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Kntouessble cnosa

MpaBo mexAayHapoaHbIX 0bblyaes,
MEXAYHapoaHble
MHBECTULIMOHHbIE COrNalleHuns,
MHBECTULMM, MHBECTULLMOHHbIN
apbuTpax, cnopbl Mexay
MHOCTPAHHbIM MHBECTOPOM U
rocygapcTBom, MexayHapoaHoe
pa3peweHue cnopos, Komnceua
mexayHapogHoro npasa OOH,
CraTbk 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTU
rocyfapcrsa 3a MeXxayHapoaHo-
NPOTMBOMpPaBHble AEAHUA

MpeactaBneH aHanM3 NPaKTUKKM apbUTPaXKHbIX TPMOYHANOB NO BOMPOCaM TO/IKOBAHUA U
NPUMEHEHMA MEXAYHAPOAHbIX 0Bbl4aeB NPU paspelleHnn MHBECTULMOHHbIX CnopoB. [e-
NIaeTcs BbIBOA, YTO apbUTPbl HE CKAOHHbI aHaAM3MPOBATb BOMPOCHI HAaMYMA WU OTCYT-
CTBMA YCTOMUYMBOW NPAKTUKM FrOCYAapCTB UK OPiNio juris Kak anemeHToB GopmupoBaHua
06bI4an. OHM ONMPAIOTCA HA BbIBOAbI O HAaMYMUK 0ObIMHOW HOPMbI, CAENAaHHbIe paHee Apy-
TMMU MEXAYHAPOAHbIMWU CYAaMU U TPUBYHanaMu Uan uccneposatensimu. ApbuTpbl pyko-
BoacTytoTcA CTaTbsiMM 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTU FOCYAaPCTB 32 MEXKAYHapPOAHO-NPOTUBONPAB-
Hble aeaHuns 2001 r. (CTaTbu), paccmaTpMBasn UX KaK 4OKYMEHT, COAEPKaLLMIA NONOKEHUSA,
WAEHTUYHbIE CYLLLECTBYIOLLMM MEXAYHAPOAHbIM 06bl4aam. O4HAKO NPUMEHEHME NONOXKE-
HWI CTaTel OTAMYaEeTCA HeNoCef0BaTe/IbHOCTbIO, 0COBEHHO B YyBCTBUTE/IbHbIX AR FOCY-
[,apcTB BOMNPOCaX, CBA3AHHbIX C BbINNATOM KOMNEHCAL MW MHBECTOPaM. B ByayLiem BbICOKa
BEPOATHOCTb BO3HUKHOBEHWA MHBECTULMOHHBIX CNOPOB, OCHOBAHHbIX UCK/IOUYNTENBHO Ha
HOPMax MeXAyHapoaHOro obblYHOro NpaBa.
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The subject. At the beginning of the 21st century the growing interest of the parties to the
dispute and the arbitral tribunals in the rules of customary international law became
apparent. This has raised doctrinal and practical questions about the relationship between
treaty norms and rules of customary international law in the field of foreign investment
protection. The most discussed of them were the issues of filling the gaps in international
treaties through the application of the rules of customary international law and the
establishment by the arbitral tribunals of the content of the customs they need to apply
during dispute resolution.

Materials and methods. This research carried out a scientific analysis of the practice of
investor—state arbitral tribunals regarding the interpretation and application of the rules of
customary international law in settlement of investment disputes.

Discussion. Numerous investor-state arbitration awards show that arbitration tribunals
constantly use the rules of customary international law in dispute resolution. Moreover,
arbitrators often refer to the rules of customary international law as a separate legal basis
for their conclusions. As modern practice shows, in most cases arbitrators are not inclined
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to consider the existence or the absence of State practice or opinio juris, instead relying on
the conclusions about the existence of a customary rule made earlier by the ICJ, the PCl)
and other arbitration tribunals, as well as international treaties, reports of the International
Law Commission and doctrine.

The main results and conclusions. The rules of customary international law are applied by
the arbitral tribunals when considering a wide range of issues (jurisdiction, organization of
arbitration, applicable substantive law and liability issues). A vivid example of the use of the
rules of customary international law in the settlement of investment disputes to fill the gaps
in international treaties was a reference by arbitral tribunals to the Articles on
Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts adopted by the International Law
Commission as a codification of existing rules of customary international law in this area.
However, the peculiarity of the use of the Articles by the arbitral tribunals is that the
arbitrators consider it as a document containing formulations identical in content to existing
rules of customary international law. This leads to the “automatic” application by the
arbitrators of the provisions of the Articles to the facts of the case without analysing State
practice. Moreover, application of the provisions of the Articles by the arbitral tribunals
seems inconsistent, especially in such sensitive issues for the States as the amount of
compensation awarded to an investor and contributory fault by an investor. In addition, the
high creativity of investors suggests the emergence of claims based solely on the rules of
customary international law, and not the provisions of international investment

agreements.

1. BBegeHue

Kak oTmeyvaloT uccnegosatenu, BnioTb g0 cepe-
AMHbI XX B. OCHOBHbIM UCTOYHUKOM MEXAYHapPOLHOro
MHBECTULUMOHHOIO npasa 6bla MeXAyHapoaHbI 0bbl-
Yall, NOCKONbKY OTAE/IbHbIe MOJIOKEHUSA B MeXAyHa-
poAHbIX A0roBopax O 3awuTe COBCTBEHHOCTM WHO-
CTPAHHbIX rPaXKAaH BCTPEYANUCh PEAKO U HOCUAW pac-
nAbiBYaTbIA Xapaktep [1, p. 159]. Bce npeanpuHaTbie
NnonbITKM pa3paboTaTb yHMBEpCasibHOE MHOFOCTOPOH-
Hee cornaleHue o 3aWwmuTe MHOCTPAHHbIX MHBECTULMI
3aKOHYMAUCH Heyaayen U3-3a KOHPIMKTa NO3NLNIA pas-
BMTbIX U Pa3BUBAIOLLMXCA FOCYAAPCTB, KOTOPbIE UMENU
3a4acTylo AMaMeTpaNbHO MPOTUBOMO/ONKHbIE MHEHUS
no KjawyeBblM Bonpocam [2, p. 1049-1050]. Ha satom
boHe HeOXMAAHHbBIM CTan BYPHbIN POCT YMCNA 3aKt0-
YaeMmblIxX rocyAapcTBammn ABYCTOPOHHUX COrNalleHunin o
MOOLLPEHNUN W B3aUMHOM 3alUUTE KaNWUTaNOB/IONKeE-
HUI! — 0HO U3 Hanbonee 3aMeTHbIX COBbITUI MeXay-
HapoAHoro npasa KoHua XX 8. [1, p. 157].

