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rPAHUUDbI NPUMEHEHUA
NMPUHLUUNA JURA NOVIT ARBITER

B MEMOYHAPOOAHOM APBUTPAXE:
HEKOTOPDBIE BOINMPOCblI TEOPUU

U NMPAKTUKHA

BBEJOEHME. ITpunyun jura novit arbiter unu jura
novit tribunus npedcmasnsiem co6oti NpoexyuIo
JoKmpuHvL jura novit curia Ha MexoyHApoOHvle
apéumpaxctvie pasbupamenvcmea, c60600HY0 0m
ocobenHocmeti  HAYUOHANILHOZ0 — 3AKOHOOAMeb-
cmea. 3rnaqenue NPUMeHeHUs 31020 NPUHYUNA 3a-
K7II04aemcss 6 B03MONCHOCIU mpemetickozo cyoa
NPUHUMAMb y4acmue 6 YCIMaHo8/IeHUU Co0epHa-
HUS npumeHumblx Hopm npasa. C yuemom ocobeH-
Hocmell MexOyHApooHoeo apoumpaia jura novit
arbiter cyujecmeeHHO 02paHUMUEAEMC 6 UeIAX 3a-
WMol uHmepecos cnopsauiux cmopor. OoHaxo no-
000HOe 0zpaHuteHue umeern Kax NONONUMEbHbIE,
max u ompuyamesnvHvle NPa6osvle NOCEOCHBUS.

MATEPUAJIBI I METO[DbI. B kauecmse ma-
mepuanos 07 Uccnedo8anus OviIu UCHONb308aAHDL
MexOyHapoOHbvle 002060pbl, pezynupyrousue ycma-
Ho67IeHUe COOePHAHUS NPUMEHUMO20 NPAasa, Npax-
MuKa MexoyHapoOH020 KOMMepPHecKozo U uHee-
CMUUUOHHO20 apoumpasceti, 0eMOHCHPUPYIOULAS
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€noco6bL ycmaHoeeHus npeoesios c60000H020 YCMO-
mpeHuss mpemetickozo cyoa u coomeemcmeyouiue
Nocnedcmeus 02paHuveHuss NPUHUUNG jura novit
arbiter, a maxkie mpyovt POCCUTICKUX U 3aPyOerHbIX
yuenvix. Memodonozuueckyio 0CHO8Y UCCIE008AHUS
COCNABTIAIOM 00UseHAY HbIE U CNEUUATLHO-IOPUOU-
uecKkue Mermoowl.

PE3YJIBTATBI UCCJIIEHJOBAHWMS. B uccreoo-
BaHUU NPOBOOUMCA AHANU3 NPUMEHEHUS NPUHIU-
na jura novit arbiter 6 mexoyHapooHom apéumpa-
JHe, KOmopulil NO3607IAemM ABMOPaM Npedcmasumo
KAACCUPUKAUUIO OCHOBHBIX 02pAHUYeHULi e20 Oeli-
cmeus. B cmamve npueodamcs npakmueckue npu-
MepbL 83aumodeticmeust npuxyuna jura novit arbiter
C 0OMOeNbHbIMU 6UOAMU UHCINUIMY OB, HANPABTIEH-
HbIX HA CyJceHUe chep e2o npumeHeHUs.
OBCYJXIEHUE U BBIBOOBDBI. Jccnedosariue
801pOCa NO360IUTIO ABIMOPAM COeNAMb Crledyouue
6b16000b1. Bo-nepsuix, cyuwecmeyiom mpu 0cHO6HbIX
02paHuMUmesns c60600H020 YCMOMPeHUS apOUmpos:
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1) npunyun 3anpema 6vixoda 3a npedenvl 3anpo-
UWEHHDIX CIOPOHAMU CPedcme Npasosotl 3ausummol
(Oanee - ne ultra petita), 2) mpeb6osarue o edeHuu
Haonexcaweeo apoumpa)Hozo pasbupamenvcmea
8 uacmu npasa Gvimv YCIbIUAHHLIM U CE5S3AHH020
¢ HUM Kpumepus «npedsuoumocmu» (Oanee — due
process), 3) obecneueHue ckopocmu u dppexkmus-
HoCmuU apbumpaicHozo pasbupamenvcmea (Oanee
- expediency and efficiency). Bo-emopuix, oeparuue-
HUe NPUHUUNG He 6ce20a NPUBOOUN K 0HUOAEMbIM
pesynvmamanm: ¢ 00HOLi CHOPOHYL, OHO HANPABTIEHO
Ha obecneueue NPasosoti onpedeneHHOCMU U npeo-
cKasyemocmu apoumpaicHozo pasoupamenvcmaa u
€20 pe3ynvmamos, obecneuerue npas u UHmMepecos
cmopoH. C 0pyz0ii cmopoHbl, yKkazarHvle ozpaHute-
HUSL Ha npakmuke 06HApyxcusarom pso Hedocmam-
Ko8: omcymcmeylom 3aparee onpeoesneHHvie yco-
BUST UCKTIIOHEHUS] NPUMeHeHUsT npuHyuna ne ultra
petita, xamezopusi «npedBUOUMOCIU» HOCUM Olje-
HOUHbILL Xapakmep, a HapyuieHue 6anaHca mexcoy
expediency and efficiency u jura novit arbiter enus-
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INTRODUCTION. The principle of jura novit arbi-
ter or jura novit tribunus is an analogue of the doctrine
of jura novit curia in international arbitration pro-
ceedings which is free from the peculiarities of national
laws. The significance of its application in international
arbitration lies in the powers of an arbitral tribunal to
participate in ascertaining the content of the applicable
law. Given the features of international arbitration,
material limitations are put on the jura novit arbiter
principle in order to protect the rights and interests of
disputing parties. However, limitations have both posi-
tive and negative legal effects.

MATERIALS AND METHODS. The authors re-
searched the provisions of international treaties, case
law of tribunals and state courts demonstrating the
scope of the arbitrator’s discretionary powers and the
effects of its limitation, as well as the works of Russian
and foreign scholars. The methodological basis of the
research includes general scientific and special meth-
ods.

RESEARCH RESULTS. The analyses of international
treaties and case law led to the elaboration of the list of
the main limits of the jura novit arbiter application.
The study examined the issues in the relationship be-
tween jura novit arbiter and other principles aimed at
narrowing the scope of its functioning.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS. The results of
the analysis allow to draw the following conclusions.
First, there are three major constraints put on the arbi-
trators' discretion: 1) ne ultra petita (not beyond the

1. Benenue

OIYCTVMBIe TPaHNILIBI Peanusanym apourpa-

MM AMCKPELMOHHbIX TIO/THOMOUMII B PaMKax

YCTAHOBJIGHVSI COflep)KaHMSA IPYMEHUMOTO
MaTepyaNbHOIO IIpaBa OTINYAIOTCA B PA3TNIHBIX
IPaBOIOPSAAKAX, YTO OTYETINBO IIPOCIEKNMBAETCA
Ha CTafiuMi OTMEHbl U NPUSHAHUA U IPUBENEHNA
B NCIONHeHUs apburpaxHoro pemenns [Ferrari,
Kroll 2019:472]. IlprunHa 3aK/I09aETCS B TOM, YTO
VIMEHHO TOCYHApCTBEHHBIE CY[bl OCYIECTBILAIOT
IIPOBEPKY peLIeHNiT TPETENCKUX CY OB, BBUY Y€TO
JIOCTUTHYTb HOJTHOTO eMHO00pasus B JAHHOM BO-
Ipoce He IPeCTaB/AeTCA BO3MOXHBIM. [ToaTomy
BOIIPEKV MHPOJBIDKEHNIO UJEN «[IeNOKaIM3aLun 1
IpolleccyabHOI mbepanusalymn» B apOUTpaxe,
HEKOTOpble BOIPOCHl B OIPENE/NCHHON CTeleHN
OCTaI0TCA B cpepe HALVIOHAIBHOTO PeryInpOBaHNsA
[Mohamed 2017:422].
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request), 2) due process in terms of a right to be heard
and the foreseeability test, 3) expediency and efficiency
of arbitral proceedings. Secondly, the limitation of the
principle is a double-edged sword: on the one hand, it
ensures legal certainty and predictability of an arbitral
proceeding and its outcome, secures the rights and in-
terests of the parties. On the other hand, the aforemen-
tioned limitations reveal also some downsides: there is
no clear guidance on identifying conditions under
which the ne ultra petita principle does not serve as a
boundary of the jura novit arbiter principle; the "fore-
seeability" is an evaluative concept; and the imbalance
between expediency and efficiency principles and jura
novit arbiter may give rise to concerns about the estab-
lished content of the applicable law.
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arbiter, arbitrator’s discretionary powers, ne ultra peti-
ta, due process, foreseeability expediency and efficiency
of arbitral proceedings, certainty and foreseeability
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B ykasaHHBIX YC/IOBMAX €CTECTBEHHBIM OOpa-
30M BO3HMK/IA NOTPEOHOCTh B CO3JAHMV YHVBEp-
CaJIbHBIX IIPOLIeCCYa/IbHbIX TapaHTUII M IIpaBuUIL,
KOTOpbIe B TOKTPMHE IOTy4NIM HauMeHOBaHMe [ex
mercatoria arbitralis [Ly 2011:16]. OgHumM u3 ero
HPOSIBIEHNUIT ABJIACTCA IPUHLNI jura novit arbiter,
KOTOPBIiT IPELCTAB/IAET COOOI MPOEKLNIO JOKTPU-
HBI jura novit curia Ha Me>XIyHapOJHbIe apOuTpax-
Hble pa3bMpaTenbCcTBa, CBOOOJHON OT OCOOEHHO-
CTell HAIOHA/JIbHOTO 3aKOHOJATE/NIbCTBA, TO €CTb
ABJIAETCS IPOAYKTOM [APMOHM3ALIUIL.

