RIS, T21 4 001 0R =
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1.4 o

e AAeL giMA EAs)A(Alternative Dispute Resolution: ADR)o] lojx| FH-3t
R

Q e

2 7+% u]Z 3 ¥ F)(American Arbitration Association: AAA) (08} ‘AAA’ & Y
e WYE ol &sA ¥u B4 dFdstnal e N 2 2hHE Mg
AFgch dolzl AAAE Bl YoM e FaAu 2% FEAuja®gt ohggt S| 248
Z A E](International Centre for Dispute Resolution: ICDR) (°]3} 'ICDR’ & ‘AIH)E &
& FY7A ol MulAF AFTPh T AAAS ICDRE 2BAH FAAQe] A4,
Age g, FAEA) AP L 53 2L TS BANE Aol Al AHEARA A
BE ATshe 9482 gk 3402 P9 Ay Mulas ERAAS FA4 2%
& 58 2A7A THsln I PR dFse A FHo drhy

AAAQ] 21317]13Ql ICDRE AAAQ RE A2 9 7o dis] A Jd& ¢
lony, ICDRe] ZFA|Al Al2de A4 e 2399 A9 Y& Bgstn H&
o] @], E31A Aojo] ZEMul ohjg} FAZA I F A7 (International Mediation and
Arbitration Rules)& ZAZ ¥A& sjAsted ol g€ 588 251 do ot
7} ICDRE A AAe 9 a7 45 Foe Pa Joja FA A AMded g
Aol shsdlct FARIEC] AAA FAE ol &3tnAl st Wt A I A Ee
Aol HAsAE 2% ICDRH] A4 T M3} A4S 24 + dd?

B =RdAE ICDRY 2)FFA|(emergency relichA]Eo ha) n@dct. Fd+Ae
ICDR = 5A 73 (o]3} ‘ICDR T3)) A372clA FHIIch & 28] A3 = 2
F7A Azt 223 ol FA AAR A £ FAE AAF AF e A
Aol AE HEd 9ste], T Auwe] 7UE E2de RS AL nHAY
HAEE 7] dst Adidel A S24EA FAEAE A £ 284 WElTh FA
o AA Al e FAZF AAE A Zol= T FARYE7E FEEA e A
olmg FAA} g} 2o FAZAE ARG £ U FAY T FARPRIL EA)
A gtk o2 Aol BFAe Pl 9A1H A E(nterim measure))-E T F=
dort ofzlele 2 7kx] @dol Utk oo, W Aiake = 3ol 71Eel ¢
ghe] pAdE & 3, vl&o] FusiA AEHAY B Aol 288 FE W WE

-

1) 789 AAA MHlAE 7Y, 9%, AR01Y, WS wgS 9% g 2sde) dAg Adg
23}sind, ol9} tl8o] o = dAY 2AHPL dat= AY 2AE P FFRAN, BE, FHI
Ao T T UYF MulAE ATz Uk

2) ICDR E: AAAC] FAE AAdE 3%, A8 Edo|l(wwwadrorg)E o] 83tAY 78, vlesl, 47}
£ S AAAY A9 AIR LS F @R A3 A48 & 5 gk

3) 'Interim Measure’}s &alo] we} thokgt ol AMSET ol wabE of folo disf $FAY A8
Z& AR, ol dAH HE o Wy - ANtk @25y A18x Fx
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o

o JAIH HEg Fate AF A AUtk 23 TR A=dd AF, B 8
AN ek 2 & = o] didolth ojeigt BAE SHS] €
ICDRE FA9] A AHRE SARHY TA7A Y Rz Al7lof Sapate] d2dE 2
Tobe HFAS Arstaa st en, old wt 1999d el AAAE UFHEIRAE 9
gt e} 313 (Optional Rules for Emcrgency Measures of Protection)& 273 8Hsich.

e TrEe] A8 AsiME FARRNe] Felst glojob em, 1 A3 F 1
of A}F ol &H A %= Aow miyth ol 13 2006 5S¢ ICDRE ICDR 39
A3T2E Z/ st el oA o g WAl Alole] B zE-E EWE] wiAskA] % 3 U
HTAHE o] 48 + A =HA

