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KHUIIIOBPAH KITAY3VIIA ¥V UHBECTULIMOHUM
CIIOPOBUMA: ITUTABE ITEPCOHAJIHOI'
JJOMAIITAJA"

Casceimiak: uitiare iuymauerba Kuwoobpan Kiay3yia — ogpegaba Kojuma
ce gpaoicase Yi08OpHUYe geOCIUPAHUX U GUUECIUPAHUX MelYHAPOGHUX YI080pA O
sawiiuiuy yraiara obasesyjy ga he iowinosaiuu cee obagese uipeyseiue y liolneqy
yralarea yaaiada gpyle gpaicage ylo8opHuye — Upegciiasba jegno og HajKOHUpPO-
BEP3HUJUX UUTHAIA Y UPAKCU Peldsarba UHeectuuyuoHux ciloposa. Og gonoulersa
apoutupasicre ogayxe y upegmetrny CI'C ipoiuue @uauiiuna (SGS v. Philippines)
Koja iomsphyje ga ilogpega yiogopa usmehy yraiava u gpaicase modxice ipegcilia-
empatiu iloepegy mehyHapogroiipague obaegese gpiicase uckasane y Kuwoopau Kia-
V3V, Wpajy Haiopu apoutupadcHux cygosa U WyHCeHUx gpicasa ga olpanuye
gejcitiso Koje oge kaaysyne umajy. L{umw 0601 paga je ga ananuzupa iapaxcy apou-
UPaXcHUx cygosa Koja ce 0gHocu Ha clleyuduuno iuitdaree epCcoHaIHol goma-
waja kuwoobpan kaaysyne. llpema cagawrvem ciiary apouiupasjicue upaxce, Haj-
3HauajHuja dpeiipexa 3a yciex Wyxcuiaya duje wyxcoe ce 3acHUBAJY Ha KUWOOPAH
KIQy3yau Wu4y ce cxeaiiarsd ga yiogop usmely yiaiaua u gpoicase upoussogu
gejcitiso camo 3a weloge yiosopre ciipane (inter partes). Y ogcyciugy kuwiobpau
KIay3yna ca cieyupuunum opmyrayujama, wyrHcuiay mMoxice 3acHO8ailil ceoj
mysrcoenu 3axiies Ha Y1080pY KOjU je 3aKmY4UI0 el080 3a8UCHO gPYWIUBO UlU
Ha YI080pY KOjU je 3aK/bYUU0 A CYOJeKiloM U38AH POPMATIHE gPIACABHE CIUPYKILY-
pe camo ako je o tipegsuleHo camum yi080poM Ul HAYUOHATHUM UPABOM Koje
Je 3a uaj yiosop mepogasro. Maxo 0680 cxeaitarse Huje aiuconyiiHo upuxeaheHno

* Pajx je HacTao Kao pe3yarar yueniha y Hay4HO-HCTPAKUBAYKOM MpojekTy [Ipasna wupa-
guyuja u Hosu ipasHu uzazosu, dnju je Hocunan [lpasuu paxynret y HoBom Cany, YHuBep3uteT
y Hosom Cany.
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¥V apbuiupasicHoj Upakcu, OHo JociegHo pasiukyje obasese gpaicase Haciuale
[puMeHOM HAYUOHAIHOT Upasa, ca jegHe ciupate, og 0b6agesa Koje ceoje Uopexio
umajy y mehynapogrom iipasy, ca gpyie. Ono je, iiaxole, y ckaagy ca yioiom Kojy
apoutupasicHu cygosu upyaicajy upasy gpaicase upujema yiaiara upuiukom upu-
MeHe OCUanux MallepujatHoupasHux cllangapga 3auiuiie Clpanux yaalarea.

Kawyune peuu: xuwobpan xiay3yna, 3auiduiua Clpanux yiaiara, UHEeCuiu-
YUOHU CUOPOBU, gBOCIUPAHU CUOPAZYMU O 3QUUTUUTIL YIAlaTbA.

1. YBOJI

[open cranmapaHUX Kiay3ysa KOjUMa ce yjarady Jpyre IpsKaBe yroBoOp-
HUIIE TapaHTYje 3allTUTA O] HE3aKOHUTE EKCIPOIpUjalitje, OIITSH U IpaBuYaH
TpEeTMaH yliarama, yHa 3allTHTa U CHTYPHOCT, HAIIMOHATHHA TPETMAaH HITU TPEeT-
MaH HajroBiamrhenrje Haluje, OpojHN TBOCTPAHU U MIOjeIMHHU BUIIICCTPAHU Me-
hyHapogHu criopa3yMu O 3aIlITUTH yjlarama caapike U oapealdy KOojoM JIpikaBa
MpHjeMa yiarama jeMJH MOIITOBake CBUX 00aBe3a Koje je mpey3ena mpema yia-
rambuMa WM yjaarauuma Jpyre Jpxase yropopauie. Onpende oBe BpcTe ce 4ecTo
Ha3WBajy ,,KUIIOOpaH Kiay3ysiaMa’, HITO je TEePMHHOJIOTHja Koja Ou Tpedasio na
YKa)ke ¥ Ha lbUXOBY HaMepaBaHy CBPXY — Jia Cy0jeKTHBHA paBa yiarada creve-
Ha Ha OCHOBY YIOBOpa ca J[P>KaBOM IIpUjeMa WK Ha JPyrd HAYUH J0BENY HOA
3aIITHUTHU KMIIOOpaH Mel)yHapoIHOT cropa3yMa o 3allTHTH yliarama.!

OBakBe kJ1ay3yJe Cy caapaHe Uy OpOjHUM JIBOCTPAaHUM CIIOpa3yMuMa O
MOACTULAGY U 3aIUTUTH yinarama CpOuje (enrn. Bilateral Investment Treaties, y
naseem Tekcery: BUT). Ha mpumep, BUT u3melhy CpOuje u KyBajra, y wiany 3.
craB 6. mpenBuha:

Csaka Ciupana yiosopruuya he tiowiiosaiuu ceaxy obasesy uiu obveharve
Koje je gana y iiolnegy ynalarea yaaiaya gpyie Cuipane ylo8opHuye Ha rweHoj uie-
puiiopuju.?

KumoOpan knay3yie He nmpeacTaBibajy HOBH GeHoMeH. TakBa oxpenda je
caapkana y npsom monepHom BUT-y, 3akibyuenom 1959. ronune nzmely Hemauke

! Bun. C. Schreuer, ,,Travelling the BIT Route (Of Waiting Periods, Umbrella Clauses and
Forks in the Road)”, The Journal of World Investment & Trade, vol. 5, 2/2004, 231-256, 250.

2 Criopasym usmehy Cpouje u Lipue T'ope u [pxase KyBajT 0 y3ajaMHOM TIOACTHIAY U
samuth ynarama (Cr. auciu CLI— Mehynapognu yiosopu, 6p. 2/2005). PazmmanTto hopmymnu-
caHe BapHjaHTE OBaKBE OJpea0e MOCTOoje Y Cropa3yMHuMa O 3alITUTH U MOACTHIAKY yilarama
n3mely Cp6uje u cnenehux npxaa: [lopryran, lancka, [lIBajuapcka, ®uncka, JIubuja, Anbda-
Huja, YjenumeHo KpassesctBo, lllnanuja, CnoBenuja, Xomannuja, Aycrpuja, ['ana, XpBarcka,
I'puxka, benopycuja, Kuna n Hemauka. Bug. https:/investmentpolicy.unctad.org/international-in-
vestment-agreements/countries/187/serbia.
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u [lakucrana. bbrxoBa HaMeHa je TBOCTPYKa. Y CYIICTaHIIMjaITHOM CMHUCTY, OHE
MPOIIUPY]Y 3aLITUTY KOja ce MPYIKa ynaraunMa U3BaH U MPEKo 00aBe3a ApxKaBe
npHjemMa yTBpheHHX MOMEHYTHM MaTepUjaTHOIPABHUM CTaHAapJuMa TpeTMaHa
y Meh)yHapoHUM criopa3yMHMa O 3allITHTH yiarama. Takohe, y mporenypairHom
CMHCITY KUIIOOpaH Kiiay3ylie MOry Jia 00e30e/ie 3aCHUBAahE HAIJICKHOCTH apOu-
TPaKHOT Cy/ia y clly4ajeBiMa KaJia Ta HaJ[JIeKHOCT MHave He Ou mocTojana. Ha-
nme, nojenuan bUT-oBu npenBuhajy HaIIeKHOCT apOUTPaKHOT Cyaa caMo 3a
CIIOpPOBE y BE3HU Ca HABOJHOM IOBPEIOM HBHXOBHX oapeaou.® [Ipema ommrenpu-
xBaheHOM cxBaTamy, IOBpe/ia yroBOpHE o0aBe3e Ap)KaBe U3 yroBopa ca CTpaHuM
ylarayeM He IpeJICTaBba ayTOMATCKH MOBpeay MelyHapoaHOT mpasa (yKIby4y-
jyhu ty u onpenbe onrosapajyher BUT-a).* ¥ oncyctBy KuioopaH kiaysyJie, apou-
TPayKHU CyJ He O MOT'ao Jia oJuTydyje o criopy u3Mel)y cTpaHor ynarada u Ap>kaBe
TpHjeMa yliarama Koju O IMPONCTHUIIA0 U3, Ha TIPUMEP, TTOBPEIC yroBopa O KOH-
LECHjH, 3ajeITHIIKOM MOCIOBHOM nonyxBaty, BOT apamkMana u cinuyHo. J[pyrum
peunma, Kiiay3yJie OBOT THIIA CIIy>Ke TOME Jia TPOIIUpe oBiamhemna apouTpaKHOT
Cy/la Ha pelaBame YUCTO yTOBOPHUX CIIOpoBa n3Mel)y ynaraua u apkase.’

IMocMaTpaHo y HCTOPH]CKOM KOHTEKCTY, HEMa CyMIbe J1a je KUIIIoOpaH Kiia-
y3yJja Halljla CBOje MECTO y ABOCTPAHUM CIIOpasyMUMa O 3allTHTH yJlarama
yIpaBo 300T JKeJbe JIa Ce ylaraunMa KOju Cy 3aKJbyYMBaJId YTOBOPE Ca JIPIKABOM,
K40 IITO Cy KOHIIECHOHH YTOBOPH, YTOBOPH O U3rPaIbi HHYPACTPYKTYPE UITH
3ajeIHUYKO] SKCILIOATAIM]U PUPOIHUX OOrarcrapa, Py U JOAaTHA 3alITHTA
Tako mTo he ce MoBpeia OBUX YroBOPa OJf CTPaHE JIPIKaBe HCTOBPEMEHO CMaTpaTu
HOBpeIOM Mel)yHapoJHOT YroBOpa KOjH CaapsKu KUIIoOpaH Kiay3yiy.* MehyTum,
OJI TPEHYTKA KaJia Cy Ce OBE KJay3yJie Halllle Y LIEHTPY NaXKibe apOUTPakHUX CY-
JIOBA U MTPaBHE JIOKTPHUHE, TPaje CIop Y BE3H MPEIM3HUM JICPHHNUCAHEM lHXOBOT
JiejcTBa.

Nako ce kumoOpan kiay3yie Hanase y bBUT-oBuma jour ox mosioprHe XX
Beka, AedaTa 0 BHUXOBO] CIIOCOOHOCTH Ja TPaHCHOPMHUIIY YyTOBOPHE CITIOPOBE
usmel)y ynaraua u aprkaBe y ciopoBe Ha ocHoBY BUT-a 3aksbyuenor usmely ap-
JKaBe TpHjeMa U AprkaBe MOpeKIIa yiarada 3amnodesia je JOHOIICHEeM JIBe apOou-
TpakHE OJTyKe Y IMpenMeTuMa y KojuMa je Tykmian ouo nctu — CI'C mpotus

3 Bun., na npumep, wiad 11. cras 2. Ciopasyma usmelly Biane Peny6nuke Cpbuje u Buaje
PenyGnuke A3ep0ejiiaH 0 OACTUIIARKY U Y3ajaMHO] 3aITUTH ynarawa (Cr. irachux PC — Mehy-
HapogHu yiogopu, op. 8/2011).

4 Compaiiia de Aguas del Aconquija S.A. and Vivendi Universal S.A. v. Argentine Republic,
ICSID Case No. ARB/97/3 (formerly Compaiiia de Aguas del Aconquija, S.A. and Compagnie
Générale des Eaux v. Argentine Republic), Decision on Annulment, 3 July 2002, napa. 96, 98.

5 A. Reinisch, C. Schreuer, International Protection of Investments (The Substantive Stan-
dards), Cambridge 2020, 886.

% Bua. A. C. Sinclair, ,,The Origins of the Umbrella Clause in the International Law of In-
vestment Protection”, Arbitration International, vol. 20, 4/2004, 411-434, 415-418.
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IMakwucrana (SGS v. Pakistan)’ u CT'C ipotus ®unununa (SGS v. Philippines).?
UumeHNYHA OCHOBA 00a criopa je Ouiia ciiuvHa — y 00a ciydaja je mIBajiapcko
IPYIITBO KOje je 00aBJbaio yCIyTre MPeTXOaHe HHCIICKIIH]e MPIITHKOM yBO3a
pobe y oBe IpkaBe TBPAWJIO Aa Cy OHE MOBPEAMIIC CBOje YTOBOpHE o0aBese, ma
tiMe 1 ofaroBapajyhe onpende B T-a m3mel)y 1lIBajmapcke u [Takuctana, oqHOCHO
BUT-a uzmehy lIBajuapcke u Gunununa.

