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318 dedAbAyE gdHE Aol HusiHo] sia glva do® o] ofy
. o& B9, & /9 At Z2AEE $33517] 95 HE = U3,
B3 &b diste] 25+ dow, HALE 249 I IR A
S Z}5o] AYE AA ATE AS F JdoH, sty &3 & g9 o
Hol &P Eo] HFAE TPF T = Yot old= FAFE, EFEH S 71 7]
49 AF, FAE AGY ol S A% IS A, B A, st=F
A T T BHP FBLS A%l Aot E=3 FAAA 9 Ao D& T
= T3 =€ F EFATE A& T U3, $AE Fo] Ae F Ut 2y
ole} Ze AL, T FAEES Y IAANY Aol HFAF et
Ate AL Yede Aelga & 5 Yk oo wet FAYE 25d =AY
Aol Yol AFHQ oz Hol 7 ol F 4L FAY F gl Aoz
H 719, ILA(International Law Association)?), Committee on International
Commercial Arbitratione #1662+ Buenos Aires 33|98}, Al672} Helsinki% 3]
A o)¢} e EJtE AF) 9ty 53] olriHe AL EAE AESAT
I AFgEA A9 “EfEA"(Complex Arbitrations)o|A #A71FE EAS HE
&k} A663F ILA Buenos AiresZ3olA A1zt TR A9} A672 Helsinki ¥
3o A A2z BRuxrt AFHEASY, A 49 Al BaME B,
Eg Aolg.
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D A9 shte Feel gePARde] FAges HT1540 53 Skt idx
gt} old Aol disjAE, ] Gillis Wetter, Overview of the Issues of Multi-party
Arbitration, in: Multiparty Arbitration , hrsg. von Intermational Chamber of Commerce,
1991, S. 9 A=,

2) ILA(S-2 YilXe “AAZAYES s 21 he FAHe ddd AFE A &
324, 18733 10¥ Bl FY=o], dAAE I3 dde] 2 BRE FI AA =9
Branch’} itk ILAGE 43 $143]7t i, o] $dsdxe aday AAxz &4
At H3 Qe FAYREe FARES AAsY o AFstn, 2 RaxFgste, LAY
olgog #HYg FAIZI T AEFL2ZA FAYY AR T AR o|F WAIHEE u

e, 3 AAMPEEL T 7198 FHo] HA ¥ Aoz Hridu Qv
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. (B34 (Complex Arbitrations))el gu]e] 34

e
W

B3FAe ojud AL dujstert FAGAEAY Y 9 FEHE,
A &3t Al B £4¢] glov, £40] AWl Bl 1xx] &3, AWl B
C, A ¥ Bl C ¥ D&t AFH o] ZAAPL da dEoeA], 19 = 3
o] 7 BE9 B FALE DA AdsteTh AR W o
o <dAHer 9 A A7, o [HeAREA]l  (Multi-party
Arbitration)®] EAZ @tk 5&§FAZ, BAAL 4l 35 % olyE, A
714 &3] AZIA & Aol FF, EAE HF, F& ZARE 557 ofY
v, AdAle Erde A9 FAE vt

aHA EFFAE dsd Zo] A9 FHFLE FEE 4 Utk © FAR
£ 3WABC). TAHIE T Aol A Bl Utk o] Ak AR} of
d #AR C, 379 AZAFRAE, 17402 Hddes RS upgh og 2L
Fahe AV AAFAN 54, B AAAA, C7F B st=EEAR] AH 2
of B 4 3t} @ AR 3AABC). FAE T3 Aleko] ABC
toll ot AZF BE #alAez = FAAAE /MAED BE CE 941%
2 3t FAAAE AT o9 2 A%, AR Arlste A
Al AL & 4 3tk @ #AIAF 3(ABC). Aleke] B Azl B C3hell 3l
, Zzrol TAZ(ddl, dwo] ICCFAAA, ¥l ad hoc FAAA, 4wt
°] ICCEY %971 A& & Uth)E EFTE B Aol disiy FAE A7
th. BE Co dsixE APt oy, dAE ¥8E 5 Aevt o8 22 4%
<, A7} A4 FALe] w2} B 4R, O b8 A4dAR] AR 2 FS-
o B & ok ol2g 712AY &9 AR AL FAA, O Yol 2
< BARRZE AGBANt B4 B T BAE FFMA S ¥Ee] Aok

YA BadAe oS FHRE 2 gHE dAse AESIE 3

@ €% g3 43 (Pure Multi-Issues Situations)--°]& ¥3AMAL, 8t
o] Ak A AH B FFol BT Aot