AE7k4 ICDR 3ol #gt dadpae whgal - A48 2o I dAsAelA

%
e

i

TAHBE T JAA BAA R Ft ‘551"7? AJckd B =EL dAA Afe Held
B Fa FAFHTUNCITRAL RedEA, ICC 2474, LCIA )3 sy
(AR R, a4, A3 EAd 5?7‘?]6‘?}}’?%’-‘4)'\{7 Hla - B4sden, 59
ICDR 713 A3TxE Sudlol Aoz e & ot ok

& =8 AT oheal @2 g7 B (awards of emergency relief)»2] 3
goll Bsto] vl BeAlE FAoL THEUCD], 58] ICDRS WF7A Azl wet el

A #Re w2l B o)1= WY a4 TAlE Gtk A H¥Ael Utk ol
G uEelM B =R A7 2AL ATzl AFTA Al wet Weld B WY
el de mE B %oy ARAgel F ALS Bgehel LR A
X3k Zug Aot ok ol glsle] EmelaE ICDR 73 A7z Wen 4
S E AR, T A met AFTAIY ol @ Astel] clste] AaAHE Ao
we DA, § Aol weh eln AFTA B el #a vlF WA U
S AHB DA FOHW).

9 WA - A, CFASAZANA FARGR) YA wAA Rl BT AT, PR, ABA A3
%, WE$983), 2008,

9 ICDRS| ikt 22 A7 A9 24e #iaward) E FYorens] FHo2 oA 2 2
FolME ol@ FReba] @n AT BALE AL o 1 FEol Ay FHT B WA
X

> weg AFsgch
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0. A37Ze] Wgzh HgAta

1. A37z=e] WS

FAARE S8 E9lr) gle @ ICDR 73 A37xE 20068 59 19 o|F FAxZ
S FAY SATAE @ At 4300 FARR R FAHT] Aol AFFAI 2
2.3 A= ICDR #2123 Ao ARl Al 1F7A9 AAH FA 7 AFEA <l
Folxjof dt= o/ E MU AAlsiol ot NF7A AHAdE A9 o] A
¥ =lojof 3, FAANAL oluY, HA T 1 9o W& FEO R JHEthD

e 4l “1 % F AIJFY Yol AAAS] 1F3FAQ BRAA AFgFA ] o

3 Age 99 3 wo) AL Agaol stk NFEFAY FEAE YL wols
ol7] Aol FAAe ¥ e AP el she BE APE BT 2AS o}
gtk ZAe] g 7]9)(challenge)®A e FFEANo AFH FAQlo] Tl

RAY, 719 AHRE °a‘ Al 8 W25 A1gFL ofllel o] iAo} Frt9
AFEAAS AHE ¥ ARTL W2 SHsd we AR AFTAY AR A
YHEE 2dsfok Itk o] dFEE BE AL IS A E e F UEF F
gslofel shedl, 34 e) ol hearng) & Wk A3} E ARyl b e,
geol o 7
c}’\]@. T= BAA ZX(interim or
conservancy measure)S W& 31AY B3 AE ;<—“3-E]—. Qo] 2AE AAHY E£= d
Bl FeE FHsted oldF AE AIFFAR 1 P2 FFH ol/HE Aok
gt AFFAAS AT AR7H BT A, DY 9L FAHAY Rae @

& Thio

FARPR7L TAHD U 0354 D
AV AFTALC] W A3

A=
T & (vacate) 2 & F Ut AR EE s

A
rlo
2
rg

& a€dTh FARPEI 9T 749
W& & z)A(reconsider), 473 (modify) &

tel7b gl & AFFAAL FARH

rir rEL

i

6) ICDR 1% A37Z (). F2He Eo] BAshE Aol ofF FA2 sdaprlz At Ao felshe A
2%% W23 Amitration Clause)oldt a1, ofv] RAg 48 FAZA Adslz Folsts 2e 5
2y r%ﬁ]"k(Submnssnon to Arbitration Agreement)o}g} 3l HzE ALAEe], FE AT EtaE 6}1:]-
7) ICDR 13 A37x (b).