VY npeamety CI'C mportus Ilakuctana, ocHoBHHM nipuToBop IlakucTana of-
HOCHO C€ Ha TO Jia apOUTPakHH CYJ] HEMa Ha JIS)KHOCT J1a OJIITy4yje O TYKOCHOM
3aXTEBY KOjU j¢é yTOBOPHOT KapaKTepa — O HaABOJTHOM HEOBJIAIThEeHOM pacKumIy
YroBOpa O Mpykamy yciayra off cTpane [lakucrana, Te Ha TO Jia je OBaKaB TYKOCHU
3axTeB 00yxBaheH apOUTPaKHOM KJIay3yJIOM U3 CAMOT yToBopa Koja je peaBu-
hasa apourpaxy y Mcnamabasy, Ha OCHOBY MaKUCTAHCKOT 3aKOHA 0 apOuTpaxku.’
Ca gpyre cTpaHe, TyXHUJall jeé TBPNO Jia e CBU HETOBH 3aXTEBH OHOCE Ha T10-
Bpeny BUT-a u 1a cy 3acHOBaHM Ha OBOM HHCTPYMEHTY.'" ApOUTpaskHU CyJI je
HaIllao J1a je HaJJIekaH J1a OIydyje o Ty)kKOeHHM 3aXTeBUMa KOjU Ce OTHOCE Ha
HOBpEly MaTepHjaIHONPaBHUX cTanaapaa 3amrute u3 BUT-a,!! anu na ce mero-
Ba HAJJIS)KHOCT HE TTPOCTUPE Ha 3aXTEBE KOjH Cy UCKJBYYNBO 3aCHOBAaHH Ha HABOI-
HOJj MOBpENU yroBopa, Oyyhu a irX Ty KUIal Mopa MOJAHETH MPeJl yTOBOPSHUM
dopymom.'? ¥V TakBUM OKOJTHOCTHMA IIEHTPATHO MECTO Y PACIIPABH je 3ay3eIio
tymauewe uiana 11. BUT-a koju rmacu: ,,Ceaxa Ciipana yiogopuuya je gyiicHa
ga KoHcIuaniuno lapaniuyje nowitnosarbe obasesa Koje je upuxeatuuid upema
yaatawuma yraiava gpyie Ciapane yiosopnuye.”'?

Ty>kunar je UICTHUIIA0 Aa TIOMEHYTa oapenda TpanchopMuUIIe MOBpey yro-
BOpa MpeMa HAIIMOHATHOM MPaBy y MOBpeay Mel)yHApOIHOT IpaBa, Tj. OBPEy
peneanTHOr BUT-a.'"* Apburpakno Behe je omOmMIIO 1a KUIIOOpaH Kaay3yiau
MPY’KU OBAKBO JICJCTBO, IIPUMAPHO 300T HECIIPEMHOCTH J1a Jip)KaBama yrOBOPHHU-
I1amMa HaMeTHe 00aBe3e Koje O MPONCTHUIIAIE U3 JOCISTHOT je3UIKOT TyMadermha
onpenoe. [Ipema rnepumty apOUTpa)KHOT Cy/a, ,,00aBe3e” unje MoITOBAkE KOH-
CTaHTHO TapaHTyje Ap’kaBa YrOBOPHHUIIA HE OW ce MOTJIC OTPaHIYHUTH Ha 00aBe3e

7 SGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. Islamic Republic of Pakistan, ICSID Case
No. ARB/01/13, Decision of the Tribunal on Objections to Jurisdiction, 6 August 2003.

8 SGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. Republic of the Philippines, ICSID Case No.
ARB/02/6, Decision of the Tribunal on Objections to Jurisdiction, 29 January 2004.

9 SGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. Islamic Republic of Pakistan, napa. 43-45.

10 7bid., napa. 83.

" Ibid., mapa. 155.

12 Ibid., napa. 160-162.

13 BUT usmely IBajuapcke u [Makucrana (1995), un. 11: ,,Either Contracting Party shall
constantly guarantee the observance of the commitments it has entered into with respect to the
investments of the investors of the other Contracting Party.” TexcT noctynas Ha: https://invest-
mentpolicy.unctad.org/international-investment-agreements/countries/203/switzerland.

14 SGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. Islamic Republic of Pakistan, napa. 163.
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YTOBOPHOT KapakTepa — OHe OH Ce OTHOCHJIE Ha jJeAHOCTpaHE Mepe JIeTHCIaTHBHOT
WJIM YIIPABHOT KapakTepa Ha CBUM HUBOMMa BiacTh."> Ha taj Haywn Ou wian 11.
yBEO FrOTOBO HEOTPAaHUYEHY OJITOBOPHOCT JIpkaBa yroBopHuma.'® CBaka mospeia
yroBOpa ca CTPaHHUM yJlaradeM WJIU MOBpPEeAa MPOIuca JIOKAJTHOT KapakTepa Ou
yrHuIa oppeny bBUT-a.'” CBu octaiu MarepujaHONPAaBHU CTaHIapAU U3 OBOT
criopazyMa Ou IMocCTajIu CyBHUIITHY, ako 0u ce noBpeny b T-a Ouio 10BOJBHO T10-
Ka3aTH JIa je IpeKpIieHa 00MyHa yroBOpHa 00aBe3a MiIu Omito koju mporwc.'® Fero
Ce OJTHOCH Ha 0ofipe/iOe 0 pelllaBamy CIIOpPOBa caJipikaHe y CaMOM YroBOpy n3Mely
ylarada ¥ JipJkaBe — Ap)kaBa HUKaJia He OM MorJia Jia padyHa Ha oOpahambe yroBop-
HOM (popyMy aKo OH yjarad, IO COTICTBEHOM Haxolemy, YBEK MOTao /1a MTOKpPEHe
MocTymnak npea MehyHapogHUM apOUTPaKHUM CYIOM Ha OCHOBY KHIIIOOpaH KJia-
y3yie.'” Apburpaxno Behe je ocTaBuiio MOryhHOCT J1a MOMEHyTa ojpeada uMa
JIejCTBO TIpETBapama MmoBpene yropopa y nmospeny b T-a, anu ma Mopajy mocto-
jatu ,,jacnu u ybegoueu’” TOKa3U 1a Cy ApKaBe YTOBOPHUIIE JKellee HACTyamke
OBaKBOT e(peKTa, ITO Y KOHKPETHHM OKOJIHOCTHMA HHje 610 cimyyaj.?’

CBera HEKOJIMKO MeCEeIT HaKOH JTOHOIIIEHha OBE OJTYKe, apOUTPaKHU CYH Y
npeamery CI'C npotuB @ununuHa je 3ay3e0 CynpoTHY HO3ULHjY. ApOUTPaKHH
CYZ1 y OBOM IIPEIMETY je KpuTUKoBao oopasnokemne y CI'C nporus [Takucrana, mpe
cBera 300T TPOIyIITama Beha 1a ofpein jacHo 3Hauehe KUIoOpaH Kiay3yie.?!
[Tpema cxBatamy apoutpaxsor cyaa y CI'C npotusB @uinnuna, KHIIoOpaH Kiia-
y3yna u3 wiana X ctaB 2. BUT-a usmely llBajuapcke u @unununa ,,3nauu oHO
wito kasxce”*> OMHOCHO TIPEACTaBIba Pealn3alnjy oBjamhema Kojuma IpKaBe
YTOBOPHHUIIE PacIoyiaxy — Aa o0aBe3ama Koje Cy Ipey3elie pemMa COIICTBEHOM
npaBy mpyske MelyHapOIHOIPaBHY 3allITUTY KaJa To xeJje aa yuune.”? Takohe,
Tpy’kKamke 1ejCTBa KUIIOOpaH KJIay3yJH je Y CKIIaay ca IPeaMEeTOM 1 ITUJbeM Ha-
BegieHor b T-a: cTBapame 1 oipkaBambe MOBOJFHUX YCIIOBA 3 yJlarame y JApxKa-
BaMa yroBopHuiiama.”* ['laBHH apryMeHT MPOTHUB MPYXKamba JIejCTBA KIAy3yIH
u3 obpasnoxkerma y CI'C mpotus Ilakucrana — ma kmay3ysia MOXKe Jla YIUHU OATO-
BOPHOCT JIp’)KaBa HEOTPAHUUYECHOM jep je y CTamy Jia MPEeTBOPH MOBpeAy OUII0 Koje
obaBe3e mpemMa HallMOHAITHOM IIPaBy Yy MoBpeay MelyHapoaHor npasa — apOuTpa-
*KHO Behe je OTKIIOHMITO MHCUCTHPakeM Ha pa3iukaMa y (hopMyIIannju KUIoopaH

13 Ibid., napa. 166.

16 Ibid.

17 Ibid., mapa. 168.

18 Ibid.

19 Ibid.

20 Ibid., napa. 167, 173.

21 SGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. Republic of the Philippines, napa. 125.
22 [bid., napa. 119.

23 [bid., napa. 122.

24 Ibid., napa. 116.
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kiay3yna u3 18a b T-a. [Ipema cxBaramy OBOT apOUTpaKHOT Cyaa, 4iaH X CTaB 2.
BUT-a nu3mehy LlIBajuapcke u Gunununa je yxe GpopmyaucaH: OJHOCH ce Ha
npaBHEe 00aBe3e Mpey3eTe MpemMa KOHKPETHOM yllaramy yjarada IpyTe JpiKaBe
YTOBOPHHMIIE, T€ CE 3aTO HE MOXKE OJTHOCUTH Ha 00aBe3e OIUITET KapakTepa, Kao
IITO Cy JIETHCIIATUBHE, YIIPABHE U IPyTe jeIHOCTpaHe Mepe.>

Baxan 3akspyuax apoutpaxsor Beha y CI'C nporus @unununa je Ouo aa
TIOBpenia yroBopHE 00aBe3e o1 CcTpaHe AprKaBe (Y OBOM CIIydajy: onoujame Du-
JUNWHA A2 U3BPIIM ahamke Ha OCHOBY MCIIOCTABJbEHUX (PaKTypa 3a U3BPLICHE
yCITyTe) MOYKE TIPEACTaBIbaTH MOBPENY KUIIOOpaH kiay3yne u3 bUT-a, amu He
JOBOJH JI0 M3MEHE IIPaBa Koje je MepoJaBHO 3a YroBop: Ja Jiu ¢y OUIHIHHY O~
BpEIMTH YTOBOPHY 00aBe3y Mpema TYKHOIy W KakaB je 00uM Te obaBe3e He
3aBucH ox onpenada bW T-a, Beh ox onpenaba camor yrosopa u npasa OuinnuHa
KOje je 3a mera MepoaaBHo.>® OBaj 3aKkJbydak je oMoryhuo apOUTpakHOM CyIy
Jia ce y jeTHOM carjiacu ca raeguireM koje je nzneno Behe y CI'C npotus [aku-
crana: CI'C He Moxe na ce mo3uBa Ha YHHHCHUITY J1a Cy OUIUTTHHA TOBPEAIIIH
YTOBOpHY 00aBe3y, a 1a ICTOBPEMEHO HTHOPHILE CBOje 00aBe3e u3 yrosopa. Ha-
nme, yropop usmely CI'C u OununmHa je caapikao oxpendy Koja je nmpensuhaa
WCKJBYYHBY HaJJICKHOCT (PUIMMUHCKUX CYJI0OBA 3a CBE CIIOPOBE MOBOJOM TyMa-
Yyera U U3BpIIeHka yropopa. [Ipema cxBatamy apOUTpaxHOT Cy/1a, YUHEHUTA Ja
je Ty>KHJIal] MTHOpUCAao OBY ofpendy H Ja ce o0paTno apOUTpakKHOM CyAa MOJ
okpusbeM NKCU [l yIuHAIIO je BeTOBY TYXKOY HEOIMYIITEHOM H JOBEJIO J0 ToTra
Jla OHa Mopa OuTu ogbayeHa.?’

CxBarame npuxBahero y mpenmety CI'C mpoTuB OununmHa — 11a moBpeaa
YTroBOpa 3aKJbYUCHOT ca yJlaradeM MOJKe Ja MpeicTaBJba NOBpeay 00aBes3e yTBp-
hene kumo6paH KiIay3yJaoM — JaHac je JOMHHAHTHO y apOuTpaskHO] mpakcu.?®
Bpemenowm, nebara y Be3u ca 1¢jCTBOM KOje KMILOOpaH Kiiay3yJja uMa Ha YTOBO-
pe ca CTpaHUM yiIaraduMa 3aMermheHa je 1e0aToM 0 FheHOM JIOMAIIajy U YCIIOBIMA
3a mprMeRny kiay3ysie.”’ Pearyjyhu Ha 3a0pHHYTOCT KOjy je Y BE3H ca JI0MalliajeM
KUIIoOpaH kiaysyse u3Hesno apoutpaxuo Behe y CI'C mporus Ilakucrtana, mo-
jenuHu apOUTpPaKHU CYAOBH Cy TOKYIIAIHU 2 HA Pa3IMUUTEe HAYMHE OTPaHHye
meny npumeny.? Tako ce, Ha IpUMep, MOHEKa ] HCTHUYE [1a AP)KaBa MOXKE MOBpe-

2 [bid., napa. 121.

26 bid., napa. 126, 127.

27 Ibid., napa. 154, 155.

28 Bug. J. W. Salacuse, The Law of Investment Treaties, Third Edition, Oxford 2019, 375; B.
Samson, ,,Umbrella Clauses and Contract Claims”, y kwusu: H. Ruiz Fabri, E. Stoppioni (eds),
International Investment Law: An Analysis of Major Decisions, Oxford 2022, 381-395, 386.

29 K. Yannaca-Small, ,,Umbrella Clauses: Is the Umbrella Closing?”, y ksu3u: K. Yannaca-
Small (ed.), Arbitration under International Investment Agreements: A Guide to the Key Issues,
Second Edition, Oxford 2018, 395-416, 401.

30 Bup., S. Rubins, ,,Umbrella Clauses”, y kwu3u: B. Sabahi et al. (ed.), Investor-State Arbi-
tration, Second Edition, Oxford, 2019 486-510, 509.
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JIUTHU KUIIOOPaH KJay3yly caMo Mpely3uMamkeM akTa CyBEepeHe BIIACTH (ex iure
imperii),>! any He W MOHANIAKEM KOje HE MOIpa3yMeBa HCTYMambe ca MO3UIH]je
BIacTH (ex iure gestionis).> Taxole, ojeqUHU apOUTPAKHY CYIOBH HCTHIY Ja
Ty»x0a 300r HaBOAHE MOBpe/Ae KUIIOOpaH Kiay3yJie He MOKE OMTH JIOMyHITeHa
aKO YTOBOp y MHUTAmy CaJAPKH KIAy3yJly O UCKJBYUHBOj HAJICKHOCTH JPYyTror
¢opyma 3a criopoe u3 yrosopa.’3 Jlomariiaj KHIoopaH Kiiay3ysie ce orpaHHYaBa
1 Kpo3 TyMaduewme Ja je, 4ak 1 Kajaa je popMyIrrcana Tako Ja ce OJHOCH Ha ,,c8d-
Ky 0bage3y” (eHrI. any obligation), eHa MpUMEHa OrpaHUYCHA Ha YTOBOPHE
o0aBe3e u He oOyxBara oOaBe3e Ipey3eTe OMIITUM 3aKOHOIABCTBOM, 3aXBaJby-
jyhu popmynauuju na obaBesa Mmopa OUTH ,,upeyseiua” (eHII. entered into).>*

Wmnax, najseha mpemnpeka kojy maHac TYKHOIIHA Y TIpaKCH MOPajy Ja IpeBa-
3ul)y Kako OM Mo3uBame Ha KUIIOOpaH KJay3yily OMIJIO YCHEUIHO OJHOCH Ce Ha
MEPCOHAHHY JIOMaIaj oBe oapeade. UnmbeHunIa 1a moBpeia yroBopa HauelHo
MOXe J1a Tpe/icTaBJba NOBpeay KUIIoOpaH Kiay3yne u3 penaesantHor b T-a jomr
YBEK He 3HauM Ja he 0IrOBOPHOCT NpkaBe TIpHjeMa OUTH YCTAaHOBJbEHA, aKO TY-
JKUJTall He MOJKE J1a IOKa)ke Ja je AprKaBa HOCHJIAll yTOBOpHE 00aBe3e, OJHOCHO
Jla je yiarad HOCHJIAIl CyOjeKTHBHUX IIpaBa U3 TOT YTOBOpa.

usb oBor paja je 1a uCnuTa cTambe apOuTpaskHe MpaKce y Be3u ca MmepcoHall-
HHM JoMalrajeM Kiiay3yiie, iMajyhu y BUIy moceOHO 1Ba TUTAma: 1a JIH j& MOTY-
he akTuBHpaTH KUIIOOpaH Kiay3yily KaJia je yToBOp 3aKJbyueH n3Mely apikaBe
Y 3aBHCHOT JIPYIITBA TY)KHOIA, OJJHOCHO KaJia yTOBOP Be3yje TYXKHOIIa, ca jeTHe

31 Bun., na npumep, El Paso Energy International Company v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID
Case No. ARB/03/15, Decision on Jurisdiction, 27 April 2006, napa. 81; Sempra Energy Interna-
tional v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/16, Award, 28 September 2007, nmapa.
309, 310.

