Anexcandap JAKIIINR

IIPABO HA APBUTPAIKY

Pe3snme

Ycemasom Penybnuke Cpbuje (PC), kao u mehyHapoOHUm uxcmpyme-
MuMa 3a 3aumumy by0cKux npasa npaso Ha myxoy ce 2apanmyje ceuma, na
U npasHum cybjekmuma Koju cy cnaboz UMoBUHCK0z cmarba. Y nocmynky npeo
MehYHAPOOHOM MP2OBUHCKOM aApOUMpPaNcom mo Huje cay4aj. 3akmwyqervem
NYHOBAMHO2 ApOUMPANCHOZ cnOpasyma cmpauke ce 00pudy 2apanuuja Koje
nocmoje kada nocmynak eode nped opxasHum cyoosuma. C opyee cmpane,
3aKbyUerbem NyH0B8aNHO2 APOUMPANCHOZ CNOPA3YMa 34 cmparKe Hacmaje npa-
80 Ha apoumpasxcy. Mehymum, y Ho8uUje 8peme OpiABHU CYO08U He MOTePpUuLy
HecnocoOHocm 3a naaharbe MPoOUIKO6a apoumpaxcHoz NOCMynKa Kao pasnoe
3602 uujez Ou ce NOCMOjarba CMPAHKAMA YCKPATMUIIO NPABO HA NPABHY 3AUAMU-
my. Osakeéa Hecnoco6HOCM moice 04 UMA 3a NOCIEOUlY U NPeCcmanak y2060pa
o apbumpaxcu. Tume ce omsapa u npobnem oopeherva oupexmie mehyHapooHe
HAONeHHOCU Y0064 NPeod Kojuma crmpanke mozy 0a 0cmeapyjy c6ojy npasHo-
3aumumuy nompeoy.

I YBog

Y xmacuuHMM fiemuMa' Koja TpeTupajy mpobiem mebhyHapopse Tpro-
BuHCKe apburpaxe (MTA) moHaB/pa ce Kao MaHTpa Ja je IOCTYNaK IIpeq
apOuTpakoM Janeko epMKacHUjM, ATy M JA/IEKO CKYIUbM HAuMH Ja CTpaHKe
OCTBape CBOjy IPaBHO3ALITUTHY IIOTpeOy Hero IITO je TO CIydaj Ipef JprKaB-
HUM cypoBuMa. Takobe, y uctum pajoBuma o6jaB/beHNM IIpe JleceTaK TOIMHA

* Penosuu npodecop Ha IIpaBHom daxynrery Yuusepsurera y beorpany

1 Alan Redfern, Martin Hunter, Law and Practice of International Commercial Arbitration, 4th edi-
tion, London, 2004, 22-23; Julian Lew, Loukas Mistelis, Stefan Krol, Comparative International
Commercial Arbitration, Kluwer, 2003, 5-8; Laurence Craig, William Park, Jan Paulsson, Internati-
onal Chamber of Commerce Arbitration, 3rd edition, Oceana Publications, 2000, 1.
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MajIo Iaxibe je mocBeheHo mpo6eMy obaBese cTpaHakKa Koja ce OJHOCH Ha
wiahame mmpezyjMa TPOIIKOBa 3a paj; apOUTpakHOT TpubyHasa.”

['py60 roBopehn, mpaBWIHNIIN MHCTUTYIMOHATHUX apOuUTpaka mpe-
Bubajy u faHac, 6e3 m3yseTka, fla je cBaka Off CTpaHaKa y apOMTpaKHOM
HOCTYIIKY Jy>XKHa Jia IpefyjMy TPOILIKOBe 3a paji apOuTpa>kHOT TpubyHasa.’
Takobe, mpaBwHNIINMA je TpenBul)eHO U pelieme 3a CIy4aj a CaMO TYXKMI-
jal], YIUIATH CBOj 7le0 TPOIIKOBA apOMTPaKHOT IIOCTYIKA. Y TOM CIy4ajy,
flaxse, Kajja Ty)KeH) 13 OM/I0 KOJ pasjiora He IUIATH CBOj A€o IpefyjMa Tpo-
IIKOBA IIOCTYIIKA, Ha TY)KMOIIA Iajia o6aBe3a I y LeJIOCTH IUIATH MIpeflyjaM 3a
TPOLIKOBe apOUTPa’KHOT MOCTYIKA. AKO, TaK, TY>KIWIAI] OBAKO He IIOCTYIIN,
cMarpa ce Jia je 3aXTeB, Tj. Ty>kOa IoBy4eHa.*

Nsyserak je unnmno jepuno Ilpasunuuk CTA mpu IIKC, u To Kako y
Bep3uju u3 2007. roguHe, TaKo U y caBpeMeHMjoj Bepsuju us 2014. rogune,
kao u [IpaBwinuk Cranmne apourpaxe mpu IIKC us 2016. rogune. Hanwme, y
HOCTYIIVIMA TIpefi OBOM apOMTpPakoM jefiHO je TyXWIall y obaBe3u Ha y
LeJIOCTY TIpefiyjMM TPOLIKOBe apOMTPa’KHOT IOCTYIKA. AKO TO He Y4MHM,
cMaTpa ce fia je Ty>k6a 1oBy4eHa.’

Y cymay, y apOUTpaKHUM IIOCTYIIMMA Moryhe je a cTpaHke (Hajue-
mthe Ty>keHM KOju ce cyodaBa ca TYOMTKOM CIIOpa) TOCTYIIAjy AMIATOPHO.S Y
jemaH of Haje(pMKACHY]UX Ha4MHA OIICTPYKIVje apOUTPaKHOT ITOCTYIIKA CITafia I
MoryhHoCT Ty>keHor fa ombuje ma wraha mpeyyjam 3a TPOIIKOBE MOCTYIIKA, YMMe
OB3j 3Ha4aj PMHAHCUjCKM TepeT Ipeballyje Ha Ty>KMOLA. AKO TYKWIAL, Huje y
MoryhHOCTM [ IIpefyjMM 1IeJIOKYIIHe TPOLIKOBE IIOCTYIIKA, TY>KeH! IPMMEHOM
OBe ,,TepIJICKe“ TAKTHKe JIOBOMY Y IINTAbe Y TYXKIOUEBO IIPaBO Ha TYXOy.

2 Bup. ma npumep Matti Kurkela, Santtu Turunen, Due Process in International Commercial Arbi-
tration, 2nd edutnosn, Oxford University Press, 2010, 98-99.

3 Yrtan 37 craB 2 ICC Arbitration Rules (2017); wian 24 cras 1 Arbitration Rules (2014), London Court of
International Arbitration; wran 51 cras 3 Arbitration Rules of the Arbitration Institute of the Stockholm
Chamber of Commerce (2017); wian 41 craB 1 Swiss Rules of International Arbitration (2012).

4  3a Bume JeTa/ba O IPaBWIMMA [JPYIUX MHCTUTYLMOHATHMX apOurpaxa Bui. Nadia Darwazeh,
Simon Greenberg, “No One’s Credit is As Good As Cash: Awards and Orders of the ICC Advance
on Costs”, 31 Journal of International Arbitration, Vol. 31, 2014, 557-574.

5 Bup. wian 57 Ipaswmnka CTA npu IIKC y Bepauju us 2007. rogune, Cr. enacnux PC, 6p. 52/2007,
optHocHO wiaH 54 [IpaBmmnka CTA npu ITIKC y Bepsuju us 2014. ropuue, Cr. enacnuk PC, 6p. 2/2014,
te wiaH 51 [Tpasmnanka Cranae apourpaxe npu [IKC, Cr. enacHuk PC, 6p. 101/2016.

6 Michael Lazopoulos, Thomas Rohner, “Respondent’s Refusal to Pay its Share of the Advance on
Costs”, ASA Bulletin 3, Vol. 29, 2011, 549-573; Xavier Boucozba, Yves Marie Serinet, “Les princi-
pes du proces équitable dans I'arbitrage international”, Clunet, 2012, 87.

7  Tlop ,repuICKOM TaKTUKOM® ce IOfjpasyMeBa CBaKa pajiiba WM IIPOIYCT CTPaHaKa Koja MMa 3a
Wb ia 00eCMIUCIIN WM ORYTOBJIAUM NIPABUYHO OiBUjatbe apOUTpaXkKHOr mocTynka. Bux. Giinther
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Hamnwme, ne perko, y HalieM, aiy M y CTPaHUMM IIPaBHUM CUCTEMMMA,
jaBba ce cimeneha KoHcTenmanuja cimydaja® Ty)Kwial, YIPKOC TOMe IITO je
3aK/bYYMO Ca TY)KEHMM CIOPasyM O apOUTpaky, IOJHOCU TYKOY JIpyKaBHOM
CyZly; Ty’KEHM Ce II03VBa Ha II0CTOjambe apOUTPaXKHOT CII0OpasyMa, Te Cyf, Ipa-
BIUIHO, crefiehu nsBope Hopmu o MTA’, onbalryje Ty»x0y Kao HeIOIIyIITEHY;
TY>XUJIal] TTIOJTHOCK TYKOy Ipefi apOUTpa>koM, OHAKO Kako je To mpesiBubeHo
apOUTPAXHNM CIOPA3yMOM, /11 TY>KeH) Of01ja CBECHO ¥ HAMEPHO Jla CHOCU
CBOj Jieo TIpeflyjMa 3a TPOIUKOBEe apOUTPa’KHOT ITOCTYIIKA, 0K, C IPyTe CTpaHe,
Ty>Xwial 1aha cBoj fieo IpefyjMa 3a TPOIIKOBE apOMTPayKHOT MOCTYIIKA.

AKo TyXWIall HUje Yy MOTYhHOCTM Ja IUIaTU ¥ OHaj Jleo IpeayjMa 3a
TPOIIKOBE ApOMTPA’KHOT IOCTYIIKA KOje je TpeGasIo la CHOCU Ty KeHU, Ty>KeH!
je IOCTUTrao CBOj IIM/b: Ty>K6a MOJIHEeTa apOUTPaXKM ce CMaTpa IIOBYYEHOM, JIOK
je Tyx0a TofiHeTa IP>KaBHOM Cy/ly He[JOIyLITeHa. Y pesyaTaTy Ty KUall ocTa-
je 6e3 ImpaBa Ha IIpaBHY 3aIUTUTY KOjy My rapaHTyje Ycras, I1a 1 MehyHapoman
MHCTPYMEHTH 3a 3aIUTUTY JbYICKNX IIpaBa.

MebyTtum, mpobrem Hemmahamwa MPeTXOAHNX TPOIIKOBA apOUTPAXKHOT
IIOCTYIIKA Ia/IEKO je C/I0JKEHM)I HETO 1ITO je TO Y YBOAY UsnoxeHo. OH 3agupe
Y caMmy CyIITHMHY IIpaBa Ha TY>K0Y, Tj. IpaBa Ha IPaBHY 3allITHUTY.

II IIoce6HO 0 OKBUPY KOju MOCTOju Yy IpaBHOM cucremy PC

3aKoH 0 apbuTpaxky caip>xu ofpesidy kojoMm npensuba a crpanke (y
MHOXXVMHJ) CHOCE TPOIIKOBe apOuTpake. Y3 TO, CXOHO HOpMM WiaHa 18 cTa-
Ba 3 3A, cTpaHKe Cy JIy’KHe JIa, Ha 3aXTeB apOUTPaKHOT CyZIa, YHAIIpe] IJIaTe
TpOIIKOBe apOuTpaxe.'