ITpoeunpoBanue OpMHUMIIA jura novit curia,
IPUMEHAEMOIO B TOCYHAPCTBEHHBIX Cy[jaX, Ha
MEXIYHApPOJHBIN apOuTpaKk MMeeT KOIOCCaNIbHOe
sHauenne [Capper 2014:35]. Bo-mepBbIx, ecmu Obl
IPVMHLNUII He NpUMEHSICA B apOuTpaxe, TpeTeil-
CKMit cyp ObUI OBl CBA3aH MCKIIOUMTETHHO TEMU
IIPAaBOBBLIMY ApTyMeHTaMU, MaTepyasaMu 1 BapUaH-
TaMU TOJIKOBaHMsA, KOTOPbIe IPeJ/IaraloT CTOPOHBIL.
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B 11ofj06HBIX YC/IOBYSX CYIleCTBEHHO BO3pacTasl Obl
PUCK Ha/4MsA OMMOOK B IPYIMEHEHUN HOPM IIPaBa,
UX TONKOBAaHMMU. BO-BTOpBIX, JOKTPMHA jura novit
tribunus TO3BONAET NPESOTBPATUTb COOTBETCTBY-
IOIIYI0 HelOOPOCOBECTHYIO IIPAKTHKY, He Hapyluas
(byHIaMeHTAIbHBIX IPYHIMIIOB MEX[YHApOJHOTO
apoutpaxa [Dimolitsa 2009:432-433]. B-tperbux,
C NOMOIbI0 IIPUMEHEHNA JaHHOTO IPMHIIUIIA Tpe-
TEJICKMIL CyJl YCTaHABIMBAET «MEXIYHAPOJHO-HEN-
TPa/IbHBII» PEKIM, YTO COOTBETCTBYET MHTEpecaM
obeux cropoH [Born 2014:2208]. B-ueTBepThIX,
IpMMEeHeHe IPYHIINIIA CHOCOOCTBYET MOBbIIIEHIIO
rapaHTUM VICTIOTHUMOCTY PeIleHNs B MHBIX IIPaBO-
HOPAAKaX, HOCKONIbKY OH IPEOCTaB/IAeT apOuTpaM
IPaBo 110 COOCTBEHHOI MHMIMATIBE 00paIaThes K
HOpMaM HyOIMYHOrO INOpAfKA, CBEPXMMIIEPATHB-
HbIM HOPMaM, KOTOpPbIe CTOPOHBI MOITIM YIIYCTUTD
u3 Bupy [Capper 2011:11,31,34].

OpHako nmpuMeHeHe jura novit tribunus Heo6xo-
IVIMO OTPaHMYMBATDb B CHJTy OCOOEHHOCTEN MeXMy-
HapopHoro apbutpaxa [Alberti, Bigge 2015:10]. Lle-
JIBI0 CYXKEHUSA CBOOOIBI YCMOTPEHUS TPETECKOro
Cyfia ABAeTCA obecredeHye IPaBoBOIl IpefcKasye-
MOCTM ¥ OIIPefe/IeHHOCT apOUTPasKHOTro pasbupa-
TebCTBA. ABTOPaMI Cfie/IaH BBIBOJ, YTO OCHOBHBIMI
YHUBEPCAIbHBIMU MHCTPYMEHTAMV OTPaHIYEHN
HpUMeHeHN jura novit arbiter clyXat gpyrue IpyUH-
MBI MEX[YHAPOJHOTO KOMMEPYecKoro apourpa-
xa: 1) ne ultra petita, 2) due process n 3) expediency
and efficiency. OgHako 0OHAapY>XeHO, YTO OrpaHMde-
HIA ABJIAIOTCA 00010J00CTPBIM MEYOM: C OHOI CTO-
POHBI, OHU TIO3BOJIAIT IPEABAPUTEIBHO OLIEHWUTD
pesy/IbTaT apOUTPAKHOTO pasduparenbCcTBa, PUCKN
Ha CTaJiuy OTMEHbI VIV TIPU3HAHVA 1 IPYBEICHNA B
VICTIO/THEHMe, 00eCrednTh SKOHOMUIO BpEMEHU 11 Ma-
TepUajIbHbIX CPECTB, C APYTOil CTOPOHBI, OHM CIIO-
COOHBI CO3[]aTh IIPABOBYIO HEOIIPEIe/IEHHOCTD IHOTO
pona, koropas Oyner paccMoTpeHa Hipke. OHa, 10
MHEHMIO aBTOPOB, IIOPOXK/JAET PUCKYM He MeHee ce-
PbE3HOr0 XapakTepa, HOCKOJIbKY HOCUT JIaTeHTHBII
XapakTep, MO3TOMY, KaK IIPaBIIO, HE MOXeET OBITb
o6Hapy>KeHa 3a0/1arOBpeMeHHO.

2. Knaccudukanusa

B nurepaType BCTpeyaroTcs pasnuMyHble Kiac-
cnuKanyMy OrpaHNYNTeNeil PUHINIA jura novit

arbiter. Tlepset Bapmant [Monteiro 2013:53]:
1) HeobOXOOMMOCTb O0ecleYeHns [eiCTBUTENb-
HOCTM apOMTPaXKHOTO pelleHNsA, 2) IPYHIMI 3a-
Ipera BBIXOZ]A 3a IPEie/bl 3aIPOLICHHBIX CTOPO-
HaMM CPeJCTB IIPaBOBOI 3auuThl (ne ultra petita),
3) TpebOBaHNMe O BeleHNY Ha/JIEKAIIET0 apOuTpax-
HOTO pasbuparenpctsa (due process). Ha Hai B3z
IepBbIil IIyHKT OXBATbIBAeT /Ba IOC/TIEAYIOIINX,
IOCKOZIbKY TpeOOBaHNe O BBIHECEHMN JIeVICTBU-
TEIbHOTO apOUTPAXKHOTO PelLIeHNs TOfjpasyMeBaeT
B TOM 4YiciIe cOOMofeHne NPUHLVIIOB due process
u ne ultra petita.

Bropoit Bapmant xmaccudukanuu [Alberti,
Bigge 2015:10] npepnonaraer fjefieHyie BCeX OTpaHu-
qyTesIell IPUHIMIA HA BA Buja: 1) ne ultra petita
¥ 2) IpaBo ObITH YC/IBIIIAHHBIM U TIPEJCKa3yeMOCTb
apourpaxHoro pemenns. CrefyeT OTMETUTD, YTO
HOCTIeHNIT COCTAB/IsIET 4acTh 60siee 001Iero IMpyH-
numa due process.

B menom o6a BapmaHTa KYMYIATMBHO HOCAT
MCYepIbIBAlONMX XapakTep. OQHAKO aBTOPBI IO-
JIaraloT, YTO K BBILIE HA3BAHHOMY CIIICKY CIIefyeT
[06aBUTD CIIEAYIOUVIT OTPAaHNYUTENIb: HEOOXORN-
MOCTb ObectiedeHuss ckopoctu u 3ddexTuBHOCTI
apOutpaxxuoro pasbuparenpctsa (expediency and
efficiency), uro 6yzeT o60ocHOBaHO HyKe. TakyuM 06-
pasoM, B CTaTbe IpefIaraeTcs CIeyomas KIaccu-
bMKaLyA IPUHINIIOB, YCTaHABIMBAIOIVX IPAHUIIBI
peamsanyu jura novit arbiter: 1) ne ultra petita,
2) due process (B 4acTy mpaBa OBITb YC/IbIIIAHHBIM
Yl KPUTEPUA «IPENBUANMOCTI») 1 3) expediency and

efficiency.
3. Ne ultra petita

[Ipunnyn ne ultra petita siBNseTCA ORHUM U3
OCHOBOIIOZNATAIONINX B MEXAYHApPOLHOM apOuTpa-
xe. Ero HecoOmofieHre MOXeT CTaTb IPUYNHON
orMmenbl (ct. 34 (1), (2)(a)(iii) Tumosoro 3akoHa
IOHCUTPAJI o0 MeXAyHapoZHOM TOPrOBOM
apoutpaxe 1985 1. (danee - Tumooit 3axkoH
IOHCHUTPAJI))! munu oTkas3a B IPU3HAHUY M IIPU-
BefIeHNN B MICTIOJIHEHVIe apOUTPAXKHOTO PelleHVs Ha
ocuoBaunu ctT. V (1) (c) Konsenuuss OOH o mpu-
3HaHMNM U IPVUBEJEHUM B VICIIOTHEHUE MHOCTPaH-
HBIX apOUTpaXHbIX peuternit 1958 r. (danee — Hpro-
VMopkckas Kousenuus), cr. 36 (1)(a)(iii) Tunmosoro

