OEBICET 2 I & U ERNEH T A B HICESEIChIET 52 & (2)ATA
IR DOMEREIZ IS W TR AT O MR A BT 2 Z L 2R LTz,

INE A BPERNBHFHROP I RO EL L TWD LW FENFET D
H DD, PEIET L > TERAEHFHROF LA MELNTHITH 5,

212, Goetz Xt 7 /L PHEMATIL, TV K D ENIEERUE OB IEMEN S A
L0 PEEEIC Lo CHIERBEORIE LR Sz, 7 Dk, 1992 4, —E
PEFENTHEFS DRI LTI L OB 2 R~ i (un régime de zone franche)
kT, EAROERE - IRGEIZHEF T D AFFIMET #1hid, 3% o Bt~ %
HEE L. oRRFEEZ M &N, Lo LAans, 1995 4, KhEaac &> TRt~
il EE 36 A (ARl S 7z, AFFIMET AEORRR D 75% 2 RE T 5 L F— AEE K Goetz
Sl 7y DI L AFENBEERENL, X —=7 1Y BIT FOWAIZY-5L L
T ICSID ff#%& HNL T, fbRra A€ Lz KEMSOBIE L L BEREZ ROz,
SEI, SaBREIE ORI BIT 25T 2T Y 725 & LT 9 2T, 8> FEhfiE
DRI, GBI E R E OBGHE L OWFRnz T o & 517 Pich Ui,

Z OHIIRIE, B SEENC SR OB E T O DENEE Z R IET 20 ORIREL 5
RICEIZBNWTHER B CTh 5 & L THEMIRFTMEZ T T0D, o b, &8k
SCHLE T VA E AR B UIER 5808 L, FE LT B L2 I E T 2 72D ORE FE &
LCHRINTE LT, EERINHORAEITIRIME L TWRWI & ZRiRIC. IWHO
WVEVED B T2 DA & SCHL 5 DI E B IR 2 2 A R EZ AFEIZRD T2 & v
D R A YIS L TV D RUCITEE R MNETH D, MEIEIC LAuX, hEcH

32 [bid., paras.129-131.

3 Ibid, para.131.

34 Antoine Goetz et concorts c. Republique du Burundi, Affaire CIRDI ARB/95/3, 10 fevrier 1999.
% [Ibid., paras.135-136.
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25 4 o HULPICHHESIA N F 7213 RO BUE LS SEHE S L e WA, 7Pl
£ % BIT EM AL T D &y 936,

B DS BELE L 7o BRHIEOEIEO N TN ERINT 22 LRk bz
Jb v DITSR BRI ORI AR IR U7, WSS, SebRfl EERURI AR IZ AFFIMET f23
DB DR & RRHIE ORI E~OFEHAZED D AR Ak L T\ 5,