@ €573 AR A3 (Pure Multi-Party Situations—-°1& 5 FAMA &
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< F ZARE o)A & A, B9 C, 3FFo] Alofo] @5k Ao}
Q@ 5% A A3HPure Multi-Contract situation)--- ©]&= & T
ojde] FALRL, F=7Rel Aekell #AH AlAo|t)

rir
M

I <% 934 43

1. [F341d SAe 71242 & AR 549 H7E ¥t Q)
e AReE, duFQl EAZA 2R AR A7V AVEHL AFEA ZT
7} B8 w7z ¢4 grls oo} gt

ololl #dted Committee®] UL 2929 Pierre Karrer & F 23] 4339
& S A2 (Arbitration Rule of the Zirich Chamber of Commerce-—-4$
Zirich Rule)& 1-838t4d, 2L F79 AV AFFTY 79 ¥3L 4
Adstr] AT FAJAY #BEH TS vFA F Q] w7, A2 FTY
A7 AFEL BT dFS 249 2 & A% 4ZAY FEA FHo
AZ197] A7A] geEH oz Ar|EHojof dtha FF8 A tHZirich Rule 25%).
a1 A7)E FAlAle] AT AAd diste gsks w7ix| ot

o]# g Wale] mE th, ICC Rulesdtoll A AE2E AT A7y AFSA A
7o ¥R P AAEE AR A48 5 vt gfustd ICC Rules®
FAAe Age] dig 71F(ICC Rules 84)F)E A% FAE HAHs YA &
7] WBolth. Ty A ZAR 7} A4H 1 ICC Rules 13%0] ABHAY &
A FARAF Ao At oud 7|F=E AVE F QYUrh. 2 Foll o
FolAe AFFEY AT ¥R AR HTY AVl EF FAHAY F9
¢} ICC Rules 1629] A wat FAEe] o & BARY F47F 8.7
A},

dd ZAFTAYY 737 52%(Article 52 of London Court of International
Arbitration Rules, ©}3} "LCIA Rules“2} sthe =g FAANA "4 574
a A& FAA] HFAHA FA4Yg BAs] st HLrbed AR
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A E&E "HEAE AF AFE L Fosia glen, 1 23 ICC Rules9td
R

A4 oM AFE AL 7loE 4N FFY el 2 FAAe] F
Aste ZE AR ANES] AR AT Arke o] AYH T Yok
AAe FE2T W} FAAS] 159 ARE AV Uk F3E EAE
AR dAE BN Aol Fae olgaFe] FA AVIAHE FAL o

1 A
L gAY E3 G Hed FogE TR 18y dAgE 43t
Aot o] A7|E F Athe AMS(LCIA Rules 62)x E7-3ti GHA 9}
Fo] A Foe FHHQ A7 ARFTA A9 ¥4 LCIA Rules &
AqMe JE&HA Fettr B 5 UATHLCIA Rules 142F).

ZAAAAFA ] B3 UNCITRAL Model Law(©]3l “Model Law”2 gt}) 23
Z 288 o= FAAY FARARIL ‘FAE AQATE Aol dEd 2T
FA3E &3t oA Asdan ALHA ¥ I, FAAAY JAPF A
Aol Ao Ugoly gHE FANAY BFE F UASE WA o
Model Lawe A5 AFUEold g e FAHFAY BFE o= AFH Y
-—— ARo] gAML AEY Fete--- FLert=d glojA LCIA Rules B
o ¥EAA A 2

o] oA UNCITRAL FAT3 0% A1 v= FAES IAFAT3
(the International Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association) 4
ZE AT B AT $Ho] FAFAY HLdolAY aRe] AdE FA
o2 7] Wi ¥AAsty, £t U GARA &3 & of7lstAY, ojd o
A3 wFo] £AFe] EHHES Aol opd ¢ HIHT e ¥ £ &

3

BE5E &8st gt

—_—

fr

2. TAS #-stod e AHA AITAATE AAYste AozE AU A
7t SAFAA AP Bt AT GARIE obd Coll diste] HTske A4S
BZE 5 Qlvh dAd AAFZAA ke gl FaE FAYAE oE A
ofatet 1 Aok AL obd AAAAEAAE A #tde FTAZ
TEHA devta 7HA)e datd FTske A 5otk

o] EAl #sAM = 27FA] @Yol EAE + Ao IFAME Ax FA
Z%2 FA8ta Be Col dalA 25dA4E AT & Ao 22y &0}



144 BB FE HIT

dAE FAZHl FAZFN FAF A ojele] FARAA ZAHE TR Y
FAAzL AL FAZF 2 BARR A FAH o o @3 a2 FARANY o]
Fo2 I FAE T AUNE 2R F AAAY 23 AL TAY AL
g ARstd 228 AT REFEDAMNE 258 FdsHA I A
AL 718 7HA L 817] Wi, 97]oA FHo] He EAE 71@9HE o
A Bostert she A, 22 o] EAls EFHoPYdME 8 &t o
AstA Lehd FAVAL 71RFHE JHAHoF ok old me} AfFHoE PAA
of ATt 1 BAo] A tide] He Aol ofHTH( I o]RLE &
U #As Fagsts BE FUe AEHAAY 2@ AE AV Tl
ARG AE AAR g}, BAARAET FT= 08 FAAE dd=2 Hd
(e TAED F4E 25E A AT + gtk