' Tunosoi1 3akoH FOHCUTPAJ 0 mexayHapoaHOM TOproBoM apbuTpase: NpuHAT Komuccrein OpraHmsaummn O6befnHEHHbIX
Haunin no npasy mexayHapogHon Toprosnv 21 nioHA 1985 r.: ¢ n3mMeHeHnAMM, BHeCceHHbIMM Komuccmen OpraHusaumen
O6bearHeHHbIX Hauuia no npaBy MexayHapognHoi Toprosnu 7 uona 2006 r. Joctyn: https://uncitral.un.org/ru/ texts/arbitra-
tion/modellaw/commercial_arbitration (aata obpateHus: 01.04.2023).
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3akoHa IOHCUTPAJI?. B menax aHanmsa B3auMO-
JIeViCTBYSL JOKTPUH jura novit arbiter u ne ultra petita
B IIEPBYI0 OYepelib PACCMOTPUM CYIHOCTD IIOCTIE]-
Hell ¢ TOMOIIbI0 00pallleHNs K IPaKTUKe ee IpyMe-
HEHMA.

Tak, Kaccanmonnsiit Cyz [Tapika B gene Société
GFI Informatique SA v. Société Ingineering Ingegneria
Informatica SPA et al. ycTaHOBUI, YTO TpeTeCKMIt
CY[ He BIIPaBe BBIXO[UTD 3 IIPefie/ibl CBOeN MUCCUN
[Dimolitsa 2009:438] u 4TO MX MMCCHS OTPAaHNYN-
BaeTCs IPeJMEeTOM CIIOpa, KOTOPbI OIpeennIn
CTOPOHBI B CBOMX JCKOBBIX 3afBJIEHNUAX’. AHAJIO-
TMYHOTO MHEHM:A HPUJIEP)KUBAIOTCA MCIAHCKME
CYZbl, KOTOpbIE yKas3aju, 4TO TpeOOBaHMUA MCTIOB
CBA3BIBAIOT apOUTPOB*. VITanbsHCKUIT CyJ SCHO 1
YEeTKO OIIpefie/Nl B KaKOM crydae OyfeT uMeThb Me-
CTO HapylIeHMe IPUHLNIA ne ultra petita: CTOPOHBI
BIIPAaB€ CAMOCTOATEIbHO OIPee/TUTh IIPEMET CIIO-
pa, cBOM TpeOOBaHA, JaHHOE IIPABO MPMHAMIEKUT
VICK/TIOYNTE/IbHO UM, II03TOMY €C/IU TPETENCKUI YL
BBIHOCUT pellleHle, IPYUCY>Kfasd 6oJblie 3ampanin-
BaeMOJ1 CyMMbl UM TO, O YeM CTOPOHBI He 3asAB/IA-
7M1, OH BMEIIMBAETCA B MX MCK/IIOYMTEIbHbIE IIOTHO-
MoumsA’.

C mepBoro B3ITIAflA MOXET IIOKasaTbCdA, YTO
HPVHLWIIBI ne ultra petita vt jura novit curia B3aumo-
VCK/TIOYAIOIIVe, OfIHAKO B JeJICTBUTENILHOCTY OHU
9 dEeKTUBHO COCYLIECTBYIOT ¥ MHOUOMHSIIOT HPYT
#pyra. bomnee feTalbHO Mbl PACCMOTPVM [AHHBII
Te3MC HIDKeE.

Tesuc 3Byunt cnepymoumm obpasom: «ne ultra
petita onpepenAeT rpaHULIbI IPUMEHEHNUA jura novit
curiar». SIpkum npuMepom ToMy cyxut geno Werfen
Austria GmbH v. Polar Electro Europe B.VS. Vicrer
HpefbABIIT TpeOOBaHME K OTBETUYNKY O BO3Melle-
HUM YOBITKOB. OHOBpEMEHHO B Lie/sAx obecrede-
HJA CBOETO IIPaBa Ha B3bICKaHME YOBITKOB IIPOCKII
TPETENCKUII CYJ] IPU3HATb HEleVICTBUTE/IbHOI Oro-
BOPKY JIOTOBOpa O TOM, 4TO JaHHOe TpeOoBaHue He
MOXeT OBbITh IPeIbABICHO K CTOPOHE B C/Iydae IIpe-
KpallleH)s JOroBOpa, CChIIASACh Ha 3aIlIPeT BKIII0Ye-

HJS TIOZOOHBIX OTOBOPOK B JOTOBOP B CUIY CT. 28
3akoHa OUHIAHINM O TOPTOBBIX IPefCcTaBUTENAX.
Tpereitckuii Cys OTK/IOHWI JOBOJ, O IPUMEHMMOCTH
JJAaHHOII HOPMBI, HO YIOB/IETBOPWI TpeOOBaHIMe NCT-
I1a B IIOJTHOM 00'beMe CO CCBUIKOI Ha ApyTyIo (CT. 36
3akoHa 0 oroBopax). BepxosHsiit cyn PuHIAHAN
Ipuilesl K BBIBOZY, YTO B pacCMaTpUBAEMOM Jiefle
OTCYTCTBYIOT IPM3HAKY HApyLIeHNA IPUHINIIA jura
novit arbiter. HecMoTpsi Ha TO, 4TO apOUTpaX IO
COOCTBEHHOIT MHULIMATIBE IIPMBETI IPABOBOI apry-
MEHT, Ha KOTOPDII1 MICTeI] He CChI/IAJICS, He BBIILET 3a
Ipefie/bl CBOMX IIOTHOMOYMIA, TIOCKO/bKY €ro pellle-
HJ€ TIOJIHOCTBIO COOTBETCTBYET IPeIMETY U CyMMe
3asB/IeHHBbIX TpeboBanuit. Ha npumepe Hacrosiero
Jie/ia Mbl MOXKeM HaO/TIfiaTh B3aMMOJIeICTBE IPYH-
LIUIIOB ne ultra petita u jura novit arbiter Ha mpaxkTu-
Ke: TPeTENCKUI CyJ, BIpaBe sud sponte IPUBOIUTD
HOBYIO IIPAaBOBYIO apryMEHTAlMI0 IIOCTONBKY, IIO-
CKOJIbKY OH He HapyllaeT [epBblii IPUHIUIL

Qepepanpubiii cyy, LIBeriapun npuien K aHa-
JIOTMYHBIM BBIBOZIaM B fiene Bank Saint Petersburg
PLC v. ATA Insaat Sanayi ve Ticaret Ltd.”. Vicren
HpefbABII UCK C TpebOBaHMEM O IIPeIOCTABICHUN
CPEZCTB 3alIMUThI IPOTUB HAPYLIEHNs COIAlleHMN:
0 6aHKOBCKOII rapaHTUy. TpeTeiicKmit Cyp yOB/eT-
BOpU/ TpeOOBaHMs JICTLA, ONHAKO B 00OCHOBaHME
CBOETO PEeIIeHN OH MCXOAM 13 HAPYIIeHUA OCHOB-
HOTO JIOTOBOPA, a He COITIALIeHNsI 0 6AaHKOBCKOIA Ia-
panTyn. PefepanbHblil CY yKasal, 4To apOUTp He
IPEBBICUI CBOM IIOJTHOMOYNS, VI3BMEHUB KBamnuQu-
Kalyio TpeOOBaHVA U NPNBeNA NHbIE HOPMBI B €TI0
060CHOBaHe, TOCKOJIbKY pellieH1e OBII0 BBIHECEHO
B paMKax IIpeJiMeTa ¥ CyMMbI JICKa.

Takum 06pasom, cTemeHb peanusaLuin jura novit
arbiter orpaHMYMBaeTCA IApaMeTPaMM, YCTaHOB-
JIEHHBIMM CTOPOHAMM, HaIlpUMep, CYMMOI MCKa,
TO eCTb apOMTPBI He MOTYT NPUCYAUTb CTOPOHE
Oosblile, 4eM OHA TOTO INIPOCHUT, LIMPOKO TONKYA
IpUBENEHHYI0 CTOPOHAMI HOPMY MJIM CChITasACh Ha
VHYIO proprio motu, UIM PaspelinTb CIOP Ha MHBIX
IIPAaBOBBbIX OCHOBAHMAX, O KOTOPBIX CTOPOHBI He 3a-

2 United Nations Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards of 10 June 1958. URL: https://
uncitral.un.org/sites/uncitral.un.org/files/media-documents/uncitral/en/new-york-convention-e.pdf (accessed 01.04.2023).

