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Abstract

State of necessity is one of the principles of international law which exists under
both customary international law and treaties. This principle is normally found as an
exceptional clause for a Party not to be accorded with international obligation in
bilateral investment treaties (BITs). The problem of the invocation of this exceptional
rule, recently, occurs from the arbitral tribunal awards in the CMS and the LG&E
cases. The tribunals, in these two cases, expressly conflate the treaty defence with
customary international law plea of necessity. To'what extent, the judicial bodies should
apply first customary international law or treaties.

1. AwIluiaznnuaAnyvooUnym

1.1 AWITUN

Tutreaned a.a 1990 dawilasaniesemuil a.a 2000 Uszinaaauiviiszay
AT NIPUATEFABE I TUETIIUMNIATTUIA AU TEMATAIZANAULAT ALY
mIsanngvsngnaanIsLilangane idaanaznudon aeusina e szing
Tasianizagafeinaauaiaisiau ni nafuiunsdonaiisesiguializne
pnaniuiuladinTanaas it esn i ulunisUasinniusznadiesaus fygninig
NAMENIRLETNLAZMIANATOIMIAINR I NYIZNATVITOLNEN AU TENAD LA UFW
Faundi 11 (Article XI) ﬁaam@;mwﬁmmwﬁﬁg (National security) #onanit Tasntiu
TumIsufiRemuiusznadidnamnasnnuiuauesgigildiuneenionnundszina
Alduaagudetiuudunadinm viefideni nouangaIalszindiszninel sz

(Customary international law : CIL)
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ngnaneIznIvdszmasanaenwlilagluuisedlalsuldansdosniinauanuangs
i@ Tuwanizieugnlnganisdnadvilsldulinangnanesnialsmdiaznin e
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wazANANMININMATUNTaNNY A9l N13USUTY (application) TaantiuaunNwaznIchin
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2. danuUs:aovAvovMSsIvd

PINNIHANINTENINTTATUN TN ULAZLBNTUA N TENARKNINULASLANIZDENY
aolunsdivnnlszimAannanfinn dineraseuglanainisszniilmaldioliiie
fmaiiaulalumainnslumaninngminesznindszmausunafidesi Yaiin
wisngvsnesznnssEnaiseshs USRI U feRman sz s g Aeendls vnludszifiu
‘ﬁfy‘ﬁ’lﬁﬂﬂ@'W’J‘lf%ﬂﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂgﬁw]EJ%’]%G]']J?%L‘WEﬁﬁz'ﬁ’i’mﬂﬁzLWﬂLL@ZN%Sﬁ@@W%GI@ﬂﬁiiﬂkkfy
FansmagioTineninvdemasldimualinguanentaesanunziadutaiinges
ﬂgwmmzmwﬂﬁzmmwﬁﬂﬁﬂumiﬁmmziwé'fué’fﬂ@i( (Hierarchy) v@vaiinvaingnnie
usiae9la

nadnelulssdutiymasnanfigssadlinainanadilaegaduszuuaes
nsdsulingnaneszninssnadudgalaelananngnane State of necessity Lning
MmﬁﬂmLfiaamﬂwﬁﬂﬂgwmﬂﬁmﬁmfﬂﬂwﬁnﬂgwma*fiﬁagﬂiﬁﬂugml,wsuaﬂﬂgwmﬂ
PMInYrzwtisenindismna® uazngrsteaniagn’

3. auudgunauouIuauooMsdvd

3.1 auudagiugoomsdvd

AnaNWTnasiana1ua197190% T un1Ina N9 AesiIeInN)rnane
senedsznaludnemlarusulunnsdidafinnidsdurin Tunadneramnilygm
il aundgueasnTitede daiaungrangsznivdsamaiudldatuusiusznislous
NI mManngnEnenTlUeIngrane ErnIelsmALaznIRaNaus N e
TunmsAsonamnidymaina1zanInesuemssulsngrainesussygwazngvnig
Il szinelsEriyssmAeta e ananIsEnI Nl sEndalam ananngnEn eIz NI
U3zine

2 Roberto Aguirre Luzi, “BlTs & Economic crises : Do States have carte blanche?,” in Investment Treaty
Arbitration and International Law, TJ Grierson Weiler, (JurisNet, USA 2008) : 165-188

8 fheghuam auddygmImAiimsmIguasauarmMIgnaIaIIamuIzrilsznaaigowinuazszing
onandmidese U Inudeuiazi3enin US-Argentina BIT
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3.2 youluciwovMsIvy

TunatmuereuwareInTItermazdumaiinisiteduenals (Documentary
research) Imlag"ﬁLﬁfﬂumiﬁﬂmmﬂ%aumamu%ﬁmmmimmmLawwzaeiwée US-
Argentina BIT wazaussgmimianssuaiuuazduasasnsamuiddounieaiy
National security 38 essential security interest LavinN13RNBILIeuLEL 57
wanngraneLaznguifiieidaeiy State of necessity kazngnaneaIaUszindiszning
Uszing mamuwé’nngwmaL’%aqrmﬁﬂ’mﬁuﬁﬁﬁyfymwawé’fryfywrmﬁmmdﬁw
NOVIRNEERINYYN A.A. 1969

Mt POULIATINITIIERIIDIABNIIANBIAKAIIAINUNANIN LONEIT LATAIIIN
WNendasnungengruanesenindismalagianizoenedingnangaindssindis vning
UIEnARAZNY NN 8 USRI 2 AIUANWINBIVDIANNYATITHIE NI TEinAuae

L
o = o o

AanTeteunIlanaINIIzninsl szmadnd Ay

4. 25MSIVdiia:NMsSNUNIUISSUNSSL

Tunwdsudonanigldindns dangnaiildAstululiznaonauiwian
nazfiodusungliFguiaeauiuazdoInan18ume National security Juniilasntiu
mIufaamamiuoznid TnenseuTunisdnenidoanuanmilymamanidduilazonde
Article XI wyisandagIninAsenitdszimasnigaiNiniuazdszimeaoaniuning
NOVIN181INU TELNIAIEN I S INETN A state of necessity ARBAIKINNTDUNTIAIE
ANNTURATEULAITFiAgAMENIINNBNNINYNNNETEIIUIENA (International Law
Commission : ILC) 4aunii 25 iflunsouurismafnun o wmarnendszduiloymil
azimadneivdaziawnmal wlgszninangrangandadazindiazninelssmeanasngrane
awsdyndunanleeld Article XI wivaubdynn US-Argentina BIT 1udelunisvi

