V BHEFTEE (FUILIKE)

[ZL&HIZ

Bk b, hohEFERE, HFUEEMOARICL VT T 5, AV Y —X 0355 L
LTWBDIHRE% Alk%l&%%&@ﬁfébé\%f%b LT=RoT, ZO%E
DOIFEABIIEZR L BEFZ L OB THRILT b0 TH S, ik, EHFE - HEFMOMhEE
BlE, BEFPEEZAE LR 0 RRTEREEAE S Z LI K> THOLT 200
HEThoT-,

L, BEFRICE T, FEEZAEE OTNIELS AP E W AT, BT L
EFZ2 b OTIHRY, ZHE 6, WEFRBEFK BN LHET 25512, MEREEEZEZD
HZEEEFRICZITANIEDLZENTEXD LIFRLARW, EGIEEZE 2 LTk T
DA TH-TH, MEEN FRNOERE Bz A LRy L M &iXEAN
B EOMER LD, BEZANEIC L DENNAZRET XD L9570 061F, Ptz =
LE<M£#%D\%ﬂ%xfﬂhéﬁékbmé%’”ﬁ#ugkﬁé iz, =
Ze At & 3 A i CREEZE D TR L2 & LT, MBI o &GRS TICIXENERIFT O
BIGNME L7205, Lvh, BROZ LB bEES Alﬂﬁ?%%<%ﬁ¢é@iﬁl
NTHY | (TEHIW OARGEHIT 2 &2 NE O EWNBHIPT RS &5 21572 < 72 5 lhetk
IEE,

ZOE DRI A UGE L, TEZANE & REFE L0 K0 RERIGTIBW THERFRE
BITTHZENTED LT HT-DIT, 1965 FITEEMFHEISAK (ICSIDSSK) o3t
REITOA =TT 4 TICE 0 ER S, ZORMIC L 0 HEHPMRERE v 2 —
(ICSID) 2FRALE 47z, ICSIDf# CldE = AEEWNEOIENERE b EHN T 5 2 & 23
T&5 g B Rk, @ﬁ#ﬁ@% 3R EDOFBE THD (53454 %) 72, ICSID
IR EZ AEENEDOZEHIC %@%&Hé:km&< BEFIZE > TUTZ bW
TEFLWHETH D, %o&%lwm@ﬁ%ﬂmﬁét iE, REFEFEE L BE
ZNEENICSIDFF DY HETHH Z LITMA T, FHEFK - %ﬁ AIW;&QW%%
ICSIDfF#EIZ THLERT 5 B OAEBENFE LT UL 7e e 5415, SEFNEES
l&ﬁ##é%ﬁ@¢;&90{@@&%&@6@&%@%?<@@ﬁgfﬁw el S
£ﬁ¢@@ﬁ*ﬁ_ﬁow1mﬂDL@ﬁﬂ$bif6ﬂtmﬂ@9f&éz_&#E%
T 5,

U RS ERE OB Tl D LT D TR0 R i A 7R T B AR 2 1 L3720, Texaco
Calasiatic c. Libye, sentence, 19 janvier 1977, Journal du droit international, 1977, p. 350, p. 357, par. 35; Channel
Tunnel Group Ltd. & France-Manche S.A. ¢. UK & France sentence partielle, le 30 janvier 2007, par. 92. L%, 4%

Da—n bR, BERAE (L) D3 HRERE R & [ERRE O LB TV Th 5,
2 Emmanuel Gaillard, La jurisprudence du CIRDI, Paris, Pedone, 2004, p. 3 ® 2 7 %[,
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ZOX D RPUTEMO E B F 258 E BT 5 LDl AAPLV. SriLankaTH -7z,

