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1. I’étendue de la juridiction.

2. Zachary Douglas, The International Law of Investment Claims, (Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press,
2009), 145.

3. Bilateral Investment Treaty (BIT).

4. Multilateral Investment Treaty (MIT).
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6. Rudolf Dolzer, Ursula Kriebaum and Christoph Schreuer, Principles of International Investment Law,
3rd ed (Oxford New York: Oxford University Press, 2022), 206.

7. Argentina-Spain BIT (1991), Art. 11(2); See also: Iran-Singapore BIT (2016), Art. 2(2).
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Dolzer et al., Principles of International Investment Law, 204-212; Douglas, The International Law of

Investment Claims, 328-343.

10. Ratione Materiae.

11. Ratione Personae.

12. Ratione Voluntatis.

13. Ratione Temporis.



YFAIWF Oolociao/ 1P+ bl [AY 5 ylaws / Mol iy  SBois Ao @ 8y

oAb Fude (J33 (Sob> sapiunw 5 Jgol jl & cul (Bgis (S5 ol S Sl bucE
e 625 ol DISG) loj 0 ST Jee bl blg e paid gub 45 Lo ol 4 ol
olab | e Lol duwly ol 3000 adlid Jotue wul 4uils 3939 o pll o p
2B ly8ilul 4y (gyely )] S il 03,8 lo (lades jd (g aSoly (Ml lged
Hellom Boi> 53 (oren ool iz g 00 J& Sy cpl 4 olall B ja B9 53 uge
Casdly So» w03y (o) s oS i By > s Bkl 03y olaisl 35 4
oS Gloj 3 3290 ol ell g &5 095 b)) Bl By o lsE bl L Bgi>
Vg o Juabd g Jo b e 2929 4 o 8,b)0 s

Dt 33 5l (38 by Ml SIST a5 o 3 o) 5 psShe o
ol ol 9 sl Cagpma™« Slojllipm Bacldy L4 Sloj 84l loic b sl ot
Sy db iy (B> St (ol )3 &5 05 oy o (S Jol S lsiea
ogde gmne Jlallim Goi> I e (lgiea 395 cnlply 5 0392

8 3 3> ot S 35 ol o Loy ol s b 1Y osle (sl
pile 55 390 48 4 et o] g5y ol > Sy 45l S 390 opmina el
alie jgbods AMCO &b 1 35 el g o))yl (soled (oyghd g3l Ho30 Juol sy
€Sy i)l 33t 5T a5y ol 95 gl iy 9y D s 03,5l

Jlesl dsed cunle 4 (St > Mallipy ST Jo 250 02B ol olad 2 pl 2l
oles 3 S (g & S )y ol g8y Gloj )3 WS g6 slie ]y Al )5

14. Principle of nullum crimen, nulla poena sine lege (No Crime, No Punishment without Law) (Principle
of Legality)

15. Rosalyn Higgins, "Time and the Law: International Perspectives on an Old Problem," International
and Comparative Law Quarterly 46, 3(July 1997): 515.

16. Island of Palmas (The Netherlands v. The United States of America), PCA Case No. 1925-01, Award,
4 May 1928, page 845.

17. Temporal Rule.

18. Intertemporal Rule.

19. Zhenni Li, "International Intertemporal Law," California Western International Law Journal 48,
2(2018): 2.

20. Higgins, Time and the Law: International Perspectives on an Old Problem, 508.

21. Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts (2001), Art. 13.
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Art. 1 of the Institut de Droit International’s 1975 Resolution on The Intertemporal Problem in Public

International Law.

23. Amco International Finance Corp v. Iran, IUSCT, Partial Award (Award No. 310-56-3), 14 July 1987,
para 90.
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24. Nick Gallus, "Article 28 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties and Investment Treaty

Decisions," ICSID Review 31, 2(May 2016): 292.
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Tania Voon and Andrew D Mitchell, ""Denunciation, Termination and survival: The Interplay of Treaty

Law and International Investment Law," ICSID Review 31, 2 (May 2016).

25. Chittharanjan Felix Amerasinghe, Jurisdiction of International Tribunals, (The Hague: Kluwer Law

International, 2003), 732.

26. Non-Retroactivity of Treaties.

27. Mark E.Villiger, Commentary on the 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, (Leiden; Boston:

Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 2009), 386.

28. Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (Adopted 23 May 1969, Entered into Force 27 January

1980), Art. 28.
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29. United Nations, Yearbook of the International Law Commission 1966, Vol. I1., page 212 para 2.

30. Gallus, Article 28 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties and Investment Treaty Decisions,
292-293, Chevron Corporation and Texaco Petroleum Company v. The Republic of Ecuador (I),
UNCITRAL, PCA Case No. 2007-02/AA277, Interim Award, 1 Dec 2008, para 282; The Renco Group, Inc.
v. Peru (I1), UNCITRAL, PCA Case No. 2019-46, Decision on Expedited Preliminary Objections, 30 June
2020, para 140; Mondev International Ltd. v. United States of America, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/99/2,
Award, 11 October 2002, paras 57-75.

31. Marvin Roy Feldman Karpa v. United Mexican States, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/99/1, Interim Decision
on Preliminary Jurisdictional Issues, 6 December 2000, para 62.

32. Salini Costruttori S.p.A. and Italstrade S.p.A. v. Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, ICSID Case No.
ARB/02/13, Decision on Jurisdiction, 29 November 2004, para 177.

33. U.S. Model BIT (2004), Art. 2(3). Also: Art. 3 of the Protocol to the U.S.—Mozambique BIT.
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34. Christoph Schreuer, and Stanimir A. Alexandrov. Schreuer’s commentary on the ICSID convention,
Third edition (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022), 126.
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36. Settlement of Disputes Clause.
37. Scope of Application Clause.
38. Pre-existing Disputes.
39. "Single Exclusion" Clause.
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40. Ecuador-Peru BIT (1999), Art. 11.
41. "Double Exclusion" Clause.

42. Andrea Gattini, "Jurisdiction ratione temporis in International Investment Arbitration,” Law & Practice
of International Courts and Tribunals 16, 1 (June 21, 2017): 141.

43. Sean D. Murphy, "Temporal Issues Relating to BIT Dispute Resolution." ICSID Review-Foreign Investment
Law Journal 37, 1-2(August 9, 2022): 68.

44, Gattini, Jurisdiction ratione temporis in International Investment Arbitration, 140.

45, Mavrommatis Palestine Concessions (Greece v. Britain), Decision on Objection to the Jurisdiction of
the Court (1924), Judgment, page 35.
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46. Ibid.
47. United Nations, Yearbook of the International Law Commission 1966, Vol 11, page 212 para 2.

48. Gattini, Jurisdiction ratione temporis in International Investment Arbitration, 143.; Stanimir A.
Alexandrov, “The ‘Baby Boom’ of Treaty-Based Arbitrations and the Jurisdiction of ICSID Tribunals:
Shareholders as ‘Investors’ and Jurisdiction Ratione Temporis.” The Law & Practice of International
Courts and Tribunals 4, 1 (2005): 50.

49, Unrestrictive Clause.
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51. Gallus, Article 28 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties and Investment Treaty Decisions, 297.
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