8) A4 7)3(challenge)@d FAPRZE S AL QU B4, FARY FFE F 5 An FAAE A
g & JAEE stu Y ATE Bin), FAAs} FAAL WA S Qe ol FAY svdelgn
Bk FAAL AR o] Folz AP £ = Aol Ao, §el7t o] FIAA AU FALE &

2E F ge A9 FANE 1 AT FPo 2R WA Aol 717 Holrh
9) ICDR 13 zﬂ37z (©).
10) ICDR 313 A37Z (e).
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Feo FAdel d & gohin FAAsE Wlel dAld 2AE Fate AL AE Ee
A e FAATY T7) 53 YU F dvh whek #elao] WAoRRH Uy
T4 AAE PESn Basy) 93 59 %ﬂ%?}(spemal masten)!DE A\ HalgdE AN S
Shokthd e ol F Aol k) UFFAet #AH v L2 HFHR FAR

ARt ARG AL A2 AFEAL £ SEAE/PL AF e
2. A37ze] At} P

(1) A&

ojglell M= ICDR 73 #3727} A48 o 74 Abdlel A37xe] A8yl o
HES Aotk wA, #3727t A48 AHE 49Ed, A WA Albdle #8 71 =
0o} gjMz IAE dde 54 A E}Ejl_/'\i(performance reports)2] I3 FAo] g F
SHuige] ooz F7AME A Folth(dm Ak, AHAS 1,:,51121] A% 7
A SRRl ZIPAHEE o] &, Tshe AL A she FAE A
F A Atdle 5o 54 A7 47 3AE AdE AaTAE AR AQe
AR T2 At /3 At divjAekel dig el 54 rled ddd 4"
Pl Attt FASItHrs At
Al Sule] WARIAZE dolAlol AR Jul2 SHWAE A% F=
DFTFAE AARATHEHAS A, A3Ae B8 F7te] Hdd) &8 A
olo] ol PEL Hete AL wx, o] Ao IAHE AE W
D87 S AAstdet Al e pad9 ouix] FHAzh Fule] oy 34}
Uiz ] FFoll W o] wre s VFFAE AAHG AbdlolchlvdA] A

oi
;9«.
£

.?:;

o)
L0
N
2 =& 2 o=
2
Ly
>
oX,
0,
L

11) ICDR 4t A37% (f).

12) &714 54 dEvkeba 38 dEFA0E dyrh

13) ICDR 14 #37z (h).

14) 2ADABE LA 7] Aol AlHole thopgt /1 TAE AAsgEd, ol Asry WA, Aol &

A Aatel] dEr B2 AHA00e THE A, Sw, wFpolon g}oq: AN A T AL ubg
SEE o AAE el A, AW, 5959 o] x}A & aﬂiﬂ(dissolving)'sm u}i(dmmbutmg)ah_ A& -a‘
Hahe A Wals= A, WA, e A A escrow account) S UTHEEE k= A, npjgto g A aleiA B

‘34 #ug Jue “7HE e AAME Jge Aotk
15) ¥ FAbe 72 IA7)E, AR, AR #d dAolt
16y % Al @8 L& G. Lemenez & P. Quigley, "The ICDR’s Emergency Arbitrator Procedure in Action,

Part I: A Look at the Empirical Data,” 63(3) Disp. Resol. J. (Web version, Aug.-Oct. 2008), pp.2-3& &
ASg walrh
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(2) AI37Ze] g

A37ZE a%2 20061 59 1Y o|F FAZY T FAF S e} € ICDR T
Zate] BE FA Agddn "WAstn Utk wA A7z PHEC]l T 29
HEe Adsr2 Felstal ¥ & L& FAld HEdch FAREL FAVE /A7
A, & FAE THlste dAAME AR o] ICDR FAIE o468 & Stk
ICDRE FAFAE FAsts 840 daiMe Fog delx A= gt 53 A7t
FAFQ AAA|e]l oFEE UNCITRAL =9 ZA¥H(Model Law on  International
Commercial Arbitration)!? A1 A|3gol| we} AR 3ch1®) dutxloz FA|FAL Jd
< Foz A=, o2 ICDR FH(ATZRE EFslo)o] AMA T HEL =
o] thE BARAE Atolel ZAFQ ol e EAS XFATI7] Aot