ZOFRTBNT, BEFR EEep 1L, x)7/ﬁk@£ﬁ TiE7e<, AU AN
A XU R LR L Qs T EREE S (Bilateral Investment Treaty : BIT) ZARHLZfPEAE
OEEEMEZ TR L, (EEIIZOTEEZRBOZOTH S 3, /bbb, BITIZ, HHFEDO—
L GEFrSREEEELET D) HEFRE OMIAE UL RERGHIICSIDHEOfPERIC X v sk
T5EVIHENEINDIGA, BITYHEIILYFETHD Z LIk 0 FRNhEREDE
BEREIZ[RIE L CWD E A7 SHL, 2D, EFhSEEEELET2) EERIIMER L E VD
TANZ LD PEIEDOEEEREICRIE L L Ao S, RifflZEH 5 Z O ZHORIEIZ L0 ik
ABEDHLT D, CHETLIZE L EZLNDDTH D, ZOHWHIFROER ZHED 4,
AMT V. ZairelZF\ T Z DO TOMEA B DRSLAFRINZERD HIVAHIZED ° (AAPLHff:
THEHAY J ¥ A BRIEOEEENE RG> TH LT, BEMEORILG > X 3R #RITR ST T anoT)
1990 A% -0 & DI Pk DIEFEHIE NN D728 > 72,

ZO LD R THEIEOEEEENRD HNLD Z Lid, BEFRICL > TExbO THFNIE
M35, BEZAEEZRERHERET DRI EGTEZEL 2 ARES Tlde, £LT
ICSIDfF#ELEAZE L Z &1, KIEERW OB L FEEZ TRITIUIREECH S, Ll
B L BEZANE & DM I TUHET 2 BED 5K (SHERSENLE D,
International Investment Agreement: 1A & #53%) & & FEFEE N FE S AR &R LT

HUE, BEEFIL, B ORREZAE &R U723 ih# L N 2K &b banizzh
THRKEANRNEZICEH LT Th-Th) . FRT RO EFREICRILZ & L2 FIHT 5
ZENTELDTH D, WEHFEBEENZD X 5 RUNADSHETRIFIUTL, BEZ AFEL
ZD X RNAZFEE L QOB EICFREEIED . TREBE L TREEITZIEL VG,

722U, MENADIERSGEENRER - & AEMICAEL D [ZomEIcESE 526
hé%ﬁ#ﬁiéhk:&%ﬁmk?éjﬁ%%mﬂD FOMEE TS 5 L ED TN D

e (Bl AR R E 15 %15 . REFR - HKEAEROZMICET oHhHT. £ht
@%@kdeMA@mwéﬁ%%ﬁiﬁwﬁ%&ﬁgﬁw b HAH N, BRNER AR
22 NE T4 FIRHC HAD & 2O SIADER 4 ST 25 A2 1T, EFITY
FZNADOK P B TR AT 2 Z LN TE 50, ZRRERDELIZNAEKIZ /5 & 13
SRITITE 2720,

13 EERERIZ DWW THFHICHADED D FHAFIHTE DL L HITT D HEFBEZH

AAPL v. Sri Lanka, ICSID ARB/87/3, Final Award, 27 June 1990, ICSID Rev.-FILJ, vol. 6, 1991, p. 526, pp. 527-528,
paras. 1-5.

Geneviéve Burdeau, “Nouvelle perspectives pour I’arbitrage dans le contentieux économique intéressant les Etats”,
Revue de I’arbitrage, 1995, p. 3, pp. 13-14 ; Jan Paulsson, “Arbitration without Privity”, ICSID Rev.-FILJ, vol. 10, 1995,
p. 232, pp. 236-241.

American Manufacturing & Trading v. Zaire, ICSID ARB/93/1, Award, 21 February 1997, I.L.M., vol. 36, 1997, p. 1534,
pp. 1544-1546, paras. 5.17-5.23.

O B TR ONR & 7 D BER, BEEMPEORIER) JCA ¥ —F /1 55 % 7 £(2008)10-14 H,

T SRS b A L DFAERAWIICIEI L. 2 O%OMEHIITEI DR 4 B -S 7- ICSID FIZE B RO
PeiE L LT, CAA& Vivendi v. Argentina, ICSID ARB//97/3, Decision on Annulment, 3 July 2002, ICSID Rev.-FILJ,
vol. 19, 2004, p. 89.
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NRWES DI, TOREEMEDE —NEHEETREATH D . BN RIS FSIE T
bhb, ARETIE. ZOE—2BRad 58

HAZ, T—HORRIEIZ, 7 ORMEOREROREMEIZ OWTERELZAI Z & &
oA, UHSEB L ETT5H] CWOFKENREINDZERHD Bl, H—T X
NE 2L UBIT165), ZOMOEHEY | FIHHETREROD LKHAGESFRE SN, 20
I LTI, EEMIOZTELE & b, xRN RE S TWD, RIETIE, £