B FEHloby 3029 AW|E o] o] q4UTHE, o]AL HEE T d©l
i stefof & Aotk dustA FAQ FUT BAAE FAAIGN HAEE A
go] Zolug, A3AA Feie] FAZEH 71w x¥He HEGAY A&
FeRdE ZAsteE AL =g og EVbssly] ot AW AR 7|4Y
o] F7FAA e FUT AAe] Fisteiof sk FARAOIAR H$HAHIL 3
W, FABRY Hegtel A& A3 AL &Hol QUrk ojo #sto, FEfHo
2 309, B 3L e 99 A wt ZE ARES 18
Aol wEk AL YL A97)E st dued F79 €U0 2 4
grg et Abge] diste] FEAH o2 AMFoer Ho] i AAX = EE
FARES FA EEFAIIVIE SFshe ALY ©19E Astd £4% 2
HatA Ao Ae AR HES &olstA stuA e A7t i &
71wEL A3 HES oudid. ofd o]foHEX W] o]FAXA] FA
Hohd, FAPLLE FAASe] 28T Aoz VA Hi, 1 BARELS &4
s Astr] fste] Fho 28 A7 2 Rolmg, a2 Apde] EAsHA
Frlobd 30z2E A3 A A7 Aok A A3 #9729
& FAlo] Heldo &8 ATISHAY AR AYGEA 2 Aol Re

3) art. 30, Decree 2279/89(Colombian Decree) Law 23 of 1991} <3} 7§ = Ut
4) R. Gambora Serrano, El Proceso Arbitral en Columbia, 70-73(1992).
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sl X AT APAALolo A FA7F o] FATE &L FHojof g,
a9 LCIATF & (London Court of International Arbitration Rules)13Z(c)+&
#E AR TAF AFol A3 BIE I8 3, E=F WIPO Rules
18x(d)lAe B FAZXZEY BAATL ofd AE =9 59 ARt it
FAZFE] FAAEC] By Add FAAEL] HAde] Ttz WIPOTF3 9
0E AL T Fgode vtA 2 A7t FAZRY AEE AeE Bu vt
Wkl Al tist Holx FARAE F 1¢0] old Fod Agde ALH
T FAY HIAHTAZA BE IAHILEA JoH oz et AE FHE
skal uth
% 958/91¢ -4?5}‘11 AX g 7129 ¥3(the Drafting Commission)7} 2H4] g
ol=2#fE|Y} S AW Z<2Hthe Draft Argentine Arbitration Law) 26%%&, @
E Ao FAxEY 74& ¥R gt UE EAS d#H Qln, =3
E d8d EAES 24 @99 FAHH(adjudicator)o] AA = 3101 g8
frogt A9, YL EE olFBAAESY gAE EL& Fo A%
A& YAt FAAAE F8AE F Ao FASL Aok
UNCITRAL Model Law 9A % o] EA|o disted tfF1 U}, F, 8&(1)oA
“FAFY el A Aol WY ALHJIE AFEA, YYBZAAIE 2
Ao Ete] #g AR} AEAE AES}] o]d ojo I FHE A7)
3 2 FAFYIE FRAY, ABHAAY, BEE o|gEF AH 3l
#HA ot & FAAES FA FF3tdol A3 3 Q)
B, B3 82 Q2)ME ‘Aol AZiE ALl FAdAAE AAIAY £32
o A% A A= FARAR] P2 & AR'=Hn
Hol ot a¥ANL B fARo2ZE F 7HA] A F owE Aol RE FAAE

nE
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& TEHE AAL FHHOR o To=AE AHY 4 glov, Bde 2R
3 FARAY FES e FE Q6. nIAdgnEds] vEe Auwg

(federal court)#&do] £t ARIEH} FAZFY HFo| &3te AIEY

5) H. Grigera Naén, Arbitration in Latin America : recent developments in
Mexico and Colombia, 4 Jahrbuch fiir die Praxis der Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit 263,

271-274(1990).
6) A. Broches, Commentary on the Uncitral Model Law, 49-51(1990).
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Ao 2 A7 FAEIFSSHE A ol ¥ s glon, niA oF

A =
ZAEAe] FA o 2ARA B £ Utk @Ak AT,

1. &5 AR Aoz FdHe 1384 732 & ol At
LT Al #dHE FTAZTIH. FAA A7t Bl Wigt] SAEAE A
3t3, 2 ¥ B7F YT STAEAANA FAR Coll diste RFTE Arjshe B4
o] Aol 3&HE7?

FAAE Coll A Aol g 277F Ak BAele] 4% S22 #A ==

BARE /A Qe S, olEH Y, Ax $FAlx, B C= 47 Ade o
2 FEE g3 A2, dd, Be A% AR dAYRE, 28 Ce
718 AUy, dul € e ASHE Fete Yol AMdAYY B¢
dE FRAA gyl 7isd Aojnh Algde A3 1 7L A% AZAE A
Fxzie] ALY FEA MAA XA Wi, A ZFEE EA EE A
FAQ dAAYe el #g Adte] dis] AYL 2 Bl st AU B
£ a8 28-S Co J3 AR/ s5d 4ul 2 A 2 A AL F
Al CE T4 FAA %] d2A AAA JAAY 2 7HsdS wiA

ste] AAISHAl AR YA &L Ao, o EA Wt A Bol it
A7 B Col gg HTE TLE FALAANA =2=ojo qrt. o] T 3
AdEe SAd 259 AgAYE e AR JH(FRUH o3 FAIFA
Dot wlg9] F7HC uig B A& Asted e FANEE HAse B
PG Bgesy FEAH £ 45 Eed F o (FAMLE HAAA
02X FYE FA O Feold Ayt v F JUth EE #A ZAAEC]
A HEEA Y AL €58 Jsy] 94 289 dAF F o AR
Bz 5o 428 rAEy] fME SAHM D] AAHT A %A, C7F 18

7) Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc. v. Byrd, 470 U. S. 213(1985).
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g Aol FA7tetES Coll tig F 771 o] Folxof gd),

2. 29 FAAR BF9) Ade) &3S FAHSE ZF 2 Cour de Cassation
(BZE) 9] DutcoAtAo A AR SAld] #@E BE QARELS FAUS
A3t oM 55T HFS Dotol dhn FAY% AL FHIoF ot
= FTEAEAE T Jde 34 A FARE @ Dutco W
BKMI/SiemensAt719-& BHH, & o Ae, ICCFATA S AaEd oz g A
£ F9sta Jo, ICCFATE L drgAtd#ae] FAjd] &3 AJH
AL A7l W&o, ¥ FAQe] HAHoloF & AJAVP EAE HU
ICCTAY LS AFago] we}, B9 JAHAE FALAY dA=2 B, 9
A0 ALE fAske 1919 FAAE AAse L Ao

Dutco ™ BKMI/ Siemens Atzd9} FAAelA Fol=o] Q&

X Asti e viet Zol, FAHANY AL AHse FAELL 3¢9
ALz TS, = Aoldth. 28y Dutcos, TAE AAES o, ojzd
22bl giEliA 1909 FF ] FARME RS & A& FEAT oo dlsiA
IAHAEL, AXEAAE 424 5x9] FAYS 43T A7 ddeta %

8) R. Budin, Les clauses arbitrales internationales (1993) 78-81; 82-8b5.

9) o Abzlel AMABAE, BRMIAHE)E 20slale] AME BRAHS BrjHo| 22 A
2 383, 71 %, A2AYA%E DutcoUAE) € Siemens(S)sh AZsx, 3417} &
AYYE 29T BAdY ARG E [o] Ao A= FE BEAAM, BA
7o o8 +5Ho2 A4 5 U 2L, ICCTATHA Yatdd, 5 7FHo] st A
2dE 339 AU 93ty HFHoz AT FAXNE FHI2 A Fa FAH
AUt Dutcorbs  EY92Ate] AFEo]go] gltka shol, FAzFd| we} ICCFTAEY
Gl FALNEE st YAIZEE HER 449 NFE 59 F A& Fagok
BKMI¢} Siemenst E7le] FAdate] odledol & Roldla sl A o] ety
o}

ICCEAYAL, shlel ffEosA 399 FAAL MASHES 3%, Ducorbrt 1%,
BKMI¢} Siemens7t $%02 199 FAAS MAI=E stk 4 Al BRES AR
FAZ 1389 FAAE AA3AUY Dutco’t T4 198 AAsta, 2dx 199 oL
ICCEAE Aol dFatdtt ICCFAL YL, THHSAgT el FAAAE FHsHA
AL o, deFAARFA] AN & 4 givtn AR

a2y o] A= HAF Az = AwEle olddAt EAsta Jong, HYE T
TaFe] 8742 o] e #HFoAA ¥sithi sted, Schwabt o AHHE [(&3d
(erweiterte) b FALA R A 9] F4), gtx FHE Alelgta stz 9o}, Schwab, Mehrpar-
teinschiedsgerichtsbarkeit und Streitgenossenschaft, FS W. Habscheid 1989, S. 287-288.
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QT 2y, ICCEFAR YL A9 ojz]d Fw& wolEolx] gglr] o

Fol, HAHAEL, Ext9 FAAY AGA ds) FRIA, 199 TEY F
AN AARSAS. 1 2 FAE FAHELL ICCFATH 2248 A= 3
o & ZAPYY FAL AYsid, gn adstgnh 524 o5, ZF 24
AR 7z 1919 FAAS ARk, aea 2919 FAdel 19 gelef 7]

(

el AI3e) FAGS AT B e F nla-%_-% ZAMLNA 1CCE AT
o] HEHE RE PARE FAZTEA UIEI & Y7 WEel, Bxe
Hgol WAME Belg Holgtn AZUY, P BusAT. 283 os ol
sHste Aol A, BE 92 2L AF o= az Ase AL o,
5w

a8y BKMIS} Siemenst IHe] Hidgibeol frdkberdel kA 2 ol #
3 FARG £ € JAPL FAFHTA Y JidvgE AE olfE, TARD
ol HAE T &F A7lsdoh