ANIFANEAN

Tun19muedin1339elnd sz iugniitaz1938n193981ena13 (Documentary
research) waznithdine (case study) tudaglasnisinemgeiuaiiangvuieszying
Yazinauaznisfannawdsyinduidiislunsfneiwazviianadi laaniwilge
FINATD

4 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties 1969 #ssoliluiwdeauiiazidanin VCLT wie Vienna
Convention 1969
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qwuaiimniimﬁiﬁﬂuﬂw‘sﬁﬂmiuﬂm‘wﬁtymﬁ%ﬁﬂmmﬂﬂﬁ?imen (case study)
FannanAeasounlagainisrznivlzmalasanizagefained CMS v
Argentina wazai LG&E v Argentina #vandimnelugssadsonaiiitlaneliinsions
dmsutinngraneneimmasa iU TR MU Engrnesznielssine
wwunadiflositinaTiauldeenils asiesusuldngranelaieuniondesznitngrane
Indszindisznitelszimanazauddng wenand nwisssnssndiieadeeiy
anmilgmonandeinduiazdasfnundumanudaieiugiueosiaiiangnaie
snhdssnamns TNy inRaIngAnsTn e iudszna faundl 38 wazddudAng
(hierarchy) 989UBLiAYBIN)ANE mamuummmﬁmﬁmﬁumiammﬁu%ﬁzyty%m:
wanngnaneialy Im8miﬁﬂwﬂuﬁ’ﬁaﬁeﬂﬁmfrﬁ]ﬂﬁﬁwmi?mmLﬂ'mammawﬁmﬁyw
N dBnuinmgausaga A.A. 1969 wagdngraesEnIilszme e1f “Principles
of Public International“Law” wsislagl lan Brownlie mamwmﬁmoé’mﬂgwmEJ'axmfw
sznAnnumineaedannain

5. wamsodvd

5.1 msnocdouovdrymiuds:inFionoudun

‘Ui:mﬂmmuﬁmi@fmﬁmu,a:mmNium%ﬁzycym'imﬁﬁummﬂﬁzmmﬁaL‘fJu,
mMIsuanLazAnaIsInMIamulueanasa sz nililulszimaiaaniu s
sonluaussygInIndmefodszinaanigawiniiull a.d. 1994° (The US-Argentina
Bilateral Investment Treaty w3a138n31 US-Argentina BIT) #inasnuaiaininudinlng
THdanaamululszinaaniandulugni a.a 1989 deiginaaauwiduinuls
$33amia (privatization)® Taemitdlugaavnasnfidnmaudsgudogaavinssundsuing
seInBLazing Iudsanenssen 1990 Yssmaenauimiszauiuigwimedin
\ATHgRIRENITULT BRI wRigeIundfesns 25 annidannelfiadesotizang
aansivadsaurinldinuatimiwesdszmniagluszduansenauidiniinnig

5 The Treaty between the United States of America and the Argentine Republic Concerning the Reciprocal
Encouragement and Protection of Investment 1994 accessed on 24 March 2010 at http://www.bilaterals.org/
article.php37?id_article=435.

8 Case No. ARB/01/8 CMS v Argentina (17 July 2003) at [19]

7 “Argentina’s Collapse : a Decline without Parallel” in The Economist, March 2-8, 2002, p.26.
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! o b a a 8 = o v P ! a a Y v o
swiaIaeuiiIfeananis® ilesiadsaAvainanalseauiuwladiua
v | & | a 1Y D3 = a
anaIninIeeacifuratyaruazoandwiladsznialvianuanifeuanaiuile
Aonoan1ianIgAa i iunisdenie® Syuialddszmaldngnanesieg Afeinugiie
wasulugrdaele.d 1999 dudsnaniznulasassdannasussniuazidunisaziiio
AONININIINITANATEIANTYDIRNAINUTIDINIIH M IrdadToAnINNIINITaenula
gniaugnisiasanvesanduaunlaganis ICSID nidFuadludanaiininie

MINZLHARDWKDZN I NEUTN N BITs™

Fyurasnanfniladudlinisie 1CSID uAdena1vnnanilanszyinnisla g
@ ) a ' o aa o ! g a
oudunsaiiadeiusznicindmualilu BIT szvingdszinaarizowiniuazyszine
g1 ANiN NetnIIzanzAnganNATRgAaNUIEmAn tanAn NGy g uwdwmne iy
wisdaen inilanimualilu Aricle XI dadewmauritanudnin (State of necessity)
Snnamguisanadndniguivnannguanenlasuniseaniulumingraneaiadszne
senidszimalideiduingen undgladide sgiaeaiusznsd eunlagainslavia
Ag1aluniaduazdunindinadgeinaniere snItiAnINIznINewn a9 e 9 A
nutszinananiniazddanaaieindanalndifesivagisnin vinudda311av89
sy laga M IBunauAnRUluanum Nuanaeilagiwdilagianizagsddluadtafnim
gaiafnisalUiAa CMS Gas v Argentina Republic'! uazaf LGSE Energy Corporation

v Argentina Republic'?

5.1.1 CMS Gas v Argentina

cMs uuiEndgadawiiuiidranderuluionsaudeimduniemeimie
(Transportadora de as Del Norte : TGN) laglafaruluuiunasnaiissdudwim
Yognz 2042 lugnnmfiszmaonandnnlfdmsgliams Taameldngnanglu
yomznuldimualiinsinueidnsanAnduanaiiunoaafowing udiieiin

8 Ibid.

® William Burke-White, “The Argentine Financial Crises : State Liability under BITs and the Legitimacy of
the ICSID system” (January 2008) University of Pennsylvania Law School Newsletter, 2.