(i) 7R

7T, — R L7z & 2 AFURIEHE S ORGE 2 0 E 9 5 Il bIAET 5, LG&EX 7T /v
VU F T, TR T T AFUEE R EAL OB T U HIRIR L 7o T A ik
TR BTN L % 2 EE 2 i fE OB LT2 2 L8, KE=T V8 F BIT
ERTH D & UTREREADRNLT 24T - 72, BARO A T2 - 7220064 O hECHIITL,
TR T U PR IEBPERRE ORFEF OBIT LD W< DO FRBITS 5 2 L 20014
12H1H 752003454 H 26 H £ TORGIKAE (necessity) MOV TIZREZ RN
DM, BRRER TRICOVWTEEEZA D 2 L EZEL TWDHY, BFEOIKEICET
SHWNT I T, BN AR, T A BRI D37 D BURFEE 22 B3 5 FARRIRAE 2 54
(CHEILT 5 2 EZIERUTHREET D & O MEIEDRHEIZKD 5 Z & (that the Tribunal
“invite” the Respondent to give formal assurances that it will fully restore the basic
guarantees of the gas regulatory framework by a given date) | Z %R L7238, Z Tkt
L THEEIE, B ADERIFZD S TOH AEE L P — L D0EEFEZ T % (direct) Z
e B9 TAURIRERIE OJFAREIEIZ S T2 &3 539, MEIEIC LE, AT
RSN TS &9 RIERFURIEIE 23880 5 2 &3 BRCIRIBIZ & 2 SLED R 2 HA5K
T HI20IT, SEEFIITE EOREZENE L, HD VT IN O OHEZHTZITE
T, BIEDOIERIRIZ LR S5 Z L2 B%RT 5, MEEZ, 78 Fr OTHITH
LTARYICTHT DI &R LIC, TO XD Z25EHlITTE 720 (The judicial restitution
required in this case would imply modification of the current legal situation by
annulling or enacting legislative and administrative measures that make over the effect
of the legislation in breach. The Tribunal cannot compel Argentina to do so without a
sentiment of undue interference with its sovereignty ) J490& LT, ZHEZHE L TV 5,
FEZ MR RICE O TRUREHECRERIT 265 2 LIZ OV T TR E & OFHb
(22 ENRVOITH LT, REREMETITZ ) LI TREBRIND ZLBH DD,
U EE~DOBE A HH & L TREMMEIZ W TIIERYFIREHE O " REME S 2 I

% [bid., para.137.

37 LG&E International, Inc. v. Argentine Republic (Decision on Liability), ICSID Case No. ARB/02/1
(October 3, 2006).

3 LG&E International, Inc. v. Argentine Republic (Award), ICSID Case No. ARB/02/1 (July 25,
2007), para.81.

% Ibid., para.84.

40 Ibid., para.87.
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BESND ETIUT, TENEZEBRESER 2 EYE LSRRV &) EERE Eo AR
JEHIAME D B S AL0dazane

LG&EHIBrZH1T 5 LRt O S 1, EPNRTEICBES 2 FUREE 2 RIS E
T2 & 2A101F L T LABBAPRPUCI S HIX S FERICB W TURREE 2 M7 5
Z LI HRNIEICR KA E ALY D Z LR HTEOICRD BN E WV I RICH
% EEETRETHAH, MEICRENSRARERG S, KQEEEZGT 2 itk
THAFTHHEENEENS AT IR L TE L 9ffa K < BEIIE, JFREE 2 8
RENRNZ L1E, FEBE LV LTS, RIEHRELZRSL ZLICk-T, BE
FEHFFHHIERIT L U T SZENC ZE L < R 2 AN AET 2358120, FUREIEICR
R CERHENEY) LW EnD Z &b, —Kam e L CRIREIE D TREME 2 5 7E L
2o, R FRICAN U CFARIEIEICN 2 CaERREE 2 4y U7 fhiplind BT b fith
LIV ONFIET B, ZFNHIET 9 LEBEIZESS LD TH D,

ML, X FERLNITHEEZ KT 28MESX20CH D5, MHFRTL
(ZEIETT D AlIX 22y —EOMARIBNIIAAE LIF X 9, LG&EFFHIZIH W CTHIED R D
STV IZHEIL, AKBEEEHIES R T Lo T LB F o ORFERIEZ X 25
RABRZ Db OIZBRT 2, FRORRAZMEL LIZCMSK T VB F o FfhIcEs
WTh, TIVE U F ATk U TRF LN AAAE L TN o BRI ke A O 1R TE & i
T5ZEiE TF -7 < FEBLFER (utterly unrealistic) | 2T 5 & L CHUREIE IR 2T
EEBE S ME SN TS, Occidentalxf =7 7 KAVFEADOMPEIEX, EHILEITVO.
boWEartyva VOBEELITLERFICH L TENL ORMEIZMT D Z L ITR
Bt e FHIC B T= 0 152 & T 28, FHE A EET 2EA Ly v a v OmEHET,
FIREWUCET 2O TH D, HELEO R NVF—EROEBUR D 2 HEIZOWT
I, JFRIENE Tidie < S8EEE TR D 2 L3, WEZOMERN 2 (R#ET D LB L&
G2 ANENHEORKREGRAEET DHERORONT L AZEBTH LN H4, Zhh
XEZREEORBFBR O RBOBAED DAL NI AEE I D D 7 — A 725 I I E RS
IR & OFEfA A e B S BT SN DB H 5, BEUMBIZES TLV—~ =7 2T
S T AR B A FELRARL S R DB IEIC O W T, AT = —F o ARG F ) H 2k O s H
DIETE % 555k L CTICSIDIZh# & B L7 T 7=Miculakf /b——~ =7 HfE Tl hEEI3E
BEMEHIWTIC W T, FUREIE 2 R T D4R B HCH D 2 & iR U722, Sl