2 F29L Y1) & 7173

v}2] HiFFkE(Cour d’appel de Paris)2, 1.olfF&A, ICCTATAL 34}
AEA L MeAdE AYstn YA Foh BARTE AAAQAGE 2 AL,
I DHZ GFEPAREAFE AN AolH, 2 BT A=A At
Ae GEIAALFAY e E AAFAT ICCFATE A2zWE, & 2
AZH7F 199 S90S A g 73S Atk 24 FARRATE [R5 A
AL AASE Ade 71EAEY Foy Ao AL otk & ZdAE, TA
WA T glojAe FALxte] A dAte] HHE EFYo] dRvda T 5 gl
o} FARe] BEA HF 943 L AFY 34 futg AL oYt g7
AAZEAE 2 AARA, AR B HF AR ofgy A B
FUYH 2 A FZo| JFg Fo FE F U AFE 24T AL ok,
SAYPLL, AR 9Ate) ICCEAFA webx AAHsA FAHUAS, 2
#A G FAaA(RL)E AasiHh

ojo) thajAl, ZFA BEEBE(Cour de Cassation, HIHU)L, £ FAEY
o] AL AYstA Fohal s, B2 E Ui =TT ,
o] MAA O] oA FARRHE HFEA fod <t "o g A2 [aF]H &
gto], o] 93 ¥7)skE AL PHEA AAZ YT F7t olyH s EHX

A
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At QATHO), =gk gEEpre] $Ae dWAAle o A
AAgsked dolde ARESH 8§73 AT 283 BE F--ol(o]
EHW, 158 TELILEAN gAAY] dEd, YT FARY A4 FeetA
23l F9ole °o]F XA 7| B(appointing authority)o]vt HYel <3t HAH7]
g 5ol]), AR Aol oste) ARA RE FAAEC FAA AYY £9&
HAL, HYoluy AR Melo] A% AAT|H ot HYHA e T,
fixa =N
AR FA oA BEe UAE BFYEA KBS Ak,
Rule(l&x_(a), (), N 399 FALA g v FARR FA(a three-
arbitrator-multi-party arbitration)ol] 1914, FAAF A @ 120 ©]d9 durt
EAFAY, @ 191 o139 Hurt EAsAY, @ 191 o3 day FHurt &
Atk 7jAHY Je Ae, 28 dREL I8 FF FTALE FUSA
oy Hauge] 95 Fe Aede, 4159 9uF FAUE WIPO Cente
o 93l MAFof M, 1F FAJEL FTALFAA HEFAJAES Y3
ojof gpi FAgsta Ut

ot
o
rj!g
i
tlo
b
o
tlo o
ins
e
L
rlr
poct
rulo
ot

.S;L
OXE

V. $50 SAloke) 43

—

£58 grAge dad 448 5+ e 2L, A% Bl EX4HA FA=
e 23T Yt EAY AGBAS LT AE AR, Zzte) FHzY o
2t o AokmAle B FA7 ANE Feel ¥ AE FU2 WHEL 5 U=
7} ol

@ % AkBA o] 2AHQ ABAo] Yor WIEA 4S A, FIH
FAA S FAF Algte] Bl Remm At FAEA0] U £ e
79},

@ TE Aol MEAe] BANA b o e FAxdo] BF

10) Stelios Koussoulis, Fragen zur Mehrparteinschiedsgerichtbarkeit, ZZP 107 Band, Heft
2,1994, S.201-202.
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Hoz Fd% F9o A7 2AY Holgtn FAHSE Aol AAY Aol ¥
Aot Este, FARLY FA o AY EAAY YAt FAY 72T shito)
v, 33 2AHA 842 A} JEE, FAAEC] AZ AFsriy ¥
Aste £4& s At 279 FALSES Azt A, d7d o4
Akel] thsiM = ST AES(AAAE, 1 219 A%l A ICCE A9 s}
T Avole, 280l A3z dHEA ddFH A A s, iEHE #F
9 e dsta dAY Es ZAY Aolng, 28 Y9 i aE
ANA A FoHd ¥ 7heAde AFE ZAojgta Holof & lojth

ICCEAZ A A(olst Hholet d&rh)e] lit(Internal Rules) 132E % AT
7b T4 JHAAE RN BeodE, ICCEAZF wet A7l Bell dist
o A7 FTE A BAelol AFFR 7€ ICCFA AUAIIE A& 3§
&3ta gitt. JFARRELR ICC Ruledl] oAt A9 A4 @3t} FAdl
HExE oz I fAA Abde] ¥ 5 itk

v QRTAL, BARES HAH Fo7t g AP, BHAE BE
FAZG] hetel BE FARL BAHA e B9, 8 Pl ¥
49 g g oM BE Feid WFE BrAssHTE Aol YWH 47

ojt}, ZEu} ol=dE} 29t B2E RE AV TYF FH2 HFIHAL 5
gt FAZIT oty o] FAXAY FUS FAFEHE MEE Ho] 'Y
AR ALolE, E BT I o3y FAHAE HYY FH st HEA
71 A& &3k ok a2 yd, #A =, vj57e] NAFTAZF 11263
, e BT L 3FY HETAY AREAE e A9 E st
agEna sk 112029 g2t FAV AFE GFFEAHTE A

E FEAHoR Hste A& 8t Uk 239 EFE $8te ICSID
< 3U0& At EEFAFE AA3stejof gt UNCITRAL FA
Hol whe} TAARNE FHsE 2T SEFAYE 2 FARL AR FT
o thek #A&Fe] HWPHEE & F Utk a2dd nF AYELYT 455 FA
Axe] Hee] WHe o WS A9dd &S & 5 Uob. Y
BoeingAl Ab oAM=, Zzbe) FAlel #AE BEE BARIEC] BAF o2 FA|

x

11) See, )7, Compatia Espafiola de Petréleos, S.A. v. Nereus Shipping, 527 F.
2d.966(2d. Cir.1975).
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2 WPl BoAstA ge Aol FAUAY ol oFeld + Uow
, 2.9 (Boeing) Ak A S Fo FAHOZ Hunw,