Mebhyrum, 3akoH (wian 18 craB 4) mpenBuba ma MHCTUTYLMOHAIHE
apbutpaxe came ,ypehyjy“ TpouikoBe apéurpaxke u Tapudy TUX TPOLIKOBA.
OBako pepuroBana HopMa ce CyIITUHCKY pas/iiKyje off HopMe wiaHa 18 crasa 2
3A xoja npensuba ma msHOC TpolkoBa apburpaxke ,yTBphyje“ apburpakHn

J. Horvath, Stephan Wilske, “Chapter 6: Conclusion and Outlook”, Guerrilla Tactics in Internatio-
nal Arbitration (eds. Giinther J. Horvath, Stephan Wilske), Kluwer, 2013, 341; Sarah Whittington,
“Timor-Leste v. Australia: “Guerrilla Tactics” and Schoolyard Bullies in State Arbitration”, Arbi-
tration Law Review, 2014, 438.

8 Bux. npecyny Ilpuspennor cyna y beorpagy 12 I1. 1344/2010 (neo6jaBmero); BDMS Ltd v Rafael
Advanced Defence Systems [2014] EWHC 451 (Comm).

9 Bup. wran II cras 3 Ibyjopiike KOHBeHIje O PKM3HAIGY Y M3BPLICHY CTPAHNX apOUTPKHIX OTyKa,
Cn. nucm COPJ, 6p. 11/1981; wnan 14 3akona o apourpaxku - 3A, Cr. enacHux PC, 6p. 46/2006.

10  Oppenba o TpoukoBuMa apOuTpaxe Huje cagpkana y Bepsuju UNCITRAL Model Law o 1985.
HUTHU JOLHHUje, y MoAMHKOBaHOj Bep3uju Mojiern 3akoHa og; 2006. rojue.
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cyn. [laxite, MHCTUTYLIMOHA/IHE apOuTpaxe came ,ypehyjy“- HopMupajy Haunn
Ha KOji CTpaHKe CHOCe TPOIIKOBe apOUTpake, IOK, BEpOBATHO (a contrario) ad
hoc apbutpaxke camo ,,yTBphyjy“ BUCHHY TpOIIKOBa apOUTPa’kHOT IIOCTYIIKA,
IOK caM 3aKoH ypel)yje HauMH Ha KOjy CTpaHKe CHOCE TPOIIKOBE apOUTpaske.

OBako peauroBaHa HOpMa CyHITMHCKY OfICTYTIA Off IPUHIIMAIIA AyTOHO-
MMje BO/be CTpaHaKa, Tj. off GyHIaMeHTa/HOT Havyesla Y apOUTpayKHOM IIpaBy
la y apOUTpa>kKHOM crIopasymy ypelyjy mpuMapHoO cBa ImTama Koja ce TUIy
apOUTPaXKHOT IIOCTYIIKA, YK/bY4yjyhy OBJle U BeroBe TPOLIKOBE, Ka0 M HAYMH
CHOllIeIba OBUX TPOILIKOBA.

Ho, yunu ce fia je 3akoHOfaBal] OBJie MMAO Y BUJIy KAaKO Jia IIOJIPXKY
jemMHCTBeHe HOpMe Koje je cappkao panuju Ilpasmmnuk CTA npu IIKC, a
Koje maHac cayipxu IIpaBmanuk o cranzoj apoutpaxu npu IIKC. Tako, apbu-
TPa’KHOM IIPaBy je Hello3HaTa HOpMa KojoM ce IpefiBuba fia apbutpaska Moxke
la ombuje fa peliaBa CIIOp M Kajia je IbeHa HaJJIeKHOCT YTOBOPEeHa, ako CIIO-
PasyM 0 apOUTpa>ky WIN YTOBOP O OCHOBHOM IIPAaBHOM IOCTTY HUCY Y CKTafly
Ca HaJJIeXKHOCTMMA Y Hade/uMa apouTpaxke'’.

Ocum rora, u [TpaBwmuk CTA npu IIKC u ganac Baxehu [Tpasu-
Huk CranHe apbutpaxe mpu IIKC cagpke npjeHTYHe HOpMe Koje ce OffHoCe
Ha obaBesy mrahama IpefyjMa TPOIIKOBa 3a paji apOUTpaxke, M TO KaKO y
noryefy Tyxbe, Tako U y MOIIefly MOTYhHOCTM ITOJHOIIea IPOTUBTYXO0e, I1a
YaK JI IPUroBopa paiu KoMneHsanuje. Haume, untaBo HopMupame 0BOT IIpo-
61ema noyiceha Ha TajmaHACKy U3peKy ,No money, no honey”.

Tako, ako 6110 Koja Off CTpaHaKa He IpeAyjMy TPOIIKOBe apOuTpa-
JKHOT IIOCTYIIKA, 32 OM/IO KOju 3aXTeB KOjU je MCTaK/Ia, CMaTpa ce Jia je 3aXTeB
nosykia.'” Takobe, 3a pas/muky oj cBuUX MOryhux mpaBWIHMKA MHCTUTYIO-
Ha/IHUX apOuTpaxa y cBery, [IpaBWIHMK MHCTUTYIMOHA/IHE apOuTpake duje
je cepmmure y PC mpeznBuba a Ha Ty>X1oIa MCK/bYYNBO IIafia TepeT Ia Ipefnyj-
MJ TPOLIKOBE apONTPayKHOT IIOCTYIIKa ",

IIpo6nem je mTo cy oba IpaBHA aKTa IOHETa y BpeMe Kafia Cy pellema

»g0 as you pay” TOCTajla aHaXpOHA y caBpeMeHOM IIpaBy MebhyHapopHe Tpro-
BUHCKe apONTpake. Jep, IpaBo Ha IIPaBHY 3alITUTY He cMe Jja Oyze yckpaheno

11 Bwup. ynan 13 ITpasunuuka CTA npu IIKC y Bepsuju ns 2014. roguue; Byuj. u ynad 10 Ipasunan-
Ka o cranHoj apourpaxku npu IIKC u3 2016. roguue. O HEOPKMBOCTY OBAKBOT pellerha HeMa, Ha
KaJIoCT, IPOCTOPA Jla Ce M3/IaKe Y OBOM YIAHKY.

12 Bup. ynan 54 ctaB 5 [Ipasunanka CTA npu IIKC y Bepsuju 3 2014. rogune; ynan 51 cras 5 IIpa-
BunHuka Cranae apourpaxe npu [TIKC.

13 Bup. ynan 54 ctas 1 [Ipasunanka CTA npu IIKC y Bepauju 3 2014. rogune; ynan 51 cras 1 IIpa-
BunHuka Cranae apourpaxe npu [TIKC.
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HYKOMe OWJIO y MOCTYIIKY IIpefl apOUTpakoM, OM/I0 Y IOCTYIKY Ipef] Ap>KaB-
HUM CYJIOM.

Y npuniy, IIpasunmank o ICC apbutpaku npepsuba,'* kao yocranom
¥ CBa apOMTpaKHa IIPaBIIA ," Jla CTpaHKe Ha jeiHaKe jienoBe Iwiahajy mpenyjam
TPOLIKOBA apOuTpa>KHOT 1ocTymka (wiaH 37 cras 2). AKO je, IIaK, IIOJHeTa U
IPOTUBTYXO0a, apOUTPaXKHU CyJ] MOXKe Jla JloHece IOceOHe OJUTyKe O BUCHHU
TpOLIKOBa apbuTpake (3a Ty0y 1 MpoTUBTYKOY), TIpY YeMy je Tafa Ty>KIIal]
Iy>KaH Ja IUIATV TPOLIKOBE Koje je lheMy apOuTpaka OfipefiiIIa, a TY>KeHI, IaK,
cBOje TpolikoBe (WwiaH 37 cTaB 3). AKO IIpejiyjaM TPOLIKOBa 13 OMJIO KOT pasyio-
ra He 6yze rrahen, cmatpahe ce fia je 3axTeB 1oBy4YeH (WiaH 37 cTaB 6).

Y OKBUPY OBaKBUX apOMTPaKHVIX IIPaBIJIA BOJMO Ce MOCTYIIAK Y CTyda-
jy LP c. Pirelli y xome je apbuTpaxkHa OjTlyKa JOHETa TaKO ILITO je apOuTparka
ICC opbwa ja pacrpaB/ba O 3aXTeBY U3 IIPOTUBTYXOe, jep Ty>KeH! HHje TOCTY-
IIO TI0 pellerby apOuTpaxke ¥ YIUIATHO A/IMKBOTAH €0 IpefyjMa TPOLIKOBA
nocrynka. Anemanyonu cyn y [Tapusy' je moHMmTio oBako JOHeTy apOuTpa-
XKHY OJUIYKY, jep ce OJUTyKOM KpIIM TIPMHIVUII PaBHOIIPAaBHOCTYU CTPaHaKa, Te je
OHa, CXOIHO TOMe, IPOTVBHA Mel)yHapOTHOM jaBHOM IIOpPETKY, ¢ 0631poM Jia je
Ty>KeHOM yckpaheHo npaBo Ha nipaBHy 3amuty (déni de justice).

CynoBu cy y npecypama npeysemn pesonosame ECJbII xoje ce ogrocn
Ha IIpaBO Ha TyXO0y 1 UCTaK/IM Jia ,1IpaBo Ha TyxOy (le droit d’accés a la justi-
ce) 3Ha4M J]a CTpaHKa He MOXe Jja Oyje miena MoryhHocTu fia cBoje 3axTeBe
usHece npej cyamjy. Jaxk 1 ako 10croje pecTpuKiiyje y Bpllehy OBOT IIpaBa
OHe MOpajy fma OyAy IIpOIOplMOHA/JHe 3aXTeBMMa IpaBHe ppxkase. OBaj
IIPMHIUII Ce IIpMMeIbYje I Ha CyfoBabe IIpef apOuTpakama’.

III IIpaBo Ha Ty>k0y U IpaBo Ha ApOUTPAXKY

IIpaBo Ha apbutpaxy (right to arbitration; le droit a I'arbitre) Tpeba
CTPMKTHO PA3/IMKOBATI Off IIpaBa Ha TYXOy (access to a court). OBO mOTOWmE
npaBo je rapanroBaHo YcraBoM PC (wian 32 craB 1), ma u wianoMm 6(1)
EBponcke KOHBeHIMje O JBYACKMM IIpaBUMa U OCHOBHMM co6omama
(EKJBII), mok je mpaBo Ha apOMTpaXy MCK/bY4MBO YTOBOPHOI KapaKTepa,
Oyayhn ma ce 3acHUBa Ha Ba/ITHOM apOMTPayKHOM CIIOPA3yMy.

14  ICC Rules of Arbitration (2017).

15  Bupm. wian 51 craB 3 Arbitration Rules of the Arbitration Institute of the Stockholm Chamber of
Commerce (2017); unan 24 craB 1 Arbitration Rules of the London Court of International Arbitra-
tion (2014); unan 41 cras 1 Swiss Rules of International Arbitration (2012).