3 Cour d'appel de Paris:Société GFI Informatique SA v. Société Engineering Ingegneria Informatica SPA et al. Case
No. 07/11672. November 27, 2008. - Revue de ['arbitrage. Issue 1. Paris : Sirey. 2009. P. 231.

4 Audiencia Provincial de Madrid. Case No. 524/2004. June 29, 2004. Cm.: [Alberti 2011:11].

> Soc.Profilglass v. Nerozzi et al. Cas.Civ.Sez. Il. June 12, 2005. Cm.: [Alberti 2011:11].

5 Supreme Court of Finland: Werfen Austria GmbH v. Polar Electro Europe B.V. Case No. S2006/716. Majority decision. July 2,

2008. URL:
no-s2006716-“werfen (accessed 01.04.2023).

https://arbitrationlaw.com/library/decision-supreme-court-finland-judgement-rendered-2-july-2008-case-

7 Federal Supreme Court of Switzerland: Bank Saint Petersburg PLC v. ATA Insaat Sanayi ve Ticaret Ltd. Case No. 4P.260/2000.

March 2, 2001. — ASA Bulletin. 2001. Issue 3. P. 531.
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sy [Wobeser 2011: 207, 212-213]. ITo cyru, ap-
OWTpBI BIIpaBe pean30BaTh CBOV AMCKPELVIOHHbIE
IIO/IHOMOYNSL IO TeX IIOp, IOKa OHJ He HapyIIAoT
ABTOHOMMIO BO/IJ CTOPOH — B 9TOM IIPMPOZA Orpa-
HUYNUTEIBHOTO XapakTepa ne ultra petita [Alberti
2011:4-6,18-19].

Ilocnedcmeus oepanuueHus

[IpuHumn ne ultra petita HampasneH Ha obe-
CIIeYeH)e IPaBOBOII OIPee/IeHHOCTU U IIpefcKa-
3yeMOCTV apOUTPa’KHOTO pasbyuparenbcTBa U €ro
pesynbrato. TeM He MeHee, ClelyeT YYUTBIBATD,
4TO OTCYTCTBYIOT YeTKMe M SICHble KPUTEPUM IIO-
psAnKa peanmmsaumu ne ultra petita: mpyu ycTaHOB-
neHyy aKTa HaJIM4YMA WINM OTCYTCTBUA €TO Hapy-
IeHnsA HeoOXOAMMO Y4YMTHIBATh O0OCTOATETbCTBA
iena B KaXJOM KOHKpeTHOM ciydae. Hampumep,
HOpVHLWI ne ultra petita B clydae MCIIONb30BAHMS
TPETeNCKMM Cy[JOM IIMPOKMX JYCKPELVIOHHBIX IO/
HOMOYMII He OyeT HapylleH, eciu Ipocbba UCTIA
0 TIPefoCTaB/IeHNN CPECTB NIPAaBOBOIl 3aIIUTHI He
HojKpemieHa topupndeckn. ONHAKO ecM UCTell
IpefoCTaB/IseT NPaBOBOe O0OOCHOBaHMe U3OpaH-
HBIX MM Mep IIPaBOBOJ 3aIWUTHI, TO PYTHe 000CHO-
BAHVA /I BbIHECEHV apOUTPAXKHOTO PelleH s, 110
o61eMy IpaBuTy, IPUBOANUTBCA He MOIYT, TaK Kak
B [JAHHOMY ClIy4ae apOuTpakHoe pelieHue OymeT
BBIHECEHO B HapylleHNe NpMHUMIA ne ultra petita
[[Tomos 2017:52-53].

B moprBepxjeHue nepBoro Tesuca IpyBefeM
npuMep u3 mpakTuku Bepxosroro Cyma dunmAH-
JIVIM, KOTOPBIII paccMaTpuBas 3asAB/eH1e 00 OTMeHe
peutens apbutpaxa no geny Werfen Austria GmbH
v. Polar Electro Europe B.V., IOSCHWUI, 4TO IIpK pea-
JIM3ALMI CBOUX JIVICKPEIVIOHHBIX IIOJTHOMOYNIT Tpe-
TEJICKMIL CyJl He HAPYLIN/I IIPAB CTOPOH, IIOCKONIbKY
caMa IIpaBoBas IIPMPOJA JOroBOpa ObIIa CIIOPHOI
Yl CTOPOHBI He MOIIM OBbITh YAMBJIEHbI pelIeHNeM B
noboM cry4ae®. Bropoii Tesnc moaTBepxK/aaeTCs -
TaTOV U3 NMPAKTUKM MHBECTUIVIOHHOTO apOuTpaka
no peny Klockner v. Republic of Cameroon: «apoutpsl
ICSID He BmpaBe myteM (GOpMYIMPOBAaHUS COO-
CTBEHHOJI IIPaBOBOI TEOPUN MU APTYMEHTALUM. ..
BBIXOJJUTH 3a Ipefienbl opupndeckoit pamku (legal

framework), ycranosnennoit Vcriom mmn OTBet-
YIKOM», HAIIpUMep, IIyTeM pa3pelleHNs CIopa «Ha
OCHOBE JIeMKTHOTO ITIpaBa, KOIZla 006e CTOPOHBI B
CBOUIX IIPOLIECCYaTbHBIX JOKYMEHTaX MCXONWIN M3
IPMMEHEeHVA HOPM JJOTOBOPHOTO IpaBa»’. B gpyrom
nene Caratube KOMUTeT ellje pa3 YIIOMAHY/ JaHHOE
IPaBUIO: «apOUTPbl BIpaBe IPUHUMATD pelleHMe
Ha OCHOBe COOCTBEHHBIII IPAaBOBBIX 0OOCHOBAHMI
0e3 IpeBapMUTEIBHOTO COITIACOBAHMUA CO CTOPO-
HaMI TOJIBKO B TOM CJTyd4ae, eC/IM JUCKPELVOHHOe
IPaBO OCYILIECTBIACTCA B YCTAHOB/IEHHBIX MMM
HpaBoBbIX paMKax»'’. TakuM o6pasom, Ipy orpaHu-
YeHUV IIPUHINIA jurd novit arbiter HOCpeCcTBOM ne
ultra petita HeoOXOLVIMO NIPUHMMATD BO BHUMAaHMUe
o6crositenberBa gena [ITomos 2017:52-53]. Tonkas
TpaHb IIpOJIEraeT MEXMY TeM, KOIJa TPeTeCKUI
CyJ, BIIpaBe CaMOCTOATEbHO OCYLIECTBUTDH MOMCK
IPaBOBON apryMeHTaluyM M KBanuQuUUpOBaTh
TpebOBaHMe TeM WM MHBIM 00pasoM U Korja pea-
IM3aLA JAHHBIX VCKPEIMOHHBIX IOJTHOMOYNIT He-
JIOIyCTHMA.

4. Due process

[IpumeHeHye TOKTpUHBI jura novit arbiter orpa-
HUYMBAETCS TakKe (YHZAMEHTAaJIbHBIM IPUHLNU-
IOM BefleHNs HaJJIeKallero apOMTPaKHOTo pas-
OuparenbctBa — due process, OFHOI U3 COCTaBHBIX
JacTell KOTOPOTo SIB/SIETCS MPABO ObITH YC/IBIIIAH-
HbIM (right to be heard). Tpereiickuit cyp obs3an
YBEIOMUTb CTOPOHBI O HAaINYMU BO3MOXKHOCTH
HpVIMEHEHsI IPYTOil HOPMBI, OCYIL|eCTB/ICHNS MHO-
O TOJIKOBaHMsI, HEM3BECTHBIX /11 cTopoH [Concise
International Arbitration...2010:191] u npepocra-
BUTH IIPaBO BBIPA3UTh MX IO3VULMIO IO BOIPOCY
[Lew 2010:9]. TpeboBanue o HeOOXOAMMOCTH CO-
Omtopenust due process copepxurcsa B cT. V(1)(b)
Hpio-Mopkckoit Konsentu, ct. 34.2(a)(ii) Tumo-
Boro 3akona JOHCUTPAJI. AnanornyHble I0I0Ke-
Hus copiepkarcs takoke B cT. IX(1)(b) EBpomnerickoit
KOHBEHIIMY O BHELIHETOProBoM apburpaxe 1961 r.,
ct. 5(1)(b) Mexxamepukanckoit (ITanamepukanckoit)
KOHBEHIIMY O MEXIYHapPOJHOM KOMMeEPYECKOM ap-
outpaxe 1975 .