1R AR 240 2EADFHY A AARAI A ARNEF At 24
S}k TAVE 5348 AAsn & A1e AR AL, RN AAA A
13 AFEO FHAAAT AN} TAHE B2ns 4 45e) 24F 2w
Ao BeA A7|AraAd] gom, AGNE 7] FYHLOH, 2zl FA)
zo] FAHS JRo, 1 YL Te UgozA, HFFAY(AAAY
ZAFH] G2w, FAHAL 32, FEANAN 71 Ho) Atk

P E ANHARANALDY FA A2 AYL FHG A=
(Interface)ol & WA AkMe) A GARZE Ho] UAch

ARZRE 240 4% ARE AAAC HEH ALZREH $AE o
qalA, BYAIst TA] A7) 918 FA9 A8 sharh 2 Agel AF,
A= ARE Pl Gl Bl TGl 2 AL LYo, BYAE
e Al vl F7HE $EIL AT A, E TARC w59 A7 3%
@ Aol valA wEd 4 Age RoA, Wl Festx Wt

AAAE 9% A% tald ZE FARY Bo7t 927} BEe) W Bt
A gretin B,

@ BT ARE, APAY FAF WEEE FAYRAAL A3 L sy,

AAEe, 4= ARt Fhee AEEe] A 2 QN2 EF

A 1 AR AR, BYY AHARE 1F4eA7) BBl RYA @

@ I AzKEEmHRREEES, AHol dd2A Q83 Nereus A3} £ A
g TSR AR, ATt SRS SAA kR, AT, MHE R B2
U9 3FAAE Fel X7 ded, 2 Tl §4A%e] TAxFS TS}
of LU metA 2 3ZARAZE g FAE A=d AolTa s

12) Government of United Kingdom of Great Britain v. Boeing Co., 998 F. 2d 63(2d.
Cir.1993). See also note in 107 Har.L Rev. 499-504(1993).
13) KEE-—x, BEFEras sk B & B, PIR&HER, 93-100F.
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Teh, £ e oA, I3 AEE EYASE TARMe] dxe] Aok gittn
RARH, o= AGME FTAHI AT FAHS Tt A ¥ BYA=
TAE el S F7iske Aode SshA 43kt £ #A =& ¥
4 AHd R AU EAE 2Estn Ao Fe ded AHA 713EA, 2709
TAEAE Bshe A2 A= fioh

FAFE, AETAYE 2 DS FA At FRsHT T H
9L DAEETEH 420a) B 8l@@)0] HE&H, TS FEA TR &
A SAEAS] HES st = AT ZolEa g Aol
a AYHIP LY HAL, o] FAY FEY ZAE &F9] 3
T vy AEFARE, A 23l mEA A @, FAEAY BEe AA
A etk WA 42(a) H 8l@@) #F FFAF FAL ARHA &
=0 TEBL@)3)E, TAYl Hde dAEE FAsL A &2 Ff FA
Holl oJste] HAS Eojdl AbFAR ] WAEEH] HEE AFT ¥ otk F
Z27h B ASHY A FAREAC AT AHHY FAERAE WAL EH
< H&HA gev 2 sk AL Pt

AP AL, Y BEdE &SHEA, DEFAY L AHH e wiE -SZH
Aeke] AL, AAd 2 FPo] vEEAH S TAATIE Aol AL stoE, &
Bale e = Aol ZES WYL Aok A o740, ZE 7§:rL°ﬂ
#ete] FAE Hoke o] oz, AHHer wHHEH FAAGE, AR AF

o este, JAL Fojr}.

FTAEARE AR AP 99 v EsHH A3 B i +HE B
FRRE FANY, AGGAATL LT AL BANA JD ZE S ©dY
FAAzL oste] AAstE Ae YT, Ak FTAxZ TA Hil
dalid 8 e Aer & F ge Aonh

24 AR Al SAEEE A= =
SAZZANA A FAAAE BEske AL & 5 fUd, S BASAT

@ o] #Ad A, A vt Zo] AT oW J|Ed, WAL 7
AEe o)7L glol: FANMEE & 4 AdTaL 3 BHE UASA.

