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Abstract: The arbitration has been used more widely in today’ s
international investment disputes. Comparing with the traditional

commercial arbitration, the investment treaty arbitration reflects a kind of

« B, FERFBCEFHRHAN, LABERFEARES L HIAETE, TENTET £,
B R R,



2 etk (5 90 #t)

“artificial consensus” . On the basic of analyzing the theoretical basis of
investment treaty arbitration jurisdiction, arbitration objections can be
divided into two categories. Combining with an instance of the jurisdiction
of the court and the possibility of acceptance of the arbitration tribunal,
the arbitration tribunal should make a review of arbitration objection
deliberately, to prevent the expansion of the jurisdiction.
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Arbitration objection
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R E G Frmfg i A 2 . B G ER S ARSI (UNCTAD) 2013
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ST AMEBCGEE B AR T URIE RO AR L AR B Y BT AR AL, f“
AT AN HAERR, B8 e/ JuHER, SARERSEE -
FRCE [F) B R 2R 20 R 253K 1 BIT 3B A0 B, aX 4k BIT W - 40 E 898 4 35 i R
T E R ) E PR PR A U AR B E BUR R AR, ABER R R AR E
PR RA2RIE I, I RBER R A MBI A 5K KBS M1k
S, MPEBERAUIRE T S F AN, JF2ERKEBEAL LN, X
PR E M AR AR Fik, MPRER S EEETSHEA
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@ UNCTAD, World Investment Report 2013, http: //unctad. org/en/PublicationsLibrary/wir2013
overview_ en. pdf, /577 &F0E . 2013 510 A 12 8,

@ [#] F#&F FTHF: (AFBFFFBEESER (F4m - EREFHE)), H—%,
R#RF, AT KF kA 2005 ik, F 266 7 .
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HAE AR S BN EE O B iaA FHOCEMARK AN, S 5MEE, X
96 YA R 50 T AN 2 A2 SR 2 F i 0 f e U, TR SRR L R
HRFIENLHSE . H AT B9 A 20 A 78 v T 9 R AL A B B8 B IRAL . R FF
FERR A RENE . — A St . BB A — Bk DL R AR A R A ol ] i
S R S L e o Rt BUl s LN EE R LS W RIS v e S AP i DR A
KPR P AR OL 5 R 1 4 24 [ B 54 i R AR ) 22 86 [ O 1 400 T4
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| 1ICSID fAEATT T Jm AL sE AL, 75— T M5 AU o) — 4R 20 [ Y [ R
TREREAE, B N AR T AR A R R, RIS AL
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(@ Daniel M. Price, Chapter 11 — Private Party vs. Government, Investor-State Dispute Settlement :
Frankenstein or Safety Valve? , Canada-United States Law Journal, Vol.26 (2000), p. 112.

@ Stephan W. Schill, Crafting the international economic order : the public function of investment treaty
arbitration and its significance for the role of the arbitrator, Leiden Journal of International Law, Vol. 23 (2)
2010, p.411.
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BORZS ], S AR B AN AS i e e 1 4858 2 3 R B 1 0 A AU A7 fd
BRI, R TR R [0 42 52 frh Bk R 0L ] B 3 24 on 7™ A% ) BR 6
— 7 WX S0 v AT — B B IRIRW”, O ) AR AL AT 22
B, ABRAGIEEE; H5— T, ATk Ak B N B AR e 52 ) AT R K
BURRAIE [ 28 % 2 75 B BAREOR . a3k M R4 45 BIT B2 A1 “ b
PSR . “BEREHMFEE" . HREEBEREN SHTAAKEIHE .V &
WARAMET " WRIERXU & B 2 B EROBEERIA B
XA —F LG A AL B R B b, ZRGE E K R E AR,
I BA T BRI R . AT A PR A SR 1R A R M B £ AL
PR B & BOF A R RN AR A, B L, & EEMER — LRk
B, EEXFBHEEATRR,