16  Cour d’Appel de Paris, 11. nov. 2011, LP. c. Pirelli, Juris claseur périodique, G (2012) 843, no. 6,
notspamo Cour de cassation, 1ere, 28 mars 2013, Pirelli c. LP, Revue d’arbitrage (2013), 746.
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I'py6o peueno, rapannyje caipskaHe y KOPIIyCy IpaBa Ha IPaBUYHO
cybeme He puMemyjy ce IMPEKTHO Ha IOCTYIAK Ipe MehyHapogHUM Tpro-
BUHCKUM apbutpaxkama.'” OTyza, cTpaHKe y apOUTpa>kHOM IOCTYIIKY, u3Mely
OCTaJIOT, He MOTY fla ce I03MBajy Ha obaBe3y [p)kaBa [ia CTpaHLM Koja je
JIOoLIeT MMOBMHCKOT CTamba 00e3beay 6ecIyiaTHy paBHy momoh. '

Vnax, cutyanyja u Huje TOMMKO jaCHa HaKOH Ipecyzie EBporickor cyna
3a pyfcka mpasa (ECJBII) y cnydajy Regent Company v. Ukraine u3s 2008.
rogune”. Y oBoj mpecymu ECJbII je n3pmunTo KCTaKao fa ce MOJ IOjMOM ,,CY],
yCTaHOBJbEH 3aKOHOM, y cmuciny wiaHa 6(1) EKJBII, cmaTtpa u apbutpakan
cyni. CrreficTBEHO TOMe, CBaKM IIOCTYIAK IpeJi apOUTPasKOM Mopa Ia IPY>KI
JICTe OHe TapaHIMje Yije McIymeme KonBeHIMja 3aXTeBa 1 y Be3! ca IMOCTYII-
I¥YIMa KOju ce Bofie Ipeji p>KaBHUM cyfoBuMa. Takobe, cBaka apOuTpaxkHa
Ofl/TyKa MOpa Jja Y/IOBOJ/b) MICTMM OHMM 3aXTeBMMa KOjy Ce IIOCTaB/bajy U 3a
OJUTyKe IP>KaBHUX CYHOBaA.

Homamnraj rope HaBenene mpecyge ECJBII Tpeba cxBatutu Ha cinemehn
Haunn: npecyga ECJDBII pupextHO o6aBesyje um apOurpe y apOUTpakHOM
HOCTYIKy. JIak, Ap>kaBa He OfroBapa 3a paj apburpaxa. Ay, Ap>KaBHU
CyZioBHI Cy y obaBe3 Jja y IOCTYIIKY 3a IIOHMINTAj apOuTpaKHe OITyKe VJIM,
MaK, Y MOCTYIIKY erseKBaType CTpaHMX apOUTPaKHMX OJJIyKa KOHTPOJIMILY
KOJIMKO je apOMTpaKHU CyJl ITOLITOBAo TrapaHuuje u3 wiana 6(1) EKJBIIL. Ako
TO IIPOIIYCTe Jla Y4MHe, Ip>KaBa wianuia KoHBeHLMje ofiroBapa 3a IIOBpefy
ob6aBesa Koje je IIpeysesia mpuUcTynameM KOHBeHIUjI.

IV OcHoB apOuTpakHOT CyOoBama
1. Yrosop o ap6urpaxku

OcHOB cBaKoT apOUTPAKHOT IOCTYIIKA jecTe IyHOBaKaH apOUTPaKHN
CITOpasyM, JlakJie YTOBOP KOjUM ce CTpaHKe OJpMYy IIpaBa Jja 3aXTeBajy IpaB-
Hy 3alITUTY IIpef JpXKaBHUM CyfloBUMA. VICTOBpeMeHO, CTpaHKe ce, Ha Taj
HA4MH, OJJpUYy 1M KOPIIyca IpaBa Cafip>)KaHUX y OKBUPY CMHTAarMe IpaBoO Ha
IpaBUYHO Cybheme,” TuMe, yjeHO, 11 IIpaBa fla Off Ip>KaBe 3aXTeBajy OecriaT-
Hy IIpaBHY I1oMoh y c/Iy4ajy Hecrmoco6HoCTH 3a Itahame TpolikoBa apouTpa-
JKHOT IIOCTYTIKA.

17 Bup. neramumje Aleksandar Jaksié, Arbitration and Human Rights, Peter Lang Verlag, 2002.

18  Bmun. leading case ECtHR, Airey v. Ireland, npecyna o 9.10. 1979, Series A, no. 32. 3a Buie siera-
mwa Buj. A. Jakumh, Komenmap Eeponcke KoHeeHyuje 0 7byOCKUM NPasUMa t 0CHOBHUM c710600ama,
beorpag, 2006, 177-178.

19  ECtHR, Regent Company v. Ukraine, npecyna o 3.04.2008, map. 54.

20  B. ECtHR, Souvaniemi and others v. Finland, 1 pecyna ox 23.02. 1999.
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Jmax, y HeKuM KOHCTe/IalujaMa crydajeBa pMHaHCHjcKa HeMoryhHocT
wiahama TPOIIKOBa apOUTPAXKHOT IMOCTYIIKA MOXKe JIa ¥IMa 32 IoC/IennLy déni
de justice mTO je, CBaKaKo, TPOTMBHO He caMO MehyHapoTHIM MHCTPYMEHTH-
Ma 3a 3aIUTUTY JbYACKUX IIpaBa Beh 1 MehyHapomHOM jaBHOM IOpeTKy Kako ce
OH CXBaTa y apOUTPaKHOM ITOCTYIIKY.

2. Tyxxunan Huje y MmoryhHOCTH a nIaT npegyjaM TPOIIKOBa
apOUTpar>kKHOT MOCTYIKa

Tyxwal Koju je 06Be3aH Ba/baHUM apOUTPAKHNUM CIIOPA3yMOM,
KOju HUje GMHAHCUjCKM Y CTalby Ja IUIATH IIpeiyjaM TPOLIKOBA apOUTpaskHOT
IIOCTYIIKA, Ha/Jla3) Ce€ Y M3Y3€THO TELIKOj IIPOLIECHO] CUTYaluju. Jep, y IpuH-
IIMITy, aKO TY)XWIAIl y JYICTOj IIPaBHOj CTBapu IIOfjHece TYXOy cymy, Cyn je
IyXXaH Ja OBaKO ITOJHETy TYKOy op0amy Kao HeJOIYIITEHY, OCHM aKO CY[
YTBPAY [ je YTOBOP O apOUTpaKy OUMITIETHO HUIITAB, 6e3 JiejcTBa MIn Ja ra
Huje Moryhe usBpiutu (inoperative or incapable of being performed).**

Y 0BOM KOHTEKCTY, aKO je apOMTpayKHM CIIOPAa3yM IIyHOBakKaH, IIOCTa-
B/ba C€ INTAaIe KaKO IOCTYIMTH aKO TY>XWIAL| JIOIIET VIMOBMHCKOL CTama
UIIaK IIOfHece TY>KOy AP>KaBHOM CyZy, a TY>KEHU ce II030Be Ha ITyHOBaKaH
apOuTpaXHN CIIOpasyM. Jep, ako cyp Tyx0y ozdamny, oH TiMe de facto xpeupa
CUTYaLIUjy y K0joj je Ty>Kial], octao 6e3 IpaBa Ha IIPaBHY 3alUTUTY. Peleme
OB€ CUTYyallyije HMje jeJMHCTBEHO M 3aBJICU Of IIPABHOI CUCTEMA y KOMeE Ce
po671eM IOCTaBHUO.

Taxolye, Bajba Har/IacUTH Ja peliema MOTY Ia Bapupajy U off ZoMalliaja
Hauenna Kompetenz-Kompetenz y mojeiuHuM IpaBHUM cucreMmuma. Tako, Ha
IpUMep, Y OHMM IIPaBHUM CUCTEeMUMA Y KOjuMa je MOTYhHOCT MHTepBeHLuje
IIp’KaBHUX CyZI0Ba y apOUTpasKHY Mpollec cBefieHa Ha MyuHnMyM (DpaHifycka,
Ha IpuMep),* Ap>KaBHU CYJ YOIILITe HeMa MOTYhHOCT /ja ce M3jacH! O IIUTAY
IYHOBa)KHOCT) ¥ MI3BPLIMBOCTY apOUTPa)KHOT CIIOpa3yMa CBe JJOK e IOCTy-
HaK IIpef] apOUTpaXoM He okoHUa. Taxo, y ciydajy Lola fleurs y xome je Arme-
manyonu cyy y [Tapusy® moHnmTio apoutpaxxuy ojIyKy s6or déni de justice,
CYZi je CTao Ha CTAaHOBUIITE JIa HajIpe apOUTpaka Tpeba Ha OIYYM Ha KOju
HauuH he omoryhmru Tyxmoly yxupame IIpaBa la mojHece TYXO0y, 4ak u

21 Bup. wran II cras 3 Ibyjopiuke xouBennuje; unan 14 3A; uman 8 cras 1 UNCITRAL Model Law
(2006).

22 Bup. wiran 1448 cras 1 Code de procédure civil.

23 Cour d’Appel de Paris, Société Lola fleurs c. Société Monceau fleurs et autres, 29 fév. 2013, Bull.
ASA (2013), 900.
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KaJla 3a TO HeMa CPeJICTaBa, a Jia JP)KaBHM CyJi CAMO HAKHA/JIHO KOHTPOJINMILE
Jla JI1 je apOUTPaXKHMU CYJ, TY>KMOILYy YCKPAaTHO IIPaBO Ha IIPaBHY 3aIUTUTY.

a) Packuo yeosopa o apbumpaxcu

Y cutyanuju y Kojoj Ty>Kwial| Huje Yy MOTyhHOCTH Jla CHOCM TPOLIKOBe
apOUTPaXKHOT ITOCTYIIKA, HEMAa4yKM CyoB1** lajy MoryhHOCT Ty>xmoly fia pac-
KJHE YTOBOp O apOMTpaXKy, Te Jja IIPaBHY 3alITUTY 3aXTeBa y IIOCTYIIKY IIpe]
np>kaBHUM cypoBuMa.” Hemoryhuocr mrahama TpomkoBa ap6urpakHOT
HOCTYIIKA MOTIIAfIa TI0] HOPMY HeMOTyhHOCTH U3BplIema apOUTPaXKHOT CII0-
pasyma.”®

U 3aucra, apOUTpaskHY CIIOPA3yM je YTOBOP MaTepHjaHOT IIpaBa ca IIpo-
IIeCHMM JIejCTBUMA, TAKO JIa CBAaKa Of] CTPaHAaKa MOXKe Jla 3aXTeBa J]a Ce YTOBOP O
apOUTpaXkM pPacKyMHe, aKO HAKOH HErOBOT 3aK/bydera HACTyIle IpOMereHe
okoynHocty (wiaH 133 cras 1 300) wm, makK, ako obe o HakHaTHe Cy0OjeKTUBHE
HeMOTyhHOCTH UCITyBemba yroBopHe o6aBese (wiaH 354 cras 1 300).