DETAE AR kA9 Al 3 371 AL S3AS A, A e
2006 5¢ 1Y o]F AAHNAEH, ol F A3y AHEL A AlHE ik
Yzl Atdle] A% FARL ke Fajzade]l wWEs| ICDR Al A4 st AAAT 7e
=A% At A 54 He A glol AAA FAE AAAG ATERE X
&g ICDR 7132 9l9f Atdle]l 25 FHLHJEd 1 olfs ZAAEY I3 A2
2gt 22Fes AL 249 Fust =] fgoltt. A Alle A3zt AR
71 A 2003l FAFA7t AT B #3727t AFE o] T AR o
g AL ez A37xe] HEE Feolslgonz ICDRE FARate] ofitel] whet 71
#7A AaHE AP

ol

17) UNCITRAL E2ZA¥(1985)E & AAMoZ 500 Aol feistn vk Akt @e I7hee oF 44
AeakAe ARAAT 2R sefstel Aol AW Aoiskadich B3 FHIAB96S AT
AFAFALTE FAA F88lo] AZFY WHolth S, Pieter, THE WORK OF UNCITRAL ON
ARBITRATION AND CONCILIATION, Kluwer Law International (2004) P54
http:/fwww.uncitral.orgfuncitralfen/index.htmi.

18) UNCITRAL BE3A4Y A1z A3gelMe cigol sfgshs 2448 IAFAZ Buh 3, A% 2
AL FATAE AL FA dold I} dlol FYPLE FI JE AL EA, US B2 F o= @
a7t AR Fdha 2AARed Adw AE ) FATANA AAE AAY B oo wet 2AE
= AR () FAY 4 oFe] AR o) ojgslojol ¥ A4 iy FAle] BebAbatat 7MY BAst
A AR AE Fh AR, FAG BAgtel 2% o4 #usiel gloka BARGe) WA A
2 e A

19) G. Lemenez & P. Quigley, op. cit., p.3.

2
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(1) 2FFAe AH

At AF7A ARAE AZsy) Aol 5 b AAzzle] MEHA=A Gsfol
gt 40, ICDR 113 A2xo wel FAE A3 Aelle AT o VFFAE
ARE gk g AFT7A AR FA4A thEelv ek FAAAH Al A
= ojok Pk ICDRe] AAE Wl 714 QG4 7hed F Allle S04 g4 o
Folzlen, v F Atdle A7 AAE £ 3 3 Foll AAo] o[ RoiAh

AFTAE AHs] A F W AAzde AR A5 1 Holojo} gt
doltk. SAHAEF7E 748 Fof 1FTA AHL ICDR 3 A232200] whe} Ut 3
AAare ol APHct ol AA x| tated VFTA VAL 53 YR ¥
I glojel gt gAY A3TE e A A 8 FAVE AFEA ol FeiA ok
st olf7el WAlE a7stam itk £ QA7) olgdt FAF dolol & oL
EFA A ek AolA AFg AFTA A Wl 7B Aele) B¢ 24 10904 £
Fo G HEE Egsta Ak

(2) AFFAAL] 47

ICDRe] @elie ATZ @) e} SRy s VFTA AANE 48 @
2E AIGFY del AFFAA BRAN A4L 2E AFFAAEL I AFFA
QMg Al FAANAT] Ay 2 ATHE neield *d?éé?orw e, 49l A
AQlel F4 2 4ge & 4 9

7EA S} At A g Az A8 F A FY el 1F RJ ] “7@51"5103% R

20) Article 23.

1. If a party fails to file a statement of defense within the time established by the tribunal without showing
sufficient cause for such failure, as determined by the tribunal, the tribunal may proceed with the
arbitration.