& Supreme Court of Finland: Werfen Austria GmbH v. Polar Electro Europe B.V. Case No. S2006/716. Majority decision. July 2,

2008.  URL:
no-s2006716-"werfen (accessed 01.04.2023).

https://arbitrationlaw.com/library/decision-supreme-court-finland-judgement-rendered-2-july-2008-case-

° ICSID: Klockner v. Republic of Cameroon. Case No. ARB/81/2. Decision of ad hoc Committee. October 21, 1983. Para. 91. URL:
https://www.italaw.com/sites/default/files/case-documents/italaw11161.pdf (accessed 01.04.2023).

10 |CSID: Caratube Imternational Oil Co. LLP v. Republic of Kazakhstan. Case No. ARB/08/12. Decision on Annulment. Febru-
ary 18,2014. Para. 93. URL: https://www.italaw.com/sites/default/files/case-documents/italaw3082.pdf (accessed 01.04.2023).
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MexaHuaM B3anMOZeCTBUA jura novit arbiter n
due process 3aK/II09a€TCA B TOM, YTO PelLIeHVe TIOf-
JIeXNT aHAIU3Y C TOUKM 3peHNA COOMIOfeHN IpaBa
CTOPOHBI OBIT YC/IBIIAHHOI B L/IAX HPefOTBpalle-
HMJA CUTYalLy, B KOTOPOIT pellleH)ie BBIHECEHO He B
HO/Ib3y CTOPOHBI, IPaBO KOTOPOIT ObIIO HApYILIEHO,
OJfHAKO IIPU YC/IOBUY COOMIOfICHNA ee TIPaB OHA MOT-
71a 6bI OCIIOPUTD ITPYMEHEHVe HOPMBI MY BapMaHT
ee TO/IKOBAHVISI U BBIUTPATh feno'’.

Crnegyer 0OpaTuTh BHMMaHME, YTO IPAKTHMKa
IPMMEHEeHVA [JAHHOTO IPMHLNUIIA BeleHUA HaJ-
JeXaliero apOuUTPaKHOro pasduparenbcTBa He-
OfJHO3HAYHA: He BCEIja C/IefiICTBUEM €T0 HapYyIIeHA
ABJIAETCA OTMEHA PELIeHNUA JWIN OTKa3 B €ro Ipu-
3HaHNU U IIPVBEJEHUN B UCIONHeHue. PaccmoTpum
TPU CLEHapyA B3aMMOJNENCTBUA IPUHLMUIOB jura
novit curia vi ipaBa OBITD YC/IBIIIAHHBIM:

1) apOuTpBI YBELOMWIN CTOPOHBI O IpVUMeHe-
HMY TIPaBOBBIX HOPM Sua sponte M IPefoCTaBUIIN
BO3MOXXHOCTb BBIPA3UTh CBOKO IIPABOBYIO TIO3UIINIO,
C/IefloBaTeIbHO, IpaBa CTOPOH ObUIM COOMIOfEHBI,
IO3TOMY OTCYTCTBYIOT PMCKM OTHOCHUTENIBHO Jeii-
CTBUTENIBHOCTY ¥ MCHOJHVMOCTY apOUTPasKHOTO
pelLIeHs;

2) TpeTeiicKuil CyJ He IPefOCTaBWI CTOPOHAM
BO3MOXXHOCTY O3HAaKOMUTBCS C HOBBIMM IIPaBO-
BBIMI OCHOBAHMAMM, KOTOpBIE JIEI/I B OCHOBY pe-
IIEHNA, CTIeOBATE/IbHO, IIPABO ObITH YC/IBIIIAHHBIM
HapyIIeHO, a apOUTpaXKHOe pelleHNe MOXXeT OBbITh
OCIIOPEHO WM He TIPU3HAHO U He IIPUBEJEHO B NC-
HOJTHEHNE;

3) apOuTpbI He YBEOMMIN CTOPOHBI O IIpUMe-
HEHUM HOBBIX IIPABOBBIX IOJIO)KEHWII, BapMaHTOB
TOJIKOBaHWII HOPMBI, IO3TOMY IIpaBa CTOPOH ObLIN
HapyILIeHbl, OfHAKO eC/M C YYeTOM BCeX 00CTos-
TE/IbCTB JieNa ¥ XOfja apOUTPaKHOTO pasbuparenp-
CTBa CTOPOHBI MOITIM IIpeABUJETb OOpalleHue K
HIM, TO apOUTPa)KHOE pellleHye MOXKeT ObITh Jieil-
CTBUTE/IBHBIM M MCHOTTHVMBIM (KpUTEpUil TIpefBu-
IUMOCTH, the foreseeability test).

IlepBblit BapMaHT OCTATOYHO ACEH U HE MOXKET
BBI3BIBATb 3aTPYIHEHNUIT IIPU ONPeleIeHNN TIPaBo-

BBIX ITOC/IEAICTBIIT coOmonenns npununa. Hanbo-
Jiee IHTePEeCHBIMU /IS MICCTIEOBAHNMSA IIPefCTaBIIA-
I0TCA JIBE OCTABIINECS CUTYALVIN.

B no6oM mpaBonopsjiKe HapylIeHe IpaBa CTo-
POHBI OBITh YC/IBILIAHHON AB/IAETCA 6€3yCTOBHBIM
OCHOBAaHMEM OTMEHbl apOUTPAKHOIO PpeIleHNA.
Tax, Anemnaunonnslit ¢y lIBeruy otMeHus pele-
HIte ApOUTPaXHOTO MHCTUTYTa TOpProBoii IaaaTel
CTOKronbMa B CBA3M C T€M, YTO pelleHue ObIIO BbI-
HeCeHO Ha OCHOBAHMY IIPAaBOBBIX HOPM, Ha KOTOpbIe
HJ OfIHA U3 CTOPOH He CChIIa/Iach'”.

BepxoBHbiit cyn nposuHium Ksebek paccmo-
Tpe/l MeXaHM3M B3aMMOJeICTBYA jura novit arbiter
u due process B fiene Louis Dreyfus S.A.S. v. Holding
Tusculum B.V. et al."*. Tlocne HecocTosiBIIeTICS pe-
OpraHM3aLVM COBMECTHOTO IPENIpUATUSA, UCTELl
obpartuyics B apOuTpax B CBS3K C HapyIIEHUEM akK-
LMIOHEPHOTO COITIAlleHN:A. [JaHHbBII JTOKYMEHT CO-
Jiep)Kal OTOBOPKY O CpPEACTBE IIPABOBOJ 3alMThI
CTOPOHBI, MHTEPEeChl KOTOPOJl ObUIM HapyIIEHBI.
OpHako TpeTeiicKuil Cyl paccMOTpern Heo Ha oc-
HOBe «bojIee 0OLIVX IPUHLIUIIOB CIIPABE/IMBOCTIY.
Vcten obpatuics B cyp ¢ 3asBIeHNeM 00 OTMeHe
apOMTPaXKHOTO pelleHNs, BBIHECEHHOTO Ha OCHOBE
IPVHIUIIOB, KOTOPbIE He ObUIM YIIOMAHYTBI B IIPO-
IeCCya/IbHBIX JIOKYMEHTaX U B XOfie apOUTPasKHOTO
pas6buparenscrBa. Cyn ynoBneTBOpuI TpebOBaHue,
IOCKO/IBKY Ipy3HaNA (aKT HapyIleHVs IpaBa ObITb
ycmbIaHHbIM. CTOUT OTMETHUTD, YTO B JAHHOM CITy-
Jae CChUIKA Ha HapylueHue ne ultra petita 6p1a Obl
TaK)Xe KOHCTPYKTUBHOIL

Anennauuonnslit cyp Ilapmwka oTMeHun perte-
H1e apouTpaxka 1o geny Société Engel Austria GmbH
v. Société Don Trade et al. Ha aHaJIOTMYHBIX OCHOBA-
HMAX: IPYMEHEHNEe TPeTeCKUM CYHAOM JJOKTPUHBI
«Wegfall der Geschaeftsgrundlage» proprio motu 6e3
IPejOCTaB/IeHN CTOPOHAM BO3MOYKHOCTM BBICKA-
3aTh CBOK MO3MIIVIO 110 JAHHOMY BOIIPOCY'*.

B mpakTuke aMepMKaHCKVUX CY[iOB TaKXe eCTb
HpVUMepbl TIpUMeHeHus jura novit arbiter n due
process. AnennAunoHHas Koternsa BepxoBHoOro
cyma mrara Hpro-/Kepcu NOsACHMIA, 4TO OTCYT-

" New Zealand High Court: Trustee of Rotoaira Forest Trust v. Attorney-General. November 30, 1998. Cm.: [Alberti 2011:18].
12 Svea Court of Appeal: Systembolaget v. V&S Vin & Spirit. Case No. T4548-08. December 12, 2009. URL: https://arbitration-
law.com/library/decision-swedish-svea-court-appeal-december-12-2009-case-no-t-4548-08-“systembolaget-ab-vs (accessed

01.04.2023).