AKO je TO TaKo, HajIIpe ce IIOCTaB/ba IIUTambe KOje IIPaBo je MEPOJABHO
fia perymuiie mpo6rem HemoryhHoctu mrahama y MehyHapoHOj TproBuHCKOj
apbutpaxn. OBo je mpobnem KBammduKanuje Koja ce y HeJOCTATKy lex fori
Mopa BpmmuTi 6o npema lex arbitri wi ayToHOMHO. Y TOM CMICIY, a Y
HEJIOCTATKy KOJIM3MOHMX HOpMM, Moryha cy /iBa pellema: IpBO, fia ce Ha
yrBpheme HemoryhHocTy rrahama TpomikoBa apOMTpPa’kKHOT ITOCTYIIKA IIPH-
Memyje OHO IIPaBO Koje ce TpUMebyje ¥ Ha apOMTpakHU mocTynak. Jlpyro,
aKo ce mpo0yeM TpeTupa y OKBUPY o0aBesa CTpaHaKa Jla CHOCE TPOIIKOBE
apOUTPaXHOT IIOCTYIIKA KOje Cy Ipeysesie apOUTPaKHUM CIIOpasyMOM, Taja
6u ce Ha muTame yrBphema mocrojama Hemoryhnoctu mrahama, Kao 1 Ha
nocepuite HemoryhHocry wiahama TpouIKoBa apOUTPaXKHOT ITOCTYIIKA IIPH-
MEHIIO JICTO OHO IIPaBO KOje je MepOJaBHO 32 apOUTPaXKHY CIIOPA3YM.

[IpeMpia y JOKTpMHM ¥MMa M CXBaTama KOja 3aroBapajy OBO APYTO
MUIIUbebe,”” CKIOHNjM CMO Ja TBPAMMO Jia je MuTame yTBphema HemoryhHo-
cry wiahama TPOLIKOBA ITOCTYIIKA, KA0 ¥ IOCTIeINIIe IIOCTOjamba OBe HeMoryh-

24 BGH, Urteil vom 14.09. 2000, NJW (2000), 3720.

25 Y oBaKkBUMM CHTyallMjaMa HeMAyKy CyIOBY JOLYIITajy TyOe Ipej HpXKaBHMUM CYy[OM 4aK 1 Oe3
HPETXONHOr pacKupa apOUTpaxHOr cropasyma. Pemerbe ce KpUTHKyje Y HOKTpuHNU. Bup. Peter
Schlosser, “Urteilsanmerkung®, Juristenzeitung, 2001, 260.

26  Bup. 6mmwxe Rolf Schiitze, “Armut im internationalen Schiedsverfahren-kollisionsrechtliche
Aspekte®, Festschrift fiir Peter Schlosser, Ttibingen, 2005, 867.

27 Taxo R. Schiitze (2005), 867. R. Schiitze, Deutsches internationales Zivilprozessrecht unter
Einschluss des europdischen Zivilprozessrechts, 2. Auflage, Berlin, 2005, 516.
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HOCTY IIPOLIeCHO INTabe Ha Koje ce uMa puMeHnTy lex arbitri. OBo He camo
360r TOra INTO je IMpoOJIeM CUCTeMCKM pellleH IpolieCHMM HopMama, Beh u
300T YnbeHNIIe /]a OH CYIITMHCKY TaHTHpa IIPAaBO Ha IIPABHY 3aLITUTY, JAKIIe,
IIpaBO KOje Hifje MaTepyja/IHOIPABHOI KapaKTepa.

[IpobneM HacTaje M aKO Ce Ha OBEe OKOIHOCTHU, TOKOM apOMTpPa)KHOT
TIOCTYTIKA, TI030Be TYXKEHN U MICTaKHe HeMOTYNHOCT /ja CHOCH TPOLIKOBE ITOCTYII-
Ka KOjl MOTY Jla HAaCTaHy ITOBOJIOM HberoBe IPOTUBTYXOe. Jep, ako ce y 0BOj
cutyanuju gorycti Moryhnocr ja HemoryhHoct mrahama TpolLIKoBa 3a IIOCTY-
IaK II0 IIPOTMBTY>KOM OIIpaBJiaBa IIPeCTaHAK apOMTPaKHOI CIIOpasyMma 300r
HeMoryhHoCTH M3BpLIerba, TaJla Ce HUIITY TYXKIOYeBO ITPaBO Ha apOUTPAKY.

6) Oopuyaree 00 npasa Ha apoUMPa’NcHo cyoosarve

Y aHIVI0CAaKCOHCKO]j CYICKOj IIPAKCH, HAYe/THO I CAMO M3Y3€THO, TYXKI-
JIaI] ce OBOT IIpaBa Moke ofipehu camo mspuunto wm npehyrHo, 1 To Tako
WTO TY>KOY, YMeCTO YyTOBOpPEHOj apOUTpaky, MofiHece pefloBHOM cyay. Kama
ce cMarpa Jia ce TY)XWIAL| OfjpeKao IpaBa Ha apOUTPaXy TUMe IITO je TIOHeO
TY)KOY CyLy yMecTo apOUTpakn Koja je mpenBubeHa apOUTpaKHUM CIIOpasy-
MOM, Bapypa of 3eMJbe JJO 3eMbe.”

MebyTtuM, 0BO cxBaTambe MOXKe [ja ce TIPUXBATHU jelNHO aKO ce U TyxkKe-
HJI CaI/Ilaci ca IPeCcTaHKOM Bakema apOMTpaKHOT CIIopasyMa. Jep, IpaBo Ha
apOuTpaxky He TIpHUIIajia caMo TYXKuoly, Beh u Ty>keHoM.

Taxobe, mpema cxBaTamyuma Hekux cypoBa (EHrmecka),” Tyxwialg
HNOJHOIIEEeM TYXXOe JpXKaBHOM CYAy YMECTO apOMTpaKy UMHU IIOBPeNy
apOUTPaXHOT CIIOpa3yMa, YMMe jiaje IIPAaBO TY>KEHOM Jla pacKuHe YyrOBOP O
apOUTpaKN.

6) I/[peﬂesaumnocm UMOBUHCKOZ Cmara cmpanaxa

Hajsazm, uMa u cxBaTama Koja BeoMa PUTUIHO CXBaTajy CMHTAarmy ja
apbutpaxkun cropasym uuje moryhe usspimntu. Tako, High Court y CeBepHoj
Wpckoj™ mpxxu ra apbutpaskHn criopasym Huje Moryhe usBpIinTy jeINHO aKO
IIOCTOju 00jeKTMBHA, HeCKpUBJ/beHa HeMOTyhHOCT u3Bpliema. Y 0BO, IIaK, He
Criafia ¥ CUPOMAIITBO (poverty) Ty)XUoIla KOju HUje y CTamy Jja CHOCU TPO-
HIKOBEe apOUTPAXKHOT IOCTYIIKA.

28  Bug. 6moke Peter Gilles, Andrew Dahdal, “Waiver of a Right to Arbitrate by Resort to Litigation
in the Context of International Commercial Litigation”, Journal of International Commercial Law
and Technology, 2007, 221-230.

29  Downing v. Al Tameer Establishment (2002) EWCA Civ. 721.

30  Trunk Flooring Ltd. v. HSBC Finance (UK) Ltd. and Costa Rica Srl. (2015) NIQB 23.
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3. Tyxenu Huje y MoryhHOCTM MM He >Kelu a IUIaTH IpeayjaM
3a TPOLIKOBE apOUTPA>KHOT MOCTYIKA

a) O npasy Ha apoumpaicy

3aKpydemeM apOUTpaKHOr cliopasyma 3a o0e IapHIYHE CTpaHKe
HacTaje ,IIpaBo Ha apoutpaxy" (right to arbitrate; le droit a I'arbitre). Y Haj-
Mamby PYKY, OBJie Ce pajiil O IpaBy Koje ce TeMe/b)l Ha Ba/baHO 3aK/bY4EHOM
apObuTpaxxHoM criopasymy. MebytuMm, y HekuM jprxaBama, Beh y 3aBucHOCTH
Off IIPaBHOT CMCTEMa, pajyl ce O IIpaBy Koje ce TeMe/by Ha YcraBy.” OHO ce
M3BOAM M3 IpaBa Ha CJIOOONY JIMYHOCTM M U3 AYTOHOMMje BOJ/be CTpaHAKa.
Jlaxsie, cTpaHKe Cy Be3aHe IYHOBOKHIM apONTPa>KHUM CIIOPa3yMOM, a BUTe-
JIN CMO, AP>KaBHU CYIOBMU CY, Y TOM CIIy4ajy, [Y>KHU JIa ce Y3ApKe Off Bpllema
jypucaukiumje.

Taxobe, Bumemn cMo jja apburpaka He CMe Jja JIMIIN TY>KEHOT KOju
HUje Y CTamby Jia IpelyjMy TPOIIKOBe apOMTPaKHOT IOCTYIIKA IIpaBa Ja y
IEMY YYeCTBYje U M3HOCH CBOjy ofiOpaHy, IIa YaK HY IIpaBa Jja IIOfiHece IIpo-
TUBTYKOY JWIN YIOXK)M KOMIIEH3AIVIOHM IPUTOBOpP. Y TaKBUM CUTYyalujama,
TYXKWIAL] MOKe CaM JIa IVIATH TIpeflyjaM 3a TPOIIKOBE apOMTPasKHOT MOCTYIIKA
KOjU Tajlajy Ha TYyXKeHOT. AKO OH TO, TIaK, He YUMHM WIN HUje Y MoryhHOCTH
fla YIVMHY, TY)KMOLLY He OCTaje HUIITA APYTO [0 /ia PacKMHe apOUTPa>KHU CIIO-
PasyM U mopiHece TY>KOy Ap>KaBHOM CYAy.

MebyTtum, Kako To HaBofle aHAIMTNYApH,*” y BehuHu ci1ydajeBa Tyxe-
HJ He IvTaha mpepyjaM 3a TPOIIKOBe apOMTPAKHOT ITOCTYIIKAa Kako 61 oMeo
HOPMaJIaH TOK IIOCTYIIKA U CIIPeYMO Jla Ce IPOTUB Ihera JoHece KOH/IeMHATOP-
Ha apOUTpaKHA OUIyKa. Y CYLITHHY, jeAMHCTBEHU OATOBOP Ha MUTaHe KAKO
Tpeba IOCTYINUTH Kafia jeHa Off CTpaHaKa He IUIAaTU U3 00ecTy CBOj [ieo TPo-
IIKOBA 32 Boheme apOUTPa’KHOT ITOCTYIIKA He IIOCTOjM, jep 3aKOHM O apOuTpa-
KM, KO M IIPaBWIHUIIN MHCTUTYIVIOH/IHUX apOuTpaka He cafip>Ke U3PIINTO
peleme. Y JOKTPUHM Ce CMATpa Jia OBJie IIOCTOj) ITpaBHA IIpa3HuHa™.

31 Tako, Ha npumep, y Kanagu. Bun. Laurentinne-vie, Cie d’assurances Inc. v. Cie d’assurance-vie,
Court of Apeal of Quebec, 12 June 2000 (2000) CanLII 9001 (QC CA). BGH, II ZR 373/98, Urteil
vom 3. April 2000. Buz. UNCITRAL 2012 Digest of case law on the Model Law on International
Commercial Arbitration, United Nations Publication, New York, 2012, 34-35.