2. 58 OFAG AR E she] AlHEA, A7 B 2 CoF /A<
Ak AAE B Wio] JFedrtd £AZE . 23T AUl 2A A

Fol e o, AHE, B9
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= FEEE ALE A Clipper GasAto #4& € & tHd. o] A9 W
€&, Ax F2A4E ERsta e, AV F9E sEe 45
2 3= A%E BY C8 A7 AZ2SRH. 4 AL 473 598 IAZLS
Fi AN eH, B C 25 A9 x4l g5Edo] EFHAE AE A

o} o] TEete] B EXE AT o, GFo] Eo LdH ISl TAHAA
th. o1 A3 BY uiojojo] o] AMEHUL A Auke tiA uiololE & o
AR oA AA AL HHREE A E3tdol A HA AE #Hbke] o
g wjde 9] 915t Betol Aok mEt FARTE st B 1 ATFE
AR AASE SN L FFE TR AL EEARAZAMY 19 9F
£ ol oA FHAe] AUSS HIdEE KHFE AVIsHTh AT °)
Holl= At BAol9] Alokat B, Co] k&l tidh 2F] AAEAN Ag CAtol9
AFstel A A7 He ZE FAAA: BEEojoF dpn FFsA ole] w3t
o HAL FARAY FEH 25-A QoA AEQ Beg ¥diol e
g Ao 7]sted, Co Ridjelx B3t HEg BHsAY 2y o] #EL,
YolA <18" Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain v. Boeing
Co Aol mE Ho YA Aol v]Fo] & o, o] Feje] Hert A
ol = &It gEolh

3. &7 Ak 4o 5338 uad g = OE FFo A, A%t
Bet ASAAE 21 BS O AGBAE 2L 448 44 + Jo. 252
(A7} =5A®B)ol et ALl S olf2 FAEAE AL BE A%
BAtolo] A AL obd SIEFAC)] et AL B AFAY
Abzde] 1 o]t

olo] B dubAQl UL AT FAAR o RE, FIYE FTANI U
FAAAE] AR A A, B, C ZE GAMA] B3t BEAS Ao g
Aot addE B7stn C& BEsy] AdfME CE Y ZE #d A
2] FE €82 Fth A9 Be HE2H of(dAXd, 25L& CAA 714
% 718 213 289 dddedl doMe 21 §& TS daA &%

14) 7 International Arbitration Report, D-1/D-7(1992).
15) Budin, 90-91.



154 #HEHPEE FO%¥

Holth2, A B7F Al Alzg Bxtel C7h A7hshe € Qa4 2 Aol
ok w2 BE, C7F Adl diste] AUe 2 stEaAcke) fiut] 2R 5
W, Ax C% HP™o=Y C7h Ad Yetel KikE AZshe el S5E, C
skel A =258 wheb e Zolth C EF Aste FAl) BAEsIE
shebe) g GElze ol%g 7Hd & quk

) ARAAE, FAARY GRS AAEH BAR 2] et} I
WA FALAE AT £ Y= A5 APHEH Yo e AXE A
399 Aom math aAF guiold Fa Ak Welsh T3k a0 thstel
FARFEC] AAsHe el W tsiA B Zoltho. o EAE sdse =

£ wgos FA% GAREC] AL AAEe] Beh AR FAA Gl
AEEA FReNE BT, AZPAEL SRR BhtE RS HEHe
ZFATH(ISHY, WIPOT 182(d)e) 8ol Fjah Rold,

FEFES e AGRAE 93 b AIIARE FALAY WY 4
UEE = PHoZE ASh Broldl Aokl shte 2% T AW, 1 &
ol whet B7k Boll Sstel AR Ao s=gAe] st 3¢ E o
28 A3, 1 2% SFEFA O FAG B} ANHD sSEFAte] BE
Cel 9% AL /HAE BE FARRIN A B 3T s Bt $5I
A39le] Ak golth B2 FAk 44 QE 2T FHNE =
TR 257l WE ATl A, /b s=FAel e Co Aol
FIFE MR AN Bl A BE FUZ A% FAZY met
A48 AT 5 AE A% O KHEE AN & s A 269 23
o geigich

wrelel, g71zke] AX Bzd WERAC] JojH AAHL LEsHE ¥
2478 B ohet NZg Aoktn BUAF WA WEH AA ¢ &
89 A% 2 £428 Jap) AL, T BE FA C7F e
& A%} st 34, 98 AU 1 2wt shEFAel he Bs Cohel
Aol G WAAL APHA EHE RS s o] Bsh ColA YA
I Aolth. olBHY, A%t FAES A7 FAxY Wt BE Y=

ofN rH ofy M

16) Budin, 132-149.
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ANAAE AAIBHE B(CE BARAPE ofdth), B 28d dAte] A o)
o] C7t 83 & F UEF dtoof sin, B/} woldta gWoly FHNY, K
e THlisked oA C7F BEE § JI=F 3tdof 30, B E3 C 0]9
€ 38 F & Yoy HEALY, AR # 28 E3E 939 C71 B
Al AAG FA &L F e AXol ojok gt WA, Ae} B F
Ao HfAGFo fdd ZE EAE BY Ce SAEAY AAZ =94
AL WolgdaA e Ao] ole, HFAHoZ ZAAA AR AP FHdE #
FH FHrde] stz AAXA 2 Aol

3wz, oyl BN BAl stz gaRAA FAEAd 3
o} AHeIt HAHAe] THel A4S, Y FAATE ZE ARA] st
AR 2 AR zeln BE JAFC] b “FARY B IR
HEHES 278 4 YEst e ol 2R B UIE glol, Wale A
A% AN Aold YA AT AAE 2 Y A9l o]
Fsg Aol

Y= E781, BE AYdoY AARUEE s ARE 47 W
ke A wiEA] a9 ARG A% EE UE GUAE TFoR 5YE
A& vlsts AL ohyn, £F AHASoIY AAZAES Fze 7490
A4S ALHE] Astd SHAQY Fold FFE AvIsAU Folstn
MEHA FAE AAshe Aol FAEGE A& ovishe AL ofyn, /pEF
o2 AZld wart JAAAEY] 2T 9 Y& wolol Ao AL %}
= A& ohinh E3 AHASoIY AR IS 257 FA AN T4
AgS ARt P A T A= ofir. 2RL A g F97t gle
Brele SA AN AR A e BE PAEL TALE HAddhe
H gl shtel a9l BAREA gAY dFdge g duE ®

oltt.