32 Paznuka u3Mel)y mpupojie akara JpiKaBe je cMaTpaHa HPENCBAHTHOM 3@ aKTHBHPAbhe
kumobpan kiay3syie, usmel)y ocranor, y cienehum npenqmeruma: Burlington Resources Inc. v.
Republic of Ecuador, ICSID Case No. ARB/08/5 (formerly Burlington Resources Inc. and others
v. Republic of Ecuador and Empresa Estatal Petroleos del Ecuador (PetroEcuador)), Decision on
Jurisdiction, 2 June 2010, mapa. 190; SGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. The Republic
of Paraguay, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/29, Award, 10 February 2012, napa. 91.

3 Bun. Bureau Veritas, Inspection, Valuation, Assessment and Control, BIVAC B.V. v. The
Republic of Paraguay, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/9, Decision of the Tribunal on Objections to Ju-
risdiction, 29 May 2009, napa. 142; Bosh International, Inc and B&P Ltd Foreign Investments
Enterprise v. Ukraine, ICSID Case No. ARB/08/11, Award, 25 October 2012, napa. 251. CynpoT-
HO TJISTUIITE, IIPeMa KojeM KJlay3yJia O peliaBamy CIIOpOBa M3 YroBopa ca JIp>KaBoOM He clipeyaBa
yJarada Jia moKpeHe apOuTpaky 300T HaBOJIHE MOBPEIC KUIIOOpaH Kiay3yJlie NpucyTHO je y SGS
Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. The Republic of Paraguay, mapa. 172.

34 Bun. Noble Ventures, Inc. v. Romania, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/11, Award, 12 October
2005, mapa. 51; Oxus Gold v. Republic of Uzbekistan, UNCITRAL, Award, 17 December 2015,
napa. 379. Ciu4HO TyMmaueme je YCBOjeHO Y HU3Y OUTyKa Y T3B. COJIAPHUM CIIOPOBHMA IIPOTHUB
Inanuje, kako OM ce TyKHOIMMa YCKPATHIIO MO3UBAKkE HAa KNIIOOpaH kiay3yny u3 4wi. 10 Yro-
Bopa o Exeprerckoj moBespy 300r HAKHATHE H3MEHE ITPOIHUca 0 CyOBEHIIMjaMa OJ] CTPaHe TyKEeHE
npxkase. Bug. A. Reinisch, C. Schreuer, op. cit., 900, 901.
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CTpaHe, ¥ yTOBOPHY CTpaHy Ko0ja je TIoBe3aHa ca Jp>KaBoM IIpHjeMa ajlu nMa 1moce-
0aH mpaBHM CYOjeKTHBHTET, ca Apyre. AHanu3a he mokasaru Jia je cxparame Koje
y BeTUKOM Opojy ciydajeBa oHeMoryhaBa TY>KHOIIE Ja Ce TI03UBajy Ha TOBPEIY
KHAII0OpaH Kiay3yJe 300T Kpliemka yroBOpHe 00aBe3e o/l CTpaHe Ap)KaBe mpujema,
JIOHEKJIE IIapaJIOKCaJIHO, 3aCHOBAHO YIIPABO HAa 00PA3/I0KEY OMIIyKE Y IPEIAMETY
CT'C nporuB ®ununuHa.

2. KOME CE JAYTI'YJE OBABE3A 13 KNIIOEPAH KJIAY3VJIE?

VY mpakcu CTpaHHX yjiaramha HHje HeyoOMUajeHo Jia yiiarad peaiun3yje cBoj
HIOCJIOBHU MOAYXBAT MPEKO JIOKAJIHOT, 3aBUCHOT ITPUBPEIHOT ApyITBa. bynyhu
na BUT-oBu Hajuenrhe ykibyuyjy y 10jaM yiarama yjene uiik akiuje y mpuBpe-
HOM JPYIITBY, apOUTPa)KHU CYZOBH Cy 4ECTO CYOUeHH ca TyxOama BIacHUKA
yjelia WK aKiifja OBOJOM Mepa JipiKaBe MpHjeMa Koje HernocpeaHo norahajy
JOKaJTHO ApymTBO. Kao Tyxuouu ce jaBibajy ynaradu ca BehHHCKUM MU Ma-
BbUHCKUM Y/ICJIOM, OHH KOji KOHTPOJIUINY JAPYIITBO AUPEKTHO WIIH MHIUPEKTHO,
HOCPECTBOM JIPYTOr IPUBpeIHOT ApyLITBa.* 360r Tora Ou ce, Ha MpBHU HOTJIE],
MOTJIO OYEKUBATH J]a C€ yJlaraunMa JIOIYCTH Jia ce TI03MBajy Ha KUIIOOpaH Kiia-
y3yJy y CiIy4ajy HOBpe/ie YroBopa KOju je Ap)KaBa IpujeMa 3aKJbydnia ca JIpy-
IITBOM y KOjeM OHHU UMajy yelie Win akiuje.>

3ancTa, y HEKOJIUKO MpeaMeTa Y J0Caallbhoj apOuTpakHOj IpaKcH apou-
TPakKHH CYJIOBH Cy MPUXBATUIIN MOTYRHOCT Ja ce Ty»KHJIall TI030BE Ha TMOBPEIY
oxroBapajyhe KumoOpaH Kiay3yJie Ka/Jia je lbHX0BO 3aBUCHO JPYLITBO 3aKJbY YHIIO
YTOBOp Y HUTAMY.

2.1. Kumo0pau kjaay3yJjia o0yxBaTa yropope 3ak/byueHe umelhy
3aBHCHOT JPYHIITBA yJjiaraya u Jp:KaBe NpujeMa yjarama

[IpBu cnyuaj y KojeM je apOuTpakHO Behe 3aKJbyYrIIo Ja ce I¢jCTBO KUIIIO-
OpaH Kkiay3yJie MPOCTHPE U Ha YyrOBOPE Y KOjUMa yiarad Huje OHO yroBopHa
crpana je Kontunenran Kexyntu npotus Apreurune (Continental Casualty v.
Argentina).’” Y 0oBOM CIIopy je aMepHUKH TYXKHJIAI[ TBPIHO, H3Mely ocTasior, 1a
je AprentuHa, npeay3umajyhu mepe kako 0u ce uzbopuiia ca GUHAHCH]CKOM
kpu3oM Ha nmouyetky X XI Beka, MOBpeInIiia HU3 yroBopa 3aKJbyYeHHX ca 3aBUCHUM

3 Bun. K. Yannaca-Small, Who is Entitled to Claim? The Definition of Nationality in In-
vestment Arbitration, y kssusu: K. Yannaca-Small (ed.), Arbitration under International Investment
Agreements: A Guide to the Key Issues, Second Edition, Oxford, 2018, 223-265, 255.

36 Bug. S. Hamamoto, Parties to the ‘Obligations’ in the Obligation Observance (‘Umbrella’)
Clause, ICSID Review — Foreign Investment Law Journal, vol. 30, 2/2015, 449-464, 451.

37 Continental Casualty Company v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/9,
Award, 5 September 2008.
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npymTBoM Tyxunora (CNA) Koje je KymmoBajo U AP>KaJio apreHTHHCKE pKaBHE
o0Be3HuIIe. ApOuTpakHO Behe je on0anno apryMeHT ApreHTHHE Ja KUIoopaH
KJay3yJia He MTUTH Tykuoma, Oynyhu ma je Tutynap mpasa u3 yropopa CNA a
He Tyskunair.>® [Ipema cxBatarmy apOUTpakHOT Cy/a, TEKCT oaroBapajyhe onpende
KOja je ycrocTaBibaia 00aBe3y Ap)KaBe YTOBOPHHUIIE Ja TIOMITYje OUIT0 KOjy o0a-
Be3Y ,,) Holregy yraiara” (€HTI. with regard to investments), 3Haun 1a o0aBe3a
y TUTalky MOKEe OUTH TIpey3eTa MmpeMa CyO0jeKTy pa3IMduTOM O]l yjlarava, Te J1a
00aBe3e y OJIHOCY Ha 3aBUCHO JAPYIITBO TYXKHUOIA Y HAUSITY HUCY UCKJbYUCHE U3
MoJba IIPUMEHE KUIIOOpaH Kiaysye.

Je3andko Tymauere TeKCTa KUIIOOpaH Kitay3ysie OUIIo je TeMesb OJTyKe apOu-
TpakHOT cyna u 'y npenmety CymnepBu3uon npotuB Kocrapuke (Supervision v.
Costa Rica).** Y oBOM city4ajy, yroBOp O KOHIICCHJH KOJH j& TYKHOUEBOM JIOKAJI-
HOM NpymTBY (Riteve), OCHOBAHOM Ca MCKJEYyIHBOM CBPXOM Ja OyIie HOCHIIAI]
KOHIIECH]e, a0 €KCKIIY3UBHO MPABO Jia CIPOBOIU TEXHUYKY UHCICKIIU]Y MOTOP-
HHUX BO3WJIa HA YATAaBOj Teputopuju KocTapruke, HaBOIHO je TToBpeheH kana je
Kocrapuka npemy3ena H1u3 Mepa uuja je rliaBHa rocjeauia ouia onemMoryhaBame
Jpyre YroBOpHE CTpaHe Jia IepHOINYHO MoBeha IeHe CBOjUX YCIIyra, y CKIaay
ca yroBopoM. [Ipema omnynu apoutpasksor Beha, 1oHeToj BehnHOM riiacoBa, 3a
MIOCTOjarke TMOBpeie KUIoOpaH Kiay3yse U3 MMaHcko-KocTapukanckor bUT-a
HHUje TOTpeOHO MOCTOjalke TUPEKTHE YTOBOpHE Be3e u3Mely TyxkeHe ApKaBe U
IITAHCKOT yiarava, Oyayhu ma ogpenda canpxana y wiany I (2) BUT-a obase-
3yje Ap’KaBy YTOBOPHHMILY Jia MOIITYje o0aBe3e Mmpeys3eTe y gesu ca yialarbem
yaaiaua gpyle gpoicase yiosopuuye.*' Ha Taj HaunH je, IpeMa cxBaTamy BehuHe,
oapenda JOBOJHHO IIMPOKA /1a Y B-EHO MoJbe TpuMeHe yhy u obaBese u3 yropopa
koje je Kocrapuka mpeysena mpeMa IpyIITBY y CBOJUHH Ty KHOIA.*

Hemrro npyraunje oO6pa3inoxkeme T0BEO je A0 UCTOT pe3yiTara y jeJHOM Of
HOBHjUX TIpeamera — [ apgabanu npotus I'pysuje (Gardabani v. Georgia).?® Apou-
TPa’kKHH CY/JI j€ Y OBOM CJIyuajy Takol)e 3aKJbyuHo Jia He Mopa IOCTOjaTH TUPEKTHA

38 Ibid., mapa. 293.

3 Ibid., napa. 297. ApOuTpaxKHU Cy[1 je, Mehy TUM, 0JI0HO TyKOCHH 3aXTEB KOjH C€ OJHOCHO
Ha HaBOJHY MOBpENy KHIIOOpaH Kiay3yJje, HAllaBIIK 1a APreHTHHA HUje OATOBOPHA 3a IbeHY
noBpeny Ha ocHOBY usiana XI BV T-a koju HCKJbydyje ONTOBOPHOCT Ap)KaBa yrOBOPHHUIIA 38 MEpe
npeaysere y crawy Hyxae. Bun. mapa. 303.

40 Supervision y Control S.A. v. Republic of Costa Rica, ICSID Case No. ARB/12/4, Final
Award, 17 January 2017.

4 Ibid., mapa. 287.

42 Ibid. 3a rnemumiTe 1a KAMIOOpaH Kiiay3yia He 3aXTeBa JUPEKTHY YTOBOPHY Be3y u3mely
yJarada v JpKaBe ako rapaHTyje IMOIITOBame 00aBese ,,) gesu ca yraiarem”, BUaH, Takohe, EDF
International S.A., SAUR International S.A. and Leon Participaciones Argentinas S.A. v. Argentine
Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/23, Award, 11 June 2012, mapa. 938, 939, 942.