32 Micha Biichler, “Non-Payment in the advance on costs by the respondent party: Is there a real
remedy?”, ASA Bulletin, Vol. 24, 2006, 290. TakBux ciyyajeBa ¥Ma M y CBETy M TO IpeJi CBUM
apOurpaxama. Buz. 6mmke Neal M. Eiseman, Brian Farkas, “Stiffing the Arbitrators: The Problem
of Nonpayment in Commercial Arbitration”, Harvard Negotiation Law Review, 2011, 1-19; Ric-
hard de Witt, Rick de Witt, “No Pay No Play: How to solve the Nonpaying Party Problem in Arbi-
tration”, Dispute Resolution Journal, Vol. 60, 2005, 27-28.

33 N.M. Eiseman, B. Farkas, 4.
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1) MepopaBHO IIpaBo

CTpaHKe CBaKaKO MOTy Jla y apOMTpaXHOM CIIOpasyMy IIpeiBHjie
HauMH Ivrahama IpelyjMa TPOIIKOBa apOMTPaXHOT IOCTynKa. Mehyrum,
TaKap CIIOpa3yM He O6u cMmeo fa Oyzie mpoTuBaH 6110 MehyHapogHOM jaBHOM
HOPeTKy WM, IIaK, VMIepaTMBHUM HOpMama lex arbitri. Tako, Ha npumep,
IpeMa U3BOpKuMa apOuTpaxHor mpasa y Enrneckoj u Xonr Konry crpanke
MOTY Y apOuTpa’kHOM CIIOpasyMy jia IpeiBufe fia he camo jefHa off BUX Ja y
LIeJIOCTH CHOCK TPOILIKOBe apOUTpakHOT mocrynka*. MebyTnM, opakas cro-
pasyM je JOIYLITEH je[HO Y KOMIIPOMICY, JaK/Ie TEK KaJja je CIIOp HAcTao, He
'y apOUTPaskHOj K/Iay3YJIi.

AKo cTpaHKe, Kao IITO je TO yoOudajeHo, mpobieM He perynminy apon-
TPOKHNUM CIIOpasyMOM, IUTame o0aBe3e IPETXOJHOT CHOLIEHA TPOIIKOBA
apOUTPaKHOT IOCTYIKA IOTIAfiA, KA0 IIPOLIeCHO IUTawe, Iox lex arbitri.
Mamu fieo JOKTpUHe,” ocnmamajyhu ce Ha cabe aprymMeHTe, TBPAM Ja Ce OBaj
npo6ieM peliaBa y OKBMPY MEpPOIABHOT IIpaBa Koje ce IpyMembyje Ha cajp-
KMHY apOUTPaXKHOT cTIopasyma.™

2) IToBpena yroBopa o apOuTpaku

Y HOKTpUMHM, apOUTPaXKHO] ¥ CYACKO]j IIPAKCH je CIIOPHO IITa, 3aIpaBo,
3HAYM HeeKCKy/IMpajyhy MpoIrycT Ty»KeHOT Jja IVIaTH IIpeflyjaM 3a TPOLIKOBe
apOUTpa>KHOT MOCTYyTKA. Tako, oHu’” Koju cMaTpajy fja ce obaBesa fia ce Impef-
yjMe TPOIIKOBY apOUTPaXKHOT IIOCTYIIKA TeMe/bI Ha CIIOPa3yMy O apOuTpaxu,
HPOITYCT TYXKEHOT CMAaTpajy AOLIBOM, Tj. HAKHAJHO CKPUB/bEHOM IIOBPEIOM
yroBopHe obaBese.

Y Toj cuTyanuju, Ty>Kuuall, KOji je 0cTao BepaH yroBOpy, MOXe Jja:*

34  Bug. Sec. 60 of English Arbitration Act (1996); Sec. 74 (8) of Hong Kong Arbitration Ordinance.

35  Gary Born, International Commercial Arbitration, 2nd edition, Kluwer, 2014, 3099.

36  Ospe ce 3a60paB/ba Ha aHAMTNUKy MeTogy MIIIL. Ha pasnmunte cactojke apOMTpasKHOT CIOpa-
3yMa (CIOCOOHOCT 3a 3aK/byderse, popMa, caip>KMHa 1 C/1.) IPUMeEbyje ce pa3IMInTO MEPOIaBHO
pasBo.

37  Peter Schlosser in Stein, Jonas, ZPO Kommentar, Band 9 (2002) 6p. 30 3a § 1029; Otto Sandrock,
“Claims for advances of costs and the power of arbitral tribunal to order the payment”, Liber Ami-
corum in honor of Rober Briner, ICC Publications, 2005, 709; Ibrahim Fadlallah, “Payment of the
Advance to Cover Costs in ICC Arbitration: the Parties’ Reciprocal Obligations”, ICC Internatio-
nal Court of Arbitration Bulletin , Vol. 14, No.1, 2003, 53; Jean Rouche, “La payment par le défen-
deur de sa part de provision sur les frais d’arbitrage: simple faculté ou obligation contractuelle”,
Revue d’arbitrage, 2002, 841.

38  P.Schlosser, Recht der privaten internationalen Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, 1989, 712.
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a) Ty>)KOOM ITOJHETOM JIpKaBHOM CYJly 3axTeBa Ofi Ty)<eHOT Iutahame
IpefiyjMa 3a TPOIIKOBE apOUTPaKHOT MOCTYIIKA;

6) jemHOCTPaHOM U3jaBOM BOJbe PACKMHE YTOBOP O apOUTPaXKiL.

Bupermt cMo fa y aHITIOCAKCOHCKMM IIPAaBHUM CHCTEMUMa CKPYUBI/bEHN
IPOIIYCT Jia ce IUIATH IIpefyjaM 3a TPOIIKOBE apOMTPaXKHOT ITOCTYIIKA 3HAYM,
yjenHo, 1 OfipyIlarbe Off IIpaBa Ha apOuTpaxy.”

Y mocrynuuma koju ce Bofie npema IlpaBmmnuky ICC apbutpaske oba-
Be3a CTpaHaka u3 wiaHa 37 crasa 2 [IpaBwiHuka fja pro rata mnpepyjMe Tpo-
IIKOBE apOUTPa’KHOT ITOCTYIIKA Ce TyMady Kao obaBe3a yTOBOPHOT KapaKTepa.
CxopHO TOMe, IJITAaBHM KOMEHTATOpM IOCTYIIKA IIpefi oBoM apbutpaxom (Cra-
ig, Park, Paulson)* cmatpajy na apOUTpaXKHM CyJ| MOXKe 0JiMaX, HAaKOH JIOIibe
TY>KEHOT, fIa JIOHece JeMMMIYHY apOUTpa>kHY OIYKy KOjoM 61 Ty>KeHor o6a-
Be3ao Ha Ivrahame mpepyjMa TpoukoBa apOuTpaXKHOr rmocrynka. J saucra, y
Be/IMKOM 6pojy ciayuajeBa ICC apOuTpaska je 1 JOHOCHIA OBaKBe apOUTparkHe
omnyke.*!

Mebytum, cBa Tpu pelrema goHoce cmaby caTucakKiujy 3a TyKHUOLA
KOjM je 3aK/by4MO Ba/baH apOMTPasKHM CIIOPasyM UMMe je XKesleo Jja OTKIOHN
MOTYhHOCT fla criop pelun Ipen Ap>kaBHUM cyfouMa. Takobe, oBakBa pere-
1ha 3aCHOBAHA HAa CXBATAIbJIMA Jla Ce OBJIe Pajiil O IIOBPEIN YyTOBOpHe oOaBese
Cy HEeOAp)KIBA, jep HeCaBeCHO IIOHAIIAIbe TY)KEHOI MMa 3a IOCTefuIly Ja
TYXKI04€BO IIPAaBO Ha apOUTPaXKy IpecTaje.

3) IToBpepna mpoltecHux 06aBe3a Ty>KeHOT

C npyre cTpaHe, ¥Ma I cXBaTama fla o6aBesa CTpaHaKa Jia TIpefyjMe u
CHOCE TPOIIKOBE apOMTPaXHOT IOCTYIKAa IIPE/ICTaB/ba ILUXOBY IIPOLECHY
ob6aBesy, 1 To o6aBe3y npeMa apbuTpaxHoM TpubyHasy.* VM sancra, Kaja ce
carjiefja TIpaBHa HpMpofia apOMTPa’KHOT CHOpasyMa (MaTepujaTHOIPaBHM
YTOBOp Ca IIPOLIECHUM [I€jCTBUMA, HEe3aBMCAH OJf OCHOBHOT IIPAaBHOT IIOC/IA)

39  Sink v. Aden Enter Inc., 352 F.3rd 1197 (9th Cir. 2003); Sanderson Farms Inc. v. Gatlin, 848 So. 2nd
828 (Miss. 2003).

40 L. Craig, W. Park, J. Paulson, 268.

41  Tako y Partial award in ICC case no. 10671, ASA Bull, 2001, 285; Partial award in ICC case no.
10526, Clunet, 2001, 1179, note Jarvin. Amtsgericht Diisseldorf, Judgment, 17.06. 2003, Schieds
VZ (2003) 240; ICC case no. 16812 (2011); ICC case no. 1506 (2009). Buz. u L. Craig, W. Park, J.
Paulson, 267-270; Sandrock, 708.

42 Tako, Ha npumep, Xavier Favre Bulle, «Les conséquences de non-paiement de la provision pour les
fris de I'arbitrage d’une partie», Bulletin ASA, 2001, 227.
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1HEroBa JIejcTBa Cy, IPUMapHO, IponecHa.” Vsmeby ocranor, yroBop o ap6bu-
TPaXM UMIUIMIUTHO CAfipXKVl M IIPOLieCHY o0aBe3y CTpaHakKa Jia CHOCe TPO-
HIKOBe apOUTPAXKHOT MOCTYyTIKa.

Y mpouecHe ob6aBese cTpaHaka CIafia ¥ JY>KHOCT a IOCTYIIaK BOfe
bona fidae, mTo y cebu ykbydyje 1 o6aBe3y [ja ce y3fipKe Off CBaKe IpOIjeCHe
pazme Koja 61 oMeTala HOpMajIaH TOK IOCTyIIKa.*> CyIeficTBeHO ToMe, ITaha-
e IpeflyjMa 3a TPOLIKOBe apOMTPasKHOT ITOCTYIIKA je OCHOBHM TIPEAyC/IOB Jia
ce IOCTYIIaK OjBYja HOPMAJIO 1 eKCIIeANUTIBHO.

Ho, 6m10 Kako fa ce cXBaTy IIpaBHa IPUPOJA apOUTPaXKHOT CIOPa3y-
Ma, BeT0BO II0CTOjambe MopasyMeBa Jla CTpaHKe U3BpILIaBajy cBoje obaBese y
no6poj Bepu. Takobe, 6e3 063upa fja 1 ce o6aBesa cTpaHaka jja wrahajy Tpo-
IIKOBe IIOCTYIIKA CXBaTa Kao 06aBe3a MaTepMjaIHOIIPABHOT JWIM IPOLECHOT
KapakTepa, Te Jla /I ce Ha OBy 00aBesy IIpMMelbyje IPaBo Koje je MepoJaBHO
3a yroBop o apburpaxu wm lex arbitri, croju na y lex mercatoria arbitralis
BXKJI OIIIITY IIPaBHYU IIPUHINII pacta sunt servanda, kao n o6aBe3a jja ce yro-
BOpM U3BpIIaBajy bona fidae.*s

U 3ancra, y MHOrnM apbutpaxanm omiaykama ICCY 3ayser je cras 1a
je o6aBesa IIahama TpoIIKOBa apOUTPa’KHOT MOCTYIIKA HY>KaH IIPENyCIoB 3a
VI3BpLIebe apOUTPAKHOT criopasdyma bona fidae.