4 5. Hindelang, “Restitution and Compensation: Reconstructing the Relationship in Investment
Treaty Law,” R. Hofmann and C.J. Tams ed., International Investment Law and General
International Law: From Clinical Isolation to Systemic Integration? (Nomos, 2011), p.181.

42 CMS v. Argentina, supra note 27, para.406.

4 Occidental Petroleum Corporation & Occidental Exploration and Production Company v. The
Republic of Ecuador (Decision on Provisional Measures), ICSID Case No.ARB/06/11, August 17,
2007, para.84.

4 Ibid., para.85.
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IZB W TS E R ME TV D45, REHIIIAR S TW WO THEHITTI AR
THDHN, AMECTHBEE - T REIFEUMBIZ Y 7> TRBEAVLE L SNTZHDOTH
STz, HIBINAEIZ K > TFXEUDIERFEER 2T 6152 & LT, EURKREFHIC
MLUTERBFHAITOBREA R L TW4Z LD b, S8 EHE OHRICY 7~ - TIZEU
MEEWIEFEREAZAEL LW ERBEINT-EEZDOND,

EZFMFERICH U TREMRIZBO THUREIEEDZEO 5T < W OlE, g NZE
(B4 E 20D 2 & A A E R DR FIR LR AR R AR - BRESHLH & W o 7ok 2 22 [E SR
WIS R EERITL DD Z LK LT, HEFOFEN —REZ ORI EOFIEIC
EEFEDLNPLTHD, VDT, BN ANDHIERIFNCEE D 555 TlidZe < | #EHLE
OREFEZ Db DOIZERT 2 HE A M L T 2856101, RSO 2 ICEEARE L O
FIFIN T INDAREENEWEZZ bND, FREIEEZGT 52 LT EHELET L L0
DAL, 19HACH EHEES Z AR E T2 b DO THh o TREIN D& L) FRIC
T—BHLN, [FHEEZETD] EVWIFETREIN TV OIEENRBEIL. ERRIC
EH D LEDMNNZ ERDbID,

4. BDHUVIZ

GH) EDORHIIRA 2R EIE X FRICEN LR 26T 2R A2 H 9 5, BUIR T,
HINE N B AR N8R & 35 KT D B8 2 083, FURIBIE 2355k S = plicks VTt
T HRNLENC & o THM 2 KT H AT 57200 E FEICEE L CTrl a3
Wi TETWD, bod b, hlnde HEE OER A8 L7z R EOHfE k) e S
LTV WBRRIZ IS W T, PEIER Z D RIS HOWTHEICZ S Wi 2 T3 L IXR 5 72
VY, Micula xf/v—~=7F{HZB VT EU NERBROEEZ RO Z 6, KESR
AT HDET IV BIT BeEEEICHELREL TWD 2 b, ) LIEROBNEE
ZHIEMTELED,

fini T, HEZAFEICIBIT 5 FEM 2 BOREZFICK LT, BEEORHEL X 5 D
TR, BERENEELZ R ET 20700 ThS a2 0BT 5l fett 2%+ 2 & ix, F
FEOMWEIZL > TUIRHEHTH D,