(=) BBIRLPPE TR

B RAMPE T PR R L EZEA MR, B R A WA R 32
ATREME R AT F1 0 7 E AR LA 2 75 A A2 BT dF BB TR i, IR
TR R, 5 6 LA R AT (R A BAR S iy, BDSRMFMIER, 32
Ml REE R BORTE P BUE C 2 B A BRI EE TR A P& i DO A3
FELAUR =5 : —RMNF=AERERE, BRG] R T ERES, Bk
BF . BB AR R BOR AR ;52 3] B S 0T DL TE R I K
BORA . FEAR S, BAMRYMBTFFRL; “RMERICRRE,
UNSRAE AR WAL, AL TCAL 2 B BEAH OGS+ A 2R 52 B ] e
FVUSAL, AR A AT REAUOUR B 5 4 v ) o BE, 5 BELAS 25 oy 1 2K )5 14K
SEiAT @ ZRMBRNERE, MR- FRHBEER, MERIEE X
ERFEABUG BRI EMH F A, R —ITREZHE AR,

O BE: (PHRABFHE IR “%2l” RERAFh—=F . mA BITs EF)5E A
Xpth “Eonfk” RHIM), K (BFELEFEFER) 2006 55 14, £H 157,

@ The Mox Plant Case (Irekand v. United Kingdom), Order No.3 of 24 June 2003 by Arbitral
Tribunal Constituted Pursuant to Article 287, and Article 1 of Annex VII, of the United Nations Convention
on the Law of the Sea.
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B T5 X A AR P AT A BT A AU S i F A . Zr LB
g MR R R AL, R R AN ] ) 5 SOKE X 3 e i B 7 7 A R TR
s, Blan, fE—RACGhEFE ML, BEA R LI 6] B F 25 52450 h MR 48 4
AL, BRI RIE F R I E R AR BOA N B A RIARF & EREM, REA M
BRAFRACGERES o AR AP AR SO ar, DU BB g ), g 454 e ik 1
PR PEIER . (B2, GARARIE EAUGR A RS BA IRIA B4 AU
PRAPR £ X PP A2 BT REHE S, JF AWML A X HZ R B RO

MEPRE MR LR E, XM F I X A RMRHE, Tigih
i, A EREACR UORAN R, — 5 T 2 B R A 26 55 080 8 1 1 S A7
TERIME, 75— 5 B Ji R AE T R LA B P 3 72 Py B0 D0 A BH B A G
SR REVE S HI W AR E. K T iX — g1, 1CSID2006 4F 4 A XfH (&M
W) Sefs 7 —Se BT, RS RAESE 41 &5 (1) THE TEBERRIL ,
EITIRSE 41 ZIGINT S (5) T, SVFeE i DAk s ok Bt Bk = ik
$& (manifestly without legal merit) PR 7Efh#EEFH A H FIL, 4585 6 1
BUE , WR S UCH 8T, PR EE T DL B S R R AR, X — 1 B AR R
“H AT (Preliminary Objection) 27", ZEH AR, MKHE (AN 2
41 2855 (5) TR IM B WGk = e AR R B S AT LU AR T R I 2%
UK SZ AT REME R I AT RO L. RO X R S SRR (PRl 46 41
FE (1) W ERERCRIUEA BE X BN, 5641 K58 (5) TR
[ PR SE T, TIEE 41 &5 (1) KM RUCERRAPARY; 541 &5 (5)
g T “IEAE Y (expedited procedure) , {EFREMAE “HE" =ik
G R A A PR, B 41 25 (1) TR IEH (AL PR Y . Brandes
EH BRI, F41 K% (5) BUGHE 41 K5 (1) W5 aERE X
FEAL S ULR LAY, RPN RS R R 2

@© [B] 2AAK: (BBRBEAFRICBITLERMEICHTIRAL ZDLE), RIETI
Discussion Paper Series, 2008 — 06, # f# % 47 Bk A2 5 = A % BF http: //www. rieti. go. jp/cn/
publications/summary/08070001. html, /57 F &R 2013 512 A5 8,

@ See Brandes Investment Partners, LP v. Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, ICSID Case No. ARB/
08/3, 53.
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1. B8

SRR GABR AR A RS R, —REAEF P ESME S8/ TAE
KR FnT AR A R . an “ 4R 20— T 54620 5 — Jr B st Z M s A 98 7= 4k
PRI, R ATRE R XU 3 AR AP " @ X Fp AR R “ e
From” HFRARINSE Z RG], RERBRAA TN LSRA TRAS MRE
BERUN RSN, fEE ., R, 3 FE 4R 45 R DA BV SR A A R
X FPEAY