V Ilocrojeha pemema cagpskana y ussopuma Hopmu o MTA
y cny4ajy HemoryhHoctu mahama Tpomkosa
apOMTpa’KHOT MOCTYIIKA

Pemema cagpkana y ussopuma Hopmu o MTA y ciy4ajy HemoryhHo-
cru 1wahama TpOIIKOBa apOMTPaXKHOT IOCTYIKa Cy HesafoBo/baBajyha mn
onckypHa. Hajope Baba mcrahm fa HUTH jejaH M3BOp HOPMM He CajipsKu
pelllebe 3a CIy4aj fa TYKIIAL, MHULMjA/IHO HIje Y CTalby Jia IPeNyjMu TpO-
IIKOBe apOMTpaykHOI Iocrynka. OTy[a, Y OBaKBOj CUTyalyji, OTK/Iarbarbe

43 Tako ICC case no. 10671 (2011). Yves Derains, Eric Schwarz, A Guide to the ICC Rules of Arbitra-
tion, 2nd edition, Kluwer, 2005, 347.

44  Ospe M30cTaB/baMo pasMaTpare o6aBe3a CTpaHaKa IpeMa apOUTpyMa Koje HACTajy IO receptum
arbitri.

45  Sandrock, 710.

46  Fouchard, Gaillard, Goldman, Traité de l'arbitrage commercial international, Paris, 1996, 563;
Born, 1007-1008.

47  Bup. Ha npumep ICC case no, 16812 (2011). Osze, mebhyrnm, Bajba HAMOMEHYTH J1a Ce Y IOCTYIILIN-
Ma IIpejl 0BOM apOUTPa>KOM IIyHOBKHOCT apOUTPAKHOT CIIOpasyMa LieH) He3aBUCHO Off IIPaBHIX
HOPMM HaI[VIOHA/IHUX IIPABHMX CHCTEMA.
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MoryhHoctu fja Hactynu déni de justice ocTaje Ha apOuTpaXkama 1 HallMOHAI-
HJM CyZIOBUMA KOj¥I KOHTPOJIMIITY apOUTPAKHY OJLIYKY.

C zmpyre cTpaHe, ITaK, BUIIIe X je TocBeheHo cuTyalyju y Kojoj Tyske-
HM MaJIMLIMO3HO OZOUja I IJIATH CBOj [Ie0 TPOIIKOBA apOMTPAsKHOT MOCTYIIKA.

1. IIpuBpemeHe Mepe Ap>KaBHOT Cyfa

Yman 15 3A npepBuba Jja cBaka CTpaHKa MOJKe Jja IIOJIHeCe 3aXTeB
CyZmy pajgu ofipebera puBpeMeHNX Mepa, ¥ TO KaKo IIpe MOKpeTama, TaKO U ¥
TOKy apOMTpa>kHOT HocTynKa. C 0631poM Ha TO Ja je 3A UMIUIEMEHTUPaAH Y
npaBan cucreM PC Ha ocnoBy UNCITRAL Model Law (1985), 3a Tymaueme
JioMalllaja oBe ofpende Baba Kopuctutu Travaux préparatoires xoju cy pabe-
HM IpWIMKOM M3page Mopen 3aKoHa, Kao ¥ TyMadewa ofiroBapajyhe Hopme
cappxaHe y wiaHy 9 Mojen sakoHa.*

Opatiie mponsiasu jja Tope HaBefieHa ofipesi6a Mopenr 3akoHa nMa 3a
Wb []a CTPaHKe Off HaIJIeKHNX AP>KaBHUX CyfoBa o0e3befie CBOja IIOTPaXKI-
Bamba, ¥ TO HAPOUNUTO IIpe MOYeTKA TOKA apOUTPayKHOT MOCTYIIKA, JaKIe, IIpe
Hero LITO je apouTpakuu cyxn popmupad. OBOM HOPMOM He MOXKe JIa Ce peln
mpo6eM Koju HacTaje HermahaweMm mwim HemoryhHomhy mrahama mpemyjma
3a TPOLIKOBE apOUTPaXKHOT IMOCTYIIKA.

Janexo cy mmpa opmaurhema cyfosa y CAJl. Tako, Ha mpuMep, y c1y4ajy
Brady v. Williams Cap.Group, L.P.** camum apOUTpa’kHUM CIIOPa3yMOM je 6110
npezBul)eHO 1a MOCTIONABALL 1 3alIOC/IEHN CHOCE TI0 IIOJIOBMHY TPOLIKOBA apOu-
TpaXHOT IocTynka. Mebytum, apourpaka AAA je, cyipoTHO apOUTpaKHOM
CIIOpasyMy, OfpemyIa Aa IIOCIOfaBal] VIHUIMjAIHO CHOCK YKYIIHE TPOLIKOBE
apOUTPAXKHOT MOCTYIIKA, C 003MPOM Ha JIouly (PMHAHCHUCKY CUTYALV)y Ty KIOLA.
Kaxo je Ty>keHM 071610 /1a IJTaTU TPOIIKOBE apOUTpaKe Y Lie/IMHN U 3aXTeBaO Off
apbuTpaxe fia Ty>KO0y ofbariy, jep Ty>KWIal, Huje YIUIATHO aIMKBOTHMU JI€0 TPO-
IIKOBA MOCTYIKA, CIIy4aj je IO TyXO6J 3aIl0C/IeHOr JOCIIeO IIpef Cy[ioBe IpKaBe
Iby Jopk. Anemanyonu cyp je o6aBesao HMOC/IOfABIA Ha IVTahame yKylHe cyme
TPOILKOBA apOMTPayKHOT ITOCTYIIKA y3 00pas/IoxKelbe fa:

a) je 3aIlOCIeHV CyAy IOJHEO JOBO/BHO J0Ka3a O TOMe Ja Huje y
MoryhHOCTH fa yHampe[ IVIATH TPOLIKOBE apOUTPaXKHOT ITOCTYTIKA;

48  Report of the United Nations Commission on International Trade Law on the work of its 18th ses-
sion (Official Records of the 14th Session, Supplement no. 17, A/40/17, §$ 11-333; Digest of UNCI-
TRAL 2012 Digest of case law on the Model Law on International Commercial Arbitration, United
Nations Publication, New York, 2012, 34, 35.

49 64 A.D.3d 127 (N.Y. App. Div. 2009).
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0) je Moryhe fa criopasym o apbuTpaXkyl MMa, XMjepapXyjcki ocMaTpa-
HO, BUIIY PaHT Y OFHOCY Ha apOuTpakHa mpaBwiIa AAA, a/m Jja BUCUHA TpoO-
IIKOBa apOMTPAXXHOT IIOCTYNIKA MPaKTMYHO OHeMoryhasa TyKyolla fa BpIIN
CBOje IpaBO Ha TYXOy mpep; apOUTPaXHUM CYIOM, jep TO YMHYU apOUTPasKHU
CIIOpa3yM HEeM3BPLIVBIM, LITO je Y pe3y/ITaTy IPOTHBHO jABHOM IIOPETKY.

2. IIpuBpemMeHe Mepe Koje JOHOCH apOUTpaka

U cam apbuTpaxHM CyZ MOXKe Jla ofipelu IpuBpeMeHe Mepe.”’ Meby-
TVIM, Y IpaBHOM 1opeTKy PC oHe ce yBek OfHOCe Ha IIpefiMeT CIIopa, JaKie,
Ha ofesbeleme moTpakyBama CTpaHaka TOKOM IOCTYIKA pay epuKacHOTr
U3BpIleHka apOUTpaxkHe ofTyke *.

Amn, y HoBoj Bepauju UNCITRAL Model Law (2006) 6pycane cy peun fia
ce TpUBpeMeHe Mepe OJIHOCe Ha IIpefMeT cropa (subject matter of the dispute),
TAaKO Jla apOMTpaXHU TpUOYHA/I MOXKe Jia Offpelyt IIpUBpeMeHe Mepe OWIo y
00Ky apOuTpaxkHe OfIyKe WIN Y PYTOM OOJIMKY, Y IIW/BY a ce CIpedy KaKBa
pajma KojoM 01 MOIJIa Jla ce HaHece INTeTa CaMOM apOMTPaKHOM IOCTYIIKY.
IIpuBpemeHe Mepe MOry fia ce ofpefie IO YCIOBOM Ja CTpPaHKa Koja 3axTeBa
BIXOBO ofjpelerbe yBepy apOUTpaXky a joj IIpeTy HacTaHaK IITeTe KOja He MOXe
aJIeKBaTHO Jja ce OTK/IOHM JOHOLIeHheM apOuTpaXkHe OfTyKe 1 C/1.>

OBo, mak, 3Hauy fia 6u apOUTPaKHM CYZl MOTA0 J]a OfIpefiu U IIpUBpe-
MeHe Mepe Koje ce He OJHOCe Ha MepUTYM cIopa,” Beh ma 6u apbutparka
MOIJIA Jla OfIpe/yl ¥ CBAKy IIPUBpPeMeHy Mepy KojoM 6u 06e36enia epukacHo
JOBMjarbe apOMTPAKHOT ITIOCTYIIKA, YKbydyjyhu oBme m Mmepe kojuma 6m ce
HeCaBeCHO] CTPaHIM HATOKWIa o0aBe3a i IVIATH A/IMKBOTHM JIeO TPOLIKOBA
apOUTPa’KHOT IOCTYIIKA.

3. JlenuMu4YHa WIM NPUBPEeMeHa apOuTpaXKHa OTyKa

MoryhnocT poHOLIewa IpuBpeMere (interim) wm pemuMmudHe (par-
tial) apbutpaxxHe omnyke Huje uspuanto npeasubena y sehunn npasminnka
MHCTUTYUMOHAHUX apburpaka. Tako, oBakBy MOryhHOCT He cafp>kyu HIU
[IpaBwmnk ICC apburpaxe y mociefmsoj Bepsuju u3 2012. rogune. Max,
BUJIEZIM CMO A apOUTpakHM TPUOYHA/IM KOjM ITOCTYIIajy peMa lIpaBiiHNKY

50  Bwmpa. wian 31 3A u winan 17 UNCITRAL Model Law (1985).

51  Bup. wrau 37 craB 1 [IpaBunnnka cranne apourpaxe mpu ITKC.

52 Bwuy. wianose 17 u 17A UNCITRAL Model Law (2006).

53  Digest of UNCITRAL 2012 Digest of case law on the Model Law on International Commercial Arbi-
tration, United Nations Publication, New York, 2012, 88-89.
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OBe apOuUTpaXke JIOHOCe OBaKBe apOUTpakHe OJTyKe I03MBajyhm ce 6umo Ha
HY>)KHOCT M3BpIIeHa YroBOpa O apOuTpaky, OMI0 Ha AYXKHOCT CaBeCHOT
BplLIeha IIPOLIECHNX IIPaBa y apOUTPa>kHOM ITOCTYIIKY.