3(I) THER L7= L 512, BADKRE L TV AIAILIE, BiFESERICIREL TN H O
HHEL, BEEFEIZOWTOHRENR B FELR2NSD b H LM, U EaE 2T,
IR D FIREME A B & oo MR H AU SEEHEIC L - TRET 2RI 2 [HF
IZHERT 5 HAR= 2 R —/VEPAD2S10H DO HLE D@ U 72 D TlX7enWiE A 5

$ 2013412 A 11 HITHKI 28 5 T4 N DRHEZ g 2 Rl T S,

46 L.E. Peterson, “European Commission Moves to Intervene in another ICSID Arbitration,
Micula v. Romania: A Dispute Hinging on Withdrawal of Investment Incentives by Romania,”
International Arbitration Reporter, 2009, vol.2, No.8.

47 Wilde and Sabahi, supra note 3, pp.1060-1061.
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o ABEOUADKERIZ G 7o > T, [FHEZ S-S ICBOFRIE 25T 5 2 & BECRIIC
EFELWEEZOBND,

B AR TIZERY Lo loh ] BEREIZRB T 5Z1EDIZHONTHA R OB
DREER B 5, ICSIDFKIA7HRIL, MEIEDN THF LV MELRDD L E1E, F4FE
FHOHERZRET D7 DITHL N H X EREHE (provisional measures for the
preservation of its rights) Z #1592 Z L 23 T& %5 | F %, UNCITRALBIHI265:13H 1,
BRAMR T2 2L A LEBTHEELZEE L DD WIIMMEFHREET 217820 L
HOHWNITORNZ & RKEHROGIYE TR L RDMELZHERFT 5 2 & MFiRRIC
ET LM ERET D EENLRDOIREHEEZMT LI ENTELFEZED TN D,
INETICHEBRICT SN EFEMTICBNTH, BleOMEEDEILDS, [EPNEH
FREOE LS, EPNHROAGE - PATOR LSRN M DT D, AR TITBERETE