DO L, FEEFLEEOWEARNS (1.1 &, 2% ) L2 TEmT 5 %

.3 R: EFHROONDET

1 82 %

(@) HEH

FEZ NENREF LR AN L » TR O BENFBIEYETREORI G L2 5
Z & ZL< OMPEHIBTCRO LTV D,

HIERFIOERIT SGS v. Philippines T 5, 7 1 U B 213, A A AZ3ft Société générale de
surveillance (SGS) & . Hii \E SR AT B LR BRI ARG L7, ekl -5 < 5ot
THIHED > TRFNET, SGSIE, 74 VEZLDIRIVWBAASLS A—T 4 )
V' BIT104:21H

“Each Contracting Party shall observe any obligation it has assumed with regard to specific investments in
its territory by investors of the other Contracting Party.”

DERZERT D, EFR LY, MEIEL, 2 D“any obligation” | XENIE LO#EHZ
BhEEX, RN LELIRBLEENSD LHMT L, RV b ETany
obligation” &\ 9 SLENZORILTH D . MAT, ENE EOREL bED LS/ E

IR FALBESIRIC OV TR, B AIERES THRERESHN S <R TRE 23610 D IRERFNER
D%\ | RIETI Discussion Paper Series 08-J-014 (2008), 28-37 H,

? J638C umbrella clause &IHEND T A%< THERLT (B4 L AABCHT 2L bb oS, ¥
FIZRATRHC L@ LR W ER R I IRET 5 _&E TH D,

O kfacid. IS BHBIES) T U7- BIREIEARICH A, ST AIEIC BT 2 BRI TH S,
AREHDBANC [T & [FEETA] & ORBITERERH S E ) 1B, BLOL 20k
F BHEAEIERIR O RISV TIL, BIFOBRE S 5, UK - FHEIES - 12-24, 37-43 H, 7285, 35
SRR D FREECIRE LT, IR RSO0 RN R &+ 5 SR OB TE) Rt
V% 58 % 2 - (2006 4F) 931 L, 2R FHFE TEREEhE Oz & 3R ) HAERSRE AR 17 £ (2008
4£) 153 H,

1 SGS v. Philippines, ICSID ARB//02/6, Decision on Objections to Jurisdiction, 29 January 2004, paras. 12-16,
<http://icsid.worldbank.org/>.
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COFREITMERIZ/R>TLE D Z & EmEm ). BEO, ABITO#E B ITHEE
AR Z A LIERF 75 2 & THh 5 BITHIED) 2 OBITIIHRER#EICARIR L )1
fRRT_ETHHZ L, ZHETTNDE,

Eureko v. Poland (7 > #'4=% Eureko (%, R—7 > REERRASTE PZU O 20% (4 (% 6 F=—n)
EREAL. X510, MAOBEEETIGT 5 2 LIcoxR—F L RERFLAE L, K—F o FERRLY

S, AR S) TR, AT X —AR—F RBIT3 S5 ENMEE 2o T2,
“Each Contracting Party shall observe any obligations it may have entered into with regard to investments of
investors of the other Contracting Party.”

fih#kiEIT, S¢S shall observe”, “any obligations” D@ DERAZHEMEL L, S HlC, BE
MEE R OVRE &\ 5 S50 BRI IR BE A2 B8 L 72 1T, SKER(E 3 4 5 THDE
FObRERT 5 & OD#IJLE%:T L. EBRICAFECBWW TR =7 » RBREERET 5 Z &1
K VBIT3S5HIGEK Lz, LRELEZY,

Noble Ventures v. Romania (V—~ =7 E# gtk CSR DREAIC O X KB L L —~ =T HE &
DRI THERSE SNT=FHIOMT 20 < o4 TIE, T AV DAERE—NL—~=7 BIT D252
c AL e o7z,

“Each Party shall observe any obligation it may have entered into with regard to investments.”
fpEIEIE, BEE R D DITREOSKHDOHES YD TH D & L TLEEHDOLEZ HEC
HHL, XS0, <612 iﬁﬁﬁ‘iﬁfii@i@xﬁ@ HEU S, ZBFHERIT 2 55 2
HOBER ZEE LD S, LHWT LY, 72720, ATk, 2R0ERGEH SR - T
728, BIT 2 45 2 THCESUITFRE STV RN,