4 Gardabani Holdings B.V. and Silk Road Holdings B.V. v. Georgia, ICSID Case No. ARB/17/29,
Final Award, 21 November 2022.
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YroBOpHa Be3a u3Mel)y TyKHola U Ty»KEeHe JpxaBe Ja Ou JIONLIO J0 MOBpe/e KH-
mobpan kiay3ysne.** MeljyTuM, OKOJTHOCTH CIIOpa e Y OBOM MpeaMeTy OuJie crie-
nudraHe: apOUTpakHU Cy je Hatrao na je ['py3uja mpeysena yroBopHe odaBese
npemMa Ty KUOLMMA, JIBa XOJIAHJICKa TIPUBPEIHA JPYIITBA KOja Cy MOCJIOBaja y
CEeKTOpYy OUCTPUOYIHje eICKTPUUHE SHeprHrje, TaKo IIITO je YyTOBOP 3aKJbyduia
ca ’bUXOBUM MaTHYHHM JIPYIITBOM, PYCKOM XOJAMHT KoMmauujoM (Inter RAQO). %
O0pa3noxeme y 0BOM MIPEIMETY je Y U3BeCHO] Mepr KoHdy3Ho. Hamme, nako apou-
TpakHo Behe mpBo HaBoaM J1a unaH 3(4) xonanacko-rpysujckor b T-a 3axTeBa na
obaBe3a aprkaBe IpHjema Oyie pey3eTa mpeMa yriaiary ApKaBibaHa IpyTre apKa-
BE YroBOpHHIIE,*® 3aKJby4aK Jla ce KMIIOOpaH Kiay3yJja MOXe IPUMEHUTH ¥ Ha
TY’KHOITa KOjH HHje yTOBOPHA CTpaHa 3aCHOBAH j¢ Ha TyMauewy IpeMa KojeM je
yTOBOpP U3PUUYUTO mpeaBuljao mpasa 3a oBor yraiaua.*’ YroBop Koju je MAaTHYHO
NIPYIITBO Ty>KIJIAla 3aKJbyunio ca [ py3ujom 2013. romnne, mpeasuhao je odasesy
JIp’KaBe Jla HAJIOKHAIM IITETY KOjy OU TYy»HUOIH (lbUXOBa 3aBUCHA JIPYIITBA) Ipe-
TpIena y ciydajy HakHaHe u3MeHe nporwca of crpade I'pysuje.® TIpema tome, n3
00pa3iokKermha OIITyKe y OBOM IPEAMETY TPOM3IIa3H Jia KUIIOOpaH Kiiay3yJia IITH-
TH ¥ yJIarada/Ty»Holia KOji HHje Taj YTOBOP 3aKJBYUHO Ca TP >KaBOM TIpHjeMa, allid
IO YCJIOBOM J1a YTOBOP U3PHYUTO YCTAHOBJhABA M3BECHA TIPABa Y HErOBY KOPUCT.

Kao aprymeHT na inter partes 1ejcTBO yroBopa He clipeyaBa aKTHUBHPAHE
KHUIIOOpaH KJay3yie, y apOuTPpakHO] IPAKCH CE YeCTO KOPUCTH HEKOJIMKO OJTyKa
KOje ce He TUYY MOTEHIMjaTHE MOBPeJie yTOBOpa ca 3aBHCHUM JIPYIIITBOM yJjlara-
ya, Beh ce y CymITHHU OZHOCE Ha JICTHCIATUBHY UHTEPBCHIIU]Y WU YIIPaBHE
aKTe Ap)KaBe TpHjeMa KojuMma cy ToBpeheHa cy0jeKTHBHA ITpaBa TYKHOUYEBOT
3aBUCHOT JpyINTBa. Tako je, Ha mpumMep, apouTpakHu cya y npeametry LIMC
npotuB Apreatune (CMS v. Argentina) Hamrao na ce KUIMoOpaH Kiay3yia u3
amepuuko-apreaTuHckor B T-a mpumemyje Ha cuTyanujy y Kojoj je ApreHTuHa
JEMHOCTPaHO U3MEHHUIIA YCIIOBE CallpiKaHe y IO3BOJIM 32 paJi apreHTUHCKOT JApy-
mTBa 3a quctpulynujy npupoasor raca (TGN), y MalbHHCKOM BIACHUINTBY
amepuukor ynarada.* Mako ce Mel)y cTpanama y criopy oABHjaia IUCKyCHja Y
BE3W Ca THM JIa JIU je JICTUCIIATUBHA PeaKiihja APreHTUHE Ha EKOHOMCKY KPHU3Y
(3aMp3aBame Taprda 3a TUCTPUOYIIH]y Taca U MpoMeHa HadnHa oOpadyHa Taprda),
MpeCTaBJbalia OBPENY TapaHTHja JaTUX YJaramy TY:KHOIA Ha OCHOBY 3aKOHA WK
Ha OCHOBY CIIEIH(UIHOT yroBopa (yclioBa 103BoJe u3aare aekperom),>’ apou-

44 [bid., napa. 696.

4 Ibid., mapa. 689.

46 Ibid.

47 Ibid., napa. 696.

48 Ibid., napa. 697, 698.

4 CMS Gas Transmission Company v. The Republic of Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/8,
Award, 12 May 2005, napa. 303.

30 Ibid., mapa. 297, 298.
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TpakHo Behe HHUje cMaTpalio Aa je oBa pa3jnka 3HauajHa. bes mpyxama aeTajbHOr
oOjanrmerma, Behe je 3ak/bydusio Jia je ApreHTUHa MOBPeuiia 3aKOHCKE U yIro-
BOpHE 00aBe3e Mpema yJiaramy, IOBPEIUBIIN TUME M KHIIOOpaH Kiay3yiy.>' Jlo
UCTOT pe3yJiTaTa y BpJIo CIIMYHUM OKOJTHOCTHMA JIOILIN Cy apOUTPaKHU CYI0BH
y npeameruma Expon npotus Aprentute (Enron v. Argentina)®> u Cemrpa mpo-
TUB Aprentune (Sempra v. Argentina).>

2.2. Kumo0Opan kJjay3ysa He INITUTH YToBOpe 3aK/bydeHe n3mel)y
3aBHCHOT JPYLITBA yJarada v Jp:KaBe IpHjeMa yJarama

Ca npyre ctpane, BehuHa apOUTpaXHUX CyJIOBa IPUXBaTa CXBAaTamkE J1a
YTOBOPH KOjU CYy OCHOBA TY)KOCHHX 3aXTeBa 3aCHOBAHUX Ha TIOBPEH KUIIOOpaH
KJIay3yJe uMajy inter partes ejcTBO, 0€3 003upa Ha TO MITO c€ Y BEhMHN OBaKBUX
oZipennoun 00aBe3e Mpey3uMajy y Be3u ca yllarambeM HIIM y MOy yllarama.

VY nojeauHUM oJTyKaMa apOUTpakKHH CyJOBH 0/10M]jajy Aa IpUXBaTe Ociia-
HBarbe yJaraya Ha yroBopHa paBa lbUXOBHUX 3aBUCHHX JPYIITaBa 03 OMIIUPHOT
o0jalmbema, y3 KOHCTAaTallM]y Ja JpKaBa IIprjeMa Huje rpeyselia 00aBesy npema
cyOjexTy Koju HUje yroBopHa cTpaHa. Tako je, Ha mpumep, apOuTpakHo Behe
oouII0 Ty>KOCHH 3aXTEB aMEPUIKOT yjlarada 3aCHOBaH Ha KUIIOOPaH KJIay3yiIH,
300r TOra IITO je YTOBOP O KOHIIECH]U KOjU je HABOIHO MoBpeheH OMo 3akibyucH
u3Mel)y apreHTHHCKOT IPYIITBA Y MHANPEKTHOM BJIACHHUINTBY yiarada (ABA) u
nposuHIHje byenoc Aupec.’* Ilpema rienumry apoutpakuor Beha, HECY mocTo-
jane obaBe3e Koje je ApreHTHHA Mpey3eia mpeMa TYKHUOIY — YaK U Kajia Ou ce
MPUXBATHUIIO J]a KOHIICCHOHU CIIOPa3yM KOjH j& 3aKJbyYrJia TPOBUHITH]a MOXKE J1a
obaBe3yje ApreHTHHY, IpyTra yTOBOPHA CTpaHa OBOT CIopasyMa HUje OMo A3ypHKC
(tyxwunai) Beh ABA (TyKUOYSBO 3aBHCHO JPYIITBO).>

VY npenmeruma kao mrto cy bI' I'pyn npotus Aprentune (BG Group v. Ar-
gentina),”® Cumenc npotuB Aprentune (Siemens v. Argentina)’’ u JIjyk Enepyn
nporu ExBanopa (Duke Energy v. Ecuador)® je takohe npuxsaheHo, 6€3 yaaxema

U Ibid., mapa. 303.

52 Enron Corporation and Ponderosa Assets, L.P. v. Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No.
ARB/01/3 (also known as: Enron Creditors Recovery Corp. and Ponderosa Assets, L.P. v. The
Argentine Republic), Award, 22 May 2007, mapa. 275-277.

3 Sempra Energy International v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/16,
Award, 28 September 2007, mapa. 313, 314.

3% Azurix Corp. v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/12, Award, 14 July 2006,
napa. 384.

3 Ibid.

36 BG Group Plc. v. The Republic of Argentina, UNCITRAL, Final Award, 24 December
2007, mapa. 361-363.

57 Siemens A.G. v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/8, Award, 17 January
2007, mapa. 204, 205.

38 Duke Energy Electroquil Partners & Electroquil S.A. v. Republic of Ecuador, ICSID Case
No. ARB/04/19, Award, 18 August 2008, mapa. 323.
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y HOPMaTHBHU OCHOB OBAaKBOT TyMadema, /1a Ce yilarad He MOKe I03MBaTH Ha
cyOjeKTHBHA ITpaBa U3 YroBOpa KOjU HUje CaM 3aKJby4HO.

[mepuiTe na ce ynarad, y KOHTEKCTY KAIIOOpaH Kiiay3yJie, He MOXKe TT03H-
BaTH Ha 00aBe3e Koje je mprkaBa IpHjeMa Ipey3eia mpemMa |beroBOM 3aBHCHOM
JIPYILITBY j& MPBU My T MOJAPOOHM]e 00jallllbeHo Y OMIYLH KOjy je AoHeo ad hoc
komuteT y npeamery LIMC npotuB Aprentune. KOMUTET je e TMMHYHO TTOHU-
MITHO OJUTYKY apOMTPakHOT CyAa O K0joj je paHuje OmiIo pedu, ympaBo 300r
MpoIyITama apOuTpakHor Beha /1a 00jacHU Ha KOjU HAYMH je YCTAHOBUJIO J1a Ce
Ty UJall MOXe TIO3UBATH Ha TIOBPEly KUIIOOpaH KJiay3yJie 300r nmoBpeje odane-
3¢ KOjy je ApreHTHHA Ipey3era pemMa HberoBoM 3aBUCHOM JPYLITBY.>

U3 obOpaznoxkerma apOuTpaxKHe OUTyKe Koja je Oriia mpeMeT 3aXTeBa 3a Mo-
HUIITaj TPOM3JIa3M J1a je apOuTpaskHU CyJ MpehyTHO YCBOjHO TyMadewke mpemMa
kojeM je IIMC morao fa ce mo3uBa Ha MOBpeAy 0oOaBe3a Koje je Ty’KeHa ApikaBa
npeysesa npeMa BberoBOM 3aBUCHOM JIPYLITBY, 300T TOTa LITO je KUIIOOpaH KJia-
y3yJia TapaHTOBaJIa MOLITOBake 00aBesa ,,y foliegy yiaiarba”, Nako apreHTHHCKO
MpaBoO Ha OCHOBY KOTa je TIpeIMeTHA J03BojIa OrITa m37aTa OBOM JIPYIITBY HHjE
IPY’KaJo TY>KUOILY, KA0 MAalbUHCKOM BJIACHUKY, OBJIAIIehe /1a 3aXTeBa OCTBApH-
Bambe Cy0jeKTHBHUX MPaBa CBOT 3aBUCHOT ApymiTBa.®* MelhyTum, kako apouTpa-
YKHO Behe HUTIIE y OMITYITN HHje Pa3MOTPHIIO M 00jaCHUIIO OBAKBO TYMadewmhe, OBaj
Je0 oty Ke je moHumTeH.®! MHOro 3HauajHuje 3a MpeaMeT OBOT pajia — KOMHTET
j€ MCTaKao M Ja je TymMayeme Jla ce KUIoOpaH Kiay3ysia akTUBUPa Ha OCHOBY
o0aBe3e Koja ce Tyryje APyroM JIMITY caMo 3aTo IITO pejieBaHTHA KJlay3yJia ro-
BOpH 0 00aBe3ama y MOTJIey yilarama MOoBE3aHo Ca ,,3HauajHuM iewkohama. o

[Ipema cxBaTtamy ad hoc KOMHUTETa, 3aXTEB MPEIMETHE KUIIOOPAH KJIay3y-
ne ma obamesa Oyzne mpuxBahena (eHTI. entered into) o3Ha4aBa a Mopa OWTH Y
NHUTay CBOjeBOJbHO MpuxBaheHa o6aBe3a.’® Takse o6aBe3e HEMajy J€jCTBO erga
omnes Beh ce pey3uMajy npeMa KOHKpeTHOM cy6jekTy.* KumobpaHn kinaysyna
HEMa JIejCTBO Koje Ou oMoryhuiio 1a mpeTBopr 00aBe3y Ha KOjy Ce ocama y He-
IITO JIPYToO, Tj. CAJIp>)KUHA OBE 00aBe3e U IPABO KOje je 3a by MEPOIaBHO OCTajy
HerpomemeHn.% Tlocneqnuno, 0OBE3HUK W HOCHJIALL ITPaBa KOje KOPECTIOHIUpa
ca ToM 00aBe30M ce He MOT'Y IPOMEHHTH JEJIOBakbeM KHIIOOpaH Kiay3yJe.5

9 CMS Gas Transmission Company v. The Republic of Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/8,
Decision of the ad hoc Committee on the Application for Annulment of the Argentine Republic,
25 September 2007, mapa. 96.

60 Jbid., mapa. 94.

o1 Ibid., mapa. 97.

92 Ibid., napa.

93 Ibid., mapa. 95(a).

%4 [bid., napa. 95(b).