19 Available at http://www.worldbank org/icsid/cases/pending.htm accessed on 27 July 2010.

' Case No. ARB/01/08 CMS Gas Transmission Co v Argentina (17 July 2003)

12 Case No. ARB/02/01 LG&E Corp v Argentina Republic (3 October 2006)

8 CMS Gas Transmission Co v Argentina at [19]
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AngANIBENaLATEEAY SgUaTsEmaIniuTlaaNNIAINIIE9 9 HNTINTINTENLAN
lRAngnnIna wazladszmalrainanawlsoanfumdadenoaniianigludnm
1:1 1A CMS Taduanuiermedaduyarinil 26 duaeaaiianiy CMS Fsld
duilosszimaanandiwdaaygilagainsdedommasziiadoiusznadifiszing
pnanfmdmuausagygnimAsznindszmarrigowiniuazdszinaaiandu Ya.a,
1994 lnsdetszinaanandivldazdadeiuszndiony Article Il (2) TunslfnsUius
Tneifiesosanuazinogan (fair and equitable)

Uszinaanauiun laleminauid ea s iemuss T ein asn Tz AT 39674
NN TR TIN T 9 ﬁ?uw’ﬁ'aLﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂiﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂm%’gmN‘ﬁ Article XI
PIaUS A ININMALATIrEnALY ﬁnﬁgﬁiﬁﬁiaﬁ’hﬁw%mm CMS ﬁ?w,i‘fluﬁw%hgmmaﬁ
Favudmiunaimuaiiasenidusrrimidnadin sl ddmdenim i
289 TGN

5.1.2 LG&E Energy Corporation v Argentina

gueatudafinnnlued OMS Usziindadnnluai LGEE Wntwanninganiaol
MaLATHFAIOILTEINADLIRAW LTWA AW LGEE (Tuusdnanymasuwiiuiisuiugifa
mamunatnuiazladnanamuluianndsvludszinaeanduilugiseinisudsgy
Aam3 FanamA-LGEE Tdeniunsnidide dszmannauiuldazifindaiusznd
suauddanAensiialnefiesorsnuazidusTin Snmesadunnaazidndedarimue
fi3ani1 umbrella clause M9it iilovan LGSE Tégyidemaldannisiulduninis
#1714 ©)

fdnaraseunnlagaintamiseadiiduihdunaioygilnaansiulddadu
wanderulaedwds nade dimaseyglaaainsluaduinisenglagainld

o q

dndulalnoglannaissmaananivsuldamaninendasodidos national security
MenausdygmimaniengranenialssiiseniUssmatunai gl Tusned
dsmsauglanamiluaindeiulfdaduliliznaoauimiumininandadod
3¢ national security %mﬁ'a‘ﬂmﬁaeﬂﬁz‘[wﬂfmaﬁgiﬁmmu'ﬁﬁm@m%mﬁ Article Xl uaz
efaunidheanuiuRaranuviilaeaneninnBnangransseninssmato i

NILNTNIUAINAANNYNNIETAY TN TEnIYIena™ weineil Tunigesr13e1a

% | G&E Corp v Argentina at [256]-[259]
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auglanamsffldldenuin niamenamivaywinnnzimalaluadniolizing
pnaufnliamnsnendoradiias national security 1 udludnadnianduaian
esndodadiudedld wonanil Usziduihaulafide masuld Aricle XI maaussonn
nimanunalTulinguangandndazndisznitszmalul eauilgrifeanwazso
Usildngusnelanon noil Tnssssaygnemmagfsrassznisznadound 38 Afvua
Pusiegnvaifaudingranesznindssinalsenaumesnsladng uanladuniammvun
sduAnAvsINgrEIsLAag1le

a

TudwdaldaniunainnazlananifedounapsaudauInInIAaINaIILae
NANNYNHIENTAUITNAITITIUI2NANADAINTNTBUNINAIBANNTURATO LU YITT
IngAneNITNIBNINGNHI8TEIsEING

5.2. National security cnuausanyryindmanasnnrnamsals:iweu
SsADUSEINF

Tudrungoshazlananiweaninlunianag iU oRaniwoenItisasaud g

o

a o

fuaINLazANAToINIRIUT e IuAINaIlagnnafmiluauisyniuazlungrane

%

PIadszindiiznindszimed Tneazuenfiarsanandeunmuanwdangdusiaunsn

[

5.2.1 QU5 aIA 1D aUE R AWRSNLATANATRINTRINY

mﬂé’fﬁmwmﬂu%ﬁ@mﬂmLﬁ%mmzéummmmmuﬂ?uaﬁmmﬁwﬁﬁymamu%
Funndinanafionseniansonlluresesddszneuseiu AaUsznisuan Tanszaed
YoM IThauian ey Inesgluanumneiivineanynanigiagluguesgdee
Ty Aamuuazigiiumanimy (Host State) Tugiuzaosigdnvasdnmadamuis
Tasdulngudufudsimaiianud ahdssmdlunnahoiuszndise i zinadia
nIfuATIANEIR I ARafd Ay AvasigulusgisUssmalunsaeulaiinazaeld
paniniresnisfiesaunid (National Treatment : NT) nsT¥nnsufoifdesna
ﬁlé’ﬁummmgmmzﬁéﬁ (Most Favoured Nation Treatment : MFN) n13lvn13ujii@atny
Winennukasdusisa (Fair and equitable Treatment) maamumiﬁjumaqﬁw%mm
ﬂfﬂamwﬁ'ﬁ]zvl,u'gﬂLmﬁuﬁﬁ]m'ﬂm’mwma nIan19dan (Expropriation or indirect
expropriation) %{1mﬁffjumaﬂmmﬁﬁmﬁlmwmmﬁamﬂauﬁﬂmuﬂmaﬁg
(nationalisation) wazn13uUI3UAITIMNA (privatisation)



176 U7 3 adufl 1 w.e. 2553

tszmafiaes AnuaiUTEaIdIaeinaImuITA (Foreign investor) soaubdnn
FuaTNLAZANATEINIRIMYU TNamus Adendannyszmafiazliansuaznindau
yosoufildhluamuluigainsszmald5umaduasasdniaungranesasigisumamu
uazfienuenaniiinasnanienginoeile 9 AsgEsunsamulszmaliiuazdein
sranuazldidunadandjUR (Fair, equitable and non-discrimination) ﬁﬂﬁgoﬂgwmw%a
ngunosiativdusing 9 A3gETumIsmulszmaliiuazdondungraneidenudaauis
TumSmnzaaengraneuasiianiswasngrane (egal certainty) Tneianizagnedoludiud
AU T LA NLAZANATEIN TA NI