ZDIEH>, Siemens v. Argentina®’ (k1 fix2Siemensth T 2L DOSITSH: (7 L FLAEN) 2
BR - ERID « @FEH T AT MEK L Z D70 DIDH — RIEKIZ D& 1998 4EIZT L8 v F LV EF & 2K
ERERE LI L 2 A, TOIKIN, 2000 TR LT T A o F UBAEREIEIC L Y 2001 EICHE T ShsE
) TIERAY =T B FUBIT 7 52 25 ¥ 1220 T, AMTO v. Ukraine® (v 5150

e, ERICREEAEL D LD RS R L, LV FETHD, 71— SR 31 ST
TRIZIEED BV TV, EAUTFIS LD [33EIZ ingood faith] (125 £ D72 ORNIED D BTN
k%k%ﬂtk@?&of\ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmFE%%WT&:@@%%T%Tbé FHIRIRDFEARJFELD—>
(Différend territorial (Jamahirya arabe libyenne/Tchad), arrét du 3 février 1994, CIJ Recueil 1994, p. 6, p. 25, par. 51) &
INTVD

% SGSv. Philippines, supra note 11, paras. 115-116.

* Eureko v. Poland, Ad Hoc Arbitration, Partial Award, 19 August 2005, paras. 246-249, 258, 260, <http:/ita.law.uvic.ca/>.
k. oYL, EEAEREAONEERSINCL LAFETHY . BRI U OMNERELE
BT 2 HDOTH D ZRITE, P 5 Rajski HE A OFCEE R3S & Ty % (Dissenting Opinion, para. 11),

5 Noble Ventures v. Romania, ICSID ARB//01/11, Award of 12 October 2005, paras. 51-56, 60, <http://ita.law.uvic.ca/>
® Ibid, paras. 61, 155, 158.
17 Siemens v. Argentina, ICSID ARB//02/8, Award, 6 February 2007. <http:/fitalawuvic.cal> 7-72 L. %M. %81k 39
KOXIET DAL,

8 “Jede Vertragspartei wird jede andere Verpflichtung einhalten, die sie in bezug auf Kapitalanlagen von
Staatsangehdrigen oder Gesellschaften der anderen Vertragspartei in ihrem Hoheitsgebiet ibernommen hat.” “Cada Parte
Contractante cumplira cualquier otro compromiso que haya contraido con relacién a las inversiones de nacionales o
sociedades de la otra Parte Contratante en su territorio.” A {:fH#E KT Z 51 S 41T 2 (ibid, para. 196) 7 UELL T
D&Y, “Each Contracting Party shall observe any other obligation it has assumed with regard to investments by
nationals or companies of the other Contracting Party in its territory.”
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B LHEIHEYUM-10 OMKEZTAE L7727 MU 4 TAEEAMTOR, EYUM-10 AU 7 A FEH ot
Energoatom|Z it L CA T 2 3KIEMED BTN Y 7 T 4 FBAFICHiES -, & FE) Tk, T RLF—
REESH 10 45 1 AL PUIT DN T, ZNENIAER N FH TR & 72 V155 2
EDRBOHNTND,

(b) A&l

Salini v. Jordan (f % U 743 L G4 VAT E OIBRNIE S GAL U TOHF MRS, KHEEE D
SoTEREAVE U=%) Tld, HWNARZEN, A X U7 — 3/ BIT 255 4 THIZ LV 2E)
FOFFITERE EOFEE L 0D L FIR L, BIT OB EEHEZ RIS L5 & LT, 2
RAHEDOLFE, ROBEY TH D,

“Each Contracting Party shall create and maintain in its territory a legal framework apt to guarantee the
investors the continuity of legal treatment, including the compliance, in good faith, of all undertakings
assumed with regard to each specific investor.”

fih#kiE1Z, “create and maintain [...] a legal framework” &\ 9 TS ICEH L. EHER N H
o7& LTh, BIMERIFFEAET, g L L TYREKOED D4 LB FHeil
ESWTHUEEENDRE, LML, ENDLEZTYROHWTE S 25,

MR, FF5E TR %ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ%&b&w®ﬁ HIZEWIRHED D T D
SGS v. Pakistan (JEike> SGS v. Philippines O HINZ A2, IEIERINEDOIKINC O EIZIEFRBEOEFERRO T
TRFRL VAT L CRHE) TH D, i##ﬁﬁﬁkﬁoﬁ_ X, AA A= FAH
VBITILSThS,

“Either Contracting Party shall constantly guarantee the observance of the commitments it has entered into
with respect to the investments of the investors of the other Contracting Party.”