TAZE He AL a2d &) i Fovt gl BS, GFEBARAT FAd
AAM TN AAE At FAAE dRIE FAAY] WEE 2 3Y F
Ae7ke] dReln 129 2 78‘°1°1 AAJREY HEE AT F A7 A
Jejuf & ojn] HEE AHAZo] JAHAES] WS AL = 7
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H2 1909 AH U] JAHAES HEE AAAL 7 sAF Ao o]n]
W HAHAS AR AR AF AR BEE A F Ak a9
& o7t gihd HEdel AE & A AFASFo FaHAEY BFEIF YR
o2 AU FAL teted FoshA] devd, 2 AL FAE BF
st SAT A wet AgAAe s EE FAR P st XHUo] o
FOAXA @ Aotk 23 F FFo] oI BFL FA¢ ARE BE AR
9 F7F fle A, 3 TY B Jl*‘%?l«l 749 EF dste TS5
A Aol @t Wiko] 7hsd Boloh 19 Ze oz HAed vk
2L BT 3L HAHsA B3 g U € Zo|t. o]EHY, &3 FAA]
G RIS EFE SISt AYEL, ® 08 FA 9213
EFE 9ste] ddsHe Zfold. ojz& WIPOTE 18z wt AA=H: s
A3 A ¥ ‘5} 1‘4 A7 He AL 2 HEE F8F FATATE]
EAsA] @2 o] A tiF ZHE 8L P o FLT 2
Fo] AAE »I%—:— } 3t Helth o9l B3t New Swedish TAH =<
Section 12179 95t FUF A AL o]Fo & ez MG 23 o
Aol Bstole #HE FY T 2L F o, AL FAA BT
B AAYA Hol fitta sttt Mol 4B FALAE FsA v
YA £9E T J=F ALHL F Jde A A 28T A4 A
g 717°] F&stes 2ol =8hHY RAolgtn AAdEh
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ouY P42 ML gE G FAE 1 gH £3 BgHos
ATAA AT A A e FABA A7V BAE FHE L £
£ AVSE BRE F4e Jehin dnt 2FE B7Em BEFA B
& WA BelolE, GEPARLY Aol Bt B3 ?} galzt olv %4

17) 9 International Arbitration Report G-1/G-17(19%4).
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Hol Q& WFe Asns PR I ok 2Rl e HAHY
Popolth, gtz MEAAEL 1 Ast WEHE WALE stel AN B4
Hol 7hu Yk HelE, BAFA BHAE VAR 59 AFQ AUt Be
St ST o] Al EE FEaA oA st Qe AAFAY ATE
Bt gz AARAL AT BRG] WEel, T FHAEA FA
oIS A FAZAE 7T ek ole] weh BHFAPA
FAlel B8 Azt FAzFo] YYo] 7ha gink AAWWTOHS, NAFTA
% Mercosur $°] 2RItk meb FPe A BEEA 2 WAL 5
& AUgel YAIHE FAzeke] A FE ueistolol F Rol
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Complex Arbitrations
(Multi-Issues, Multi-party, Multi-Contract)

Young Gil Park

International commercial arbitrations have developed into a simple form in
which both parties involved in the dispute by a contract intend to solve the
dispute through the legal arbitration system. however nowadays the above
traditional form taken by international projects are rarely seen and instead the
form of complex arbitration in which many parties are involved has become
more and more universal.

The complex arbitration means not only many-sided parties concerned but
also means a plural number of contract involved in conflicts, a plural number
of issues involved in conflicts and a plural number of contracts though their
contractors are not in a plural number.

However in this report the complex arbitrations will be studied into
categories as follows : 1. Pure multi-issue situations, 2. Pure multi- party
situations, 3. Pure multi-contract situations.

A Pure Multi- Issue arbitration basically includes a plural number of claims
between the two parties concerned.

A Pure Multi-party case classically presupposes an arbitration clause which
involves a plural number of parties concerned.

After Party A takes a legal proceeding and then Party B institutes a
request to Party C in the above proceeding. In that case the problem arises
on whether it is allowed to do so or not.

A Pure Multi-Contract case presupposes that when Party A and Party B
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have independent arbitration clauses based on separate contract relations,
respectively, the problem is whether both above-mentioned proceedings can be
unified into one or not.

As for the above-mentioned complex arbitration, though international treaties
are being formed, including the WTO treaties, the NAFTA treaties, the
Mercosur treaties and others, legal regulations and customs have not yet been
formed domestically. The institutional preparations will be necessitated in

consideration of national legal status as well as international treaty relations.
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