PN SN Ui S ATV 5= WIS = JAN

GE

B OB FAANAFHABAR L LRI GEA B R, CGEEMFHE (2011)) o4
“BAtFHERE 5 CBERPEE, FR R FAR AL EREXAR LR T, £ T BAR R
BBER, APREAI., FEZL. REBBE AR APATE HE S P L, 52808 AR
5 B FRAPHRAE B RE AR 2 HE, WA LR T, P8 “BIRE” R+ oEed
FEFEA, A, FERRGELTEFRAZTE ZOENARE, X—AREBAMZRG TR, B
FiERARELRE R T EH ARG AR RG A ERELN, FEARE TR LN, AL
UGB, A FwW A kX, AR CBEET RA ML, T E—EAEE LA
Sk E R A kL

KW 2B BFEMR AR BEE

T < PR ST AR AR AT TR D SETE 0 — A TR, AR, 30k T RUX e el iy < A 36 ol 2
FOA R R, B T E P EE R BT R B H R, SER AR SRR R A SR T 2 BT
P S 5 1 e LT/ P B S T R 5 A IRV B W N N B e VR VAR 7 2 e
(monism) 5 ZICAZ AR (dualism) o X PRSI R KONAE T, JE A ASLIEARG] B IX 0 [
PP I Bn A, 53 B 8 PRI R (AN [ A 1 2 22 Hlk 7 e WA Ao 3 3 A U AR B —
I R A SR AL S8 I SRR R . ik A BUR R AP T U 5, HAP L Ty 2 ekt
IR SEHE | RS i ik 2 —. Bl 4R (1980 4E5 1981 4F) , 2 ki
AR A i S R A TGRS T R EE B IRE RS = 4R, IR EERE T H A RGL . 2011 4
BITH AR QEEMFEIE) LSRR S MR —oosn ks, SLESORENE i 2 . A
SORFRAARIT I [ R < P i —onsr i fea, DA R oR R o [ RS iR A 5 A0 e P S (I A 0
E5IFR

— FEHREMR T EEANRAER

T SR R S e IR S [ 5 Y k[ 2\ AR AR S 4 A AR T A

P EE SR EPRIEPTT T DR B, SR
O 5L L AR [ e R [ Bk [ AN AR g Feh L RORAM . MR . BESER G, Wntind, ki
PP S [ PR AR S SR AG BAA TS 15 O) —SEIEI 58, kI, DA [R]— AR S A 7 P X 43 B a5 1l P Ak o
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HMA ) o ORI TR S OGS SR A A i & e i . A— 3 2V B S T 1
PWAPE J5— AL NE T E R . W X R, B E RS oo I e .
PIERE S — IR QAR REFIFIAEAIL) , MO 4 15, HAMRERIDEA IR ER T

L ik (1980—1981) ) (i E RFVFIR LML) 55 4 %)

S FRERIIL
oy} e P
=g i
gy Hrigie
Eiiv: ] [ B ik
o7y TEAMEAE BB B [ B e ) B e B AR 5 AT BB i

WA EIE IS, AR I B ok e B P Bk o vk I 0 AR AE D A Bk E PR A P 2
—, DLIEE KGR PR RS T . AR LRILBE (Cour d’appel de Paris) 53k [ fi iy i
Bt (Cour de cassation) PAIMA HL2x 32 FECEE P00 A 3 ) 32 o AX S8 4o i — R B B 2R 22 401,
T B AN B oAb 78 12 [ A % R IH 8 B AN TE AL, ik ) 1l o o A Rl ol 32 326 3 2 fi
M. Zad ZAFRRRR, 2011 4Rk W AR IT gk, GREMEGE (2011)) —J5 mifx i
QEEEIE (1980—1981) ) MBS &M ERNAE, SCRefbE, E S NS AR B FALNE
MAGENIESE s 5 —TJ7 T, AT IHREANIE N [ i R i) S e ook 2 4k, (iR #GE (2011))
sk E gL (1980—1981) ) 1 T B &R,