2. If a party, duly notified under these Rules, fails to appear at a hearing without showing sufficient cause
for such failure, as determined by the tribunal, the tribunal may proceed with the arbitration.

3. If a party, duly invited to produce evidence or take any other steps in the proceedings, fails to do so
within the fime established by the tribunal without showing sufficient cause for such failure, as
determined by the tribunal, the tribunal may make the award on the evidence before it.

21) Tivt Gababe) ghejz AFFAe] A 74—?—°ﬂh ol & whiistA = ¢i=th

22) ICDRE R EAlel A4 A Fabate) 54, Aote) &AW 7k 24 §% s Folurt $2
g agl 8y 2919 -zr%*”‘(avax]abxhty)olt} G., Dunning, et al, "Using Article 37 of the ICDR
International Arbitration Rules: Obtaining Emergency Relief,” Disp. Resol. J. Vol.62 No2 (2007), p.71.
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2| shvte] Atele AAE DFFAAeN g 7197 dAgch o ZF ICDRS 73 H &
WolEdl £ AIFFLel M2E NFFAYS AFssich ICDRY A gFAA A4 2
P gl Aafoln], 3o whel ICDRE FFAAL] Aol UM FARAeHe] A 3t3] 9|
(telephone conference)& & 4 Ut}

AFFAA —?P—?‘}E A3TZ ()] T AAHE wolSo]r)o] A ICDRo| ‘E=HUA
o) o7t 47 # Yr RE AR nAaol 9o AFFAUo|
43 4ol feto] olFolAW ICDRE RAMAIA 1FFAe 4

™
_
o

(o4

G | 2AG A S BT 7“015} "’“}X}— gl zRy UF
A AR AR FEE L £, AIGFY ool AFFALA UF 7FNHE &
T A2 L3 AFE IFFAAe] 2 u—?ﬂl%—ix} z8 -50115 Y4 283 o4
= oPIE B AHRE AT AL, 24 F AIGFL oldd ZIFAAEE & 5 A
AR A3TEE 719E AHSA e FAMAA AFFAAL 71 def 3
A 7137 FAAEA Y AR dsMes AFetn A Lo

A9 Ate 7kl oA Atelzb 1gF AL g 71997 AW Atdey AFSA
Jlel A€ ol &l F/MME AMd W Eelch ICDRE 71314 & A &2 BARKIA
BWelA 2 AR e F U=F AlFFLY ARE F Holtk dg 7137 F
oZl BARAE AFFAAA thd 7197} o] Rl 1 & 713 E whdiste W& AFE
eIl AZSATE ICDRE 713404 & wolSeln vz 1 thgd MEE I35
< AFsAY iy AEA AFE DFFAALe ARAE S dtder], 25 ICDRE
AFFZAA A F AL FL ool A A IFFALLS At o] =& 73,
=z AFFAA AHAATE A A A7 ASPFL ol A &gict

O

o

—_—
—_

(3) Aske] Ay

“AFFANL.... 3 F ANJTL olhol FAEAY VA AT AFES A
of Rtt” o] YHTE FALAA ﬂaa .. B2 S FE= =0}
oh29 a2 FAdEsl BHA AL opye, tgel AF FAUe AsFel AT
A28 AT S5 U

Aol A% Yl 744 Aol ICDRS AFTA Aol g L Halrl A4
2374 4% F W3 Ao IR 135U Assels stk SAAL A
A, 4o At B 1% Aol A AFFAAL Hzel AsHeloln FARlA 7
Aol A& 2P 53 A% Aol VEFFANL FANREE FAH AEe

23) ICDR 13 A372 (c).
24) G. Lemenez & P. Quigley, op. cit., p.4.
25) ICDR 7t# A37Z (c).