CerogHA npaBoBasA 3almMTa MHOCTPAHHbLIX UHBE-
CTOPOB B OCHOBHOM obecne4ynBaeTcd HOpMamu ABYCTO-
POHHUX MeXAYyHapOAHbIX AOroBOPOB, KOTOpble ABAA-
IMCb NPUMEHUMbIM MPABOM ANA apbUTPaXKHbIX TPUOY-
Ha/0B NpW paspelleHnn nogasastolero 60abWMHCTBA

1 CornacHo cTaTMCTUHECKUM AaHHbIM, Ha 1 niona 2024 r. 3a-
KntoyeHo 2 835 ABYCTOPOHHUX MHBECTULLMOHHbIX AOrOBOPOB,
M3 HUX 2 222 BCTynuau B cuny. Kpome Toro, 3akntodeHo 462
pernoHasibHbIX TOProBbIX COrNaLIEHUA C MHBECTULLMOHHbIMMU
rnasamu, U3 Hux 388 BCTynuAM B cuay. Takum obpasom, Ha ce-

WMHBECTULMOHHBIX cnopos [3, p. 10]. Takoe AOMUHUpPO-
BaHWE A0roBOPHbIX HOPM NPUBENO K HEKOTOPOMY 3a-
6BEHMI0O HOPM MeXAYyHapoLHOro obblMHOrO NpaBa, Ko-
TOpble OTOW/IM Ha BTOpoW naaH [4, p. 261; 5, p. 157].
OpHako B Havane XXI B. rocyaapcTsa, MexAyHapoaHble
CyAbl M TPUOYHAbI, @ TaKXKe aKagemuyeckoe coobuye-
CTBO CTOJIKHY/INCb C POCTOM MHTEpeca K MeXAyHapoa-
HbIM 06blYasAM AN1A Leneit paspelleHna mexayHapoa-
HbIX CMOPOB (BK/tOYAA CNOPbI MeXAY rocyAapcTBamm u
nHBecTopamu) [6, c. 78], 4TO NPUMEHUTENBHO K UHBeE-
CTULUMOHHbIM CNOPamM MOPOAMUIO MHOMKECTBO LOKTPU-
Ha/IbHbIX M MPAKTUYECKUX BOMPOCOB O B3aMMOOTHOLLE-
HUU [OTOBOPHBIX U 0ObIYHBIX HOPM B cdepe 3aLmTbl
WHOCTPAaHHbIX MHBecTUUMiA. [oxKanyn, Hambonee 06-
cyXgaembiMmu npobnemamu ctanu 3anosHeHue npobe-
I0B B MEXAYHapOAHbIX AOr0OBOPax 3a CYeT NpumeHe-
HUA OBbIYHBIX HOPM U YCTaHOBNEHWE apOUTPAXKHbIMK
TpMbyHanamu cogepkaHma MexKaAyHapoaHbIX 0bbluaes.
K coaneHuto, NoKa 3TM AWCKYCCUM He HALAN [OOJIK-
HOro OTPaEeHWs B OTEYECTBEHHOW /IUTepaType, 3a UC-
KAoueHnem paga nybavkaunit (cm., Hanp.: [7]).

Kak oTmeTtnnm apbutpsl TpubyHana no yperynu-
pPOBaHWIO B3anMHbIX nNpeTeH3uit MpaHa n CLUA (Iran-US
Claims Tribunal) B nene Amoco, HopmMbl 06bIYHOIO MeK-

roaHa cywectsyet noutn 3 300 mexayHapoaHbIX MUHBECTULM-
OHHbIX  cornaweHunit. Cm.: International Investment
Agreements Navigator. URL: https://investmentpolicy.unctad.
org/international-investment-agreements.
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AYHapoAHOro npaBa MOryT 6bITb NOME3HbI AR 3aMnoN-
HeHMs NpobenoB B MeXAyHapogHOM Aorosope, AfA
BbIACHEHWA 3HAYEHUA HeAOCTAaTOYHO YETKO onpeaeneH-
HbIX B TEKCTE AOroBOpPa TEPMMHOB, @ TaKXKe KaK BCNOMO-
rateNibHoe CpeacTBO A/ TOJIKOBAaHUA U MPUMEHEHUA
[IOTOBOPHbLIX NonoeHni?, Kpome Toro, 06bluHble
HOPMbl MOTYT MPUMEHATBCA B TeX CAy4asaX, Korga
CCbIJIK@ Ha HWUX eCTb B MPUMEHMMOM MeXKAYHapOLHOM
[OroBope, 1, TEOPETUYECKM, €C/IM 0ObIYHAA HOPMA, BO3-
HUKLIAA NOCAEe 3aKJYEHUA MEXAYHAPOAHOro A0ro-
BOpPa, 3aMeHM1a coboM COOTBETCTBYHOLLYH AOTOBOPHYIO
HOpMY (40 HaCTOALLEro BPEMEHU HU OAMH apbuTpaK-
Hblii TpMByHan He 3aABMA O MogobHOm cnyyae) [8,
p. 309].

MpoBeneHHbIe UCCeA0BaHMA MOKa3bIBAOT, YTO
apbuTparkHble TpUBYHanbl NPW PACCMOTPEHUWU UHBe-
CTULMOHHbBIX CMNOPOB [0BOJIBHO 4acTO WCMNOJb3YOT
HOPMbI 0BbIYHOTO MeXAyHapogHOoro npasa (Kak npa-
BMJI0, MO MHULMATMBE CTOPOH CNopa), 3a4acTyto npume-
HAA UX B KayecTBe OTAEe/IbHOro NMpPaBOBOro OCHOBAHWA
ANA CBOMX BbIBOAOB. HOpMbl 0BbIMHOTO MeXayHapos-
HOro NpaBa NPUMEHATCA TPMBYHaNaMM NPU PacCMOT-
PEHUWN LIMPOKOTrO Kpyra BONPOCOB (lopUCAMKLMA, opra-
HM3auma apbuTparkHOro pasbupaTtenbcTsa, NPUMEHU-
MO€e MaTepuanbHOEe MpPaBO U BOMPOCbI OTBETCTBEHHO-
ctm) [8, p. 310].

B HacToAwen cTaTbe 6yayT pacCMOTPEHbI OCHOB-
Hble NPobaembl UCNONb30BAHUA apOUTPAXKHbIMU TPU-
6yHanamm HOpM OBbLIYHOrO MEKAYHAPOAHOro npaBsa
npw paspeLleHnm MHBECTULMOHHbIX CMOPOB.