v

uinziu Spisunsasnneldngrangszniatssnaldsunsseniuin g
fsnneslnewmiefuuantasnmasiazduinla 9 melnanonwavosaues Insiany
aﬁiwéuﬁlEJ’JﬁJmﬁWﬂm‘maﬁgw%aﬁL%ﬂﬂd’] Permanent sovereignty over natural
resources nilagdimiaabulngrasiy Sgunianifazduiunislag suiunisrey
sengranglumaduatasizlomiyoeiglinuitanuiuaswniiy (national security)
LAZAINNEIULIEUIRE (national interest and public order) ﬁmmai{ %@%ﬂ@?‘ﬂﬂi:ﬁﬁﬂ
milaq ensduasasizlenieiglalaelumongnanesenitedszsmanuiodnin
e iuiisgannInen iunsUiuRmsiusensiild wildlusnniniananiudoni
State of necessity naidog1IRsgazeNMALvie NS LTuildn wiaueungTuyanad
Fymdveeiy A TdEhlUsemulugidadailunmsivhsudnidnionsuilnalusy
B siadl3y B lenAadayminisunissunaesldviiaunauilysy B dsseanaininiinazng
NONTIANS 9 panELBAILANLAZ LTI AR TLAz L TINTLA o[ FH nnean AN
T dadn idnnomuefegluitufiesnisundidouss Auiidesdesmaniznuseniamsu
yorweuaung wisnsdfiwsuouasldidinsmuluganaaianilumswdne dounis
B I#Sunansenuanfesianaiui S5urasy B fuldeannginaeifetiiulviuitnieg
i3 B sziumsimhegiunaialriugnandiidssinauazininsmihelvnuiy B
Aawdalflunnsnnmndlasyadvaidygdeneiiviausungazdesneliiuig B

|
al

p1vvzgnnINazsasglanugnasszinaLazweuauazoNITAIAnag g Uz 0y

UAARNRART0Buaza1gn W sAiuadla

[ e i

o & a Y] . = < wwvy v v D)
At Tunslueinieny state of necessity TunnUsznviiatlana1ILaITIAwU
AaiaAnaTnlsrloTinarANNuATI0IIFTIO AR INT I8 IN1IANATNAINNUAT
mao%’gmamamw (military issue) 'ﬂ%ammﬁmmﬁfywﬁﬂqmm‘sﬁﬁmammgﬁa
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(economic crisis) rmsmL%fumiﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁmNﬁuﬁzmzﬁ'ﬁzmwﬂ‘szmﬂﬁ?ummmmz‘wwia
MR UAINA FnamuienAuuezlFFunmadnasaimIamurasaiogils
defgisunamuldsninauiianasududesniiunmajidmaiuszn oo saus
FynndaaunzdasoiIamu il Tudmdolagldnamdmzddguazmaenivg
national security %mﬁ'aanﬁunwﬂﬁﬂﬁmmu%ﬁ@z:)undﬁm’%mm:ﬁumaemmmu
LLG]'L‘ﬁlaﬂﬁﬂEJLﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂd’nﬁi‘ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂﬂgﬁm’]Bﬁiﬁ%ﬂﬂ’]iﬁlBN%JUﬁ%GIG]EJﬂgWNWEJQW%G]UizL‘Wtfl)
seviasEmALRzaus YN MIisIREUNNIamuazEnmgAInaIt a1 sz
MagnIunaEeumEle nannosidesngrateainlssndisz i ssmnaua aud
Sunazdanwiie liuazazaesinanUsulaeeels udwasldazlananideedneiain
ARNLNWNANEUD TN Tua1AULIN AROAIWNIANEITIANNTNNUSVDIN)HNE
ﬁu%&’tyﬁywLLaxm;]wmEm%@ﬂizl,wﬂsluﬂizLﬁuﬁﬁﬂdnﬁ”

a =

5.2.2 National security AMNAUBRUININIA

[

namlnemly suddygnidenafisiEasduaTo i InmuATnazfin1Ina
fuliluiasdosntufizliUiRnaiussnrdirnauly Aricle XI Fadaninwmguvs
ANsLDn (state of necessity) %ﬂumﬂﬂgwmmzmwﬂi:mﬁmm’%an%wﬁmdnﬁf
il self-preservation measures %18 non-precluded measures (NPM) %ﬁaﬁm%ﬂ
Fansitmnl@vinmsinsaniisnssingraneszniyssmasdiasnu i ldinnatnue
Tlugduunrasngrangadauszndiandmeds mnudnmsgnagildinemanngmane
m%mﬂﬁzLwcﬁizwdwﬂizmﬂﬁ)mﬁty@’ﬁiﬂﬁ%@mmﬁaLﬂuwﬁﬂgmiumiﬂdné”wﬁq
N380EIINYNHIENIATTINRIENINNTTINA

%’aﬁmmﬁoﬂdni{mmmwulmuau%ﬁ@@wmqﬁmmiﬁﬁmemimnw‘f}qmmz
fimsldtasrnuansd i 19 “Essential security interests” waz “National security”
Folnedulnnves BiTs vldfmuadarnuaindie national security 15 fognagu
AMNANGIINAIBANNTINT D LATR NIz sz maduAeuazUszinaRsalUslarinnue
T550il

“1. Nothing in this Chapter shall be construed:

(a) to require a Party to furnish any information, the disclosure of

Which it considers contrary to its essential security interests, or

(b) to prevent a Party from taking any action which it considers
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Necessary for the protection of its essential security interests..”"

fredrsmasdaiinuailasvuatesniulslaelddasd1in “National security”
W FUEFININATIAIENIRINTTHLAZANATEINI TN WIEN I TN ATINTUaY
Uszinesmide (1995) Uydalinil

‘3. This Agreement shall not preclude the application of either

Contracting Party of measures, necessary for the maintenance

of defence, national security and public order, protection of

the environment, morality and public health.”°

INTBRIMUANINATT a1adnslalaedlaIdeAINIFaIRlaglan g8
“essential security interests” A= AANNANIBALALNIIA1IN “national security” NIRRT
nisatRginnduilymnmanioayanlaganiginiseeR I logniangn1 IR Iw

INNIAINOANTIIENIATEFAMBITTINABLANAKY TguIaDanfAuTldende
Taunvad Article Xl wisauidyaininidszninidszinaanigaininiuazyszing
anauR AR L3R

“This Treaty shall not preclude the application by either Party of

measures necessary for the maintenance of public order, the

fulfillment of its obligations with respect to the maintenance or

restoration of international peace or security, or the protection of

its own essential security interests.”"”

TuaAnlAna1IN19196% Ussindaanduwilaendaunaas Article XI 41na118979

TagondameInganisninaassgiandinaniznusaanuiuauieigiduag1eBimie

'5 The Economic Cooperation Agreement between India and Singapore (2005) Article 6.12.
16 Treaty between Hungary and the Russian Federation concerning the reciprocal encouragement and
protection of investment 1995, Article 2.