OBo ce pelilere HUje YCTa/IUIO, TAKO J]a MMA CITy4ajeBa y KojuMa apouTpu
He Hajla3e OCHOB Jia TOHeCy 6110 Ie/IMMITYHY apOUTPaKHY OJIYKY, 6110 peie-
e 0 IPMBPEMEHNM MepaMa Kako 61 o6aBe3a HecaBeCHOT TY>KEHOT Ja OfiMax
HaKHaJ) TY)XMOIIy fieo IyTaheHor IpeiyjMa 3a TPOIIKOBe Bohema apOyTpaskHOT
noctynka. O6pasjoskeme apouTapa fla He IIOCTyIe IO 3aXTeBy TYXKMOIA ce
3acHMBa Ha unmeHnIy na Ilpasuwmank ICC o apburpaxu npensuba moryhuocr
JIOHOIIeIba CAaMO apOUTPasKHMX OfTyKa y Meputymy.”* Taxobe, nctu IIpaBmmHnk
npensuba MoryhHoCT fia ce pelere o ofpehemy mpuBpeMeHMX Mepa HOHece
caMo KaKo 011 ce MepoM 06e30e[I1I0 YTY>KeHO MTOTPaKIBAIbeE.

JMspuunra pemiersa 0 MOIYhHOCTM HOHOLIeHAa HPUBPEMEHUX VN
IeIMMIYHUAX apOUTPXHNUX OJUTyKa cafpyKe caMo ABa IIpaBuIHMKa MHCTUTY-
IMOHATHUX apOuTpaka umje je cepuinte y EBpormn.

Tako, mpema mpaBwmMa 0 apOouTpakm ApOUTPaKHOT MHCTUTYTA
ITpuspenne komope CTokxo/nMMa y Bep3uju u3 2017. rognHe™ cBaka CTpaHKa je
Iy>XKHa Jla TIpelyjMM TTOJIOBUHY TPOIIKOBA apOMTPa)KHOT MOCTyIKa (wiaH 51
crap 3). IIpomycT fa ce OBako IOCTYIM MMa 3a IIOC/IEAUIly OmOalBame
Ty>)k6e. MebyTum, ako Ty)KeHM He YIUIaTU CBOj aIMKBOTHM H€O TPOIIKOBA
apOUTPKHOT ITOCTYIIKA, TO MOXe Ja YYMHM TYXKWIall. AKO TY>XWWIal IJIaTi
YKyIIaH IpefyjaM 3a TPOIIKOBe apOUTPaXKHOT ITOCTYIIKA, apONUTpaxka MOXKe, Ha
1HETOB 3aXTeB, Jla JOHece IT0CeOHy apOUTpaKHY OIyKy (separate award) Ha
OCHOBY KOje TY>XIWIal| MOKe Off Ty>KeHOT []a HaIlJIaT! Jleo IpeayjMa iahenor
3a TPOIIKOBE ApOUTPaKHOT MOCTyIKa (WiaH 51 cTaB 5).

Crmaso pemere canpxxu u [IpaBumnuk MehynapopHor ap6urpa)xsor
cyza ca cemmiurteM y Jlonmony y Bepsuju u3 2014. rogune (wiaH 24 cras 5), ¢
TUM IITO apOMTpaxka MOXKe Jja, 0 HaKHaaM IyIaheHor femo3nuTa 3a TPOIIKOBe
apOUTPaKHOT MOCTYIIKA, OJUTy4M OM/IO Y 0O/MMKy apOuTpaskHe OfjIyKe WIN Y
06/uKy perema (order).

VI Cna6ocrn nocrojehnx pemema

I'ope HaBezleHa pelema cajipkaHa y IPaBWIHNALMIMA MHCTUTYLMOHATI-
HMX apOMTpa)ka MpefiCTaB/bajy 3HAYAjaH nOVUM U IIOMAK Y OHOCY Ha CTabe

54  Bwuyp. tako Partial award no. 2 of 1.06. 2004 in ICC case 12491, Bull. ASA, 2006, 281.
55  Arbitration Rules of the Arbitration Institute of the Stockholm Chamber of Commerce.
56  London Court of International Arbitration, Arbitration Rules.

151



4-6/2018. Anekcanpap Jakummh (ctp. 136-156)

KOje je IIOCTOjajio IIpe ycBajarba OBMX IIpaBUJIA, jep Ce bMMa eIMMUHUIIIE
moryhHocT yckpahnBama npysxarma IpaBa Ha IIpaBHY 3alITUTy. Takobe, muma
Ce YCIOoCTaB/ba MPOIjeCHa PABHOIIPABHOCT CTPaHaKa y MOCTYIIKY.

Yunn ce fa je peayHMju OPUCTYI Ipo6IeMy OHaj y KOMe apOuTpaka
JIOHOCH pellielbe O IpMUBpeMeHMM Mepama (interim measures; preliminary
orders), jep cy TakBa pelllera U3BpIIHA 110 lex arbitri.”” Amu, mpo6iem HacTaje
Kajia Ty>KHUK HeMa VIMOBMHY Y IP>KaBY CeMINTa apOUTpake, jep MeXaHU3aM
KojuM ce 06e36el)yje TpaHCHALMOHAIHO M3BPILIEHE pellieha O IPUBPEMEHNM
MepaMa Koje ce He OJJHOCe Ha MEPUTYM CIIOpa He IIOCTOji. 3a cajja OBaKBY
moryhuoct npeznsuba jeguno UNCITRAL Model Law (2006).%

[Manca ma ce TpaHCHALMOHATHO IIPM3HAjy M U3BpLIe IPUBPEMEHE,
IeMMUYHe U TIoceOHe apOUTpaXkHe OJUTYKe KOjuM je apOuTparka obaBesasa
jemHy CTpaHy y apOMTpa>kHOM IIOCTYIIKY Jia Apyroj HakHaau Beh mrahenn meo
IpefyjMa 3a TPOLIKOBe apOMTPaXHOT MOCTYIKa Huje HuTa Beha ox Moryh-
HOCTH IIpM3HAba M U3BPLIEba OIyKa apouTpaxa Kojuma cy onpehene npu-
BpeMeHe Mepe. Jep, 0BaKo JoHeTe apOUTpakHe OfiTIyKe HUCY OJOoOHe 3a IIpu-
3Hame 1 U3BpILeme IpeMa ofipe6ama Ibyjopiiike KOHBeHIMje O IPU3HAKY I
U3BpILIEHY CTPAHNUX ApOUTPasKHUX OFTyKa u3 1958. roamHe, ¢ 003UpOM Ha TO
7la ce IbJIMa He pelllaBa CIIOp Y MEPUTYMY.

VII IIpo6nemu Be3anu 3a gupextHy mehynapopny
HAJIEKHOCT CyA0Ba

Kayia roBopumo o HeMoryhHOCTH cTpaHaKa Jla CHOCe TPOIIKOBe apou-
TPa’KHOT IIOCTYIIKA, MUCTTMMO Ha (pakTHuKy HemoryhHoct,” He 11 Ha HeMoryh-
HOCT KOja HacTaje yciefl Ipe3ajly>keHOCTH, Tpajuuje HeMoryhHoctu mmahama
U CJ1., KOjM IIPeJICTaB/bajy yC/IOBE 3a IIOKpeTame cTedajHor mocrymka.® Hampo-
TUB, OBJle C€é MIC/IM Ha IIOCTOjalbe YCI0Ba KOjU CTpaHKaMa JIONYILITajy fia ¥
IIAPHIYHOM IIOCTYIIKY 3aXTeBajy ocnobalame o TpolIKoBa HOCTYIKa.®!

O camMOM TIOCTOjaby OBMX YC/IOBA OJTydyje apOuTpaka Koja je IyxHa
la M3Hahe MeXaHM3aM KOjUM CIIpedaBa HacTajame déni de justice. Ako y Tome
He ycIIe, apOUTPaKHY OJUTYKY TOHMUIITABA IP>KAaBHY CYI.

57  Bup, na npumep, American Centennial Ins. Co. v. Global Int’l Reins. Co., Ltd., 2012 WL 2821936
(S.D.N.Y. 2012).

58  Bwuj. wianose 17 Hu 17 [ oBor 3akoHa.

59  Frangois Xavier Train, “Impécuniosité et acces a la justice dans I'arbitrage international®, Revue
d’arbitrage, 2012, 268.

60  Bup. wranose 11 n nape 3akoHa o crevajy, Cu. enacnux PC, 6p. 104/2009, 99/2011.

61  Bup. wiaHoBe 168 1 1ajbe 3aKOHA O HAPHIMYHOM TOCTYTIKY, Cr. enacnux PC, 6p. 72/2011, 49/2013.
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MebyTtum, oBfie ce mocTaB/ba M3y3eTHO BaKHO INTambe (0 KOMe HeMa
peun y HOKTPMHM) KaKo IMOCTYIMUTH aKo y 6M/I0 K0joj Off Tope M3HeTUX KOH-
cTe/anyja Ip>KaBHM CyAl Y AP>KaBU CeMINTa apouTpaxke Habhe ma ap6uTpakHn
cropasyMm Huje Moryhe msBpumTy 360T TOTa INTO jefHA Of CTpaHAKa HUje y
CTamby Jla CHOCH TPOIIKOBe apOMTpaXKHOT MOCTymKa. Temkohe koje mponsmase
U3 IIpecTaHKa BaKera apOUTPayKHOT CIIOpasyMa Cy 3HavajHe.

Y HajjenHOCTaBHMjOj KOHCTeMauMji C/Iy4aja ITOTEHLMja/IHOT CIIOpa,
CTpaHKe y apOMUTpakyl BUJle HeyTpaslaH, IOoy3/jaH U IpeBUauB GopyM Koju je
HajIIo0OHNjI []a pelin CBe CIIOPOBe KOji MOTY JIa Ce jaBe Y Be3l ca IIyHOBa-
Homhy, usBpIlemeM, HeU3BpIIeHeM U IMOC/IeNIlaMa HeU3BplIeha OCHOB-
HOT ITpaBHOT 1oc/a. Tako, ako mpopmasaly ca cepumreM y PC u Kymany ca cepu-
wteM y Pyckoj @epepanmju yropope Hagnexsoct ICC apburpaxe y Ilapusy,
beuy nmm MuHXeHy, 3aCUTYpPHO HeMajy Ha My fia BOJie IIOCTyTIaK OmIo mmpep
cyposuma y PC wmm, nax, y Pyckoj @epepanmju.

Y3mMuMo, Ha TIpuMep, /la MHCOMBEHTHM CPIICKM TY>KWJIAl] He MOXe Jia
IpefyjMI TPOLIKOBe apOUTPaKHOT MOCTYIKA. Y TAaKBOj CUTYalUjy TY>KIIaL]
61 Mopao Ja HOfiHece JIeKIApaTOpHy TyXO0y IIpef CyloM Ap>KaBe y Kojoj ce
Ha/Ia3y CeUIITe apOUTpaske, Te 1a 3aXTeBa Jja Cy/l YTBPAM IIpeCcTaHaK yroBOpa
0 apOMTpaky 360T ToTa MITO OH He MOXKe ia ce u3Bpum. OBJle 6 3a TyKMOIa
ca cemumteM y PC 6110 u3y3eTHO BayKHO Jla Beh MpMIMKoOM 3aK/bydera apou-
TPaKHOT CIOpasyMa II0O3Haje YIIOpeJHOIIpaBHA pelllerma U u3abepe TaKBO
MEeCTO CelMIITa apOuTpake, y KOMe Ip>KaBHU CyJOBU HECIIOCOOHOCT 3a IITa-
hame y31majy kao ocHOB 3a yTBpheme [ja apOuTpaXKHM CIIOpasyM He MOXKe [
ce usBpIM. Busenmu cMo f1a je Takas craB cymoBa y Hemaukoj,* mox y ®pan-
I[yckoj Huje.”