2. 3anonHeHue npobenos

HarnsaHbIM NpMMEpPOM UCNO/Ib30BaHMA 0BbIYHbIX
HOPM A/1A yCTPaHeHUA Npo6enos B NPUMEHUMBIX MEXK-
OYHApPOAHbIX AOrOBOPAX CTa/IM YacTble CCbIIKU apbuT-
paxkHbIX TpMbyHanoB Ha paspaboTaHHble Komwuccuen
meXayHapoaHoro npasa OOH (aanee — Komuccus) Cra-
TbM 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTM TrOCYAApPCTB 33 MeXAyHa-
pogHo-npoTuBonpasHble geaHua 2001 r. (Articles on
Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful
Acts, ARSIWA; panee — CtaTbu 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTH,
Cratbu). ApbuTpam NpeacToano 06bACHUTb NMPUUKNHY,
Mo KOTOPOW OHWU PEeLIMIM UCMO/Ib30BaTb MMEHHO 3TOT
OOKYMEHT, NPUHMMaA BO BHUMaHKe, 4To CTaTbu He fAB-

2 |ran—United States Claims Tribunal (IUSCT). Amoco Interna-
tional Finance Corporation v. The Government of the Islamic
Republic of Iran, National Iranian Oil Company, National Pet-
rochemical Company and Kharg Chemical Company Limited.
Partial Award No. 310 of 14 July 1987. P. 48. § 112.

3 Noble Ventures, Inc. v. Romania. ICSID Case No. ARB/01/11.
Award of 12 October 2005. § 69.

NATCA MEXAYHapO4HbIM AOr0OBOPOM, BCTYMMBLUMM B
CUY U ABNAIOLMMCA NOTOMY 06fA3aTeNnbHbIM, U MO 3a-
Mbicny Komuceunn npegHasHavancsa 4na Ucnoib3oBaHmA
B OTHOLLEHUAX MeXAY rocyfapcTBaMu, a He B Cnopax
MeXK Y rocysapcTtBamm 1 YacTHbIMK nuamu [9, p. 287].

Y70 KacaeTca NepBoOro acnekTa, apbuTpsbl, Kak npa-
BMJI0, OFPAaHNYMBAIUCE YKa3aHMAMM Ha To, 4To CTaTbu
«OTPaXKalT», «KOANUDULMPYIOT», «yCTaHABAUBAKOTY,
«MNOATBEPHKAAIOTY, KPOPMYANPYIOTY, KaPTUKYANPYIOTY,
«NPeACcTaBAATY UAN «AEKNAPUPYIOT» HOPMbl MEXAY-
HapogHoro obblyHoro npasa [10, p. 101]. Tak, B aene
Noble Ventures Inc. v. Romania apbutpa*KHbiit Tpnby-
HaN OTMETU, YTO HECMOTPA Ha To, YTo CTaTbU HE UMeLOT
06A3aTeNbHON CUAbI, OHWU LUMPOKO PACCMATPUBAIOTCA
KaK KoguouKaLmA CywecTBYOWMX 06bIYHbIX HOPM 06
OTBETCTBEHHOCTM rocyaapcTss.

He coctaBuno Ttpyaa apbutpam obocHoBaTb
npumeHeHune CTaTei B cnopax Mexay rocyaapctsamm u
YacTHbIMW Nnuamu. Tak, B peweHun no geny Salini v.
Argentina apbuTpaKHbI TpMBYHaAnN 3aKAYWUA, YTO He-
CMOTpA Ha To YTo CTaTbM 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTM KacatoTcA
TO/IbKO MENKIOCYyAapCTBEHHbIX TPebOBaHWIA, CXOAHblE
NPUHLMNbI NPUMEHSAIOTCA K TPebOoBaHMAM YaCTHbIX ANL,
B MeX/yHapoaHom npase*. Takum ke obpazom Tpnby-
Han B aene Vestey Group v. Venezuela yKkasan, 4to Bo-
npekn Tomy, 4yto CTaTbM PerynvmpytoT BOMpocbl OTBeT-
CTBEHHOCTU MEXAyY rocyAapcTBamu, O6LLENPUHATO, YTO
UX KNtOYeBble MOJOMKEHUA MOTYT ObITb MPUMEHEHbI B
cropax Meay rocylapcTBom 1 MHBECTOpPoM®,

B pe3ynbTaTe TakKoON «HOPMATUBHO HEOXKUAAHHOM,
HO NPMMeYaTEeNbHO HEMPOTUBOPEUMBOM NPAKTUKMNY [11,
p. 620] cnoxKunacb cUTyauma, Npyu KOTOpon apbuTpak-
Hble TpMOyHanbl peryaspHo ccblnatoTca Ha CTaTby Kak
Ha KOMMAEKC HOPM MEXKAYHAPOAHOTO Npasa, NPUMeHMU-
MbI/ K CMOpaM MeXay WHBECTOPOM M FoCyAapCTBOM,
KOTOpble BO3HMKAKOT HA OCHOBE MEMKIOCYAaPCTBEHHbIX
WMHBECTULMOHHBIX gorosopos [12, p. 381].

PerynapHble aoknagpl FeHepanbHOro cekpetaps
OOH 06 ncnonb3oBaHUKM CTaTeN MeXAYHAPOAHbIMM Cy-
Aamun 1 TpnbyHaNnamm KpaCHOPEYMBO MOKa3bIBatOT, YTO
ceilyac MMeHHO apbuTparkHble TpMbYHa bl MO PacCMOT-
PEeHUI0 MHBECTULMOHHbIX CMOPOB Hanbosiee aKTUBHbI B
3TOM OTHOLLEHMM MO CPABHEHMIO C APYIMMWU MEXKAyHa-

4 Webuild (formerly Salini Impregilo) v. Argentina. ICSID Case
No. ARB/15/39. Decision on Jurisdiction and Admissibility
dated 23 February 2018. § 87.

5 Vestey Group Ltd v. Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. ICSID
Case No ARB/06/4. Award of 15 April 2016. § 326.
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poaHbiMn cyaamu®. Mo nopcuetam uccnegosatenei,
[ONA peweHnin UHBECTULMOHHOIO apbutpaxka A0CTu-
raet 70 % oT obuiero YMcna NpuMBeLEHHbIX B AOKAage
peweHnit [10, p. 94]. TONbKO B UCKAOUYUTENbHbIX CAy-
Yyanax apbuTpakHble TPUbYHaNbl OTKa3bIBAOTCA NpUMe-
HATb CTaTbM, NOMArasa YTo OHM KacatoTCA TONbKO OTHO-
LEHWNIt Mexay rocyaapcteamm’.