FAT 247

=]
et

1

I
=

GApare] Al o g ICDRE 343

Heish FARel

1

L
(]
yud

p -

tiek ol#

©

k] A2

°

SREMHEME(ICDR) 2 ZIZTFH'HMZ (emergency relief system)oi|
2 Ay

A dstslols ddvh Atz ofdA

N e s ey Wo laT  fRR
= d-oM.MATHMWMA W%W %Emmw\m:._ MMALA
ol W o I W o T w A ORCOER I
OB g o W T W o X %M%Wﬂ,ol )
B zhﬂwm]adﬂﬂ?ﬂ Eajl duHAriﬁmW.n&, o oW
B o g B el s g e Paxs
o T Y™ == ds 52
TR TR R N N R TR T T
z CBRIN A g3 Teofwe OTF
R FeX wwygw Yoo
TN g X T Mo = R L ® " K oo
=5 BN OB & fomx TEmEwE &R
TXEEERLER ESY sRIed J3C
~ od K I
,@aﬂ._w.._t]mﬂ.iﬂ_o_vuw 7.]@»&» NrM..IMH uﬂqﬂ%
O o,_mjxlﬂﬂal7d| o o N D o5 T LR
S . N = BT
oo_a%?:uﬁmw‘m‘lmo R = T on o~ G Jo = gr
‘m...mﬂmozu...me._ﬂo_._ul:ﬁm.ﬂA AToWaa‘mﬂoM_o,m,ﬂAtﬂ Vo‘_:,orpﬂ
ﬂ%ﬁﬂnﬁd&@@x@ T oo ow %Lc:l om,
. = o) B < o g ﬂr]aﬁaq no ol =
WM%Wiﬂ]ﬂr.;%ﬂﬁ 4ﬁ%ﬁ7ﬂ (N o T T
L G ] o] o 0 ol K
e rlbEeEES FresShety 929
Oy RN T T SR L I
Jl_ —_ ~ _l] ]YFO “nli
S N R AT E ST x i S uw
N Ju.AﬂNoﬂLZ_/ —.E o ;o_._mﬂﬂ\wl_./lﬁ._‘:r S)
K Ko R =) N X o= o oEe B oy W VN 5 20
< Mo g - = Mo Ho Bl mo il = n o0 R
MW — a W 3 Moo njn Mo - ,__._wo B o MM LI B = ML <
#ESEszaaol ¥ PamEpEFS AT Ty
T o N Moo " e oF woT BN Sy b =
TEE Bz oun B el obeldIzE BgE
BN E oy B R o W E B o~ 2 AN o = = K
o) 27% Hfj....r — ,ZA\_E.MHJI.WE_H\WS JIMUJ.
PogERETELsE K TaXoRILRTLT IR
—_— —_— ~
ﬂunrvnﬁr;owﬂ_w:ﬁ.@éﬁ um mwoﬂoTi:uﬂga%m_@ L -
fo e —op Xk ®E x & FERIRID DD N2
:ﬂwﬂﬂmﬂowzwﬂbto_a i T T rT T e E R
T of W W W R N TR RN TET RN
Y "™ ET R RO ® B ) E o T w

#2371

AFFory Fojgd =dd 4 Atk EF Z1E AN AFTA

=

g 2

HTh

Lo
=

e Au Ao o)
O 2 olfe AR deld ¥ ATTA

npgro.z 3hy

A=
s

4

k)

=

27 ol A

ke
T

FAl A1

:[

Edh=y

Q

py

mEolrt. At NFTA
ol

!

26) SAS Azl A7k olFoiAA ¥k




248 HHMFT E21% 1%

= 7] otk 7189AF AR A
Aol AuFFd e GHAQ e & Gl UA et7] Wil AF=HAC2D
S3AST el e AHDol FAAAe 2FAA N g FEI} A& FMEE A
= 98kA ¥%kn, A= AFFA RS 7] dEd 17 FAdL HEE UiE
A @det. wpAlgez oA Aol A BbEA Aol A7 EHAFezFEH
¥

ro
o
ot
e
Mo
N
N
o[r
r
P
o)
o
N
=
1o
> o3
o
rl
olN
ot
A

Bu)e ojFel tig EtFA A g Wk A(EAFAY AFHADE %
7l &) 2TA AdAA] AFTFAE A el AFFAAL EdSA ANA,
5 AFTA ALY AL LolEdeh 2 olfre BAFA A Aol AH7t A3A
oA 2 HA Fel wet B St AT F gl S A @7 A
stSl7] w&olth. ATzt BdFA AHAL of P el wiojejAE FehAl @t
AFZTAAL AFTA AHe dhsted #HY® &= B T4 AR & e, 2