7 The US-Argentina BIT 1994 http://www.bilaterals.org/article.php37?id_article=435 accessed on 24 March
2010.
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fludafinmiandn “national security” Tumengmsneszninsuszimaszdendsimnaasylag
Tun199ANITNNEINIV0IAULEINSDTL38NT1 permanent sovereignty over natural
resources mﬁaa"ﬁmﬁ]ﬁmﬁmf:%fﬁﬂﬁﬁwﬁhmimwm;mmsl vi3apanngnowila 9 N e
Unflosauduaotuvinn fofl ganuduauiizieonananléddndundninoeily
masnum s fiRmuiusznsdiiezdadinnduasosdnsuoninaemusnema

5.2.3 National security mIxN uNaansalsziniiszuIeLlszina

ngvanginU szl sanealsimuevaninasidsmnSgmniniag il jiia
muiusznadlalumanadivansesioldilde demngaide (force majeure) FeLnauvs
AuRlf (distress) memadnn (necessity) TumeseninslszmeamaindnidIsiadion
Aunaninusifienin self-preservation TeumapuAARINAARIgIINIOTaEATRN1T
Tng Aduduiessldtenuasodiriigudunemsidiiuiuazdimansznude
ngvaneIzitgazng® uinTeiy wEEgezddmnalunidniiiunsenavan self
preservation g Hugo Grotius eaduieliluniifangvanegszritedazinainnly
anddemgsiuitflsdunsldansaslafitousine® mgudsenaduduiiduadon
AunquaitsfedmIuigiesvaniaesiezdfifmungninedmanssindmandniudes
agmelavanngvane (rule of law) AIeLTwAK”"

wmauiinndnduianagnentunandvldlugasnsddo waidunseniiums
anifiadousznidazndnlzmanafouidygladvuelidasgnansrumgduis
v dumasniuanauinrasigiindndidluniaziiadeiusenadisz it seine®
auguiagiluad Neptune case™ iwianiarudaadesdmfoininulaidunieain
a9 Bordeaux Tudamigaiuindsluanzrimdutesendnesamy lusznitanauds

8 United Nations, ‘The Protection of National Security in IIAs’, in United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development (ed.), UNCTAD Series on International Investment Policies for Development (New York : United
Nations, 2009) 25.

'9 Roberto Aguirre Luzi, “BITs & Economic crises : Do States have carte blanche?” 165 (n 2).

20 Hugo Grotius, The Rights of War and Peace (A.C. Campbell trans, 1901) 81.

21 Commentary to draft Article 33 (now draft Article 25), 32 YBILC (1970-2), para 31.

22 Tarcisio Gazzini, “Necessity in International Investment Law: Some Critical Remarks on CMS v
Argentina” (2008) 26 (3) JENRL 450, 457.

23 4 Moore’s International Arbitrations 3843.
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suldgniunulnedenianzudinneuazgnindilsirndedssmadingy deniia
wianlasueunalisaniduielawddaasduadininnagun1IniuanguareiguIa
Sonne ihaesdaudldihdafnniugmmniansesenznisinsayglanainis
ilosFesgunasenneldieesareiniimedudlug fodadnileisguiadinasls
gndunandsfemaurisnndndu (necessity) losdelunaiulszinasinguma
T NUNNNIENIDALARLET e

oy lana1nTlaldanadiui masndadedingdnduiuwzdoniuiniiniu
uazlaimananfazusaomaneinmasuwlaalinaunuld @ mInssiaeiguadmngs
Tumsmsngaudinlisaaaiazendodediioanaursanuduiuiunaiseld nei
wnzSgunadinguilduaesiiuduinelainlifiiemsaulafazduiunslédlun
nigaseruduadesuaziue

Fatn Fsenanaaldinmasangdaiuiiesdaunsdigazdronaindul fiu
fdaidaigiulimanniazussmsnammdulesitfinetioriuswamional sz loni
fAwe3y (essential security interest) tagN1INIEINAINa1zABIlNTUNIIUNIUNTE
raliAnanademeunsgiu 9 uazasdiuldimanineiSosmasnduil npnaneads
Uszimdiszninsmmafiduieim i lidhedesdmly usmnmadeduldngrane
MIndazimditazdonianiulisdhonitniaietiosiuanudavneieaaziindu
Tunmeszninyszing

5.2.4 nsiszanauanngunngansadssinalseninedssina “wnaniu” way
nsusuldasagninanalunguanadagsunisasuseudnviseina

Tnedonsunsasianlngasdmasvlazanain 56/83 Temanuiureuisiaun
TeanuiuRauisislaganenTanmingrine senidszinaiiiofoutunanlia.g,
2001? Taglusafusonalddmunanuiuiadmiunsdisglinizinnsdu
mIszfindenusznidisznitadszna uinsziuAldfdounlunenduanaiuinide
wauvsindu Found 25) Fadufadedivizinaonauiwldenduded doundanan
TgTryialyeodt

24 United Nations, ‘The Protection of National Security in IAs’ (n 15) 34.
28 galdluunanudiidenit daun ILC
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“1. Necessity may not be invoked by a State as a ground for precluding
the wrongfulness of and act not in conformity with an international
obligation of that State unless the act:
a. is the only means for the State to safeguard an essential
interest against a grave and imminent peril; and
b. does not seriously impair an essential interest of the State
or States towards which the obligation exists, or of the

international community as a whole.

2. In any case, necessity may not be invoked by a State as a ground
For precluding wrongfulness if:
a. the international obligation in question excludes the possibility
of invoking necessity; or

b. the State has contributed to the situation of necessity.”*®

Pindeundinamiuiidunealedidaundnanildsunsensusnainwdnngrane
3ndszindazninsmaimamgdndwlagriagfissansznivdseinalalinnumn
13Tuaf Gabcikovo-Nagymaros case®” dnvanngnangindiemaanaudnduiin
Wé’ﬂﬂgwmaﬁl@ﬁummau%um%wmmtﬁﬂum‘mm’?ummr;‘m (wrongfulness) 281
mInszineesigmAtldl fRmmiusznadissrinszinawnsdauni 25 widoun ILC
TEhanT Al SnasapaNdaen Tanazin Tudaunuds ILC Tadndafsinde
Fusl State of necessity Izt TuLAUINIBNLIRANNAALAILABNLIUANNTURR (iabik
ity) seegdinaniuli Syadnasdadewusznidiaenindinadasdoiufia wu
mraldendemeliundeilduanudene®

Tnenanngnunedlétaaliludauni 25 f:awﬂdﬁﬂ@ﬂaqﬂlﬁhaﬂﬁﬂi:ﬂau
yomanngrInedounguiaNinduanamanngrang el zindiszn i semain
Sgmaazeniudeglituazdasarumunsdlaznauaningranediiaa

26 James Crawford, The International Law Commission’s Articles on State Responsibility : Introduction,
text and commentaries, (Cambridge University Press, London 2002) 178.