OfHaKo TaKoe LUMPOKOE UCMOo/Ib30BaHWE apbuT-
paXHbiMW TpubyHanamu Crateit 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTU
umeeT cBoM 0ocobeHHOCTU. Bo-nepBbix, apbutpbl pac-
cmaTtpmBatoT CTaTbM KaK AOKYMEHT, coepKawmin dop-
MY/JIMPOBKMU, MATEPUANbHO MAEHTUYHbIE CYLLECTBYIO-
LWMM OObIYHBIM HOPMaM MEXKAYHAPOAHOMO NPaBa, a He
Kak pekomeHgaunn Komncemnm [10, p. 107-108]. NHaue
rosops, apbuUTpbl B CBOMX PACCYKAEHUAX UCXOLAT U3
Toro, uto Komuccusa yxe npogenana 3a HUX COOTBET-
CTBYlOLWYIO PaboTy, a UX 3agaveit ABAAETCA NpUMeHe-
HWe nonoxkeHunn CTaTelt Kak AOKyMeHTa, obiagatowero
06A3aTe/IbHOM CUION U HE HYXKAAOLWEeroca B AOMNOJHU-
TE/IbHOM aHanu3e COOTBETCTBYIOLWLEN MPAKTUKU Tocy-
OAPCTB U UX opinio juris. Kpome Toro, apbuTpbl OTHO-
caTca K CTaTbsIM KaK K TEKCTY MeXAyHapoAHOoro foro-
BOPa M NPUMEHSAIOT K HEMY COOTBETCTBYHOLLME NpaBuaa
TO/NIKOBaHUsA, GOKYCUMPYACb Ha OBBEKTE U LeNsX MeXay-
HapogHoro porosopa, npobenbl KoToporo Tpebyetca
yctpanuTb [10, p. 110]. Takon nogxos no3BoO/AET ap-
6uTpam npu TONKOBaHMM nonoxeHun Craten npupa-
BaTb MM CMbIC/, KOTOPbIA MOMET 3HAUMTE/IbHO OTU-
YaTbCA OT M3HAYa/IbHbIX HamepeHuit Komuccuu.

Hanpumep, B cMny TOro, YTo MeXAyHapoaHble Co-
rNaweHuns o 3aWmnTe MHOCTPAHHbIX MHBECTULMIN 06bIYHO
He cofepKaT MOOMKEeHWA 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTU roCy-
[apcTB 33 HapyLWweHUA UMK 0643aTeNbCTB, BbITEKAOLWNX
M3 TaKWUX AOrOBOPOB, apbuTpakHble TpnbyHanbl npume-
HAIOT COOTBETCTBYIOLWME nonoxeHusa Cratei. Tak, co-
BPEMEHHblE MHBECTUUMOHHbIE COrNalleHna AocTa-
TOYHO NOAPOOHO PEryNMpyroT BONPOCHI PacyeTa U Bbl-
NAaTbl KOMMNEHCALMM NPU SKCNponpuaLmm (HaumoHa n-
3auuu), nNpoBefeHMEe KOTOPOWM CyMTaeTcsa npaBomep-
HbIM geWcTBuem rocygapcts. OAHaKO cerogHA 3Hauu-
TeNbHaA YacCTb MHBECTULMOHHBIX CNOPOB He CBA3aHa C
NpPaBOMEpHOW 3KCMponpuaLmen MHOCTPaHHON Cob-
CTBEHHOCTW M BbINJATOM COOTBETCTBYIOLLEN KOMMEHCa-

6 Cm., Hanp.: OTBETCTBEHHOCTb FOCYAApPCTB 3a MeXAyHa-
POAHO-NPOTMBONPaBHbIe AeaHUA. Noa6opKa peLueHnii MexK-
AYHapOAHbIX CyA0B, TPMBYHaNO0B M 4PYrMX OpraHoB: A0OKA. le-
HepanbHoro cekpetapsa: A/77/74 ot 29 anp. 2022 r. // Opra-
Husauma O6beauHeHHbIX Haumit: oduu. caint. URL: https://
documents.un.org/doc/undoc/gen/n22/334/92/pdf/n223349
2.pdf.
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uun. Hanpotus, Hanbosee 4acTo UHBECTOPbI OCNapwu-
BAlOT AENCTBUA TOCYAAPCTB, ABAAOLLMECA HAPYLUEHU-
AMU Apyrux 06a3aTeNbCTB, BbITEKAIOWMX U3 MEKrocCy-
[APCTBEHHbIX AOrOBOPOB O 3aLLMTE MHOCTPAHHbIX UHBE-
cTMuMiA. MpuK 3TOM, Kak NpasBuao, NopAAoK pacyeTta u
BbIMAaTbl KOMMNEHCALMM FrOCYAapCTBOM, NPUHMMAIOLLUM
WMHBECTULMW, 33 TaKOTo pofa HenpaBOMEpHble AeW-
cTeua (cm., Hanp.: [13, p. 725-726]), oKa3biBaeTcA He
npesycMOTPEHHbIM B 3TUX gorosopax. s Toro 4tobbl
3aKpbITb 3TOT nNpobesn, TpubyHanbl OKasasUcb nepep,
Heo6X0AMMOCTbIO HAWTU COOTBETCTBYIOLME MEXKAYHa-
poaHble 06blYan, BUAA B HUX LLEHHbI MCTOYHMK Npume-
HUMbIX NPaBOBbIX Hopm [14, p. 71]. Kak oTmeTnn Tpuby-
Han B gene British Caribbean Bank Limited v. Belize, B
OTCYTCTBME NOJIOXKEHUW B TEKCTE CamMoro A0oroeopa
(peub B cnope wna o HapyLweHUU rocysapCcTBOM-0TBET-
YMKom aorosopa mexay beansom n BeankobputaHuen
1982 r. 0 3aWMTE M NOOLWLPEHUMN UHBECTULMIA), KOTOPbIE
6bl yCTaHaB/AMBaAM CTaHAAPTbl KOMMEHCcaLUMn B Kaye-
cTBe lex specialis, NPUMEHUMbIM CTaHAAPTOM KOMMNEH-
caumm byayT ABNATLCA COOTBETCTBYOLWME HOPMbI 0BbIY-
HOTO MeayHapoaHoro npasa®. Takue cTaHAapTbl 6biAn
HalgeHbl TPMBYHaNOM B peLleHnn NocTosHHOM nanaTbl
MeXayHapoaHoro npasocyaus (ganee — MMMM) no
neny o dabpuke B Xoxyse u B cT. 31, 34, 35 CtaTeli 06
OTBETCTBEHHOCTM.

ApbuTpakHble TpnbyHanbl ncnonb3ytoT Ctatbm 06
OTBETCTBEHHOCTU, YTODObI PELIUTb, B YaCTHOCTW, BONPOCHI
0 NPWUCBOEHUU MOBEAEHUA FOCYAAPCTBY-OTBETUMKY, 00
06CTOATENBCTBAX, UCK/IOYAIOWMX OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, U O
conyTcTByloWEen BUHe WHBecTopa (contributory fault).
OZHaKo Npy 3TOM NpUMeHeHue TpnbyHanamu paga Kato-
YeBbIX MO/OXKeHMI CTaTel CNOPHO U JaneKko OT eAuHo-
06pa3suns, 0COBEHHO B TaKMX YYBCTBUTENbHBIX /1A TOCY-
[JapCTB BOMPOCAxX, Kak MeToAMKAa pacyeTa npucyxaae-
MOW MHBECTOPY KomneHcaumm [15, p. 224] (anbTepHaTuB-
HYIO0 TOYKY 3peHuA cMm., Hanp.: [16, p. 252]) n Heobxoam-
MOCTb y4YeTa Mpu pacyeTe CYMMbl KOMMEHcaLmMmn conyT-
CTBYtOLLEN BUHbI MHBECTOpA [17, p. 905].