9 Ibid., napa. 95(c).

%6 Ibid.
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CxBarame 0 yTHIIa]y IpaBa MEPOTABHOT 3a YroBop m3Mel)y ymaraua u npxa-
B€ Ha MPUMEHY KUIIOOpaH Kjay3yse U3HETO Y TIOMEHYTOj OUIYIIH O TOHUILITA]Y
HHje ToTIyHo HOBO. Y npeamety CI'C nmpoTus OuiaunruHa — IPBOj apOUTPaKHO]
OJUTYIIM KOja HEJIBOCMUCIICHO IPUXBATa Jia OBPEe/a YroBOpa MOXKE MPE/ICTaB/baTH
TIOBpeTy KHIIIOOpaH Kitay3yJyie — OBaj YTHIIj je 00jalIbeH Ha cirdal HaunH. [Ipema
cXBaTamy OBOTr apOuTpakHor Beha, KHIIOOpaH Kiiay3ylia He MOXKeE Jia IPEeTBOPH
CBaKo KpIeme obehama apkase y moBpeny Mehynapomauor yrosopa.®” Kiaysyia
HE MOXKe J]a TpaHC(OPMHUIIIE MMTamha YTOBOPHOT NIpaBa y MHUTamka Koja Ce OTHOCE Ha
npumeHy meljyrapoasor yropopa.®® IToceOHO He MOXe Ja TPUMEHY HAIIHOHATHOT
[paBa Koje je MEpPOIaBHO 3a yrOBOP 3aMEHHU MpuMeHOM Mel)yHapoasor mpasa.®
YV Be3u ca CBpXOM KOHKPETHE KHIIOOpaH Kiay3yse Behe je HaBeno crnenehe:

Hdnan X(2) ce ne ogHocu Ha gomamwaj obasesa Koje cy upeyseiue y oiiegy
KOHKpeHUX yiaiara eeli na uzspuiasamwe osux obasesa, Kaga cy OHe jegHom
yiusphene.”’°

Y npenmety bapmuarToH potuB ExBamopa (Burlington v. Ecuador), apou-
TpaxHo Behe ce ieTasbHO 0aBUIIO MU TakhEM HEOITXOHOCTH TIOCTOjakha IUPEKTHE
YroBOpHE Be3e u3Mel)y TyKHoIia u ApskaBe MpHjeMa 3a MPUMEHY KHIIOOpaH Kiia-
y3yae. Kimaysyna u3 amepuuko-ekBagopckor bUT-a je npensuhana gyxxHOCT
IpKaBa YrOBOPHUIIA JIa TIOMITYjy CBaKy o00aBe3y KOjy Cy Mpey3eie y Moriieay
ynarama.”! AMEpHUKH yJiarad ce mo3uBao Ha MoBpeay KHIIOOpaH Kiay3yJie 300r
HaBOHE ITOBPEIE HU3a YTOBOPA O 3ajeTHUIKO] CKCIIIOATANIN]H HaQTHUX U3BOpa
O]l cTpaHe Japxase. Mel)yTum, Kao cTpaHa y OBUM yTOBOPHMA HUjE CE jaBJbao TY-
KuJall, Beh HeKOJTMKO eKBaIOPCKUX MPYIITaBa Y HHANPEKTHO] CBOjIHU aMeprd-
KOT yJiarauva.

Omryka xoja je moHeTa BehWHOM TitacoBa apOWTapa IT0JIa3| Of] Tora Ja je
,,00a6e3a” KJby4Ha ped y pejeBaHTHOj Kiay3ynn.”> OGpasioxkeme ce 3aCHIBA Ha
IIBa eJleMeHTa Koja, IpemMa MUIJbey Behnnae apouTpaxHor Beha, 6mmke onpe-
hyjy yoOuuajenu cmMucao oBor TepmuHa. [IpBo, mocrojame obaBe3e KOpeCIOHUIpa
ca TIoCTojameM TIpaBa apyror cybjexra.”? Kama mocroju Hocualr obasese, HyKHO
Mopa MOCTOjaTH M KOPHCHHX MpaBa Koje Ta obase3a paha.’* [lpyro, obaBesa He
MOYKe TIOCTOjaTH ¥ BaKyMy — OHa je moapeheHna MepomaBHOM mpaBy.”” ¥V cirydajy

67 SGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. Republic of the Philippines, napa. 126.

o8 Ibid.

9 Ibid.

70 Ibid. Harnacaxk y OpurHHAITY.

7' Burlington Resources Inc. v. Republic of Ecuador, ICSID Case No. ARB/08/5 (formerly
Burlington Resources Inc. and others v. Republic of Ecuador and Empresa Estatal Petroleos del
Ecuador (PetroEcuador)), Decision on Liability, 14 December 2012, mapa. 211.

72 Ibid., napa. 214.

73 Ibid.

7 Ibid.

75 Ibid.

989



[erap M. Bynanh, Kuwobpan xnaysyna y unseciuuyuonum ciioposuma: iutdarse... (977-1002)

YroBOpa KOjH Cy OMJIU IMPeaIMET pa3MaTpama y OBOM CIIOpPY, MEPOIaBHO TIPABO je&
npaso ExBamopa.’® C 063upom Ha TO 1a BapauHITOH Y KOHKPETHOM Cllydajy HHje
YaK HU TBPIIMO JIa, IpeMa eKBaJOPCKOM ITPaBy, MATHYHO JIPYIITBO MOXKE Ja HETo-
CpEIHO OCTBapyje yroBOpHA ITpaBa CBOJUX 3aBUCHUX JIPYIITABA, ApOUTPAKHU CYI
HUje MPUXBATHO HAJJIGKHOCT JIa O/ITy4yje O TIOBPEIM OBUX YTOBOPHHX MpaBa Ha
OCHOBY KHIIOOpaH Kkiay3yie.”” YV obpa3ioxemy ce Takolhe HaBOAHU fa BehuHa
apOUTpaKHHX CYJIOBA MO OKpHJbeM MelyHapoTHOT IeHTpa 3a pellaBamke HHBe-
cTULMOHUX criopoBa (International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes
— ICSID) nHcucTHpa Ha MOCTOjalby AUPEKTHE YTOBOPHE Be3e n3Mel)y ynarada u
JpXKaBe TpHjemMa, Kao MpeaycaoBy 3a MIPUMEHY KHIIOOpaH Kiay3yie.’s

CTaBoBe H3HETE Y OBOM CIIOPY MpUXBaTa U apOUTpaxcHO Behie y mpeameTy
BHII ®akropunr npotus Yemike Penyonuke (WNC Factoring v. The Czech Re-
public).”® Y oBom criopy ce Tyxuian u3 YjenumeHor KpabeBcTBa oclamao Ha
KUIIOOpaH KIay3ysy y3 TBp/Ame Ja je Helka moBpeausia yropop o nmpuBaTH3a-
[UjH 3aKJbYUCH Ca JIOKAJIHUM MPUBPEAHUM JIPYLITBOM TYKHOLA. APOUTPAKHOM
Behy HUje Omio Temko ma oxduje 3aXTeB TYXKUOIA, C 003UPOM Ha CTICTUPUIHY
¢dopmyanujy kumoodpaH kiaysyse u3 peneBantHor bl T-a — oHa je nmpensulhana
Jy’)KHOCT Jp>KaBa yrOBOPHHIIA Ja TIOIITY]y 00aBe3e Mpey3eTe Y KOHKPETHUM YTo-
BOpHMa KOjH Cy 3aKJBYUeHH ca yralauuma apyre apxase yropopaure.t C 063upom
Ha TO J1a YEIIKO JPYIITBO MPEKO KOjer je TyKUIaIl KYITHO aKI[ije y MPUBATH3AIIU]H
HUje OUJIO yJiarad IpyTre JApKaBe YrOBOPHUIIE, YTOBOP O MPOIajy aKIlHja 3aKJby-
YeH ca UM HHje OHO ,,konKpeiuan yiogop” 3amtuhen KUmoodpan kiay3yiaom.?!

MehyTum, apOuTpakHu cyA je ucTakao ja Ou pe3ysTaT OMo HCTH U Ja je
KJlay3yna GopMylincaHa mupe, OMHOCHO Jia YCIOCTaBJba JAYKHOCT MOMITOBAkha
obaBese y morieny yiarama.?? OBne ce Bajba MPUCETUTH JIa CY TIOjeIUHHN apOu-
TPaXXHU CYyJIOBH KOPUCTIIIH (POpPMYyJIaIHje KOje ToBope o obaBe3ama ,,) ioliegy
yaaiara” Wi .,y 6e3u ca yraiaruma’ 1a Ou T03BOJUIIU MO3UBAKE HA KUIIIOOpaH
KJIay3yJy ylaraduMa KOju HHCY HEeIOCPEIHO 3aKJbYUHIIH YTOBOP €a JPKaBOM
npujema.®’ Behe ce cariacuiio ca ctaBoM H3HETOM Y CiIy4ajy bapimHrtoH npotus
ExBazopa, 1a HaIMOHAIHO NMPAaBO MEPOJABHO 32 YyroBop oapehyje canpkuuy
o0aBe3e U cy0OjeKkTa KOju MOKe 3aXTEBaTH OCTBApPHUBALE IIpaBa U3 yroBopa, ofl-
HOCHO J1a popMmyIanuja ,,y ioiiegy yiaiara” CIyKH TOME Ja 00jaCHHU O K0joj ce

76 Ibid.

77 Ibid., napa. 215, 234.

8 Ibid., mapa. 233.

7 WNC Factoring Limited v. The Czech Republic, PCA Case No. 2014-34, Award, 22 Fe-
bruary 2017.

80 Ibid., mapa. 314.

81 [bid., mapa. 318-320.

82 Ibid., mapa. 335.

8 Buu., na npumep, Continental Casualty Company v. The Argentine Republic, napa. 297.
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00aBe3u paau, au Ja He MOYKe 1a OBY 00aBe3U CTBOPH aKO OHA HE ITOCTOJH ITpeMa
MEpOIaBHOM ITpaBy.’*

O06pasznoxeme y mpeaMeTy bapauHTTOH y Be3u ca IpaBoOM MEPOJaBHUM 32
caIp)XWHY yTroBOpHE 00aBe3e M MUTamke KoMe ce 00aBe3a Myryje y KOHTEKCTY
KUIIOOpaH Kiay3yse je mpuxBaheHo u y apOuTpaKHUM OJlTyKama JOHETHM y
HOCTIEBUX HEKOUKO rofuHa.® [eaniire je 3acCHOBaHO Ha CXBaTamby Jia Ce CBa-
KH yTOBOP MOpPa IIOCMATPaTH U3 MEPCIIEKTHBE MTPABHOT MOPETKA Ha KOjeM 3aCHU-
Ba CBOje MOCTOjabe U KOju oapelyje UACHTUTET HhEeroBHX yrOBOPHHUX cTpaHa.’o
AKO KHIIIOOpaH KJiay3yJia He MOXe J1a iMa JIejCTBO Jia TpaHCc(HOpMHUILE yTOBOPHY
00aBe3y peryimcany HallHOHATHUM ITPaBOM y 00aBe3y perynucany MelyyHapo-
HUM TIPaBOM, OJTHOCHO HE MOXeE Jia IPOMEHU H3BOP, MIPUPOAY U JOMaIlaj KOju
00aBe3a UMa y HAI[HOHAIHOM MpaBy,’’ OH/Ia je MOTIYHO JIOTHYaH 3aKJbyYak 1a Cy
1 HOCHJIAI] 00aBe3e M KOPUCHUK KOpECTIOHIrpajyher cy0jeKTHBHOT TTpaBa Takohe
yTBpheHU mpaBOM MEPOJIaBHUM 32 YTOBOP.

MamHHCKa MO3UIIH]ja je CyMHpaHa y H3JIBOjeHOM MHUIIJbey apoutpa Ope-
ra Bukyme (Orrego Vicuria) y npenMeTy bapauHTTOH U OHA ce, Y CyIITHHH,
3acHuBa Ha TBpamU ga BUT koju npyka 3alITUTy HHANPEKTHUM yilaraduma
(BTacHUIIMMA yJieTia WK aKIHja y TPUBPEIHOM JIPYIITBY) MOpa JOMYCTHTH OBUM
yaradmma M Jia OCTBape mpaBa Koja Ha OCHOBY yTroBOpa ca AP>KaBOM IpHjemMa
NpUIa/ajy BUXOBUM 3aBHCHUM IpymTBEMa.®® Melhy M, oHa 3aHeMapyje dyube-
HUILY J1a HE MOPajy HYKHO CBH CTaHJap/u 3amTuTe npucytHu y BUT-y umaru

84 WNC Factoring Limited v. The Czech Republic, napa. 336, 337. Ap6utpaxHo Behe uutu-
pa ieo oOpasnoxema y npeamety bapiaunrton: Burlington Resources Inc. v. Republic of Ecuador,
napa. 214, 216, 217.

8 Bun. Elitech B.V. and Razvoj Golf D.O.O. v. Republic of Croatia, ICSID Case No.
ARB/17/32, Award, 23 May 2023, mapa. 395-397 (naBeneno npema: Ahron G. Frenkel v. Republic
of Croatia, ICSID Case No. ARB/20/49, Award, 29 January 2025, napa. 193; Rasia FZE and Joseph
K. Borkowski v. Republic of Armenia, ICSID Case No. ARB/18/28, Award, 20 January 2023, napa.
420.

86 Rasia FZE and Joseph K. Borkowski v. Republic of Armenia, napa. 420.

8 Bua. J. W. Salacuse, op. cit., 367.

8 Burlington Resources Inc. v. Republic of Ecuador, ICSID Case No. ARB/08/5 (formerly
Burlington Resources Inc. and others v. Republic of Ecuador and Empresa Estatal Petroleos del
Ecuador (PetroEcuador)), Dissenting Opinion of Arbitrator Orrego Vicuiia, 8 November 2012,
napa. 8: ,,/ regret not to be able to agree with the Decision’s conclusion that while some Treaty
provisions protect both direct and indirect investments, such as expropriation, on other matters,
such as the umbrella clause, the scope of the protection is different and does not apply to indirect
investments lacking the privity requirement. The Treaty does not make that distinction and if this
had been the intention it would have had to be spelled out. A tribunal is not empowered to write
into the treaty what the parties have not agreed to. Moreover, in my submission such interpretation
is at odds with the rule governing interpretation of treaties under Article 31 (1) of the Vienna Con-
vention on the Law of Treaties, particularly in so far the role of the ordinary meaning of the terms
of the treaty in their context and in the light of its object and purpose is concerned.”
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uaeHTrdad gomaiaj.?’ Kao mro uctuue apOuTpaxkHu cyn y npeamery Pacuja
npotuB Jepmenuje (Rasia v. Armenia) — IeOHUYApU WU aKIIMOHAPH, KA0 UHIU-
PEKTHU yJaradd, 9eCTO MMajy MOTYhHOCT Ja UCTAKHY TYKOeHE 3aXTeBE HEIO-
CpeIHO U y CBOje UME Kaja Cy y MHUTamy APYTH CTaHAApAH 3alITHTE yiarama,
aJIM TO HE MOT'Y YYMHHTH KaJia je ped 0 KUIIOOpaH KJIay3yJd Y OJICYCTBY JHPEKT-
HE YyTOBOpHE Be3e ca AP’KaBOM IpHjeMa M ako UM cneuuduuna Gopmyrnamnuja
KJay3yie To He momyinTa.’® 360r Tora He U3HeHal)yje UMmEHNIIA 1A Cy JaHac
apOUTPaKHU CYIOBH KOjU MHCUCTHUPAjJy Ha MOCTOjamby AUPEKTHE YTOBOPHE BE3e
n3Mmel)y ymaraua u qpxase npujeMa y Behunn.”!