2. R AHFEA

XA — R B A MR R T Rl fl, TEAESLIR M.
fIE VA B 0% & e B AR R A PR A2 o 4N [l AR A1) S 1995 48 BIT 58 JL &+
ME “HA—TT S84 7 — T RGTERE 6 & (BRAME) . BT 5 (EA) .
8 & (AR FAEMSN, WA H HH W — T 3 W RE A 45 mE
HMZHMUANAW, KREEAGHIE, N4EA 55— %A iER, a4
PR B —FpJE L E A BIT o A0 7R 18 X 5 29 55 13 50/

(M UNCTAD, World Investment Report 2013 |, http: //unctad. org/en/PublicationsLibrary/
wir2013overview_ en. pdf, s /537 F&FE . 2013 10 A 12 8,

@ BIT between Japan and Hong Kong Special Administrative Region of China. , http: //unctad. org/
sections/dite/iia/docs/bits/hongkong_ japan. pdf, /&7 Bl BHa. 2013 £ 10 A 12 8, XL R LA
“Any dispute between an investor of one Contracting Party and the other Contracting Party concerning an
investment of the former in the area of the latter shall, as far as possible, be settled amicably through
consultation between the parties to the dispute. ”

@ BIT between Bulgaria and United Kingdom, http: //unctad. org/sections/dite/iia/ docs/bits/uk_
bulgaria. pdf, /&7 Fl 818 . 2013 10 A 13 B, 3& LR XL # “Disputes between an investor of one
Contracting Party and the other Contracting party concerning obligations of the latter under Articles 6
[ compensation for losses |, 7 [ expropreation | and 8 [ transfer of payments ] of this Agreement in relation to an
investment of the former which have not been amicably settled shall after a period of four months from written

notification of a claim be submitted to international arbitration if either party to the dispute so wishes. ”
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RIEEPATBOF AT AR BB T LR SRR RS B A R
FERL, tnseEAIBTAREE 1991 48 BIT 45 VII 5% “ RAZMHBY, #9545 mit4h
A—TJr GEHNH—TTRFEER (a) HRETEHE; (b) HEREFERAMF
a5 (e) WHERAB G E T AT X2 EE .V

3. FAA

VRRURL T OR3P 50 9% 3 DRI /M8 05 1% 30 i mT B A2 3 (19 40 3 5 A 2 IR AR
T SXFPEBLRE PR3 FARBR E T %3, IF H— M Wi oh B B2
YERIBAR R PP SR BUFE A%, HEBR AR T [ 42 ) 19 E AR A% Z 57l i H A
FIERPEBF 2004 4F EPA 55 76 %55 (1) I “H#WHATLL: (a) BN —H4Y
[ 3 S 5 — B 4 (1) L5538 AR R R i DL B 9 & U PR (b) AR
HE s e 09 5 — 5 46 2 B Ak R 55— O 46 29 B 5 5 — 38 4 i L 55
i BZ Al 5 R A P @

bR, BV RAN TR MW LW S mT BAEFH,
H BT &A%, & B BUFBOR L35 DA RS E M E X R TT ZE 4 H
N AR OUAFE R s SE A . R RS ZRIMTE ™ A 0 B A o o 1 B0 £
ICSID A 2h, A2 “ etk Fom” ARVEHWIHHE SC, MR i@ i 2 [\ &
AT M N EE, MRS HEIE s 2R

@ BIT between Armenia and Argentina. http: //unctad. org/sections/dite/iia/docs/bits/armenia_
argentina. pdf, /G737 B 8. 2013 # 10 A 15 B, 3% LR XA “For purposes of this Article, an
investment dispute is a dispute between a Party and a national or company of the other Party arising out of or
relating to (a) an investment agreement between that Party and such national or company; (b) an
investment authorization granted by that Partys foreign investment authority (if any such authorization exists)
to such national or company; or (c¢) an alleged breach of any right conferred or created by this Treaty with
respect to an investment. ”