Hanpumep, Komuccna B Cratbax obowna monya-
HMEM BOMPOC O TOM, KaKUMM NPUHLMNAMU LOKEH pY-
KOBOACTBOBATLCA Cy A MM TpnbyHan B TOM cyyae, ecnm
OH MOCYMTAET, YTO B YObITKAX, NOHECEHHbIX MHBECTO-

7 Wintershall Aktiengesellschaft v. Argentine Republic. ICSID
Case No. ARB/04/14. Award of 8 December 2008. § 113.

8 British Caribbean Bank Limited v. Govern ment of Belize (l).
PCA Case No. 2010-18. Award of 19 December 2014. § 288.

9 Ibid. § 288-291.
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POM, eCTb TaK»Ke BMHa CaMoro nHeecTopa. PakTnyeckm,
peleHne 3Toro Bonpoca 6bl10 OTAAHO Ha OTKYN MeX-
AYHApOAHbIM cyaam u TpubyHanam. Komuceusa B cT. 39
Cratelt orpaHuumnace Auwb obwmmu bopmynmpos-
Kamu, 4TO NpU ONpeaesieHUM BO3MELLEHUA O0/IKHO
yunTbIBaTbCA YyCyrybneHve Bpena HamepeHHbIM WU
HebpeXKHbIM AeicTBMEM UK besnencTeMem noTepnes-
wero rocygapcrtsa. Mpaktuyeckme pesynbTaTbl Npume-
HEHUWA NHBECTULLMOHHbIMU TPUBYHANAMM STOFO LUIMPOKO
cbopmynnpoBaHHoro nonoxeHus CraTell OKasanucb
COBEpLUEHHO HenpeAacKasyembl M NPOTUBOPEYNBDI. TaK,
B aene MTD v. Chile apbuTpax ymeHbLWNA CYMMY KOM-
neHcauuun BABOe, MOCKOJIbKY MHBECTOP NPOM3BEN MOS-
HYt0 NpeaonaaTy 3a 3eMe/ibHbIN Y4acTOK, YTo 6blno pac-
LeHeHO apbuTpammM KaK OTCYTCTBME Y HEro A0/IXKHOM
ocmoTputenbHocTnl®. Ewle ogHMM NpUMEpom MOXKeT
CNYXUTb CKaHAa/bHOE AeN0 aKUMOHEepOoB KOMMaHWKU
KOKOC, B KOTOpPOM yCTaHOBJ/IEHHAs apbutpamu cymma
nepBOHaYaIbHOM KOMMEHcauumn B pasmepe 66,6 mapa,
ponnapos CLLUA 6bin1a ymeHblweHa Ha 25 % — a0 50 mapg,
(MmeHHO 3Ta cymma durypuposana B NocaeayoLmx uc-
Kax 1 BOLUNA B UCTOPUIO MEKAYHAPOLHOro NpaBocyaua
KaK KpynHeiwas npucyxaeHHas komneHcaumsa)!l, Oc-
HOBaHWEM O CHUXKEHUA CYMMbl KOMMNEHcauuu cran
BbIBOA, TPMBYHaNa 0 HEUNCTONNOTHOCTU Camoro uctua?,

MopobHan HenocnegoBaTeNbHAsA NPaKTUKA MHBe-
CTUUMOHHbIX TPUOYHA/NOB B OTHOLWEHWWU COMYTCTBYHO-
Wen BWMHbI MHBECTOPA Bbl3Basa KPUTUKY CO CTOPOHbLI
npeacTaBuTeselt AOKTPUHBI, KOTOPbIE B Ka4YecTBe peLle-
HWA 3TOM NpobaemMbl NPEANOXUAMN KaK MOXKHO Bonee
JeTaNbHO PacKpbiBaTb 3TWU BOMPOCHI NPU 3aKAHOYEHUU
HOBbIX COT/IALLIEHNI O 3aLMTe MHOCTPAHHbIX UHBECTU-
UM U BHECEHUU U3MEHEHMUI B AeNCTBYHOLME A0ro-
Bopbl [17, p. 901]. MNpwn noABAEHUN TaKUX 0OCTOATENIbHO
NpopaboTaHHbIX AOrOBOPHbIX HOPM TpMbyHanbl ByayT
BbIHYXXAEHbl MPUMEHATb UMEHHO WX Kak lex specialis, a
He HOPMbl MeXAyHapogHoro obblMHOro npaea, npesa-
CTaB/eHHble HeYeTKMmKU dopmynmposkamm Crateit ob
oTBeTcTBeHHOCTH [12, p. 390].

3. YcraHoBneHMe copep)KaHUA NPUMEHUMbIX
06bIYHbIX HOPM MEXAYHapoAHOro nNpasa

C To4KM 3peHus MexkayHapogHoro Cyza (panee —
MC) OOH, cTtopoHa, oCcHOBbIBalOLWAA CBOU TpeboBaHUsA

10 MTD Equity Sdn. Bhd. and MTD Chile S.A. v. Republic of
Chile. ICSID Case No. ARB/01/7. Award of 25 May 2004. § 242,
243,

11 Yukos Universal Limited (Isle of Man) v. The Russian
Federation. PCA Case No. 2005-04/AA227. Award of 18 July
2014. § 1827.

12 |bid. § 1809.

Ha MeXAyHapogHOM 0bblyae, LO/KHA B MEPBYO oue-
peab AoKa3aTb ero cyuiectsosaHne®®, Mpu stom Hanw-
Yne oboMX 3/1EMEHTOB MEXAYHapoaHOro obblyas, Ka-
KOBbIMW ABNAIOTCA BCEOOLLHOCTb NPAKTUKM U Hannuune
opinio juris [18, c. 33], MoXeT 6bITb YCTAHOB/IEHO B X04€e
cyaebHoro pasbupartensctsa. OgHaKO 40 MOMEHTA Bbl-
HeceHuA cyaebHOoro pelweHuns 3T1 3NeMeHTbI ABAAIOTCA
He 6onee yem ¢aKTaMu, Hanuume KOTOPbIX HEObXo-
AMMO [0Ka3aTb 3aMHTepecoBaHHOM cTopoHe [19, p. 33].
Kak oTmevan B cBoem 0cO60M MHEHUM OAUH U3 cyaei
MC OOH, «pelieHne O TOM, CYLLECTBYIOT AM 3TU ABa
dakTopa (npakTuka u opinio juris. — C. [1.) B npouecce
bopMnpoBaHNA HOPMbI 06bIYHOFO NPaBa UK HeT, ABNA-
€TCcA AeNIMKATHbIM U CNOXKHbIM BONPOCOM. [OBTOpEHUE,
YMCNO NPUMEPOB roCyAAaPCTBEHHOW NPAKTUKK, NPOAON-
UTENbHOCTb BPEMEHU, Heobxogumoro ans ¢opmupo-
BaHMA 06bIYHOrO NpaBa, Helb3A ONpeAenuTb MaTema-
TUYECKM U eamHoobpasHo. Kaxkapbii pakT TpebyeT cpas-
HUTENIbHOM OLEHKW B COOTBETCTBUM C PA3/IMYHbBIMU CAy-
yasmm 1 obcToaTenbCTBammn» 4,