3 Quebec Superior Court Louis Dreyfus S.A.S. v. Holding Tusculum B.V. et al. Quebec Superior Court. Case No. 2008 QCCS
5903. December 8, 2008. Para. 3. URL: https://www.uncitral.org/docs/clout/CAN/CAN_081208_FT.pdf# (accessed 01.04.2023).
' Cour d’appel de Paris: Engel Austria GmbH v. Société Don Trade et al. Case No. 08/13618. December 3, 2009. URL: https://ar-
bitrationlaw.com/library/paris-court-appeal-pole-1-1st-chamber-3-december-2009-engel-austria-gmbh-v-don-trade-french

(accessed 01.04.2023).
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CTBME Y CTOPOHBI BO3MOXXHOCTM BBIPasuTb CBOE
IPaBOBOE MHEHME IO CYLIECTBEHHBIMM BOIIPOCaM,
3aTPOHYTBIMM apOuTpamu ex officio, ABNAOTCA Ha-
pyiienueM due process®.

TpeTuit BApMaHT — 9TO «HUCILeNeHNe» APOUTPAK-
HOTO pelIeHNsA OT HOPOKa HeCOOMIoeH 1A IPUHIIN-
1a due process Ty TeM IIPefiCTaBIeHNA JOKa3aTe/TbCTB
HPefiCKa3yeMOCTI IPYMEHEeHNS KaKOJi-/160 HOPMBI
VIV BapMaHTA ee TOJIKOBAHNA.

Qepnepanbubiit Cyn IIBelimapum paccMoTpern
3asBieHIe 00 OTMeHe apOUTPa)KHOTO pelleHus B
CBA3M C )Ka/n0060it 0 TOM, 4TO «apOUTP CChUTANCS Ha
YC/IOBMA JOTOBOPA, O IPVMEHEHUM KOTOPBIX CTO-
poHBI He 3aAB/A/N»'S. Cyl IpuIIeN K BBIBOAY, YTO
TPeTeICKMII CyJ; He HapyIIWI IIPaBO CTOPOH OBITH
YC/IBIIIAHHBIMY, TIOCKOJIbKY MCTEL] paHee CChUIAJICH
Ha JIOTOBOpPHbIE YCTIOBUA B paMKax ONMCAHVA ITIpa-
BOBBIX IOCNIEACTBUII uX npuMmeHeHud. Ilocnepnee
03HAYaeT, YTO U OTBETYNMK TaKXKe MOT IIPeACTaBUTb
CBOM BO3paKeHMs B XOfie apOUTPaKHOro pas3bupa-
TeNIbCTBA, @ €r0 INPeJCTaBUTEIb ABJIANCA U3BECT-
HBIM TPOQECcCHOHaNOM, COOTBETCTBEHHO, He MOT
He IpefIBUJETD U He YBEIOMUTb CTOPOHY O BBIHECe-
HIY pelleHA Ha OCHOBE B TOM 4MC/le KOHTPAKTHBIX
ycnosuit'’.

[Toxoxmit mpuMep MOXHO BCTPETUTb B [eNe
X SA. (Belgium) v. Y SA. (Spain)'®. OtkasbiBasg B
OTMeHe apOuTpakHoro pemenus, PepepanbHblil
cyn llIseiimapuy IOJYEPKHYII, YTO IPaBO CTOPOH
OBITb YC/IBIIAHHBIMM He ObIIO HAapyILIEHO, IO-
CKO/IBKY HPEfCTABUTENb ONHON 13 HMUX CCBUIA/ICA
Ha HOPMBI, CXOXMJe C TeMJ, KOTOpble NpUMEHN
apourp®.

[IpenBuAMMOCTD MOXKET OBITH TAK)Ke YCTaHOBIIE-
Ha, €C/IV CTOPOHBI WJIM VIX IIPEJICTABUTE/IN KOCBEHHO
CCBUIAJINCD B XOJie apOUTPaXKHOTO pa3dyparenbCcTa
Ha TIpYMeHeHHble apouTpamu HopMbl. B nenre TMM
Division Maritima SA de CV ykasai, 4ToO «CyIeCTBY-
eT TOHKasA IPaHb MEX/y INPUHATHEM pelLIeHVs Ha

OCHOBAaHMM HOPM, KOTOpbIe HUKOIZIA He ObUIN IIpsi-
MO BBIPQ)KEHO YIIOMAHYTBI, ¥ HA OCHOBAaHMM HOPM,
KOTOpble KOCBEHHO OBUIM 3aTPOHYTHI CTOPOHAMM
Y Pa3yMHO CBA3aHBI C apryMeHTalyeil CTOpOoH»™.
Bropoii ciy4yait MOXKeT COOTBETCTBOBATb KPUTEPUIO
«ripepBupnmocti» [Alberti, Bigge 2015:19]%.

Iocnedcmeus oepanuueHus

Peanmmsanua  apOuTpaMyu  IUCKPELVIOHHBIX
IOJTHOMOYMIT OTPAaHMYMBAETCH, KaK YCTAHOBJIECHO
BBILIE, B TOM YJC/Ie KaTeropyell MpefcKa3yeMoCT
[Scherer 2005:100]. OgHaKo MOCIENCTBIEM ICIIONb-
30BaHUS KPUTEPUS «IPENBUAUMOCTI» SIBIAETCH,
KaK HM CTPaHHO, IIPaBOBas HEOINPEeIeIeHHOCTb.
B nmuteparype oTMedaeTcs, 4TO OH HOCUT OLIEHOY-
Hblit xapakrep [Alberti, Bigge 2015:19] u Moxer
TOJIKOBAaTbCA CYJAAaMU Pa3/MYHbIX IPABOIOPSIKOB
He egHOOOpasHo. Hampumep, ¢ppanifysckme Cynbl
HPUEPKMBAIOTCA TOAXOfiA, COITIACHO KOTOPOMY
CTOPOHaM JO/DKHA OBITh IIPEOCTAaB/IeHAa BO3MOXK-
HOCTb OT/Ie/IbHO TIPOKOMMEHTUPOBATD IIPUMEHEHMe
flaXke TOJi HOPMBI IIpaBa, KOTOpasd KOCBEHHO Oblla
3aTPOHYTA B IIPOLIECCYa/IbHBIX JOKYMEHTAX U/WIN B
xofie apburpakHoro pasbuparenpctsa [Hosseraye,
Giovanni 2012:348]. Bonee Toro, npepckasyeMocTb
ma cynoB Opannyu OygeT MMeTb MeCTO TONBKO B
ClIydae, ec/y IIpaBOBas HOPMa, Ha KOTOPYI CChI-
Ta/ICh apOUTPBI, SAB/IAETCS HACTONMBKO 00IIeit, YTO
ee IpyUMeHeHVe ObIIO OYeBUHO: Harpumep, 00s-
3aHHOCTb JielicTBOBaTh JobpocoBectHo [Fouchard
Gaillard & Goldman...1999:950]. IIporusomo-
JIOKHBIM TOAXOA HeiicTByeT B [OHKOHre: B ferne
Pac. China Holdings (in lig) v. Grand Pac. Holdings
CYZbs1 OTK/IOHWT TpeboBaHMe 06 0OTMeHe apOouTpax-
HOTO pellleH)s Ha OCHOBe HapyllIeHN s IIpaBa CTOpO-
HbI OBITH YC/IBIIIAHHOI, TOCKOJIbKY apOUTp, BbIHEC-
NI pellleHye, OblI B COCTOSHUY CaMOCTOSITENIbHO
3¢ eKTUBHO CIIPAaBUTBHCA C TOIKOBAHUEM IIOJIOXKe-
Huit npasa Hoto-Vopka®.

5 Superior Court of New Jersey: Township of Montclair v. Montclair PBA Local N2 53. Appellate Division. Case No. A-0657-1154.

May 22,2012 (unpublished opinion).

16 Federal Supreme Court of Switzerland: X (Switzerland) v. Y (Hungary). Case No. 4A_108/2009. June 9, 2009. — ASA Bulletin.
Vol. 28. Issue 3. The Hague: Kluwer Law International. 2010. P. 557-559.

7 |bidem.

8 Federal Supreme Court of Switzerland: X SA. (Belgium) v.Y SA. (Spain). Case No. 4A-254/2010. August 3, 2010. P. 809-811.

Cm.: [Alberti 2011:17].
" lbidem.

2 High Court of Singapore: TMM Division Maritima SA de CV v. Pacific Richfield Marine Pte Ltd. September 23, 2013. Para. 63.
URL: https://www.elitigation.sg/gd/s/2013_SGHC_186 (accessed 01.04.2023).

2 |bidem.

22 High Court of Hong Kong: Pac. China Holdings (in lig) v. Grand Pac. Holdings. Decision of the Court of First Instance. 2011.