Wnak, nogpazymeBa ce Ja je MoTpeOHO UMaTH Y BUAY caMy (OpMynanujy
Ki1ay3yJie koja ce Hanasu y bUT-y. Kao mTo ce MoXxe 3aKJbydUTH U3 TPETXOTHOT
u3narama, ogpeheme 1a ce o6aBesa mpey3umMa y norieny yjaarama Uil y Be3u ca
yllarameM JlaHac, TOTOBO M3BECHO, HE MOXeE Jla OMOT'YhH TO3UBamke yinarava Ha
IpaBa U3 yroBopa ApyIITBa KOje OH KOHTPOJIMIIE WM UMa Y CBOjUHH. YIIpaBo 3001
Tora ce y Mmozaelr b T-oBuMa mojemnHUX IprkaBa Hajlaze KUIoOOpaH Kiray3yJie
KOje yJlaraunma HeIBOCMHECIICHO TPYXKajy MOMEHYTO oBaiiherme.”?

3. KO JE HOCUJIALL OBABE3E 13 KNUILIOBPAH KJIAY3VJIE?

YroBope ca cTpaHHM ylaraurMa y CaBpeMEHHM YCJIOBHMa YECTO 3aKJby Y]y
MpaBHa JINIIA KOja c€ MOT'y Ha3BaTH MapaapKaBHUM CyOjeKTHMA: TIPUBPEIHA IPY-
LITBa Y CBOJUHU JprKaBe, areHIIMje MU ApyTa Tejla KOjuMa je apKaBa ImpujemMa
TTOBEPHIIA BPITICH-¢ jaBHUX OBJamihema. Takohe, mp>kase ce Mory Hahu Ha yaapy
TYXOU Y HHBECTHUI[MOHO] apOUTPaKU HA OCHOBY YT'OBOPA KOj€ Cy 3aKJbYYHJIC JIO-
KaJHEe WUTH perHoHaHe BiacTh. MMajyhu y BUAY YHBCHUITY Ta OBH CYOjeKTH
4eCcTO MOoceyjy 3ace0aH MpaBHU CyOjEKTUBUTET U CIIOCOOHOCT 3a 3aKJbyUCHE
yroBopa MpeMa HallMOHAJTHOM TPaBY, Y KOHTEKCTY MPUMEHE KUIIOOpaH Kiay3y-
Jie je aKTyeJIHO IUTambe a I yTOBOpHEe o0aBe3e Koje OHM Mpey3uMajy Besyjy
NIpKaBy TIpHjeMa yiarama.

8 Burlington Resources Inc. v. Republic of Ecuador, ICSID Case No. ARB/08/5 (formerly
Burlington Resources Inc. and others v. Republic of Ecuador and Empresa Estatal Petréleos del
Ecuador (PetroEcuador)), Decision on Liability, mapa. 218.

% Rasia FZE and Joseph K. Borkowski v. Republic of Armenia, napa. 421.

91 Bua. L. Carroll, What Place Does an Umbrella Clause Have in the New Generation of
Bilateral Investment Treaties?, Journal of International Arbitration, vol. 40, 2/2023, 125-154, 137.

°2 Ha mpumep, Monen BUT Uranuje (2024), y wi. 13 u3piHauTo HABOIM JIa C€ 3alITHTA [IPEI-
BUljeHa KMIIOOpaH KJay3yJoM MPOCTHpE U Ha o0aBe3e JpkaBe mpeys3eTe mpema 3amTuheHom
ynarawy ynarava: ,,Where a Party has entered into any written commitment with investors of the
other Party or with their covered investments, that Party shall not breach the said commitment
through the exercise of governmental authority.” Harnacak aytopa. CinuHy onpendy caapXu u
1. 12 Monen BUT-a Bearujcko-nykcemOypiike Exkonomcke ynuje (2019). TexcToBu goctynHu
Ha: https:/investmentpolicy.unctad.org/international-investment-agreements/model-agreements.
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Kao u xox mpobeMa Koju ce OHOCH Ha CTaTyC U CyOjeKTHBHA ITpaBa WHBE-
CTUTOpA y BE3H Ca YTOBOPOM KOjH j€ 3aKJbyueH n3Mel)y leroBor 3aBUCHOT IPYINTBA
U IpKaBe TIpHjeMa, CYIMITHHCKO MMUTAkEe je OB WISHTUYHO, Oe3 003upa Ha TO
IITO Ta apOUTPAKHU CYJIOBU Hajuyenihe He POPMYITUIILY H3PHUUTO: Ja JIK HOCHO-
I1a YTOBOpHE 00aBe3e Ha KOjy ¢€ OJHOCH KHUIIoOpaH Kiay3ynia onapehyje mpaBo
JIp’KaBe MpHUjeMa ylarama uii Mel)yHapoHo npaso?

Behwnna apOuTpakHEX CyI0Ba, Iona3ehn o1 cxBarama J1a IpaBo MEPOIaBHO
3a yroBop (paBo JIpKaBe MpHjeMa yiarama) oapelyje Hocruole yroBopHux oda-
Be3a, MPUXBAaTa Jia KUIOOpaH KJiay3yiia He MOKe jelIHOCTABHO MPETBOPUTH YTO-
BOpHY 00aBe3y cy0jeKTa KOjHu pacroliaxe 3aceOHUM ITPaBHUM CYOjeKTHBUTETOM
y o0aBe3y nprkaBe.

3.1. Kumo0pan kjay3yJia He 00yXBaTa yroBopHe o0aBe3e Koje HUje
HEIOCPeHO Npey3eia Ap:KaBa npujeMa yjaarama

[ojenwHM apOUTpaKHH CYJOBH HCTUIY Ja Ip)KaBa HE MOXKE OMTH OATOBOPHA
3a yroBopHe o0aBe3e Ipyrux cyodjekara, 6e3 ynaxema y AeTajbHuje 00jallbernhe
3ay3eTux ctaBoBa. Ha nmpumep, y Beh moMeHyTOM npeameTy A3ypHKC IIPOTUB
AprenTuse, apouTpakHo Behe je 3aKJbyYuIIo Jla HUjeAHa O yTOBOPHHUX CTpaHa
yroBopa o KoHIecHju (poBuHITH]ja byeHOC Ampec U JIOKaTHO APYIITBO TYKHOIIA)
HUCY J1e0 apOMTpa)KHOT MOCTYIIKA, J1a yTOBOpHa 00aBe3a Kojy je apreHTHHCKa
MIPOBHUHITH]A TIpey3eia HUje o0aBe3a ApreHTHHE, T Ja HeMa obaBe3e Kojy Ou
Ty’KeHa Ap)KaBa rapaHTOBaJla AMEPUYKOM yJlarady y CMUCIy peleBaHTHE KHLIO-
Opan Kiay3yie.”?

HetasbHuje je 00pa3nokeme 0 0BOM NUTamy y npeamery mmnpehuio npo-
tuB [lakuctana (Impregilo v. Pakistan). OBze je UTaJIMjaHCKO IPYIITBO, Y CBOjCTBY
HOCHOIIAa KOH30PLHjyMa, 3aKJbYyYHJIO JIBa YTOBOpa O u3Bohemwy oapeheHux rpa-
heBuHCKUX pamoBa ca [lakrmcTaHCKUM BIacTUMA 3a pa3Boj Boje u eHepruje (Pa-
kistani Water and Power Development Authority — WAPDA).** Naxo BUT usmehy
Wranuje u [lakncTana HUje canpkao KHIIOOpaH KIIay3yiry, Ty KHIall ce TI03HBA0
Ha KJIay3yJly HajroBiamheHuje Halrje u3 OBOT CropasyMa, Kako Ou ce KOpUCTHO
KHIIIOOpaH KIIay3yJIoM U3 IIBajiapcko-nakucranckor BUT-a.%> Apourpano Behe
je cMaTpalio Ja Hema oTpede Jia ce u3jarmbaBa 0 MOryhHOCTH 1a KMILOOpaH KJia-
y3yna Oyze ,,yBe3eHa” MMPUMEHOM KJiay3yJse HajmoBmanheHuje Hanuje, nMajyhu
y BUAY J1a, 4aK 1 Kaza Ou To 6uio Moryhe, oBa kiiay3yiia He MOXKE Jja C€ IPUMEHHU
Ha 00aBe3e koje Huje npeyseo Iakucran, Beh je To yUHHIIIO MOceOHO paBHO Jiuiie.

93 Azurix Corp. v. The Argentine Republic, napa. 384.

% Impregilo S.p.A. v. Islamic Republic of Pakistan, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/3, Decision on
Jurisdiction, 22 April 2005, para. 13.

9 Ibid., napa. 220.

% Ibid., napa. 223.
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Hemrro panuje, Behe je anamn3oM mpomnuca Ha OCHOBY Kojer je WAPDA ycTaHOBIbe-
HO, HAILIJIO J1a j¢ Y MUTamby JIULE Koje UMa 3ace0aH MpaBHU CyO0jeKTUBHUTET, TE Ja
jey npaBHOM M (PMHAHCHJCKOM CMHCITY pa3nuuuto of [lakucrana, 6e3 003upa Ha
TO IITO je MaKucTaHcka Biaja ocTBapuBaia CTPUKTHY KOHTPOIY HaJl FbeTOBUM
nenoBameM.”’

W3 omityke noHETE y OBOM CIOPY CJEIH Jia MPaBo Jp)KaBe MpujemMa Koje je
MEpOJaBHO 32 yTOBOD, onpeljyje v To Aa JIH je TOTHYHA Ip)KaBa Be3aHa YTOBOPOM
KOjH je 3aKJby4YHO IPYTH ca BbOM MoBe3aH cyOjexT. Ha mpumep, ako je mponucuma
KOJU PEryJIuIy cTaTyc IpKaBHHX Mpenay3eha npeasuleHo na oHa uMajy noceban
TIPaBHU CYOjeKTUBUTET U OJBOjCHY MPABHY JUIHOCT Y OJHOCY Ha IpXKaBy, TE Ja
MOT'Y CaMOCTaJTHO IIPEY3UMaTH YTOBOpHE 00aBe3e 1 3a BbUX OJIrOBAPATH, YTOBOP-
Ha o0aBe3a JAPYILITBa y JIpXKaBHOj cBOojuHHU Hehe mpejcraB/baTu 00aBe3y Koja
aKTHBHpa KUIIOOpaH Kiaay3ymy.’s

OBaKBO IIIeNUIITE Cy 3ay3elid U apOUTPaKHU CY/IOBU y IpeaMeTHMa Xa-
Mmectep npotus ['ane (Hamester v. Ghana) u I'aBpunosuh nporus Xpsarcke (Ga-
vrilovic v Croatia). Y TIpBOM Of lbUX C€ HEMAUYKH yJiarad Mo3MBao Ha HABOAHY
HOBPEAY YroBOpa O 3ajeTHUYKOM IOCIIOBHOM MOAYXBATy KOjU j€ 3aKJbyUHO ca
Onbopowm 3a kakao I'ane (Ghana Cocoa Board — Cocobod), komepuiujatHuM
TIPaBHUM JIMIIEM KOjeM Cy 3aKOHOM OFJIa TIOBepEHa M3BECHA jaBHA OBJAIIhema,
YKJbY4yjyhu Ty U IOHOIIEHE [TPOITHCa 3a PeryIncame TPKUIITA Kakaoa.” Apou-
TpaxxHO Behe je HaIILIo J]a yrOBOPHE 00aBe3e OBOT JIMIIa, C 003MPOM Ha TO J]a OHO UMa
moceOaH MpaBHU CyOjeKTUBHUTET Y OMHOCY Ha APKABY MpHjeMa, HE MOTY IIpe/I-
craBsbaTu 00aBe3e ['aHe y cmucy KuinoOpaH kiay3yie u3 penesantHor B T-a.l0?
CandHo TOME, 00aBe3e U3 yroBopa o KyIIOBHHH y/Iela MPUBPEIHUX JApYIITaBa y
cTedajy, 3aKJbyueHOT n3Mel)y ayCTpHjCKOT yarada u CTedajHor yIIpaBHHKa, apOu-
TPakKHH CyJIl HHje cMaTpao obaBe3ama TY)KEHE JAp)KaBe Y CMUCIY pPelICBaHTHE
kumoopan kiaysyJe. ! TIpeTxoqHOM aHAIH30M MIPOITKCaA Ha CHA3U Y XPBAaTCKO]
y BpeMe KaJia je yroBop o KyIoBHHH yiesa 3akbydeH (1991. roguae), apOouTpaxHo
Behie je 3akJbyunIio 1a cy IpoiaBLy yaena y npenysehuma y IpyImTBeHoj CBOjH-
HU MOTJIM OMTH jeIMHO cama JIpYIITBa Koja je MPeCTaBIhao CTCUAJHN YIIPABHHUK,
a He XpBarcka.'? V 06a oBa nmpenmMeTa, apOMTPaXKHHU CYOBU Cy HHCHCTHPAIIN U
Ha YMCHUIIM J1a CE TY)KEHE JIp)KaBe HUCY jaBHJIIC KAO MOTIHUCHULE TPEAMETHHX

97 Ibid., napa. 209.

9 Bun. William Nagel v. The Czech Republic, SCC Case No. 049/2002, Final Award, 9 Sep-
tember 2003, mapa. 162, 163.

% Gustav F W Hamester GmbH & Co KG v. Republic of Ghana, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/24,
Award, 18 June 2010, mapa. 22, 190.

100 Tbid., mapa. 348.

01 Georg Gavrilovic and Gavrilovic d.o.o. v. Republic of Croatia, ICSID Case No. ARB/12/39,
Award, 25 July 2018, mapa. 1159.