lnasHas npobsema, ¢ KOTOPOI CTANKMBAKOTCA ap-
6UTPbl NPU NPUMEHEHUM HOPM OObIMHOTO MEXKAyHa-
pOAHOro npasa B paccMaTpMBaemMoM UMW Crope, Co-
CTOMT B YCTAHOBNEHMM TOYHOTO COAEPKaHMA 0bblvan. B
[OKTPUHE OTMEYAETCA C/IOXMMUBLUMIACSA KOHCEHCYC B TOM,
YTO MPOLECC CO34aHMA N 3BONOLMU OObIMHBIX HOPM B
MeXAYHapOLHOM MHBECTUUMOHHOM MpaBe HUYEM He
OT/IMYAETCA OT APYrMX OTpac/iern MeXAyHapoaHoro
npasa [20, p. 691]. Mpu 3TOM, KaK NOKasblBaeT coBpe-
MeHHas NpaKTMKa apbuTpakHbIX TPMbYHANoB, B NOAAB-
nAowem 6oNbLUMHCTBE CAyYaeB apbUTPbl HE CKAOHHbI
aHa/IM3MPOBATb BOMPOCHI Ha/MYMA WM  OTCYTCTBMA
YCTOMYMBOM NPAKTUKM rocyAapcTB Kak NepBoro Heobxo-
AMMOro anemeHTa ¢popmupoBaHua obbiyasa [3, p. 20].
BMecTo 3TOro oHW, CKopee, ONMPaKTCA HA BbIBOAbI O
HaMYMKM 06bIYHOM HOPMbI, CAeNAHHbIE PaHee APYrMMHU
MeXAyHapoLHbIMWU Cyaamn U TpubyHanamm unm uccne-
posatenamu [3, p. 20]. CBou paccyaeHusa 0 Hanuumum
TOM WM MHOM OBbIYHOM HOPMBI, @ TaKKe O ee CoaepKa-
HUKM apbuTpbl 06bIMHO OCHOBLIBAIOT Ha pelueHnax MC
OOH, MMNMN un apyrux apbuTpaxkHbix TpubyHanoB.,
a TaK)Ke CHabXKaloT CCbIIKAMM Ha MeXAyHapogHble A0-
roBopbl, AOKYMEHTbl KOMUCCUM M HA NO3ULUM YYeHbIX

13 |CJ. Asylum (Colombia/Peru). Judgment of 20 November
1950 // I.C.J. Reports 1950. P. 276.

14 ICJ. North Sea Continental Shelf (Federal Republic of
Germany/Netherlands). Judgment of 20 February 1969.
Dissenting Opinion of Judge Tanaka // I.C.J. Reports 1969.
P. 175.
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[8, p. 311]. B paae cnyyaeB apbuUTpbl, 3aABASA O CylLe-
CTBOBaHWW 06bIYHOM HOPMbI, COBCEM HE NMPUBOAAT CBU-
OEeTeNbCTB CyLLeCTBOBAHUA COOTBETCTBYIOLWLEN NpaK-
TMKM®, XOTA UMEHHO NPaKTUKa 0CTaeTca HEOBXO0AUMbIM
yCNOBMEM A8 YCTAHOBAEHUA Haanuma 06bluHOM
HOPMbI 1 ONpeaeneHna ee coaepanua [21, p. 46].

B kauecTBe KpacHOPEeYMBOro NpuMepa B STOM OTHO-
LUEHNWN MOXKHO MPUBECTU YNOMAHYTOE paHee BblHECEeH-
Hoe MNMNMI peweHne no geny o pabpuke B XoXKyBe, rae
6b11 chOpMYyNMPOBAH MPUHLMM NOSHOIO BO3MELLEHUSA
Bpeda 3a NpoTueonpasHoe aesHne'®. 3To peweHne no-
npeXHemy COXpaHAET CBOK aKTya/ibHOCTb B AOKTPUHE
(cm., Hanp., [22]), BOCNPUHMMAETCS MHOTVUMW WUHBECTU-
LUMOHHBbIMM TPMBYHalaMM KaK cBoeobpasHas TEKCTyanu-
3aUMA COOTBETCTBYHOLWEN OObIMHO-NMPABOBOM HOPMbI M
ABNAETCA, NOXKANYWN, Hanbonee LUTUPYEMbBIM apOUTPaK-
HbIMW TPUBYHanamm us scex peteHnin MMM n MC OOH.
Tak, ewe B 1987 r. TpubyHan no yperyanpoBaHuIO B3a-
MMHbIX NpeTeH3uin paHa n CLLA oTmeTun, 4To HecMmoTps
Ha TO, YTO C MOMEHTA NPUHATUA 3TOrO PELIEHUS NPOLLIO
60 neT, OHO PACcLEHMBAETCA roCcyAapCTBAMM KaK Hanbo-
Nnee aBTopuTeTHoe QopmMyMpoBaHMEe NpUHUMMA MNOA-
HOro BO3MeLLEeHUA Bpeaa 3a NPOTUBOMNPABHOE AeAHMeE.
OfHaKo, Mo OUEHKaM uccnefoBaTtenel, apbuTpaxkHble
TpmbyHanbl 3a4acTyto M3bMpPaoT KpaTyalLLyo A0POrYy U
Cpa3sy NepexoaaT K pacyeTy KOMNEHCaLUMN, yKa3blBas, 4To
npouecc pacyeTa OCYLWECTBAAETCA B COOTBETCTBUM C
NPUHUMMNAMM, YCTaHOB/IEHHbIMW B pPeLUeHUU No Aeny o
¢dabpuke B Xoxyse [9, p. 288].