URL:

https://jusmundi.com/en/document/decision/en-grand-pacific-holdings-Itd-v-pacific-china-holdings-Itd-decision-of-

the-hong-kong-court-of-first-instance-wednesday-29th-june-2011#decision_14427 (accessed 01.04.2023).
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B mokTpuHe TaxKe BBICKAa3bIBAIOTCA OIACEHUS,
9TO TOJKOBaHME KPUTEPUS «IIPEABUAUMOCTI» MO-
)KeT OBITb MCTONKOBAaHO HACTONBKO IIVPOKO, YTO
TpebOBaHMe O COOMIOEHNI ITpaBa CTOPOHBI OBITH
YC/IBIIIAHHOIT OyeT MMeTh pOpMabHbIil XapaKTep.
Hanpumep, OTCYTCTBUE YBEIOMIEHUSA CO CTOPO-
HbI apOUTPOB O TOM, YTO OHY IIPUMEHWIN HOPMBI,
KOTOpbIe He ObUIM YIIOMAHYTHI B IPOLECCYaTbHBIX
JIOKYMEHTAX U B X0fie apOUTPaKHOT0 pasduparenp-
CTBa, He O3HAYaeT HapyllIeHMe IPaBa CTOPOHbI ObITH
YC/IBILIAHHOI, TaK KaK «B IPUHINUIIE, due process co-
OJ1I071eH, TIOCKO/IBKY «CTOPOHBI JO/DKHBI ObI/IN 3HATD,
4TO apOUTPHI 3HAIOT IPABO U IPUMEHSAT ero»™.

JJaHHDIIT TIOAXO[, AB/IAETCA B OIPENENIEHHON CTe-
IeH! PaJMKaIbHBIM M He COOTBETCTBYET IPAKTIKE
MeX/JYHapOJHOTO KOMMEPYECKOTo apOuTpaka, ofi-
HaKO MBI MO>KeM OOHAPYXXUTb €r0 B IHBECTHI[VIOH-
HoM apbutpaxe. Tak, komurer MIIYVC ormernn
CTIeflyIolliee: «XOTS pelleHMe OKa3aloch A BCeX
VI HEKOTOPBIX CTOPOH HEIPEeCKa3yeMBbIM B CUITY
IPJMMEHEeHVA HOPM, Ha KOTOPbIe OHV He CChI/IAJINCD,
JlaHHOE 00CTOATENIBCTBO HM B KOEM CrTydae He bOec-
HpelefiecHTHO B PAKTHKe IPUHATHA PelLlIeHNit 1 He
ABJIAETCA OCHOBAHMEM IS €ro oTMeHbI»**, Cchli-
K/ Ha JJAHHOE JeI0, B YaCTHOCTY, Ha IPMBEJIEeH-
HYIO IIUTATy U3 Hero, BCTpeyarTcs Takxe B Helnan
International Hotels A/S v. Arab Republic of Egypt>,
Caratube International Oil Co. LLP v. Republic of
Kazakhstan®S, Wena Hotels Ltd. v. Arab Republic of

Egypt”.
5. Expediency and efficiency

TpeTnit Bup OrpaHMYeHNs peanu3aluy IIPUH-
uuma jura novit arbiter Beipaxxaercsi B TpeboBaHNY,
IPEeDbABIIEMOM TPETENCKOMY CYAY, K CKOPOCTHU U
3¢ dexTUBHOCTY apOUTPAKHOTO pasbyuparenbCcTBa
(expediency and efficiency).

Ina Toro 4ro6pl 06OCHOBATH HEOOXOZVMOCTD
OTHENbHOTO PAacCMOTPEHMs [AaHHOTO BHUJA Orpa-
HMYEeHVA U MPOIEMOHCTPUPOBATb €r0 B3aMMOJeil-
CTBUE C IPUHLVIIOM jura novit arbiter, cmopenpyem
apoutpaxxuoe pasbuparenbcTBo. CTOPOHBI IIpef-
CTaBIIV CBOY IIPABOBBIE IIO3UIINY IO BOIIPOCY TIPU-
MeHeHMA, TOIKOBaHUA HOpM 1 T.1. OfHaKo apouTp
He COITIACEH CO BCEMU IIONIOKEHVAMM, II09TOMY OH
BBIJIBUTAET JMHbIE IIPABOBbIE aPTYMEHTHI U YBEOM-
nAeT 06 9TOM CIIOpAIINE CTOPOHBI, IPEJOCTABIIACT
VIM BO3MOXKHOCTb O3HAKOMMTBCS ¥I TIPOKOMMEHTH-
poBaTh JONYCTMMOCTD MX IpuMeHeHus [Mantakou
2014:497]. 3aTeM BO3HMKAIOT MHBIE IOTOOHDIE TIPef-
JIOKEHWA Sua sponte, 9TO CBUIETENBCTBYET O HEOO-
XO[MIMOCT) IIOBTOPHOTO 3aIlyCKa O3HAKOMJICHV
CTOPOH C HOBBIMU IIPaBOBBIMM HOTOXKeHUAMN. Of-
HOBPEMEHHO [aHHasd O0A3aHHOCTb IPENOCTABUTD
CTOPOHaM  BO3MOXXHOCTb ~ IIPOKOMMEHTHPOBATb
JIO/DKHA OBITh COOTIOfIEHA C y4eTOM HeOOXOAMMOCTI
obecreunTh ONTMMANIbHYI CKOPOCTb PaccMOTpe-
Husa pena. OTcofa BhITEKAET BAXKHBIN M CIOXKHBIN
BOIIPOC 00 0becriedeHny Ha/IeXAIero apouTpax-
HOTO pasOupaTeNbcTBa B YCIOBUAX PEryILAPHOTO
BO3HJMKHOBEHNS HOBBIX IIPABOBBIX OCHOBAHWIl 1
orpanndenHoro Bpemennu [Kurkela 2004:224]. Ilo
3TOMY BOIIPOCY KPaCHOPEYVMBO BBICKA3a/ICA KOMU-
teT ICSID no geny Mr. Tza Yap Shum v. Republic of
Peru: «apryment Pectiy6nuku I[lepy copmepxunt npu-
Mep coKpalieHus ad infinitum, KOTOPBIIT UITIOCTPU-
pyeTcs mapagokcoM 3eHOHA: eC/y HPefIONIOXKUTD,
4TO BPeMS COCTOUT M3 MHOXKECTBA MOMEHTOB, TO
CTpea, KOTOpas 3a OAMH MOMEHT He IIPOXOAUT HU-
KaKOr0 pacCTOAHMA, HE JBIDKETCHA, IIO3TOMY OHa
HMKOTJIa He CMOXKeT JOCTUTHYTb Lienn. Takum o6pa-
30M, apOUTP HUKOIZ]A He CMOYKET BHIHECTH pelleHNe,
ecm Oy#eT IOCTOAHHO HPEACTABIATb CTOPOHAM
UL O3HAKOMJICHMSA MOTMBBI peIleHMsA, HOZHATbIE
ex officio»™.

2 Lévy L. 2009. Jura Novit Curia? The Arbitrator's Discretion in the Application of the Governing Law. — Kluwer Arbitration Blog.
March 20, 2009. URL: https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/2009/03/20/jura-novit-curia-the-arbitrators-discretion-in-
the-application-of-the-governing-law/ (accessed 01.05.2023).

24 |CSID : Compania de Aguas del Aconquija S.A. and Vivendi Universal v. Argentine Republic. Case No. ARB/97/3.Decision
on Annulment. July 3, 2002. Para. 84. URL: https://www.italaw.com/sites/default/files/case-documents/ita0210.pdf (accessed
01.05.2023).

% |CSID: Helnan International Hotels A/S v. Arab Republic of Egypt. Case No. ARB/05/19. Decision of the ad hoc Committee.
June 14,2010. Para. 23. URL: https://www.italaw.com/sites/default/files/case-documents/ita0400_0.pdf (accessed 01.05.2023).
% |CSID: Caratube Imternational Oil Co. LLP v. Republic of Kazakhstan. Case No. ARB/08/12. Decision on Annulment. Febru-
ary 21,2014. Para. 93. URL: https://www.italaw.com/sites/default/files/case-documents/italaw3082.pdf (accessed 01.05.2023).
2 |CSID: Wena Hotels Ltd. v. Arab Republic of Egypt. Case No. ARB/98/4. Decision - Annulment Proceeding. February 5, 2002.
URL: https://www.italaw.com/sites/default/files/case-documents/ita0903.pdf (accessed 01.05.2023).