@ AGREEMENT BETWEEN JAPAN AND THE UNITED MEXICAN STATES FOR THE
STRENGTHENING OF THE ECONOMIC PARTNESHIP. http: //www. mexicotradeandinvestment. com/
agreement. html, & /577 9 & /&) : 2013 510 A 17 B, ¥ LR XL H: “An investor of a Party: (a) on its
own behalf, may submit to arbitration under this Section a claim that the other Party has breached an
obligation under Section 1 and that the investor has incurred loss or damage by reason of, or arising out of
that breach; and (b) on behalf of an enterprise of the other Party that is a legal person that the investor owns
or controls directly or indirectly, may submit to arbitration under this Section a claim that the other Party has
breached an obligation under Section 1 and that the enterprise has incurred loss or damages by reason of, or

arising out of, that breach. ”
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RGH AR BE Uh AE — M R A U g i FH Y “ B RISE D fE B 25, an
Maffezini YxPGBEA 5 iV R B AEACERE (1) B AR L2 FN PG BE A BIT 58 2 2558 2 Tigh
P AENE AR A AR R BURE A Y E” O HRERME B RbR
W BRI — S EEAEED CRIRAERT . WU R E,
W — AR AR BT S A A S SE A B B RXE ST, U
B SRR Y — Y F ARV AW 8T R G, Mo 3 ALE 5 B
[F1] PN 7S s 3RS R R XX — S SE A E] . BTLA, 4R BIT AR R4 7R 18
FEBUM S T3 —1728, BIT AU AT A0 H 3 1 1 5 530 R 18 [ A
XF I SRR RO S, iU A= AT AR AT LUAE R BIT AR50, B 4%
REE VSR, FFE6 “WHEARAE” . MARTE RS BOR T, Maffezini I PG HEF
R, PEHEF BURA A S F S )& A 7 1989 4F ~ 1991 4R, Tiii BT AR EE Al
PEBESF (4 BIT J& 1992 4EZ1T MY, PRI 1CSID (45 EEALAR 5 08 @b BBz A
K, FFESEE R (natural sequence of events that leads to a dispute) JfAE4+
WA S, ROZMRYE R > N HE T2 52 A B 42 L 9 i SRR 2 T BIT i
FHTG R vl By “ iR AERTE” . BT, INEARR kAR E
F 1994 4, B[] TP HES 57

R MBI IE A — R E ST BTl KK FIL, WAE Mondev
International Ltd v. United States {f 3 2 f, & K ®tdb o6 4 ) & M2 &
Mondev1978 4F 5 -4l i BUM & 1T HF A B2, A2, Mondev 7£ 1989 4E 1 /]
1 HATA B O AR S R EeAL . HR T BURNE4E 8 24, B o #A4
IR R RARKL E R T AT, B E AR 2 L IF R W 52 b S
(R YT ) Be b s . 1992 4E 3 H Mondev [i] %% ZE M B B i, 45545 U 1
TBUF B R R RA Y T RA LR, B2 DH5EEM R =%,
BEOA R TT BUM IR E Y, TR LW EIF R RS, W ELH AL

(D  Emilio Agustin Maffezini and The Kingdom of Spain, Decision of the Tribunal on Objections to
Jurisdiction, January 25, 2000, ICSID Case No. ARB/97/7, paras. 90 —98.

@ Emilio Agustin Maffezini and The Kingdom of Spain, Decision of the Tribunal on Objections to
Jurisdiction, January 25, 2000, ICSID Case No. ARB/97/7, paras. 38 —64.

@ Emilio Agustin Maffezini and The Kingdom of Spain, Decision of the Tribunal on Objections to
Jurisdiction, January 25, 2000, ICSID Case No. ARB/97/7, paras. 96 —98.
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J M, R EEE M ZAZBUT A IE R A B RPN T, Mondev X it
SER R, 7E 1999 4E4K NAFTA 25 11 S R i, EREEER T
NAFTA 25 1102 2 ERFFE X5, 55 1105 FRARPrfERFEFLE 1110 FIEY &
o MEREET 2002 4 10 AMEH P, AA Mondev () F5K H H A & T4 1105
S50 5k AT AR A bk, TG Tk SOAR 1102 A58 1110 Zf) E5kE A A7
NAFTA A3 di, B NAFTA JEREABH N, SMRETE RO ik
P, ERAT RN X B A A FRE e AT A Re et AT R o T B
HIFT AR E I — MR AT R, AT R R AW R EE ST h A
A et iE], B Ak S A AE . ORI T BURF I URSR, R ERE R RA
R, A ARE B AEAAVER A RS, WO FLVEHE.? Kbk
T RRFFEE B R BOR RF M X 5], X — S H (B R E PR LT
MM TR AR 14 & (3B LS HFERTR] M IESE) thAg friksl @