Amu, n xaga 6u cygoBu y Aycrpuju wm Hemaukoj foHemm mpecyny
KOjoM 61 ce YTBPAWIO Ja apOUTPaKHU CIOPa3yM OYMIVIEHO He MOXe Jia ce
VI3BPIIM, IIOCTaB/ba Ce MNUTAmbe Jla /I Ce IPEeCTAaHKOM BaKema apOUTpPaskHOT
CIIOpasyMa ayTOMaTCKV OTBApajy CBY a/ITepHATHBHM (GOpyMM Ipef] Kojuma 61
TY>KIWIAIl MOTao Jia ofiHece TyxO0y. Tako, HajyrexxHoCT cyfosa PC 61 mocto-
jasma ako 61 ce CTeK/IM YCTIOBU 3a 3acHMBame forum loci contracus wm forum
loci executionis.®* OBo 6u, MehyTuMm, mpencTaB/paso TeXKaK 1M HEIPaBUYAH

62  Bua. u OLG Miinchen, Beschluss vom 29.02. 2012, Az. 35 SchH 6/11, openJur (2012) 121169,
»PACKM]] YTOBOPa 0 apOUTpaXKM Kajia je Ty>KMaly JoIao y CMPOMAIITBO, TaKO Jla He MOJKe Jia IIaTh
HpejyjaM 3a TPOIIKOBE apOUTPKHOT ITOCTYIKA .,

63 Bup. Cass. Civ. Ire, 13 juill. 2016, pourvoi no. 15-19-389. Camo u3 n3jaBe MMKBUAIIMOHOT YIIpaB-
HIMKA He MOXKe JIa Ce 3aK/byu JIa apOUTPaXkKHM CIIOPasyM OUMITIETHO He MOJKe Jla Ce M3BPIINL.

64  Bup. 6moke A. Jaxkmh, MehyHnapoowo epahancko npoyecto npaso, beorpay, 2016, 194-204.
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IPOLIECHM TepeT 3a TYXKEHOT KOjil He caMo Ja je M3ryOuo IpaBo Ha apOuTpa-
Xy, Beh 611 MOpao 1 Jja y4ecTByje y IIOCTYIIKY IIpef] CyZOBYMa Ty>Kuona. Tako-
be, ako He mocTOju YrOBOP 0 apOUTpa’ky, He MOCTOjM HU IMPAaBHU OKBUP KOju
6u McKbydno MoryhHoCT Ty>xmola 3a forum shopping.

JemuHa mpollecHO NMpaBMYHA MOTYRHOCT - KOHBep3Mja apOUTpaXKHOT
CTIopasyMa y IpOPOTalIOHM CIIOpPAasyM — je HeJOIyIITeHa y IIPOLeCHOM IIpa-
BY 300T IIPUHIINIIA NUMerous clausus mpoiecHNX yroBopa.

OTtyna, y OBakBMM CUTyalyjamMa HacTaje 3HayajHa JMCKpellaHalla
usMehy JIerNTUMHNMX O4YeKuBama CTPaHaKa, HAPOUUTO TY>KEHOr, fia he cBoje
CIIOpOBE PeLIMTU TIpel apOUTPaKOM M MCXOfila KOjU HacTaje IMpecTaHKOM
apbuTpa)kHor ciopasyma. OBy MCKpellaHIly Huje MoTyhe peummty 6e3 MHTep-
BeHIMje 3aKOHOZABIa, OJHOCHO IOIYHOM MelyHapomHuX msBopa IpaBa O
MelyHapo/iHOj TPrOBMHCKO] apOUTpaski.

Jlpyradnja je cuTyaiuja ako o IpecTaHKa yToBOpa o apOuTpaxkn fobhe
yCrIen, UMibeHNLIe Jla TY)KeHM M3 JVIATOPHUX WIN JPYTUX MaIMIMO3HUX pas-
JIoTa He YKeJM Jja IJIATH IIpejiyjaM 3a TPOLIKOBe apOMTPaXKHOT MoCcTymKa. Taza
Ha 1er0BOj CTPaH!U He ITOCTOjU IIPOLIeCHM MIHTepeC BpelaH 3allTUTE, TaKo 1
TY>KIOLLY OCTaje MOTYRHOCT fia mogHece TyXO0y Ipef cBUM GopyMiMa Koji My
CTOje Ha pacIio/aramy.

VIII 3akpyqak

Tpernpame npobnema HemoryhHocTy mwahama TpolikoBa apOuTpa-
JKHOT IIOCTYIIKA je peaTuBHO HOB (peHOMeH y mpaBy MTA. OH je BesaH 3a
nponudepannjy byACKUX IIpaBa Ha CBe BPCTe MOCTYIIaKa y KojuMa ce Mepu-
TOPHO OJTy4yje O IOjeiTHAYHNM IIpaBuMa 1 o6aBe3aMa rpahana.

Déni de justice y moctynky nper, MTA je cacBuMm HOB mpobiem ca
KOjuM ce cyouaBajy MTA, amu u Ip>kaBHU Cy[IOBU KOjU KOHTPOJIMINY apOu-
TpakHU 1polec. Jlo yckpahuBama IpaBa Ha IIpaBHY 3alITUTY Y HOCTYILIMMA
npen MTA Hajuenthe je gomasuto 360T Tora ITO CTpaHKe HIUCY OWIe V CTamby
Jla CHOCe PeJIATMBHO BUCOKE TPOLIKOBE apOUTPAKHOT IOCTYIKA. PaHmje je TO
UMAJIO 32 MOCNIeANIy ofbanuBame TyKOe WM MPOTUBTYKOe, CXOMHO MPUH-
Iy ,,g0 as you pay”. Jlanac ce TakBo nocrymame MTA cmarpa aHaXpoHUM U
HIpOTUBHMUM Mel)yHapomHOM jaBHOM ITOpETKY.

Y TOM KOHTEKCTY, HY>KHO je YCKIaAUTH IIPaBWIa MHCTUTYIMOHATHIX
apbutpaxa umje je cenmiute y PC ca 3axTeBuMa Koju IpousIase 13 IIpaBa Ha
apOUTpaxy, Tj. LMpe IOCMATPaHO, IIPaBa Ha IIPAaBHY 3aLUTHUTY.
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APBUTPAJKHO PEITABAIBE ITPMBPETHMX CIIOPOBA ITpaBo u npuBpena

Hemoryhnocr mrahama TpomkoBa apOMTPaXHOT IIOCTYIIKA MMa 32
HOCTIeANIY TIpecTaHaK apOUTPAKXHOT CIIOpa3yMa. ¥ OBaKBOj CUTyalLlMjy ITOCTa-
B/ba ce IMTame ofpehema AupekTHe MehyHaponHe HA[UISKHOCTM CyZla KaKBe
Ip>KaBe IIpej] KOjIM TYXKIIALl MOXe Jja IIofiHece Ty»KOy pajy pellaBama Cropa
Koju je 6uo obyxBaheH 06jeKTMBHUM JOMallajeM apOUTPa’KHOT CIIOpasyMa.
AKo je apOuUTpaXHM IIOCTYIIaK IIpecTao 300r HeCKpuB/beHe HeMoryhHocTn
wiahamwa TPOIIKOBa apOUTPKHOT MOCTYNKA HA CTPaHM TYXXMOILA, TUME ce
peMeTH IIPOIIeCHOIIPABHY ITOJI0KAj TYXKEHOT KOjJ je Ha Taj HauMH JIMIIeH IIpa-
Ba Ha apburpaxy. TyxXwmman, y oBakBoj cuTyauuju, He 6u Tpebaso fja y)xuBa
HOTOJTHOCTY KOje My Ipyka (haKy/ITaTuBHA JypeKTHa MehyHapopmna Hamjie-
JKHOCT.

C ppyre cTpaHe, IaK, aKoO je IIpeCTaHaK apOMTPaKHOI cIIopasyMa
CKPUBHO TY)K€HJ MAIMIVIO3HUM OHOMjameM Jla CHOCY aIMKBOTHM €0 TPO-
IIKOBa apOUTPaXHOT MOCTYIIKA, TY>KWIal, 6u Tyk0y Morao jja ImojiHece Ipe
cBuM Moryhum ¢opyMumMa Koju My CToje Ha paclojaramy.

Aleksandar JAKSIC, PhD
Professor at the Faculty of Law, University of Belgrade

RIGHT TO ARBITRATION

Summary

This paper deals with the problem of impecuniosity and the problem of
refusal to pay the advance on costs in international commercial arbitration as
well. Arbitral tribunals generally have a broad discretion to allocate costs in an
international commercial arbitration. The power to allocate costs is specifically
provided in all major institutional rules and in many national arbitration sta-
tutes. Almost all major international arbitration institutions require that the
fees and expenses of the arbitrators “be payable in equal shares” subject to rea-
djustment at any time during the arbitration. The arbitration will dismiss any
claim if the parties fail to advance the costs, but “any party shall be free to pay
any other party’s share” so its case can proceed to the arbitral tribunal. Such
solutions may cause a problem to both the impecunious claimant and impecu-
nious defendant as regard their rights to file their claims before an arbitration
tribunal. In such a case, they may face denial of justice.

Besides, a not uncommon problem in international arbitration is where
a party declines to pay its share of the advance on costs. This can be particularly
frustrating for a claiming party where the parties have agreed that arbitration is
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to be the default procedure for resolving disputes. It is especially the defendant
who uses “guerrilla tactics” to undermine the legitimacy of arbitration procedu-
res.

With respect thereto, there is a hole in the system of international com-
mercial arbitration. To close such a hole requires legislative action, because
“access to arbitration” should not be confused with “access to justice” more
generally. Arbitration is consensual and a party, by agreeing to arbitrate, waives
his right to access to justice.

Bis dato, the problem of failure to pay the advance of costs in internatio-
nal commercial arbitration has been unsatisfactorily solved in the court’s proce-
edings, which aim at controlling the validity of an arbitral award. So, for
instance, a party to an arbitration agreement may be deemed to have waived
their right to arbitrate a dispute comprehended by this agreement, by involve-
ment in litigation concerning this dispute. Further, a party has by litigating a
dispute that is comprehended by an arbitration agreement, committed breach
or anticipatory breach of a core term (a condition) in this agreement, thereby
entitling the other party to rescind.

On the other hand, if a non-payer sabotages an arbitration, it is not fair
that the paying party’s only alternative is to file suit in court. Some arbitration
providers promulgate their own new rules, which entitle the arbitration to ren-
der either an interim or a provisional arbitration award by virtue of which the
paying party may reimburse a portion of the advance on costs.

Finally, if an arbitration agreement became inoperative due to impecu-
niosity or refusal to bear a portion of the advance of costs of arbitration the que-
stion arises as to which state could have jurisdiction to resolve a dispute initially
comprehended by arbitration agreement. In the case of impecuniosity of the cla-
imant the choice of fora should be restricted. On the other hand, if the defen-
dant is a non-paying party who used this strategy to delay or to halt the arbitra-
tion, the claimant should be entitled to benefit from all possible fora which stay
at his disposal.
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