PRSI, —ikGm & L CEFSEFEMIERREEN TIE RV & BRON ZofEos%k
@ﬁ%éﬁA TRKRERRIBITERIC /2 5 & T 5 7 bITREZ ANEICIEFICKRE oA
RN D Z L &2E 2 U, BFEREIBITER &+ 50N S EEOIBOEK TH D
Z & EaR T HIRED ORASIREHLA L TH D, kD, I BT, FHRESLANBITE
KET 2L BRITHBEEDEPN TN DA, BEFITEICES M EBITIC
FEPERE ZRINT D 2 ENTEDDITHR L, BEEZ AFEITERRICIES  FPpE LoFI A
TERLIRSTLE D & T A, 11 FIFFREOMAM: & B 2Rt T 5 L O IR S
RETHDLNG ., HERREMAIBITIER & RS 2 D13t vy, Ebno, 20 ET,

ZKNELAIBITIE & T2 OABITY HEDOIBEN TH D Z & 23 B OmifFY
RFAFLA HIE E B, AL A= F A X UBIT 11 50 X 9 12 shall constantly
guarantee the observance of the commitments” & & & 2 FEHE ClEZ O BN ORIAHI 72 RIEHL

19 AMTO v. Ukraine, SCC Arbitration No 080/2005, Final Award, 26 March 2008, para. 110 <http:/ita.law.uvic.ca/>. 7=
2L, 2, #%#E7E 48 B L OIS T DAL,

20 «gach Contracting Party shall observe any obligations it has entered into with an Investor or an Investment of an
Investor of any other Contracting Party.”

21 Salini v. Jordan, ICSID ARB//02/13, Decision on Jurisdiction, 29 November 2004, ICSID Rev.-FILJ, vol. 20, 2005, p.
148, pp. 187-188, paras. 126-127.
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EIXEZR, EHERT D A

Z OHIWTIE, BTSN B DA Thh - T hEKRELDNAER & 72 5720 D3 H
WHThd, LV, FasiEllE bEZDRHEN LI LTV D, ZORITED AR X
%At DSGS v. Philippines Iz L v sazLcHEH & 2, Z LD P HIKTTSGS V.
PakistanfIIfT (27 5 & DIZIE & A 70,

2. WEZ ABEERILESF

(@) HEH

EPNNZE « BB ICHE #BEDRRBIETRADKIR LR DN E 5 0E, TABF v
IZBIT B AEEDREALE OBURCRIC N E CHEE 2o TETD Y, ZET
ICARZHW AR STV A DL, CMS v. Argentina ®, LG&E v. Argentina %, Enron v.
Argentina®’, Sempra v. Argentina®® 4 {: T 5, 7B F 0L, 1990 RO A A w3
FEALORFE T, SNEOBEAZM D720, BABEPFIRZ AT Z & DO TE HKAEITH
AW ERET D L, BRON FBEHRIIY TRIKNVTHESL, TALEBEUTF
VBURIEE OB a2 —HICEE TE RN L 72 EEERE - ITES TED - %, 2000
LU DORRF DI N DIER - IR EB LI LIZo&, TR FU¥lD
HAFEHESE O AR L W TR EEDO L DM A LN Tz, ERd 4 tEoHINE
NFTRTZOEIBRKBETHY, K—T VB FUBITO 2552 He (Ligk——v=
TBIT2 4 2 ek 730 OB E 72572 %,

Z® 95, EnronfhEiEiX, “any obligation [...] with regard to investments” & v 9 3TE D
W OFRNG . ) EORE S EWNILE - BiF EOEB KEICHET 2 b O Thiud
TDIEEND, LHMT S £ LT, CMSIHERIE - SempraffEiEIc LU, SrEe

%2 Sociéts générale de surveillance v. Pakistan, ICSID ARB/01/13, Decision on Jurisdiction, 6 August 2003, ICSID
Rev.-FILJ, vol. 18, 2003, p. 307, pp. 363-364, paras. 167-168.