TESCIEAS L, GEEMEE (2011)) iEgi QGEEMEIE (1980—1981) ) Xof [ A fiEk
HEPRFRIX s PR, GEEMEE (2011)) 722 B Pk, b A
BT 5 “EPRPERET, BRI Z T i g TR AUE AR, ik, (R
5 (1980—1981)) R eI LA 2 1ot e, ok [ R 2 il o0 7 i A X DAY St S b
GG GEEfREGE (2011)) FESCikRE] EX QEEEf#EGE (1980—1981)) ML JE,
28R I B SLIE S AR R B /R U E

CRRE R (2001) ) (Ck E RSN L) 55 4 )

w— IR
W i
A e e
B 74 -
I R
W it
s R

O XABEEA WA H I 1980 455 A 14 H, PN ARE GEERFVRAEEM) 55 1442 K55 1491 & (5B 4 B%
I RZES AR
@ XABEEA WAL H Y 1981 £S5 12 H, HANACHRE CEERBVRAESEM) 55 1492 £ 25 1507 & (554 &5
Sk.EBOR)
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(kAP (2011) ) (K E R FRAEM) 4 4 )

i [ AR
) o PR 5 et e
o I i - -
= FEAM I B 3 B ) B AR5 30
4 B inie

- EEEME-TUEERNIRAS

AS L, W E R ORI oA U th T E N R SR 235 E PR R S A S5 IR A AN R 22
T ML SIS WO IX PR [RI 2 Y A R 23 S0l il FHAS ] B8 BRI sk 26 BLAA R
WU KPR, PREE NE . PR . BRI DL . R S PSR TE 2TT IH

(—) MR

FEMR PP IE T, 5 B P RGE T E AR FE PR oA & DR A R A 2K i L
L EORE N AR PR ACR T 2, B WPR gl e ok, i PR &M AR e L
2K

QEEfEIE (2011)) 25 1442 Z200E . © (1) PRI 25 R U R AR AT sy
B MK (la clause compromissoire) J& 5 AfE EGFIHNAR . HEW Lk E 4
RIRGAL AT Berb 1 A BSGE i P T AR B B 25k, i T 2R RIS e T il™ 4, NIk,
RER AR BUR A BTV SZ A PR o SRR (le compromis) U4 UL A I 24 35 A2 7€
R SR AP R PRI . ST IR SOR — S8 S BB A A, HAEN A B & =45
R B, BRIRNE; B, RSP BGE D MR DU R 58 =, R B AR AP
#

pii

~

XETE AR, 7R 1925 AELIET, w2k BT AP A B A R0 4 ARkt . 24
W, REIEBEUCN, RS IA M Nl PR R A Sy B, eme, HIPARAE
AT HATIE . PRI, — I G A RRA 5 — T 3 N LU 7 g o XU 22 8] B 4
B, MBS XUT5 24 3 G AR S R BARPRSC . HH A7 TOR4P 8 07 4 NI R 5, 95577
BN AR R AR LR JCIE 2 32 [ Sk B i w5 o

DORPREIEAS R TR 1843 ARIE E Rk Be iy BB HRS Y A, fEIRE AT,
ke, B CREdL) Frds s s 5 i e ORI 5 RO, AT AR B 0 & [ B A &5 1)
RIS IO . KPR A, AUCE e, Bal USRI — IR 2 . AR, 3%
1] 5 e V5 I ) P 285 B A 2 IR HAT B Rk S et ), B Xk [ 45 Pk B A 22 TG AR
Z ST PR AR AT 2 I A BOOLAS B A f e W TR SR T B — N BRA, EROR 19 I ER ek
LA Az SIS R A R A — > ML R B

@® Compagnie UAlliance v. Prunier, Cour de cassation, 10 July 1843.
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WD YF, X A B S B — BB LE 28 1925 4F R4 1k A 130 S A Ak
MRTEDY ( Rk 58 631 %) IExUNAEACRA R, ik, TiRRP IR AR 3
MNAEER R PRI PEAGR, RSO S R B S B, #REA B R Al 3k
TR S5 2T

T QEEfPEE (2011)) MRT14K, BIEE 1506 42, KAl %5 1442 %, BCATiR s
1442 ZXH PRI B XESRANTE ] T R PR R RS, 35 AR R AN X [ B A X 23 i
B G ML® mH, (GEREMEE (2011)) “EERMER" TR 1507 &2 Y
B AP BA ZARTIE X SRR