27 The Gabcikovo-Nagymaros Project (Hungary v Slovakia), 1997 ICJ No 92 at 41 [51].

%8 Article 27 of the ILC
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1. a193nila g N3gladsemaldmamguiianadsndunnazdondnisnisganie

gy A va A Y Y 1Y a' a & .
iyl uAinedesiurandunineduinensenaziiniu (only means against a grave

)* Auru MINTFITENMAMINE NI RIUNANIENBNBENLIUANAA LA

and imminent peril
nwmsuiinIanaNIgazdendumgauinsusuazldamsonindedlduazannini
Fgladszmealinuazdoadwidnmadeinizazisljuf (only way available to safeguard
that interest) @9# M NdaL939U3INYITgaRIndanNazUfuR viIarmnnnaniiduan
nauwnulaudiimiadenduwaznelnadldineunigninniiinisniien visense
a va ' =l @) Y Y o ! o & ! £ ! v
naUfududmndanadulylonds nansefiadinaivesigiuazldmunneniusieg
U I o [ U Q. ! al . &I | v a |
mgguiianuInduloine Auguluad Gabeikovo-Nagymaros Taidudafininizyring
sznadiniuazyszineaalanie menidasdszmalannasiulunisaadenuniii
ayuluntas. 1977 demndszinadinidlalsenmaszivlasimsdnanlaglvivgna
AN IFITUALITEAUTDNDITATINAITAINE 1IRUFINAN TSN UABFILIAR DN LTI
lagsay MagAsITnIEnInyszinalafinnsaiasAafuiInIInseifina 13289 zina

Fin I lnduwisnisgarmeluniidaaIosfiniadaninnaNANNIRAII8ITIN3>

! Y !

2. stddsznaunengraneysznsdeslunisendadedirgurisanndnduiu

fa anInnansgldianldainansuasdorhidumniziidimaniznuagieenss
Aagnd iadghun niodadianizuineazina’]

3. avdtlaznatdszmsdonide mauisanadudwiulisssnentudedlénnig
fanvgdananifdmfedodomauiinmailugnseaniasmaiadosiunadsz et
10933lnsedewmnIndn-(the responsible State has contributed to the situation of

)% ggavRdaznaunnguanenina1ndh Twad Gabcikovo-Nagymaros fna

necessity
gfgIINIENINYITINAT I lafafwinUszimadiniiliaansnendoda e nauin iy
dudu vidnifiouszlomvasnusuauviedg (national security) Tfiilasanmanizynaes
Uszimagon3demaasnsluanddygidonaiuazldduasdiommunsahadenluda
nufaldidinildddimiedasdomauiinisinllgniseansnasnmaiedaiu
waszlomfvesigiudenmsrziunmashadou mananeldvanngranadondiaifie

) [ a a % aa 1 [~ v v %4 |
L‘Uumﬁ@umammmaﬁgmﬂaﬂmslLmzL‘]Jumimw‘ﬁaﬂﬂﬁzﬂuhmﬁzmwﬂizmﬂ

29 Article 25 (1) (a) of the ILC
30 The Gabcikovo-Nagymaros Project, 1997 ICJ No 92 at pp. 42-43 [55]
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! yﬁ v

! o = v Vs a va o & ¥ Yy 1 o | =
’J']W%ﬁ?.:ﬂim‘ﬂ‘éi(ﬂBGVLWJ‘UWTJUQUG]GHN PN ﬂ’ﬁﬁlﬂsﬂEJGl@’Q@?EILWGJLL‘WWTJWN’%']LU%%QGG]BQ

) -

WuwnsrinanUsuldluanemeiiaenina

L 4 L 14

5.2.5 ANANWUEURUUALMANNANTUAINNHUNIEANTAUTLLNATENIN

U

UszinALazUNT U AANAUER U NINIA

v

Mnnnanngranedtlénandefunnsendasdadiieatiu national security Hl#3
ﬂﬁEJE]N%JU‘ﬁQﬂ’]ﬂié’fﬁﬁlﬂﬂg‘VINW8T\]ﬁ@]ﬂﬁzLWEﬁizWi’Nﬂ‘jzmﬂLL@:ﬁ%%ﬁfyﬁy’] Uyvniszms
don1flazdosiansandadefiafgnindugniriansoneesmagfssiaviaanidu
analagainIngranglaazgnisndulanendudauusnszninengrangainlszme
LazngrNeEuia

InAfFIegFeIRRlanaTEu Ao ARl CMS v Argentina uazad LGSE v
Argentina ayqlanainiamssasadlddnammanngrnangainlssinddoinuag
ndnngranganIaUssnEAlMnIUTZEIR (LC) uaznprsneausaynanyIulfluag
Finaail Tagluad CMS duaygnlagaimiléienmanngraneadalszmduay
NANNONAEUSAYIAD Article X wivandaganin@d US-Argentina wingzinln
finavosaugilanainmasinanfaldliunaiinnzngladniuemaninosimoaes
WUSulTAUTaANINAINE