2 SGSv. Philippines, supra note 11, paras. 119-126.

2 HHRAICIT. SGS v. Pakistan TSI B ERIEVS 2 7 LTV 2, SGS v. Pakistan, supra note 22, p. 363, para.
166.

2 CMmSv. Argentina, ICSID ARB//01/8, Award of 12 May 2005, <http://icsid.worldbank.org/>

% LG&EV. Avrgentina, ICSID ARB//02/1, Decision on Liability, 3 October 2006. <http:/icsid.worldbank.org/>
" Enronv. Argentina, ICSID ARB//01/3, Award, 22 May 2007. <http://ita.law.uvic.ca/>

28 Sempra v. Argentina, ICSID ARB//02/16, Award, 28 September 2007, <http://icsid.worldbank.org/>

D PRIROBEN G RIZT AP L F RO x | BIR, IERRE TR HEICR T B — 7 i —
F& L ToEAEE | RIETI Discussion Paper Series 08-J- (2008),

0 b, TAP LT URE A R T DO %D — T 5 BG v. Argentina, UNCITRAL, Final Award,
24 December 2007 <http://italaw.uvic.ca/> T, HNARHEIL, TAB U F UK DENERERBE—T LE T
¥ BIT2 5 2 HOBHESTRIBER T2 £ FE Lz, L L, R, SiZENEERDF BIT O
SPAEFRBEEIGEN T 5 2 L ZBECHIR LTV D L DOZIRRT, FEMESFAIEICBIT 5 HIRIZ OV TR
By LTV 7 \(paras. 365-366),

1 Envonv. Avrgentina, supra note 27, paras. 273-274.
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B O 5T, BEREMIGT H07RRICBW TR IS — KR b ENE EOFRE
ELTHGERD

(b) HIKIFNZHEZ D151

TS L. ENNLES b BEETREDKRITR D LiRDDD, —EDHIKIZIRT
BilH oD,

SGS v. Philippines ff#iEIL, AA A—/3F 2% BIT 10 2k 2 THOD “obligations [...]
assumed with regard to specific investments” GagiiEA) &5 CEITHHR L, —xAOMERE %
BT DB EOFTHIIRRIT/R B0, SR LT (272 LR .

LGREMEIEIL, K — T /LB T BIT 2 5k 2 THcD“any obligations [each Party] may have
entered into with regard to investment” (FRFEVEA) LW HEFIZER L, TABUTF LD
T AR LOBEHRS T fRAMR 2695 ) IEE EO&ERE TIER < LGRENT v
YU F ANZBWTR LIZERE & OBYRICE O THRD THRIEHREHE TH D L=, [FH
V5 « BRI 23 5N F AR O 8T 72 5 LIk L 7=, Continental Casualty v. Argentina

(TN T o DIRREHCNA ARTOBEURIE 100% 2 /A L TOTOREED, oL Tty

F U DS T BB L > THEZ W -7 L FELFR) ([TBWT, fPEIEIE, LG&EHIWTIZ KL
LoD, TAE T o OBEZHCHFITHEIC B DIERI T A B F o —ikiRE 72
ISR THEEE ARG LT H LD TH DL, BHETFREDORG L7 b0 &
i L 72 (=72 Ui

CMSEHAFEHIRE PI23W T, ICSIDRFIIEBRIE, 1T k=T LB FUBIT2 4
2 HCIZ DWW T, Zd“any obligations [each Party] may have entered into with regard to
investment”  GaHEA) EWVVHEICER L, ZOFREPKERETLHOIF, GRICEDHE
75 (consensual obligations) 372> B HAIZ T2 < FFED FER & DEIFR & D THSLT 5 75
ThHO, FhUuL, SANRBE TH LD, HOHWITEEZOHA S |5 & AERICEES
7 (intrinsically linked) S &> DT 5. & HIWF LT\ 5 %,

%2 cMmsv. Argentina, supra note 25, para. 302 ; Sempra v. Argentina, supra note 28, paras. 309, 312. Enron {i#iEix, 4
FRRED B O TIE/RL . GIPRBBIRIC KV AGES i T & AARILUC ST 4 H A LT 5, Enron v,
Argentina, supra note 27, para. 276.