M., #HRFHMPRAZEAREMERWY

(—) AR “HaithesRx” rEH

BIT rp—f 2 25 8% AR E [ 2 (] 7= A W s, B 25t A&
SO R AS R R A . X R AT E TR 2 E —Bembalan 3 N 2
12 D H AT, B AN ESOIRE “FBURAER" . BT 2A# X
X B E R SR WIE " (waiting period) 87 “ A HIEFE”  (cooling-off
period) o 4 XX AN AR BE FHTE S 55 A AR AR, — R ULE0A R Z BT LUAE
HXIMLE 2R 1 AR 0005 3 N A 4 0 A S i e 4 i, (EX Y

(M DODGE, WILLIAM S. and EDITED BY CARON, DAVID D. INTERNATIONAL DECISION.
Loewen Group, Inc. v. United States. ICSID Case No. ARB (AF) /98/3. 42 ILM 811 (2003) .
NAFTA Chapter 11 Arbitral Tribunal, June 26, 2003. Mondev International Ltd. v. United States. ICSID
Case No. ARB (AF) /99/2. 42 ILM 85 (2003) .. NAFTA Chapter 11 Arbitral Tribunal, October 11,
2002 [J] . The American Journal International Law, 2004, 98: 159 —163.

2 Mondev International Ltd. v. United States of America, Award, October 11, 2002, ARB ( AF) /
99/2, para. 58 —75.

@ J. Crawford, The International Law Commission’ s Articles on State Responsibility: Introduction,
Text and Commentaries, University Press, Cambridge, 2002, pp. 135 - 140.

@ Ch. Schreuer, Travelling the BIT Route: Of Waiting Periods, Umbrella Clause and Folks in the
Road, Journal of World Investment & Trade, vol. 5 (2004), pp.238 —239.



10 Jessps (58 90 §)

e—WRRFAE, HIEMARE R “IRRTE" . WU B B A P S 1
IR, XPFFIEASHAMER, 1 “Lauder £, fEIZEY, EEESMEK
Lauder 754 5 201 H 89 1958 Al PR 3 e R B i 18 B 2k 25 R R B AL,
PETT 3 Lauder (W 3245 . Lauder B 4% 36 [ 20 R LARA B9 3 B 4K 48
(EEAMFET BIT) $EME . $ERBURFLAMPEE R BIT 55 6 458 3 HiflE “%
BWERASG 6 ANA” MFRTHNE 2300 B i MEEEIN R, BAREA L
HHTPIE R, (HREXAFFI ARG FPEE TSR &R H H YL
ISR U5 TEPER AT A i RT IAL2:  (allow the parties to enter into good-faith
negotiation before initiating arbitration) , MFEASZE I I%A TFHEZRAHE A PR
B, AR 6 DA MInE 2 TCE L, AR TR0 & B AR 55—
FREAIA , HNSRBADA E B0 R 125 110 B8 R gt R 2 i A3 SR 3K HE 52 55 b IR A4
ZHREX, AR TEURUFEL BAE B E I E S —FFB. BHIAN
“HATPNE R NASE BRSO RTEE N, AR A SRIAH g —1
WRXEM, RGRIEE N P EE A PGER A DA DB Z —, NZ5A W
T HEANAT R, FEH, PFUTH AR SR A LA .

() AR S MHRET” PR

PR Y RF I — o8 4 N (B RN, BASE) 23 HrE
WA EAT IEEFRE, ERA T E A M 17 B0 &) 5800 F Bz ar,
EFEEAGRIE T AN SR, B Bt 2 2 th AN B 32 3 L4 i [ PR A2 R 1
HENETERABANRFETERERT, &RiEEGEbEEUE T EEEW
SMSEORAFRL, 1965 4E (HERRWIAZY) 55 26 SR HlE . 424 [E W] LABR HR Y
& FATBE RN AN RO g, AR R AR A A A A PR — A R
(ELRAZ AR 7 149 FHSS 224 b SR R D) AN [ 7 20 46 ik b g RS 224 b s D 4
i, R Y BB A R 1R1E ICSID rhuO R B 5, AR 2 A E %
HIEIR S, RA N RIE E ) ER AR E R T, A RE= AR H X
5.2 B (AZ) BT R T A< Bk LA HES 7R 38 Y R o 1Y)
B, 1CSID M EAEREACE A B RE, WRARERE 5 5MNE B 5 & 1T P
P SRR T 28 3R w4 2 ICSID fg gk, TR A SRR s, X