102 Tbid., mapa. 853.
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yroBOpa, 1a HUCY IMEHOBAaHE Ka0 yTOBOPHE CTPaHe, aJIH J1a, NCTO TaKO, U3 yTOBO-
pa HUje IPOUCTHUIIAIAa HM HaMepa Jia ApKaBe Ipey3My ylory yropopuuia.'%

CanpkiHa yroBopa ¥ yJiora Kojy BeroBe oJpeoe 1ajy IpKaBu rpujema je
Ouna KJpydHa 32 OITyKy y npeametry ['apantu Kosa mpotus TypkmeHucrana
(Garanti Koza v. Turkmenistan).'** TIpuiarkoM npuMeHe KUIIOOpaH Kiiay3yJie u3
BUT-a n3mely Yjenumenor KpassesctBa u TypkMmeHucTana, apoutpaxkto sehe
j€ aHaIM3y 3arovesio KOHCTATaIlHjoM Ja je TpaBO MEpPOIaBHO 3a YTOBOP (IIpaBo
TypkMmeHucTaHa) MEPOIaBHO 3a YTBphHBamkE Ja JIU je HacTalla 00aBe3a Kojy je
Ty’KEHa JpKaBa [pey3elia mpemMa TyKHOILY | 3a ofpehuBame mbeHor gomariaja. !0
MelytumM, y HacTaBKy aHayim3e apOuTpakxHo Behe ce He OaBU cTaTycOM KOjU ¥
TYPKMEHHCTAHCKOM IIPaBy UMa IIPUBPEIHO IPYIITBO Ca KOJUM j€ Ty KUJIAIl 3aKJby-
Y10 yroBOp 0 u3Bolhemy rpaljeBHHCKHX paioBa, Beh KoHcTaTyje /1a je Be3a u3me-
by yroBopa u Briage TypkMeHncrana BuaspuBa Ha OCHOBY TEKCTa CaMOT yTOBOpa:
IpeMa BeroBuM ojpeadama, Ip>kaBHO npeaysehe Koje ra je 3aKJbyuuiio je ,,Ucidy-
iano y ume Brage Typkmenuciuana.”'*® OBa unmeHMIIa je 3a apOUTpaXkHO Behe
Omia moBOJbHA Ja 3aKJby9H Kako je YyroBopHa obapesa Ipemys3eha ma u3Bpiru
mahama 1o u3BecHUM (hakTypama 3a U3BpIIICHE pajioBe, 00aBe3a Kojy je mpey3eo
TypKMeHHCTaH, Te Jia TPOIyITame 1a ce oBa 00aBe3a U3BPIIH MPEACTABIbA M10-
Bpeny Kuimoopan kiaaysyire. 0’

U3 oBux mpuMepa je jacHo J1a, yOIIITEHO MOCMaTPaHo, apOUTPaXKHU CYJ0BH
MOKa3yjy OKJIeBame Jla ylaraunMa J03BoJie TI03UBakhe Ha TIOBpey KUIIOOpaH
KJIay3yJie ako YyTOBOpHY 00aBe3y y MUTamy HHje HEIOCPEIHO Ipey3ena Ap)kaBa
npujema.!®

Wnak, y »xeJbu 1a oMoryhe mupy 3aiTuTy MHBECTUTOPUMA, TI0jeIMHI apOu-
TpakHH CyIOBH MHCHUCTHPAjy Ha IPUMEHH NpaBUiIa MelyHapoIHOT mpaBa Ha
yTBphuBame HocHoLa 00aBe3e Ha KOjy ce OHOCH KuIIoOpaH kiaysyna. OBo ce
MPUMapPHO OTJIela Y CXBaTamy Ja MpaBuila O MPUITMCHBAKY aKaTa Jp)KaBH, KOJU-
¢rkoBana y UnaHOBMMA O OATOBOPHOCTH ApsKaBa 3a Mel)yHapOIHO TPOTHBIIPaBHE
akte Komucuje Yjenumennx Haiuja 3a melyrapoano npaso (2001),'° mopajy na
ce mpuMeHe Ha ofpehuBame HocHona obaBese U3 Kiaysyiie.

193 Gustav F W Hamester GmbH & Co KG v. Republic of Ghana, napa. 347, Georg Gavri-
lovic and Gavrilovic d.o.o. v. Republic of Croatia, napa. 852.

194 Garanti Koza LLP v. Turkmenistan, ICSID Case No. ARB/11/20, Award, 19 December
2016.

105 Ibid., mapa. 331.

106 1pid., mapa. 335.

107 Ibid., napa. 354.

108 Bup. A. Reinisch, C. Schreuer, op. cit., 905.

109 International Law Commission, Articles on State Responsibility for Internationally
Wrongful Acts, UN Doc. A/RES/56/83 (2001), 53 UN GAOR Supp. (No. 10) at 43, Supp. (No. 10)
A/56/10 (IV.E.1), 03/08/2001.
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3.2. [Ipumena npaBu/ia Mel)yHapogHOT paBa 0 MIPUIIUCUBAKY AKATA
Ap:KaBM Ha oapehuBam-e NEePCOHAIHOTI AOMANIAja KUIIOOPAH KJay3yJie

Wneja koja cTOju M3a MpUMeHe MpaBuia Mel)yHapoIHOT MpaBa O MPHUITHCH-
Bamby aKarta JIpKaBH Ha ofipeBame yroBopa Koju criajajy y AoMaiiaj KumoopaH
KJIay3yJie je jeTHOCTaBHa M Hau3IJIe JIOTHYHA: aKo j€ YTOBOP 3aKJbyYHIIO JIHIIE
YHje ce AeT0Bamke MOKE IIPUITMCATH APKaBy MprjeMa Ha OCHOBY UnaHoBa 0 0r0-
BOPHOCTH JIp>KaBa, yroBOpHa o0aBe3a HacTaja Ha Taj HAUMH je o0aBe3a ApKaBe.

Ho6n Benupc nmpotus Pymynuje (Noble Ventures v. Romania) npeactaBiba
CIIOp Y KOjeM je apOuTpakHO Behe HeTBOCMHCIICHO MPUXBATHIIO CXBaTabE Ja CE
npasuiia Mel)yHapoJHOT IpaBa Koja ce OJIHOCE Ha IPUIIMCUBAE aKaTa ApKaBH
HE OJTHOCE CaMo Ha yTBphUBame J1a I je JprKaBa OATOBOPHA 3a TIOBPEITY OJroBa-
pajyhux marepujamHONpaBHUX CTaHAap/a 3alITuTe ynarama u3 bBUT-a, Beh u Ha
MUTamke J1a JTU yTOBOpHa 00aBe3a Kojy je Mpey3eo cy0jeKT U3BaH JIp)KaBHE CTPYK-
Type 0o0aBe3yje ApKaBy IpUjeMa y KOHTEKCTY Kuiobopan kiaysyse.''* Crop ce,
n3mel)y octasor, THIa0 HAaBOAHE MOBPE/E YTOBOpa O MPUBATHU3ALU]H 3aKJbY YCHOT
u3Mel)y aMepruKor HHBECTHTOPA U PyMYHCKOT J]p)kaBHOT KIMOBHHCKOT (hoHa,'!!
MIPaBHOT JINIIA KOjeM je pyMyHCKHUM 3aKOHOM O IPUBATHU3AIMjH OMJIO MMOBEPEHO
crpoBoljeme MocTynKa IpruBaTu3anuje qpxxaBHux npexyseha. Tyxunar je TBp-
oo aa je PymyHuja onroBopHa 3a HoBpey yroBopa Ha OCHOBY KHIIOOpaH Kiia-
y3yJie u3 aMepuuko-pymyHckor BUT-a,''? mpema ko0joj cy apikaBe yroBOPHHIIE
Jy>KHE J1a TIOLITYjy CBaKy 00aBe3y Koje Cy mpey3elne y morieay ynarama.'!?

ApbGutpaxkHo Behe je cMaTpasio 1a mpaBuiia Koja ce OqHOCE Ha IPUIIICHUBAHA
akKara JIp>)KaBu y OBOM CITy4ajy MOpajy Jia ce MIpUMEHe He caMo Ha MUTabe Ja I
Cy aKTH ¥ IPONyIITamka MPaBHUX JIMIA HAIJIC)KHHUX 32 CIIPOBOl)eH-¢ MpUBaTH3a-
uuje ([ pxaBHOT UMOBHHCKOT (DOH/Ia ¥ FbETOBOT ITPABHOT CIICIOCHIKA) KOjU YIMHE
HaBonHy noBpeny bUT-a npunncuBn Pymynwuju, Beh HapounTo 1 Ha MUTamE J1a JIH
je Pymynuja saxmyuuna yiosop o upusatuuzayuju.'* C 063upom Ha To 1a je JIprkas-
HU UMOBHMHCKH (OHJ, IPEMa CXBaTamwy apOUTPaKHOT Cyl1a, y TOKY YHTaBE NPH-
BaTH3aIlHje TOCTYIAa0 Ka0 HOCHUJIAIl OBJANINemha Koje My je ApKaBa TIOBepuiia y
cMHCITy unaHa 5. YiaHoBa 0 OJIrOBOPHOCTH APKaBa,' ' 3aKjbyuerhe yroBopa o mpu-
BaTU3alMjH ce Takohe MOXe mpunucaru apxasu.''® Ha 3akipyuak apOuTpaxkHoOr
Beha Huje yTumao aprymenT Pymynuje na Teno oBmantheHo 3a crpoBol)erme mpu-
BaTH3alMje, IpeMa PyMYHCKHUM MPOMUCUMa, UMa 3aC€OHY MPaBHY JUYHOCT Y
OJIHOCY Ha JIpyKaBy, Te ia PyMyHHja Hije Be3aHa yroBopruMa Koje OHO 3aKkJby4dyje.'!”

10 Noble Ventures, Inc. v. Romania, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/11, Award, 12 October 2005.
W Ibid., mapa. 2.

12 Ibid., napa. 43.

113 Ibid., napa. 46.

14 Ibid., mapa. 68.

115 Ibid., napa. 79.

16 [bid., mapa. 86.

17 Ibid., mapa. 66.
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Hexonmko ommyka y apouTpakHoj TpaKCH CIISAH UE]y 1a e TpaBuiIa O TIpH-
MUCHUBAKY aKaTa JAPKaBU U3 MeljyHApOIHOT MPpaBa MOTY KOPUCTHUTH 3a oapehu-
Barh€ HOCHITAIla yToBOpHE 00aBe3e y KOHTEKCTY KHIIoOpaH Kiiay3yna.''® Mehytum,
OBaKaRB MPHUCTYII je TOTOBO jeTHOYIIHO Of0aueH y MpaBHOj AOKTpUHHM. Tako, Ha
npumep, Llejmc Kpodopn (James Crawford), ciennjanan n3Bectuiian Komucuje
VH 3a meljyHapoaHo mpaBo y BpeMe yCBajamba KOHAYHOT TeKeTa UnaHoBa 0 0/ro-
BOPHOCTH JIpykKaBa 3a Mel)yHapoIHO MPOTHBIIPABHE aKTe, HABOJIH JIa TIPABUIIA O MTPH-
MUCHUBAKY aKaTa APXKaBH HEMAjy HUKAKBE BE3€ ca MMUTAmHEM YTOBOPHE OJTOBOP-
HocTH,!'” OHOCHO /1a OITOBOPHOCT 3a HCIYhEHe YTOBOPHUX 00aBe3a 3aBUCH OJI
HAIHOHATHOT ITPaBa Koje je MePOIaBHO 3a YTOBOD, & HE OJT IIMTamba Ja JIU Ce MOBpe/ia
MehyHapomgHopaBHE 00aBe3e o7 CTpaHe HEKOT Cy0jeKTa MOXKE TIPUITHCATH APKABH
npema rnpasuirMa MelyyrapoHor npasa.?? JIpyrum pedrma, nmpasuiia MelyHapos-
HOT TIpaBa O MPUITUCHBAILY aKaTa JIpJKaBH ce IPUMEbY]Y Ha moBpe/e MeljyHapo-
HONpaBHHUX 00aBe3a, a 00aBe3e Ha Koje ce OHOCH KUIIOOpaH Kiay3yJia HacTajy Ha
OCHOBY HAITMOHAJHOT TIpaBa.!?! 360r Tora mprMeHa MpaBuia O IMPUIHCHBAY HeE
MO)KE CTBOPUTH 00aBe3y 3a Jp)KaBy Koja ce He cMaTpa YrOBOPHOM CTPaHOM Ha
OCHOBY COTICTBEHOT HAITMOHATHOT IIPaBa WIIX [IPaBa Koje Cy YTOBOpHE CTpaHe u3a-
OpaJie Ka0 MepPOIaBHO 3a CBOj yroBop.'?> Ako yroBopHa 00aBe3a He IpHIIaja ApikKa-
BH, aKT IbEHE TIOBPEJIE j€ UpelleBaHTaH y KOHTEKCTY KHIToOpaH Kiaaysyie. >3

Jla mpaBuia melyHapOIHOT TIpaBa O MPHUITHCHBAY aKaTa JP)KaBU HEMajy
YTHII] Ha ofpehuBame HOCHOIIA YTOBOpHE 00aBe3e Koja je mpeaMeT KUmoodpaH

18 4lpha Projektholding GmbH v. Ukraine, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/16, Award, 8 Novem-
ber 2010, mapa. 424 (xoTen y ApKaBHOj CBOJUHH KOjH j€ 3aKJbYYHO YTOBOP O pajoBUMa Ha PEHO-
BUpamby Ca TYIKHOIIEM HUje, IPeMa CXBaTamy apOUTPasKHOT Cy/1a, HOCTYTAO0 KAo JPIKaBHH OpraH
[PUJIMKOM 3aKJbyUeHha yroBopa, Te YKpajuHa Huje mpey3elia yroBopae obaBese npema TyKHOIY);
Bosh International, Inc and B&P Ltd Foreign Investments Enterprise v. Ukraine, ICSID Case No.
ARB/08/11, Award, 25 October 2012, mapa. 246 (packun yroopa o nzohemy rpaleBHHCKHX pa-
JI0Ba M3Mel)y jeHOT o/ Ty )KHiiana U Ap:KaBHOT YHUBEP3UTETa HE MPECTaBIba MOBPEAY KHIIOOpaH
Kyay3yne, Oyayhu a ce akTH YHUBEp3UTETa HE MOTY pUnucatu YKpajunu). Bun., takohe, Eu-
reko B.V. v. Republic of Poland, Partial Award, 19 August 2005, mapa. 134, 246.

119 J. Crawford, ,,Treaty and Contract in Investment Arbitration”, Arbitration International,
2008, vol. 24, 3/2008, 351-374, 363.

120 J. Crawford, ,,Investment Arbitration and ILC Articles on State Responsibility”, /ICSID
Review — Foreign Investment Law Journal, vol. 25, 1/2010, 127-199, 134. Buza., nopen tora, M.
Feit, ,,Responsibility of the State under International Law for the Breach of Contract Committed
by a State-Owned Entity”, Berkely Journal of International Law, vol. 28, 1/2010, 142-177, 154; S.
Hamamoto, op. cit., 462, 463; Z. Douglas, ,,Umbrella Clause Revisited”, ICSID Review — Foreign
Investment Law Journal, vol. 38, 2/2023, 472-483, 480; L. Carroll, op. cit., 139-140. Takohe, A.
Reinisch, C. Schreuer, op. cit., 905: ayTopu HaBose Aa je IpUMeHa IIpaBIJIa O TPUIHCHBALY aKa-
Ta ApXKAaBH ,,8p10 Upobremaiiuyna.”