% LG&EV. Avrgentina, supra note 26, paras. 173-174.

% Continental Casualty v. Argentina, ICSID ARB/03/9, Award, 5 September 2008, para. 302. F#IEIXEIKk—T 1€
T BITIL ROZRRFEFIIMNT LY BIT #HUEN b O 278 T (ibid, para. 233), FeH5EFAHIZ R
T DA OFLRITFERITE L2\, 7ok, MEGEIE, BUFHESICBET 25OV TE, 11 ROLEMR
RIS D x4 T 72 < (ibid, paras. 220-222), 2> DRFEDFH 2 D TIRBESFLREDMANR H Y 525 Lk~
O, BUEFIC OV TIAEE FRRBFREER D HERD b b DT, #HMSTREER ZdEm DB
720N, & LT A(ibid, para. 302),

ICSID { i OBz DWW Tik, &, ICSID 5449 52 55,

% cmsv. Argentina, ICSID ARB//01/8, Decision on the Ad hoc Committee on the Application for Annulment of the
Argentine Republic, 25 September 2007, para. 95. <http://icsid.worldbank.org/>
L7z oC, TR U T ind I AEOGRFF 213 Tz TGN AR L CT A v F U RREEN 5175 C
Wizl LTh, ZOFEFGENE TGN OV EEETH D CMS A TFIRTE 20089 MIBIMETH - T,
Z ORVEIZ DWW TR HIBNIIBEE 278 LTV & LT, FrIEBRIXZ O OfhE Al 2 50 38 Lz,

35
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B. £ {&
1. BRERAIOMRE BRELFRMESHDNF T HEN (FncHET 2R ESAEOES)

CMSTh#IER L OSempraff#kiEix. CMS - SempraZz L EN R AR AT H T LB
F2tt (CMS - Semprak b0 EE ) ICXF L CT VB U F U X Z T T2/ HOWT,
K=TNE U F UBITOFEGETRADEM 27807, € OMBIIIRIIITRESNT
VRV, “any obligation [...] with regard to investments” (&FaiEA) (ARBLNE DML TV D
LoLBEbnDs Y,

AMTOMERIEIT, =R/ F—EESHK 10 §= 1 BEERICO™with [...] an Investment of an
Investor” GigiEA) DOFBTICHE L, =RF—EFEEHLNO T TIE 205G L7z
KO ARBHRTFREDOR G E 2D, LHWT L%,

ZHUTKF L, Siemensfh#EiEiL, [FIF:CRIE & 72 5 525900 4 35 1 X Siemens D B i1 1
SHSITSE T ILE o F o Tl THALASiemens| THFK S FH TRV & 4R L M —
TR T U BITEBEETARIEDERITRRE L T\ e ¥, $£7-. Azurix v. Argentina (7
N TF DT ) AT A LANZBIT DAREFENREL S I, KEEAzZUxO BT 2FEABA L [N &
DECFEEIDRERE SN2 L 25, ZORGER SN L 2o HR) TRV T, EEEIT, K
T NBTFUNT ) AT A L AN OGRS LImFERICOESHEEZAD L LTH,
AZUriXIZEH Y EH TIZRVD T, k=T NP o F U BITOFREESTSRIEO@E L2,
EHIWT L7z 0, 7272 L., SiemensfhiEAE - AzurixfhiziE & & HIBFOARMU IR LT,

R 7245111, Duke Energy & Electroquil v. Ecuador (FiszAlZ, =2 7 Kv7Electroquil & i
LB ASORBITE . =2 7 FUC L DA TARBAEER 2 Y % 1) Thd, AT
. ELFEEMOAEIZL Y, KA2EDuke Energy D BLHI-22tElectroquil & K [EFE 4
Fobol LTI E&h, FtEb AL 2o T, &L, =27 7 RAn
Electroquil & #iifi L7-32503% L OBIEENIEORBI TN K —= 27 7 RABIT 2453 1H(c) (-
Fk— A —~=TBIT2 42 Fc LX) OB AT D LERBOT DD, =77 FIVTEK
S EWE | Duke EnergylZxf L TIIT HFREZ A > TV 2 & ZHHIC, Duke
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