Tuaniziluad LGSE dnaunnlaganisldinemanngranetudiound 25 e ILC
Uaznauiunannguaneauda N Article X inUsuldunad Lwﬂmﬁﬁ@ﬂdnf:m&mj[mmmi
Alalimana iTaedaudaswderiiunnzimgledniiedoun 25 uazdounluaus
FuninmannySulfdesudnaniin smsenzimanngranesmadaund 25 uis ILC
Wesaenafenrnnugvldidismeiazlflun i ndededivszimaniandiuiendu
rm'n5’1@Lﬂ'a9‘51:34maﬂ9‘=m34albumLmﬁgumzﬁaﬂﬂmimﬂi:ﬂauﬁ’umﬁ@fﬂmuau%&@@w
US-Argentina Tanasnafidssinaaaufivnaniudagiuanagmelddoanifuflasliufos
anwusznIdiniieUszlonilunisduatosdsleniononeinfanuiuag

w939”%
a9

87 Article 25 (1) (b) of the ILC
32 Article 25 (2) (b) of the ILC
38 LG&E Corp v Argentina at [258]
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Hufinsunnaiudlaedouni 38 (1) Lwim‘a‘smmﬁﬂé?\mmgﬁﬁiﬁuﬁzwdwq
Uszima*aldiydalhifeaiutafiauiingnangsznitedszima udnsziu voifinges
ﬂgwmﬂi:mfwﬂi:mﬂ‘ﬁ'ﬁfyﬁﬁﬁlﬂu%wéfﬂﬂ@mfrwﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁuﬁﬂﬁ (hierarchy) w@ned
Tl serldszdudnmasidnanlifeiuwiasdaddngninelalunsysuldsedaninm
'*71'Lﬁ@%}uﬂ?ﬁeﬁmmﬁauwﬁﬁytﬁwé’ﬂLmﬂﬁﬁmmﬁ@é‘?ﬁmaqﬁﬁﬁmzmwﬂizmm’famﬁ

(%3

38 warnmIfinnnauiayimNauddyginjeisuiinmeauiayg® Ysznauiv

]

Tuwn199Wa5040

Taadaunuds VCLT nanifannandsggiladnynaliin nsfianuazdos
fanalaeviangain (good faith) snnssnwaldTydalimeldnsaunnmuas TnqyUszasd
SN iSalaial]a TN %amiﬁmmau%&’ﬁyfwaumam@i’ﬂwﬁﬂngwmﬂizwiwﬂimﬁﬁlﬁm%m
AuanuANusraignElun IR I foll anndoundl 31 uvs VOLT anagnibantd
Tunsefunemarasaimsianntasaualaganslédinnmfeyglanainislsiie
AENNgUANE3AUIzING (Mandrngrsnea S aussmalnudnluag CMS uazngnsne
3edssnaiilasunisdsznaaln e Tuad LGEE) snldlunisRansmitesandaunly
Article XI whvaSFIMIMA US-Argentina rwiuunsnaanladnafteiesniulu
nUfoRmaiusznsiliagin e 9 ieyssleniuinsfianuausdonn auAAAINT
Soldinondound 31 (3) (c) muslHunnIgidina1it

Tudndunitoimmmmnauiwieugnlagains wisui@magisisufiniiae
fengrsneaudFynanUidnewlu ssdu nem iz dun g sRimaiusznadii
ddnnldanaruliaundnngrmineiddneeiausdygn Ao pacta sunt servanda &n

]
1Al

nilagnannguanemidudinisfansonuniygfsesngranendegniidovifens uas

U

|
Al

§9A9Na I TT9AUNI TR IUIBINGTAN e TAL TN ALA AU Y AYINITADINI TN

Qe

AnFunaasandagnowmduainuwInitaimsunU L Alnaudaonuwiansmwn

34 Article 38 (1) of the Statute of the International Court of Justice sieluluunanuitazFenin faunurs
ICJ

3 Aticles 31 and 32 of Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties 1969 sialilnunanuilazidania
daunure VCLT

36 Article 31 (1) of VCLT

37 Article 31 (3) (c) of VCLT
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nprsneREEvIefienin le specialis®

v nanngraneaiaUszmaidadunanngranefilasumadsafudenunuas
ﬁmmL%a'jwﬁqﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁfuﬂuﬁf@ﬁgﬂﬁmLmzﬁmﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁmm (opinion juris) uladanmue
wilomdungnanensly viefidenin lex genrale® uwinudadinaangeldsunIEeBe
Tnsanzaunlananisluai ADC and ADCEADMC v Hungary © adluafdonanail
Judeinnidsaiumanuduianislaslandldfumadaaiamsamulumasieswadu
Budapest-Ferihegy International Airport @8 auSaeyIMINAlUNIIFILEINLAZANATDY
mannusznedszmalaliauazlismasonifeinaseduldnousd ui 24 nosnes
a.A. 1989 aygnlagainsidiasaiediunniulivanngnaneanindszinduas
nanngnaneausayn Tuadsnanlagldaaawin “pannoifldinua Fuausdygn
1 (unatdisesdainngsnaniaonasdufansmadauni 4 uwhausdunininig)
fuIns IR I YIUlLndaifiaaigasda Annlanuilagr Ao ewa1 119N
UNUAT0INYMNIEIAUTEINN 0% bW TUNT QI AnNNgNIeaudaylIey
ifleuseuniiRannz (lex speciali)’ wevtluaus Ty Anaim lasmual 3%
paninolunsTeagael3udUsznisle senu nannmefluniasiegae ful,
unconditional and prompt compensation” vxfauiulUanraNNguNIEIAUIZINGEL
el seina®

%8 mwLﬁué’fﬂﬂﬁini‘f’[ﬁ%ﬂmﬁﬂﬁmmﬂmaﬂmqaﬁiimzmwﬂsxmﬂ Judge R Ago Tumafarssiniafiana
AMuaNaRTUaTIWA 25 fiwian 1951 (Interpretation. of the Agreement of 25 March 1951 between the WHO
and Egypt, Advisory Opinion, |CJ Reports 1980, 73[162]) WaNaNd ﬁmmmﬁuﬁaﬂﬁinf:ﬁqvl,é’%umiaﬁuawu
Iﬂﬂﬁfﬂﬂgwmwmma 5 iﬂﬂgwmamnm\jw European Jean Monnet Program Jurgen Kurtz, “Adjudging the
exceptional at international law : Security, public order and financial crisis” Jean Monnet Working Paper 06/08
at 34 available at www.JeanMonnetProgram.org accessed on 29 May, 2010.

® SinfifmaniswuniefiudefuanuAnsonanaf 1w Andrea Bjorkiund, “Emergency Exceptions
State of Necessity and Force Majeure” Oxford Handbook of International Investment Law (Peter Muchlinski et. Al.
eds., 2008) ; Wiliam Burke-White & Andreas von Staden, “Investment Protection in Extraordinary Times : The
Interpretation and Application of Non-Precluded Measures Provisions in Bilateral Investment Treaties” 48 Va. J.Int’
Law (2008) 307-401.