(@ Ronald S. Lauder v. the Czech Republic, Award of September 3, 2000, para. 200.
@ #zar: (BFREZFE), SRR 1997 i, F 457 -458 @,
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FEREAREEBGE TX—RBF LR Rz, WRARE FE A P E
R AR A X EOR, R R A AR 24 3t Rt 2 W B fp R B AT R AR X
e, CAZD) 5526 S0 28 SO BA A AR 224 RO ) 7 [ P45t B 4 i
ey BBl , AR Y R R SR B AT 2 B L AR R R A, FER R
BEPURT, ARIUT 29 5E A R YR sr, IR A AR [ UM 7R 4 R 5T
I PR PR AT UEA T 2 MR JE AT il B, 7RI 205 B Je TR S HUBsT Y
0L T R R B R PR AP R, 27 BR A AR T 1 A R 2 Bt
FIRUR 7 XF S TR U A TR WL A, 18T T 55 22 3 R >4 i BB B9 AR 2R
AT EARRLFE, BRAEARE E B # R R e, R RER . W
“ USSRt B i A0k T B 7E BRAE 3 [ 5 Rl vk A B[R] i SUAS 2 % 4h
KALGE LAY BT LAERIT RUA B BT U E I, BExE R Y BB AR
WIRRLRE , X T B R 522 4 0 o R 28 % ) i AR 4P 0 R Y b e, ansa 5
BOR . BORPRUE . R aRKL S LA R mIvR A B 555 X T R LG R G B BUR 9
AT AT R A SO LA TR 29 1 U R R FORM B, A R AE R
LR AR ok, T LUK FR S BT A Hh R

H,.H &

W5 TR B 22 1 XU 8 4 o R 1 IR O AR A PRI B, R MR B
PR T T 2FAMA . AR ETE BIT b3 5G [R] B0OR #5942 32 [ B fh 32
e, BT T HREEBERM MRS R, ERNAREEFEFZHHEE
FHOX A PEALE A E —E RS, AR R SR Rk e IR B RBCR
Ao FEUMBERAUNY K. RIARER TREMROFNEAEER XL,
TR E 75 FET- 43 9% 3 1) RABOR LR 4 R A 2 0 1 2 AT 1 249 1 o7 8 L b Xof
FUGHATH AL, AR XS] BB A YT A R, ST LA BT,
AR D S R A A S USORN 52 38 AT BB S IO A A T B R H AR Y 52
Mo iX— 7 ICSID %6 41 2% 2006 AR E S h B SR, %48 1 52 B X 51
THERERSRCMEL TR Z 8 E 4" (a claim is manifestly without
merit) SNHIRERFI . BRIZBIERIFBAXMNMAELE T = REIE
YPE" FEHRUEET, BN TE R H AT AP S BOR R T BT ) B
YA B AR A B i R e i — R AR AT LB X — 2%, &R 1)
PhESE R AN S8 X — 5, (HAFAREE ST
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s AEME
2012 F (ERRA2MRAN) 2HFIANGFAMEAEE T

HEmmtE, REMEFRAMRARAABFRET RE, AAH
MR H ., AERPFEELENENER, EZHRAER
REHFRABNEIRAEAERERFPREFEERA. KE
F R RCH B A Bk T I U A R R e R A
JEE R A W B M A A R AP R R R RIE Y AR R,

e X
(EFRE2ERAN); RAME; Er#EE

Abstract: The International Chamber of Commerce recently
introduced the Rules of Emergency Arbitrator into its revised rules of
arbitration. The brand-new regulation is effective in guaranteeing interim
remedies prior to the establishment of the tribunals, which has

demonstrated the pursuit of balanced power and equal protection. The

« HMER, PLRKFEFFE, BRKXFEFME, FEPIRFEFHIMAL, FHER
R BRMA BT LKRFEFIRIRHAL, P HAA B P L K F ik F R IR K A6
A £,
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Rules of Emergency Arbitrator has been one of the mainstream rules in
international commercial arbitration. The lack of emergency arbitration
in China needs to be addressed by establishing pre-arbitrational interim
measures system and authorizing the tribunals to grant interim measures.

Key Words: ICC Arbitration Rules; Emergency arbitrator; Interim

measures
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