A g F it ¥AE 44T £ UAT AF e UFFAAY oo 9o
AFFA A FHUERAG AT AS) F e Wgela UelA s 33
o Yoz WeiRoh

(2) Az F8

Agdxel FARAPE= VFFTAL] W BV HE g Az, ¥4 £ F&
2 @ & Ik IFFAAe] A2 FARY I FAEE 23 ol AL UFFA
of #Aolvt BHES Helr] Hel| E<rFAe FARY R} FAHA VFF
U 33e u ?1?‘5&% FETHE AL grishe AY7? ICDRE o] R ey AdF
8t YAl @l EXdutal @42 9% =4 7] Jt(International Institute for Conflict
Prevention and Resolution)29o)|A] A Z3l= FR0E 9o AAT ¥ %’4_'6}04 AR S
A et ol nE Tk o] FAL B FAo] 3’”&? T B¥8S U
71 Aol FARF T 788 B S 5 FAAL oA AT HHES WE ﬂi.’}'% A
e, ole FAAFEIT 5 FALY o2 RS ] %177}7‘]1_ a3 T
A gl ol & S UFTA Az LT + glvm #Me= A2 ICDR
ol w2 dale] 58S FANER UM VFEAANAN FARF R 2o A7 o)A
o] AHE BEs shed 9nrf Qi3

KB

T
R
Z__'

27) AEFFANL FAAAN 24t siA] & =] A8 2o daE Sl TE 37kR] o] TEHY
el st en, =3 2ha #dE Ao FTAS LAE) H?’f‘ 846 diEHE "JE}‘?&E}

28) 7)o Mo HAL Udo ZE V| 2FFAQ9 B HPe AW AE gg AFFANY
HA(an award)7} 71 FF A2 HH(an order) S FEF Aolrh

29) o]& CPR 3t olg} slv, o]o] #g AAF L& www.cpradrorg. FZ.

30) Non-Administered Arbitration 732 14.13.

31) G. Lemenez & P. Quigley, op. cit, pp.6-7.
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3. vl-g

o

ICDRe] F7AE AAse dole S +5371 Fou Fevh 284y B&3
AFFAAQAN g Bee FARPE Sgajor ol FAQlel oigh —’F DEEAY
ICDR z12]3 @GAbxte] rejo ofate] Algbdhelz AR Hch AFAHC2E, ICDRS ]@_
HEES T el HAY BEFe WS Aztel Pl GRES a7t U
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the ‘Emergency Relief” System of International Centre

for Dispute Resolution

Won-Suk Oh
Yong-1II Kim

This article examines the requirements of Article 37 of the ICDR International
Arbitration Rules and issues that could arise if a party petitions a U.S. Federal Court to
enforce an emergency arbitrator’s Article 37 decision to grant pre-arbitration provisional
relief.

On May 1, 2006, ICDR introduced a new procedure for the granting of emergency
arbitral relief under its ICDR Rules. The procedure enables a party to apply for
emergency interim relief before the appointment of an arbitrator or tribunal to adjudicate
the merits of the dispute. Instead, the application for emergency relief is considered by an
emergency arbitrator appointed by the ICDR. In short, the ICDR has quickly appointed
emergency arbitrator and resolved a challenge to an appointment within 36 hours. In
addition, the emergency decisions have been issued within just a couple of weeks.

In particular, we looked at what would happen after Article 37 emergency relief is
granted. Based on my examination of U.S. cases on the enforceability of interim awards
and orders, We conclude that U.S. courts would enforce Article 37 interim measures,
whether they are characterized by the emergency arbitrator as an interim order or award.

Where the situation warrants, arbitration executives should embrace and use emergency

relief procedure of ICDR Rules.

Key Words : ICDR Rules, Emergency Relief, Interim Measures, Enforceability of Interim

Awards