4. HepelueHHble fOKTPUHANbHbIe NPo6aembl

4.1. Bonpocbl npuopumema u e3aumodeiicmeus
002080pHbIX U 06bIYHBIX HOPM MeH(OYHapPOOHO20 UH-
8ecmuyuoHHO20 npasa

B oTHOWEHWUN B3aMMOAENCTBUA MOOKEHUN NPU-
MEHMMOF0 MeKAYHApOAHOro A0roBopa U HOPM 0b6bIY-
HOro MeXAYHApPOAHOro NpaBa apbUTPaKHbIN TPMBYHAN
B fene Enron npu OUEHKE UM TEPMMHA «Heobxoam-
MmocTb» (necessity) otmeTun: «[lorosop, cneumanbHoO
paccmaTpuBaloLLmMiA 3TOT Bonpoc, byaeT umeTb Npruopu-
TeT nepeg, 60see 06WMMN HOPMAMU MEKAYHAaPOAHOrO
06bIYHOro MpaBa, NO3TOMY TPUBYHAN AOMKEH HayaTb
CBOI aHa/IM3 C COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX NONOXKEHMUI AOFrOBOPA
M npuberatb K TekcTy CTate 06 OTBETCTBEHHOCTU
TONBbKO KaK K BCMOMOraTe/sibHOMY CPeacTBY A5 TONKO-

15 Bernardus Henricus Funnekotter and others v. Republic of
Zimbabwe. ICSID Case No. ARB/05/6. Award of 22 April 2009.
§ 115.

16 PClJ. Case Concerning the Factory at Chorzéw (Germany v.
Poland). Judgment of 13 September 1928 // PClJ Series A.
No. 17. P. 27.

ISSN 2542-1514 (Print)

BaHMA AOrOBOPHbIX HOpM. OAHaKo Nnpobaema B TOM, YTO
cam no cebe fOroBop He COAEPKUT S/IEMEHTOB 3TOrO
noHatma (“Heobxoammoctb”. — C. [1.), yto Aenaet
HOPMbI ,OroBOpPa HEOTHEMJIEMOM YaCTbiO CoAep Kalle-
roca B 06bIYHOM MEXAYHAPOAHOM NpaBe CTaHAApTa No
OTHOLLEHMIO K COCTOAHMIO HeobxoanmocTu»?,

NHbIMM cnoBamu, NONOXKEHNA MEXKAYHAPOAHOrO
WMHBECTMLMOHHOIO A0roBopa Bceraa paccmaTpmusaoTca
KaK lex specialis v [oNXKHbI UMETb NpUopUTET Hag bonee
o6WMMM HopMmamm 06bIYHOTO MEXAYHAPOAHOIO NpaBga.

B Hauyane XXI B. 6blna BblABUHYTa TEOPUS O TOM,
YTO MaTepuanbHble NOJIOKEHUA MHOFOUYUC/IEHHbIX ABY-
CTOPOHHUX M MHOTOCTOPOHHUX COMNALIEeHNt O 3awuTe
WMHOCTPAHHbIX WHBECTULMWA, YYaCTHMKAMM KOTOPbIX
CTa/In NOYTW BCE rocyAapcTBa MMpa, NPeacTaBAAoT Co-
601 HOpMbl 0BbIMHOTO MEXKAYHapOoAHOro NpaBa, 06a3a-
Te/IbHble flaXke A1A He Y4acTBYIOLLMX B 3TUX AOroBOpax
rocygapcts [23, p. 77]. 9Ta KoHuenuus noasepriacb
KPUTKKE B AOKTPUHE (Cm., Hanp.: [24, p. 701]) 1 oKoHYa-
TeNbHO H6blNa CHATA C NOBECTKM AHA peweHnem MC OOH
no geny Diallo. Kak otmeTnn B aTom pelieHnn MC OOH,
KHaNMYMe PasNYHbIX MeXAYHapPOAHbIX COrNaleHnn o
3aLMTe M NOOLLPEHNUU UHOCTPAHHbIX MHBECTULMI U Ba-
LUMHTTOHCKON KOHBeHUun 1965 r. HegocTaTodHO ANnA
TOro, YTo6bl AOKa3aTb Ha/IMYME U3MEHEHUI B OObIYHOM
MeKayHapoaHom npasex» s,

4.2. Bo3moiKHOCMb 3aAeseHuUA uHeecmopamu
ucKoebix mpeboeaHuli, 0CHOBAHHbIX MO/AbLKO HA HOP-
mMax 06bIYHO20 MexOyHapoOHO20 Npasd

PaHblle BO3MOXKHOCTb ANA MHBECTOPOB 3aABUTb
nckosble TpeboBaHWA, OCHOBaHHbIE TONbKO HA HOpMax
006bIYHOTrO MeXAyHapoAHOro npasa, Kasanacb cyrybo
OOKTpUHaNAbHON. OAHAKO TeopeTUYeCcKU CyLLEeCTBYHOT
Cly4au, Npu KOTOPbIX 3aAB/eHUEe Takux TpebosaHui
BO3MOHO. Hanpumep, ecan B pamkax NpMMeEHMMOro
MEKrocyZlapCTBEHHOrO [0roBopa rapaHTuu, npeao-
CTaBasemble MHBECTOPY, OKa3blBalOTCA bonee y3KUmH,
yemM npeasiaraemble OBbIYHBIM MEXAYHAPOLHbIM Npa-
BOM, IM60 NOAHOCTbIO OTCYTCTBYHOT [25, p. 435]. Kpome
TOro, eciv npepsaraemas MHBECTOPY MeXKrocyaap-
CTBEHHbIM [AOrOBOPOM MpPaBOBaA 3aliuTa HayMHaeT
AelcTBOBaTb C MOMEHTa BCTYNAEHMA 3TOrO A0roBOpa B
CUNY, TO MHBECTOP MOXKET NOMbITAaTbCA PA3PELUNTbL CBOM
CNnop € NPUHUMAIOLLLMM FOCYAapCTBOM Ha OCHOBE HOPM

17 Enron Corporation and Ponderosa Assets, L.P. v. Argentine
Republic. ICSID Case No. ARB/01/3. Award of 22 May 2007.
§ 334.

181CJ. Ahmadou Sadio Diallo (Republic of Guinea v. Democratic
Republic of the Congo). Judgment of 24 May 2007 // I.C.).
Reports 2007. P. 615. § 90.
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MeXAyHapoAHOro 0obbl4HOro Mpasa, ecan 3TOT cnop
BO3HWK [0 BCTyNNeHWA JorosBopa B cuay. HakoHel,
06blYHOE MeEeXKAYHapoAHOe NpPaBO MOMKET MCMNOJb30-
BaTbCA MHBECTOPOM B C/ly4ae NOAHOrO OTCYTCTBUA NpU-
MEHWUMbIX K €ro Cnopy A0roBopHbIX Hopm [25, p. 436].