40 Case No ICSID/ARB/OB/ 16 ADC and ADC&ADMC v Hungary, Award, 2 October 2006.

41 bid, at [481] wanaNi Lmemﬂmmnmmﬂ@lmumﬁmﬁuMaaumﬂmmmmﬂuﬂm Phillips Petroleum
Co Iran v Iran, 29 June 1989, 21 Iran-USCT Rep 79 at [107]

“2 Ibid, at [483]
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6. asuwamsfAnwdvdiasdolauonu:

nanNIAne e lulsziantgriaina 1t enanaaladinan1Ifne1Itenay

2
al A

TaiaupunelnannsdneIdeluideminanianisnagUlnne fe

6.1 asuwamsfnwndvd

] LY '

State of necessity LIndaantinisggnaridrsmindesjuiannusznadila
Feaulvnlume s Sgdnazentwiudededlneo1fewmeiizanin “National security”
38 “essential security interest” lagvdnngnaNBRINA1IRLETUNIWRUINIINNEN
ﬂgwmmﬁmﬂ‘mwﬁﬁzwdwﬂi:mmmziuﬂmﬁuiuau%ﬁagtymimﬁLﬁ'amimm%maz
ﬁmﬁmmmmuw%aﬁﬁﬂﬂ’h BITs (Bilateral Investment Treaties) #nNazHAN1INIHARA
FaaniInainalinieiananaTuwly Aricle XI US-Argentina BIT*

TymiAstulunsddefinnizndniensuigmnavesigaadieniiulszina
E]’]Lﬁ]%ﬁ%’]‘fmﬁ@%ﬂﬂ?ﬂﬁﬂ’lwﬁﬁyﬁﬁﬂ’mLﬂiwﬁﬁi} (economic crisis) UIznAnILanAnI
T¥andasdagidne National security Gudagiioaniinanuiufinlunissznieszimnat
Urznaonauiuldendadagiunandriluglinlaesemamanngraneandodssnd
LaZTaUNANTRINTY YN I@ﬂium‘zﬁmimwmaumﬂimmmﬁﬁ%ﬂmﬁ CMS unznf LGE
wuAldRmInuazUSUlE A nngrIne 3y ssinauazausdygamiamalunden 9 fu
deusisnsunsiilued CMS suaunlagmmsldeniomanngrangadayszndinnis
Fuuldluanisfangilngainslued LGAE Tdenevnanngraneadnlazimdilésy
madszanatulvalag ILC uusuld Tngfiaaseddananoygilanainanldlinaws
Tunsusuldvenangranesenislszimaniasslszmsiusdegnilauaz dlanailae
Taudvinvzanvitomvannguanelanlsinunamduwsinunan

PINMIANWIMANNNNNNEIZAINY Tz aAmMeauday sz IwEIuIDIMan
ﬂgwmaﬁﬂﬂLmwﬁﬂmﬁﬁmwﬁu%éﬁyfyﬂmﬁmﬁhﬂﬁdwmiﬂmimwmau,cyﬂmmmﬁ
1%1;]%0E‘TE]Gﬂaﬁulﬁﬁﬂ’liﬂf\ﬂiﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂa;]‘ﬂN’]EJﬁL’JVLl] (general principle : lex specialis and
lex generale) Yaznaufiungnmafianuausdunmsdauni 31 WIBUA YN TITE UMY
ad 1969 usiiuwnsusuldludnemeienin “viens (by pass) FerliAadym
Panntieslunieizinig

43 Syduluglunivgley onfi anagenondng, diuAsuay twoswil asomsulszmdanigowdnnles

MIFFNUNLULERS A IMINA wiafi3enan BIT model laglafmsrvuwadaaniinainarifiliguwnn
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Tasanmenanludrdnasasaunglagainmsluaddanaiiu Tnsanuiudiue
uirdnTneasougilagaimsluadneasin eygilagainléinedounuss US-
Argentina BIT snuulalaganfiensfinnnaudfygimueudnainjiisuu a.a 1969
Usznoufunanngrunemiliuazdidannsetoygilnnainisluafdnon o
Adunsaseugilanainisszviteszimasglifiaoiuadu precedent LuLfeaiy
AANINBIP89ANNEATIINIEIUIEINA wifanalanwoetd obiter dictum

U ]
A =

aii aaunlana1nslanaIe Article XI uvis US-Argentina BIT ud3ludaun
aananduiesdaiimualiigads1xnIngnme national security n3e essential
security interest 3unanagnly winlatmueesddsznevrastengranelSudegnile
TihdnsoslefifgazasntosndedodilwioaziiunsuisAaaiusenad donu
Tnanavastouni 31 (3).(c) wivaudINIRIewUIUlY Aenisiiemanngrang
mldanusulfineUsslenilunisfinng Snnsleendnngunanenslundiu nsusuld
ngvingsadoifinniiumnludoifivasesena o Andnngnaneifiedamengnainennz
Seswazngranelaemliudy savdsesinsaainisfazdaaiunmitavanngmane
wnzandiulfuniafnowane dmnsiemanngranensly vdengraneadadzin

aUsulsuniiednnsgatesineeingnaenues

E\%’M%J‘U‘Lh:@%ﬁE]H;Eyﬂﬁ]@m’m’]‘éﬁ?%v[ﬁﬂﬁLE]’]‘iI’N“UE]\‘i ILC s T7USuUnTaANINAINE?
'frIﬂwﬁnﬂgwmmwdwﬂi:mmﬁmﬁuau%ﬁzyfywﬁ?u WHININERSNTYN (Draft) A€
TflenTeaulumengrsneusmnsans fugnrmlasun sz natusanngraneada
ﬂiz:Lwﬂﬁzmwﬂizmm&’aiwmu%ﬁcymﬂﬁmdnﬁa::ﬁwai%ﬁﬂﬁulé’wﬂugm:ﬁLﬂmgwmEJ
Mdadszndiszninedasmna® uininniseniedenandulifnoniuenadiomaua
TunsRgadanudagrasngranaandndseindianatin

6.2 Jolauonus

1. TumaransnlalasnawvannguangsznIvlIzmanwnAALdasinImnI3
Tumeindnanienszdorhnfionulunsaianudilaograduzvufedionms
UsulingraneseniilssmauaznmIsenanuneinnmsisiisfeaiuanntidures
NOHIENINU TN THIZH I TN AL ZAMNT NN RS 1IN RN 8 TAL TN Iz

44 lan Brownlie, Principles of Public International Law, (7" edn. OUP : London, 2008) 608.
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