% |CSID: Mr. Tza Yap Shum v. Republic of Peru. Case No. ARB/07/6. Decision on Annulment. February 12, 2015. Para. 131. URL:
https://www.italaw.com/sites/default/files/case-documents/italaw4371.pdf (accessed 01.05.2023).
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Ilocnedcmeus oepanuueHus

B npuBeneHHOM IpyMepe MOXXKHO OOHApYXXUTb
niBe chepbl TpUMeHeHs JOKTPUHBI jura novit arbitet,
KOTOpas OXBaTblBaeT MaTepya/lbHO-IIPABOBbIE I
HpolieccyanbHble BOIPOCHL. B MaTepnanbHo-1paBo-
BOJ1 IVIOCKOCTY IIPVHIVII OKa3bIBaeT BIMAHNUE Ha TO,
KaKyie HOpMBI OYZyT II0I0)KeHBI B OCHOBY apOuTpax-
HOTO pelleHNsA, KaKOBBIMU OYAyT MX COfepKaHMe
Y BapMaHT TONKOBaHUsA. B mpoueccyanbHoit popme
IPVHLVIT BBIPQKAETCA B pealyn3aluy apourpammu
CBOVIX [MCKPELVIOHHBIX IOJTHOMOYMII, KOTOpbIe B
cuty 0co6eHHOCTell MEXIYHapOLHOTO apOuTpaXka
HOJIBEPraloTCsA Cepbe3HbIM OTPAaHMYEHNAM, IIPOUC-
TEKAIOLIMM V3 ero (yHIaMEeHTa/IbHbIX IIPUHIINIIOB.
TakuM o6pasom, cepa mpuMeHeHe JOKTPUHBI HO-
CUT JOBOJIBHO IIVIPOKMII XapaKTep, OfHAKO BIIOJIHE
€CTeCTBEHHO, YTO TaKasd PasHOHAINIPaBIEHHOCTb He
MOXKET He IIOPOXK/ATh IPOTUBOPEUNIL.

Kak mpopeMOHCTpUpOBaHHO B IIpuUMepe, CTO-
KHOBEHJE TIO/NAPHBIX cdep [AelCTBYUA INpPUHINIA
3aKJIIOYAeTCA B TOM, YTO CTPeMJIeHNe 00ecrednThb
HpoleccyaabHble TpeOOBaHMA peanusyercs B
yiepb MaTepuaabHO-IIPaBOBOI COCTAB/IAIONIEN ap-
outpaxuoro pemenns [Mohamed 2017:421]. Tax,
Ha CTaJuy OTMEHBI VIV IIPU3HAHNA Vi IPVMBEIEHNA B
VICTIONIHEHNE TOCY/IaPCTBEHHbIE CYAbl OCYIIeCTBIIA-
10T KOHTPOJIb B IIEPBYIO OYepefb 3a COOMoeHneM
HPVHIUIIOB BefieHNA HaJJIeKaIlero apouTpaKHoro
pasbuparenbcTa. OFHAKO OHM He IIPOBEPAIOT CO-
fiep)KaHue aKTa 1o cyuectsy. [loaToMy B JoKTpuHe
OTMEYaeTCs, 4TO B IE/IAX 0OecredeHns VICIOMHNU-
MOCTHU CBOETO pelleHNsA apOUTPBI MOTYT OKa3aTbCA
OBITb CKIOHHBIMY K TOMY, YTOOBI 00/IbIIIe BHUMAHMNS
YIEMUTD MPOLeCCYa/lbHBIM aCHeKTaM IpPYMEHeHU
MHCTUTYTA jura novit arbiter [Mohamed 2017:421].
IleiicTBUTEIPHO, HA OJHON Yallle BECOB HaXOmATCS
due process, ne ultra petita, expediency and efficiency,
a Ha JIpyroii - IpUMEeHeHNe IpaBa, KOTOpOe CYHbI
He CMOTYT IIPOKOHTPO/IMPOBATh, TaK KaK He Iiepe-
CMaTPMBAIOT JIE/IO IO CYIIECTBY (3a MCKIIOYEHUEM
CITy4aeB sIBHOTO IIpeHeOpexXeHus 3aKoHOM (manifest
disregard of the law)).

/13 BBINIEONIICAHHOTO MOXKHO Cie/IaThb BBIBO,
YTO HEONarONpUATHBIM Pe3y/IbTaTOM OrpPaHNYeHVA
HpMHIMIA jura novit arbiter MOTyT OBITH OMIVIOKM B
HPUMEHEHUN TIPaBa, PUCKU HEKOPPEKTHOTO TOTIKOBA-
Hus, 06xofa 3aKoHa u T.11. [Ipencrasnsercs, 4ro mpu
TAaKOM OIPaHIYEHVN CYIIeCTBYeT PUCK BOSHUKHOBE-
HMs TPOTMBOCTOSIHMSA IPUHLUIIOB expediency and
efficiency w jura novit arbiter, HapyieHye 6GamaHca
MeXJy KOTOPBIMU MOXKET CTaThb IPUYMHON MCKaXKe-
HIA COflep)KaHMA IIPUMEHNMOTO [TPaBa, YTO BOJET B
HPOTMBOpEYME C IIPUHIMIIOM CIIPaBeTNBOCTIL.
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6. 3akmIroueHue

B pesynbrare mccienoBaHUA aBTOPbI MPULIIN K
CTIeLYIOLIVIM BBIBOJIAM.

1. Ilpumenenue npuHIMma jura novit arbiter B
MEeX/YHAPOJHOM apOuTpaxke IOJIKUT OrpaHMU-
YeHMIO B LelAX obecredeHMsA INpPaB M 3aKOHHBIX
VHTEPECOB CIOPAIUX CTOPOH. YCTAaHOBJIEHO, YTO
OCHOBHBIMM MHCTPYMEHTaMM, OTPaHNYMBAIOLIN-
MU CBOOOJY YCMOTPEHMA TPETEeiICKOTo CyHa, ABJIA-
I0TCSl TIPUHLUIIBL TPETENCKOTO pa3bypaTenbCcTBa:
1) ne ultra petita, 2) due process u 3) expediency and
efficiency.

2. HecmoTpst Ha HEOOXOAMMOCTD YCTAHOB/ICHNS
JIOIYCTUMBbIX TPaHNL] IPUMEHeHNA NPUHLNUIA jura
novit arbiter, orpaHuYeHMe JYICKPELMOHHBIX [IO/THO-
MOuYMit apOUTPOB MOXKET BECTH K IIPABOBOJI HeolIpe-
JIeIEHHOCTY U HEIPeCKa3yeMOCTy apOUTPasKHOTO
pas6buparenbcTBa (CM. HIDKE).

3. B cuny npuniymna ne ultra petita apOoutpsl
CBA3aHBI CPELICTBAMI IPABOBOI 3ALMUThI, KOTOPbIE
3aIpOCH/IN CTOPOHBL. VI3 J]aHHOTO IIpaBuIa €CThb UC-
K/IIOYEHMA, OJHAKO OTCYTCTBYeT YeTKOCTDb UX IIpHU-
MEHEHMA: KOIZia y apOUTPOB eCTh COOTBETCTBYIOIeE
IPaBo, @ KOIJja OHO OTCYTCTBYET.

4. Cobmiofienne mnpuHUMIA due process Ha-
IpaBlIeHO Ha OrpaHN4YeHume CBOOONBI YCMOTpe-
HMA apOUTPOB IyTeM HPEfOCTaBICHNA CTOPOHAM
BO3MOXXHOCTY ITPOKOMMEHTHMPOBATb BOIPOCHI, NC-
C/IeflOBaHHbIE sua sponte. B ciydae mpepckasyemo-
CTM TOTO WM VHOTO TOJKOBAHMA IIPYMEHUMOTO
IpaBa COOTBETCTBYIONIAsA OOA3aHHOCTb OTIAJAeT.
OpHako IIpefcKa3yeMOCTb — 3TO OLIEHOYHas KaTe-
ropus. Hamrane nnm orcyrcTBue IpegBUAMMOCTI
BCeIZla pa3pelaeTcs C TOUKY 3peHNsA KOHKPETHOTO
Cyfia y>Ke Ha 3Talle OCIapyMBaHVA WIN IPUBeeHNA
B UCIIOJIHEHMe pelleHNA. B pasnumyHbIX IpaBoIio-
PALKaxX NPV OJHUX M TeX Xe 00CTOATeNbCTBAX CYA
MOXXeT IPMIITU K TIPOTUBOIIONIOKHBIM BBIBOZIAM TI0
JTAHHOMY BOIIPOCY.

5. OrpaHnunTeNb B BUJe NPMHINUIIA expediency
and efficiency HanpaB/ieH Ha ONTMMA/IbHOE JMCIIONb-
30BaHIe BpeMeHV apOUTPaKHOTO pa3byuparenbCcTa
VI CHIDKEHNE PacXofioB Ha ero nposefieHre. OgHaKo
BPEMEHHbIe OTPAHMYEHNSA B PaMKax IPUMEHeHMNA
jura novit arbiter MOTYT OKa3aTb OTPMI[ATE/TbHBII
addexT Ha MarTepuanbHYI 4acTb apOUTPA)KHOTO
pelLIeHVs: CYLIeCTBEHHbIE AaCHEKThl IIPUMEeHEeHMNsA
MaTepuajbHOTO IIPaBa MOTYT ObITb MICKa>KEHBI, 103~
TOMY IIPMOPUTET NpuobpeTaeT HeoOXOAUMOCTD CO-
XpaHeHMs1 OajaHca MeXAY MPUHLUIIAMY jura novit
arbiter u expediency and efficiency.
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