TaK, B HECKONIbKMX CMOpax, PacCMOTPEHHbIX ap-
OUTPaXKHbIMKU TPNBYHaNamu MeXayHapoAHOro LLeHTpa
Mo  YPeryinMpoBaHUIO  MHBECTULMOHHbLIX  CNOPOB
(International Centre for Settlement of Investment
Disputes, ICSID), nHecTopbl 3a8BASNN, TOMUMO Tpebo-
BaHMM, OCHOBAHHbIX HAa MEXAYHAapOAHbIX A0roBopax
WU MHBECTULMOHHbIX KOHTPAKTaX, elle 1 TpeboBaHus,
OCHOBaHHble Ha HOPMAax OBbIYHOIO MEeXAYHapOoAHOro
npasal®. K coxaneHuio, Bo Bcex Tpex genax cnop 6bin
NpeKkpalieH Ha CTaguMu YCTaHOBAEHMA TpUbyHanamwu
CBOEW PUCAMKLMMK, N apbUTpbl He AOWAW 40 CTaauu
aHaNM3a M NPUMEHEHMUA 0BbIYHBIX HOPM MeXAYHapoa-
HOro npaga K cylectsy cnopa. O4HaKo, Kak oTmevaeTca
B MTepaType, NoAob6HbIM Noaxos MHBECTOPOB K ¢dop-
MY/IMPOBAHMNIO UCKOBbLIX TPeboBaHWIA AaeT OCHOBaHMUA
NpeanoiioXnTb NoABAEHME B CKOPOM BPEMEHW UCKOB,
KoTopble byayT OCHOBAHbI TO/IbKO Ha HOPMax 06bIYHOrO
MeXAYHapoAHOro npaBa, B TOM 4uMcne Ha obblyasx,
HaXoAALLMXCA Aa/IeKO 3a Npeaenamu MeXayHapo4HOro
WHBECTULMOHHOrO npasa [25, p. 456].

5. 3akntoueHue

HecmoTps Ha TO YTO MMEHHO HOPMbl MeXAYyHapoa-
HbIX MIHBECTULMOHHbIX COrNALIEHNIN ABAAIOTCA OCHOBHbIM
NPUMEHMMbIM MPaBOM NPU paspelleHrUn BOobLLUMHCTBA
WHBECTULMOHHbIX CNOPOB, B Havane XXl B. cTan ouesBmnaeH
POCT MHTEpeca CTOPOH CMOPa U CaMUX apBUTPANKHbIX TPU-
6YyHaNoB K MeXAayHapoLHbIM 06bl4asim. 3TO Nopoauao
AOKTPUHANbHbIE U MPaKTUYECKMe BOMPOChl O B3aMMOOT-
HOLUEHMM [OroBOPHbIX M ODObIYHBIX HOpM B cdepe 3a-
LWMTbl MHOCTPAHHbIX MHBECTMLMIA. Hanbonee obeyxaae-
MbIMM M3 HUX CTa/IM BONPOCbI 3aN0/IHEHMSA 33 CYET NpU-
MeHEeHUA 06bIUHbIX HOPM MPOHEsIoB B MEXKAYHAPOAHbIX
[OroBopax W yCTaHOBAEHUA TPUBYHaNAMMU copepKaHUA
NPUMeHAEMbIX UMUK 06bl4aeB.

MpaKTWUKa paccMOTPEHUA WHBECTULMOHHbBIX CMO-
OB MOKa3blBAET, YTO apbUTParkHble TPMBYHaNbI NOCTO-
AHHO UCMNONb3YHOT HOPMbI MEXAYHAPOAHOIo 0BbIYHOTO
npasa Npu paspeLleHnmn Cnopos, Npu 3TOM apbuTpsl Ya-
CTO NPUMEHSAIOT HOPMbl OBbIYHOIO MEeXAYHapPOoLHOro
npaBa Kak OTAe/bHOe NPaBOBOE OCHOBaHWE A CBOUX
BbIBO/L0B.

Kak nokasbiBaeT coBpemMeHHas NpakTuKa, B 60nb-
LUMHCTBE C/ly4aeB apbUTPbl HE CKNOHHbI paccMaTpuBaThb
BOMPOCbI HANMYMA WAW OTCYTCTBUA MPAKTUKU rOCy-
[APCTB MW opinio juris, BMeCTO 3TOro Nosiarafacb Ha Bbl-
BOAbl O HaIMUYUWN OBbIMHOW HOPMbI, CAeNaHHble paHee
MC OOH, NNMIM n apyrummn apbutparkHbiMn TpUbyHa-
NlamMK, a TaK¥Ke Ha MeXAyHapoaHble A0roBopbl, AOKY-
MeHTbl Komucecunn 1 Ha OKTPUHY.

HarnagHbiMm npumepom MCNoNb30BaHUA NpU pas-
peLeHnn MHBECTULMOHHbIX CMOPOB 06bIYHbIX HOPM A/1A
ycTpaHeHuA npobesioB B NPUMEHUMbIX MeXAYyHapoa-
HbIX 4OroBOpPax CTa/n CCbIIKW apbuUTpakHbIX TpUOyHa-
0B Ha pa3paboTaHHble Komuccmen CtatbM 06 oTBET-
CTBEHHOCTU FOCYZAapCTB KaK Ha KoauduKauuio cylie-
CTBYOLMX 0BbIYHbIX HOPM B 3TOM 061acTu. OgHaKo oco-
6€HHOCTbIO MCNO/b30BaHUA apbuTpaKHbIMKU TPUDBYHa-
namu CraTel ABNAETCA TO, YTO apbUTPbI paccmaTpusatoT
MX KaK JOKYMEHT, coaeprKawmii GopmynnmpoBKU, Mo
CBOEMY COZEPXKAHWMIO MAEHTUYHbIE CYLLECTBYHOLLMM
HOpMaM 0b6bIYHOTrO MeXAYHapOAHOro Npaga. 3To Npu-
BOAMT K «aBTOMaTUYECKOMY» MPUMEHEHMIO apbUTpak-
HbiMK TpMbyHanammn nonoxeHunin Ctateit K Gpaktam pac-
CMaTpuBaemoro nmu aena 6e3 aHanM3a NPaKTUKKU rocy-
Aapcte. OgHaKo NpuMeHeHue apbuUTParKHbIMU TPUBY-
Hanamm nonoxeHuin CraTelt npeacTaBnsaeTca Henocne-
A0BaTe/IbHbIM, 0COBEHHO B TaKMX YyBCTBUTENbHbIX ANA
rocyfapcTs BOMpocax, Kak pacyeT KOMneHcauuu, npu-
CYK[[aeMOl UHBECTOPY, U Y4YeT COMNyTCTBYIOLLEN BUHbI
WMHBECTOpa Npu pacyeTe CyMMbl KOMMEHCcaLUM.

Kpome Toro, nsobperatesibHOCTb MHBECTOPOB AaeT
OCHOBAHUA NPEeANONONKUTb NOABNEHMNE UCKOB, OCHOBAH-
HbIX WMCKAOUYUTENIbHO Ha HOPMax OBbIYHOro MeXAyHa-
POAHOro MpaBa, @ He MOJIOKEHUAX MEXKrocyAapcTBeH-
HbIX COTNALLEHM O 3aLUUTE MHOCTPAHHbIX UHBECTULLUIA.
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