8 L ANPETHEC LY @ORRICREONLPBEeE LT 2 & SRESENEMLS 5
SMELN T8 O BIRZ 10% I ZHIIRS D FE 2 flE Le 2 & & BIT #ERKE LT, Y7 ARER
5 7% UNCITRAL BHNZH] > THINL T 2AT - 72 Pauchok 13735 > T LS O B EHTE A5 C
(3, T FMTHK L TARZHWTE TORM, FblOBINE 2 5 2 & TR ACx L Tide s
NS DORES| EFCEEDINS 2ATHOT | —EH A T A7 0 —#EIC AN D RITIRAE 2 12
T D03 %1T 9 Z LM B ATz, Sergei Pauchok, CJSC Golden East Company and CJSC
Vostokneftegaz Company v. The Government of Mongolia (Order on Interim Measures), 2 September
2008. [AI#RIC, =2 7 RADEBIEIC Lo TRAEZ BT, 382700 /7 R/V%& Kb o 7a T auidiine
RAPEFEDEPEZINT 5 & Liclzd, FIETHEZE L Tz 7 7 » 2 A l{E % Perenco #73,
7T A= T RV BIT (23S T ICSID h#k(Z IS T 21T > 72 Perenco %2 77 KL
([ZFBV T, Perenco FHIFALRDFERFH L L CTHIREIE CAMBAFEDIRKIE Y Offfke) 2 KDT
WIZS AMEGEITE ED BN S NAUZ Z AR WREIC /25 & LT, =27 7 FWSH LT, diEik
(ZEEADWIZIBLOER - B 21T DR & BRO— AR Z2{TblenZ L% am U,
Perenco Ecuador Ltd. v. The Republic of Ecuador and Empresa Estatal Petroleos del Ecuador
(Petroecuador) (Decision on Provisional Measures), 8 May 2009, ICSID Case No. ARB/08/6.
49 Quiborax X7 %A U BT FETIEH, KMESICE - TALOIEa By v a VR YITHK
FEEINLERTHHILAN, FY =RV 7 BIT IZHS & SERHE A KD TICSID (THINLT
AT o T, HSLTRRICHUBE, SCERIET OREEIC L 2 BRE OFFEF DN SE B3 Thh iz
O MMEIEL, TN TRE LR ZFET 28 Y ©7 OEMELHE L >0, AFFFEITH
SENDMEZ ] LSETIZRER & L TTON TV D LRE L EZEBFRERHADHERZ A5 2
CIFHRTH DN, 26 OHERITERMIITIESE | FloMEE B LI COMR LG TR A
DR 2 BEH L OOATH SN RTIE RSN T L 2GR T 2, £D 5 2 T, JFEFHORATIE
ICSID FHENZB T DAEANTEE AL RIES 2000, WA OBR LM S 72012 ICSID Tz
HFI DL LT, METFHART T 5L TOM, BREICHToMEFHiziz by L2R) B
TR L CRD 2B e E % T L7z, Quiborax S.A., Non Metallic Minerals S.A. and Allan
Fosk Kaplin v. Bolvia (Decision on Provisional Measures), 26 February 2010, ICSID Case No.
ARB/06/2, paras.121, 123, 148.
50 Chevron #EiZ £ 5 A iHBASE I A O BRETE 2 T3k L CERDIRE LZilcB N T, =77
RAVECHIFTAS 180 & KAV OEGFE A % H L7z, Kk==2 7 KV BIT IZ5-5 T UNCITRAL fh#k
Z B LILT T /e Chevron fhid, [FFHIROAGE « BUTZ ATREZR & B 5 FEUC L » TEMS T
BT DZ & LV DTHIREZFITAIREL 35 & ) 2 1Th R WiiEZ L 52 L (in
particular, without prejudice to the generality of the foregoing, such measures to preclude any
certification by the Respondent that would cause the said judgments to be enforceable against

the First Claimant) 2527 7 RKVIZMT D Z MO R ETEHELZ R L. MMEEX 2 EICh
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KRB ESND Z ENERENCSZ VA BERE IO TIZELL D E OHIE DS S5
RENG BESNNT R TIEHNERHFEOIE L mE b D Z L2520,
FEIPNATEUC & > TOFREMREITRE VW, FRTTEFRRICES WD THUTE LD RO bivd
eI, FEMEE L L CHEARRBELRT 272D 0RO NE (TTBEHMAFRIE2S
R2H) W, HBEMRL L TAEO@ALICER R EL B I T2 (545 B
HTHY  HRMEEE TOREDARGR LA OEBIT LD 72 b SNDRE L DL
BROWMIEL 2> TV L RPRFRE LIRS, ZOR, UNCITRALBIAITIE,
TEFEE 255K T DM AR THRDPRBO b2 GBI 72 vl REME &K OV RIE AR 72 H %
ADBRMEITINA T, YEBEENESRYEE DR LEEFZ RIEICHEZ D

(substantially outweighs) Z & Z/ "9 Z & 2% kL LTS (265:3%H (), €9 LT
FBUE D372 W ICSIDIFE T b AR D ZAED R D D Dy, L& bR e T
D FERWERLR & vy o T B ERTE S O B AR S BRI IR A3 22 1 U3k
HSLEDENAE~OBRLEITEE S RN D0 LW o T AT DN TIA R ORRE O
VERH A 9,

7o D EEREICET 2 HEHIRICB N T I ERAE LT\ 5, Chevron Corporation (U.S.A.) and
TEXACO Petroleum Company (U.S.A.) v. The Republic of Ecuador (First Interim Award on Interim
Measures), 25 January 2012; (Second Interim Award on Interim Measures), 16 February 2012.
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