121, Carroll, op. cit., 139.

122 Ibid.

123 N. Gallus, ,,An Umbrella Just for Two? BIT Obligations Observance Clause and the Par-
ties to a Contract”, Arbitration International, vol. 24, 1/2008, 157-170, 166.
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KJIay3yJie HEIBOCMHUCIICHO je mpuxBaheHo y 3Ha9ajHOM Opojy apOuTpakHUX OI-
yKa.

VY npenmery EJI® nipotus Pymynwuje (EDF v. Romania), apOuTpaKHH CYI
j€ TIPBO 3aKJbYYHO JIa CE MOCTYTAabe aepoApoMa y IP>KaBHOj CBOJUHHU U JIP)KaBHOT
aBUO-TIPEBO3HUKA MOKe MPpHUITHCATH PyMyHHjH y ckitany ca UnaHoBrMa O O/ro-
BOPHOCTH JIpkaBa, Oynyhu 1a cy oBU CyOjeKTH JIeJI0BalI MO HAJIO3UMa H O[]
KOHTPOJIOM PYMYHCKHX BJIACTH Y YTOBOPHOM OIHOCY ca OPUTAHCKHMM yiaradem.'>*
To, MehyTum, HHje OMIIO TOBOJHHO 3a 3aKJby4aK Jia Cy YrOBOpPHE 00aBe3e OBUX
cybjekara yjemHo 1 yroBopHe obaBeze PymyHnwmje, y cMucity KumoopaH Kiay3yJsie
n3 Opurancko-pymyHckor bUT-a. [Ipema rnepumty koje je apoutpaxuo Behe
W3HEIO0, MPUITICHBAKE aKaTa aepopoMa U aBUO-KOMITaHuje PyMyHUju He YiMHH
Jp’KaBy TUPEKTHO BE3aHOM OBUM YTOBOPHMA — MIPaBUJIa O MPUITUCUBAKY HE Me-
ajy IOMAIIa] ¥ CaIp>KUHY YTOBOPHUX 00aBe3a, HUTH MOTY YUUHHUTH PymyHHjy
YTOBOPHOM CTpaHOM.'?

CanvHO ToMe, apOUTpaKHU ¢yl y npenMety KoHcyTen mpoTuB Amxupa
(Consutel v. Algeria) je, NpUIMKOM OJJTyYHBamba O CBOjOj HAJICHKHOCTH, 3aKJby-
YHO J1a C€ aKTH HAITMOHAJIHE TEJICKOMYHHUKAITHOHE KoMITaHwuje (Algérie Télécom)
MOTY IIPUITHCATH TYKEHO] ApkaBm.' ¢ MelyTum, apOuTpakHu Cy/I je 3aTHM KOH-
CTaTOBAO JIa ITpaBHJIa O MPUITUCHBAKY aKaTa JAPKaBU HE MOTY TPOMEHUTH HOCH-
oLa yroBopHe 00aBe3e 13 yroBopa O 3ajeJHHYKOM MOAYXBaTy Ca HTaHjaHCKHM
yjaradeM, HUTH YYHHHUTH J1a yToBOpHa o0OaBe3a mpehe ca alnKupCKor jaBHOT
npenyseha Ha TyKeHy apxkaBy.'?’

Onbujame ma ce yroBopHa 00aBe3a IMPpOIIHPH Ha APKABY IMIPHjeMa yiiarama
MPUMEHOM MPaBUIIa O MPUITHCHBALY aKkaTa u3 Mel)yHapomHor mpagsa ce, y apou-
TPa)KHOj IPAKCH, OTPaBJIaBa 3aKJbYYKOM Jia OBa IPABHJIIA HHUCY Y CTamby JIa CTBOPE
o0aBe3y ap:kaBe, Beh camo Ja oapesie 1a Jiu ce MoBpea KOHKPETHE 00aBese, Mox
YCITOBOM JIa TIPEICTaBIba OBPETY MeljyHapOIHOT IIpaBa, MOYKE TIPUTIMCATH ApyKaBH.! 8
Hctuue ce u 1a oBa mpaBuia Tpeda jacHO pa3InKOBATH OJT 3aCTYMamka Kao Mpas-
HE YCTaHOBE KOja TIOCTOjH TIpeMa HAI[HOHAJTHOM, IIpuBaTHOM IpaBy.'?’ Takohe,
MpaBuiia O MPUITHCUBAILY aKaTa Jp)KaBH HE MOT'Y UMATH JICjCTBO KOje ce mpema
MIpaBIIMa HAITMOHAITHOT TIpaBa MPY’Kajy HHCTUTYTY MPOoOHjama MpaBHE Y-
HOCTH: JIOK poOHjame MpaBHE JIMYHOCTH JOBOJIHU JI0 MPUITUCHBAKa YyTOBOPHE

124 EDF (Services) Limited v. Romania, ICSID Case No. ARB/05/13, Award, 8 October 2009,
napa. 209.

125 Ibid., mapa. 318, 319.

126 Consutel Group S.p.A. in liquidazione v. People’s Democratic Republic of Algeria, PCA
No. 2017-33, Sentence Finale, 3 February 2020, mapa. 363.

127 Ibid., napa. 364.

128 Georg Gavrilovic and Gavrilovic d.o.o. v. Republic of Croatia, napa. 856.

129 CC/Devas (Mauritius) Ltd., Devas Employees Mauritius Private Limited, and Telcom
Devas Mauritius Limited v. Republic of India (I), PCA Case No. 2013-09, Award on Jurisdiction
and Merits, 25 July 2016, napa. 276.
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obaBe3e ipXKaBH, OBa JApyra MpaBuiia ce MPUMEHY]y HCKIBYYHBO Ha IPUITUCHUBAHE
JPYKaBH aKTa KOju MPEACTaBba MoBpeny MehyHnapomHor npasa.!3?

Kao mTo ce Moxe BHIETH U3 MIPETXOAHE aHAIIN3Ee, NAKO HUje YHUBEP3AITHO
npuxsaheHo, y apOuTpakHOj MpakCH JaHac JOMHUHHUPA CXBaTame a2 YTOBOPH
3amTHheHn KumoOpaH KJay3yJioM Hajuenrhe uMajy JIejCTBO UCKJBYYHBO H3Mehy
cyOjekara Koju cy ux 3akjpyursid. OHO je pe3ysiTaT nIpuxBaTamba YNHBCHHUIE Ja
caM yTOBOp M HAITHOHATHO ITPABO KOje je 3a Fhera MEpoJaBHO (a TO je MPaKTUIHO
0e3 m3y3eTKa MpaBo ApKaBe mpujeMa) onpelyjy Hocuone yropopaux odasesa,
IUXOB JOMAIaj U CaipKUHY. TeMesh OBaKBOT TyMaueha j¢é YCTAHOBJHCH jOIIT Y
NpBOj apOMTPaKHOj OAJTYIIM KOja IPUXBATa Ja MOBpeAa yroBopHe obaBe3e ApKaBe
MOJKe 11a, IO OATOBapajyhmm ycioBuMa, IpencTaBiba MOBPEIy KUIIOOpaH Kila-
y3yune.3! OHo cyskaBa MOTYHHOCT MOTEHIMjaTHUX TYXKHJIala Ja ce M03KUBajy Ha
TIOBpEy KJay3yJe, ajTH je 3aCHOBAaHO Ha jJaCHOM U JTOCIICAHOM pa3IuKOBamy 00a-
Be3a Koje Cy HacTaJsle Ha OCHOBY YHYTpaIlbET IPaBHOT TIOPETKA, ca jeJJHe CTpaHe,
Y Ha OCHOBY MehyHapomHoT mpaBa, ca apyre. OBo TyMademe oMoryhaBa Koopau-
Halujy ymecto KoH(paukTa u3Melhy ABa cuctemMa: mIpaBo MEPOIABHO 32 YTOBOP
Mpy»a OJIrOBOP HA IMHUTaKkE KO Cy HOCHOIIM YTOBOPHUX 00aBe3a U KOPECIIOH U~
pajyhux mpaBa u 1a 1 je yroBopHa o0aBe3a mpekpiueHa, a Mel)yHaponHo mpaBo
OJIrOBapa Ha MHUTAE JIa JIU MOBpeJia yroBopa MpecTaBiba NoBpeay MehyHapos-
HompaBHEe 00aBe3e Koja ce MoKe mpunucatu apxasu. Konauno, BehuHcko rie-
IUTIITE j€ ¥ CKJIaay U ca yIIOTOM KOjy apOMTpaKHU CYIOBH /1]y HAITMOHAITHOM
MpaBy y KOHTEKCTY OCTAIIMX MaTepHjaTHONPAaBHUX CTaHAapAa TpeTMaHa — J1a JIH
MMOBHWHCKO TIpaBo 3amTrheHo MehyHapomHIM yTroBOPOM IIOCTOJH U JIa JIK 3aHCTa
npuIaaa yjiarady 3aBUCH OJf IipaBa JpykaBe MpHrjeMa yJararma. 3>

4. 3AKJbYUAK

[Murame TymMadewa KUIIOOpaH Kiiay3yja — oapenada Kojuma ce Jap:KaBe
YTOBOPHUIIE IBOCTPAHHUX M BHIIECTPAHUX Mel)yHapOAHUX yroBopa O 3alITHTH
ynarama o0aBe3yjy jaa he nomrroBatu cBe o0aBese Mpey3eTe y Mormieay yarama
yJaraya ApyTe Ip:kaBe YrOBOPHUIIE — IIPEACTaBIba jeHO O/ HAjKOHTPOBEP3HUUX
MUTaba y MPaKCH peliaBamba MHBECTHIIMOHUX criopoBa. OJ1 ToHoIIeHka apOuTpa-
)kHe omnyke y npenvery CI'C mporuB @ununuHa Koja moTBphyje aa moBpeaa

130 1pid., mapa. 285. Bua. M. Feit, op. cit., 151.

BLSGS Société Générale de Surveillance S.A. v. Republic of the Philippines, mapa. 126, 127.

132 Venezuela Holdings, B.V., et al (case formerly known as Mobil Corporation, Venezuela
Holdings, B.V., et al.) v. Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, ICSID Case No. ARB/07/27, Decision
on Annulment, March 9, 2017, mapa. 168, 170. Bun., takohe, I1. Bynauh, ,,[IpuroBop HezakoHH-
TOCTH yJarama y HHBECTHIIMOHO] apOUTpaku: epUKacaH MITHUT 3a Ap)KaBe MpHjemMa ynarama?”,
36opnux pagosa Ipasnot ¢parxynimeiia y Hosom Cagy, 4/2018, 1663-1682, 1675-1679.
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yroBopa u3Mel)y yiarava u ip;xkaBe MOXKe IpeICTaBbaTh MOBPEy Mel)yHapoHO-
npaBHe o0aBe3e ApXKaBe MCKa3aHe y KHIIOOpaH Kiay3ylid, Tpajy Harnopu apou-
TPaXXHHUX CYJIOBa U TYKEHHUX JprKaBa Jia OrpaHHue JIejCTBO KOje OBE Kiay3ylie
nmajy. llpema camammem cTamy apOUTpakHe Mpakce, Haj3HAYajHUja IpernpeKa
3a ycIex TyXXUJlala dnje Tyx0e ce 3aCHUBajy Ha KUIMIoOpaH Kiay3yJad THIY Ce
cXBaTama Jia yroBop uaMel)y yiarada v gpaBe MIPOU3BOIH AEjCTBO CAMO 3a HEro-
BE YTOBOPHE CTpaHe (inter partes). Y onCycTBY KUIIOOpaH KJiay3yia ca crenuduy-
HUM (QopMynanmjama, TyKHUJal MOKe 3aCHOBATH CBOj Ty KOCHH 3aXTEB Ha YTOBOPY
KOjH je 3aKJbYUHJIO FbeTOBO 3aBUCHO IPYIITBO WK HA YTOBOPY KOjH j€ 3aKJBYUHO
ca cy0jekToM H3BaH popMaiHe ApKaBHE CTPYKTYPE caMo ako je TO nmpeaBul)eHo
CaMHM yTOBOPOM HITH HAITHOHAJTHUM TIPABOM KOj€ je 3a Taj YTOBOpP MEpPOIaBHO.
Haxko oBo cxBaTame HUje anicolyTHO NpuxBaheHo y apOUTpa)KHOj MPaKCcH, OHO
JOCJIEIHO pa3liiKyje o0aBe3e JpikaBe HacTalle MPUMEHOM HAI[MOHAITHOT MpaBa,
ca jeHe cTpaHe, ol 00aBe3a Koje CBOje MOPEKJIo NMajy y Mel)yHapoHOM TpaBy,
ca npyre. OHO je, Takohe, y CKITaay ca yIoroM Kojy apOuTpakHH! CYIOBH MPYKajy
npaBy JIpKaBe pHjeMa yJarama MPUIMKOM IPIMEHe OCTaJINX MaTepujaTHONpPaB-
HUX CTaHAap/a 3allTUTE CTPAHUX Yyilarama.
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Umbrella Clause in Investment Disputes:
The Issue of Personal Scope

Abstract: The issue of interpretation given to umbrella clauses — provisions
of bilateral or multilateral investment protection treaties by which states accept
duty to observe any obligation entered into with respect to the investments of the
investors of the other state party — represents one of the most controversial issues
in practice of investment tribunals. Ever since the tribunal in SGS v. Philippines
rendered its award accepting that a breach of an investment contract by a state
can, under certain conditions, signify a breach of its international law obligation
embodied in the umbrella clause, investment tribunals and host states have been
engaged in an effort to limit effects of the clause. The aim of this paper is to analyze
the practice of investment tribunals with regard to the particular issue of the cla-
use’s personal scope. According to the current state of arbitral practice, the most
significant obstacle to the success of claimants whose claims are based on um-
brella clauses concerns the understanding that investor-state contracts produce
effects only between the contracting parties (the so-called privity requirement).
In the absence of an umbrella clause with peculiar wording, an investor may ba-
se his claim on a contract concluded by his subsidiary or on a contract concluded
with an entity outside of the host state’s formal structure only if this is provided
for by the contract itself or by the national law applicable to the contract. Although
this view is not universally accepted in arbitral practice it consistently distinguishes
between the obligations of a state arising from the application of national law, on the
one hand, and obligations that have their origin in international law, on the other.
1t is also consistent with the role that arbitral tribunals give to the national law of
host states when applying other substantive standards of investment protection.

Keywords: umbrella clause, protection of foreign investments, investment
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