FALE, QEEMEIE (2011)) 5 1442 ZAE M TR, BT ERMMLE . H
e, —AEZMBENRME, BT RN EPRE R R IE . 10 FE B R A i
BN, FETRAMEPRE T R L = AR R W G . B, JORR AR 7 Hid
SRR (PRI i, [ BRBCST R RAR S T PR S A BTG [ PR A R
LW PRFF BRG], FEAUEZIARMALY)Z XA E G T LU . 5 1 R g R
— S PR BB AR S LARA 8] I8 1S BAR PP SO At 9 o Bl — A {28 X H4RAR
MGAFFEE (BIT) BB [ B 98 S smfig phe bty (ICSID) (ST, JE T 429 Y [E PR
PR — Mo A E PR R, RS Ik . N VHERES, T RAW
[ PR 5 PR 2 A RO — PR B I PR hl. P2 BB E, I “JERRE - 52
BT ARIVHRKM IS (Philip Morris v. Australia) . “JURHIr A G UREP BT " (Yukos v.
Russia) , #0REPRPESTREISEL . S5, EHPrHEMRmMEF 2T m, CHEERFIT
JEFIHGIETT ], PR32 FT 2R AR E BB O AR o T S A A A [l DAy 494 i LS55 A ) [ o o 4%
UGSy, s A [ PRAR IR 55 115 LA SE i, AeBiT sl fhakmr, #Ra% 8
BISET 2R YA IR PP 08 PP AR IR Y, LA [T B iy S i A v A M ) A Aol 2 il J 1 77 5%
AR PR PR o R SOR ZER B B ZORTE R PR PP 08T, wtR— MREFBHE. (3%
[ fhEE (2011)) 25 1442 253G H T PR, R I8 BHZ A ¢ TR P po e LBk
EIEMTETRAMNEPAERE PR O, fERHE L, FETRAMEPREE MR8 s 22T
5 [ Z [RIFEBE GO 2R 20 T i AR S i i DR A3, AN 2R TN A 545 R P ) (o il >
NFJG B ST s @

@ See Charles César-Bru, “Commentaire de la loi du 31 décembre 1925 relative & la clause compromissoire en matiere
commerciale” , Lois Nouvelles, Premiere partie, Revue de législation, 45e année, 1926, pp. 177 - 205.

@ (EEEMEE (2011)) 551506 45000, BRIEMF A AL, ElsF “EERMERE" A E Wi T, “Ei

BT A T ARSI TR 2K RN Tl T E R RO SE S, DUk T

“IEIBRARER AR DCAL E A X AR I N A

SebR b, a7 R E B AR P — A

BT, EETARAMNE PR DT R IR L RO JCARXT M R, e 22, MeRp P i S I 4R 2 F X5

BRI P3L, See Jan Paulsson, “ Arbitration Without Privity”, (1995) 10 ICSID Review-Foreign Investment

Law Journal, pp. 232 -257.

® ®
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(=) ®REH®

GEEfEGE (2011)) 56 1464 JK505 4 FOUE . Mafe iy B4 k%, BRARIE TR 3 25K LU
LA BSALE " el W, JFL, PR EORE T RN AR . SR, I
F P 2R AR 7 3208 AT E PR AR T

FLRUR Y (R E A E L (2011) ) BRI A AR o] SRR R B R O
Ry HAARHETI&5K, BIES 1506 2%, AN ARG AIAZE 1464 K5 4 WA . XEWE, EHT
e P9 R R e B DR 2Rk, ok HM R 2 2k — R, Tl 4R 51 A9 O SN iE T 1 BR AR
FEFP

fEge b, PRETEBUA MR — R @ R R A vk [ [ B oL s i, RAib A
REEIAT o AR, IEAIPER - 4822 (Yves Derains) T, 4 AMTMBLEREI Ry, 0N
REF, FFRAULRI Ly, P AREPEE N B R FEE PR, SR AR .Y 75
AR, S ATREME, RO S — M gt | el W W 2R R R TT
FORAFRBLRI I SR, FEFEPRZ I, S AURE R, MR LDE, 28R meR
ZUREh, HFZ, AR T Y N B PSS H X T 3 AT A B R o X A2 1
FEGOEBERE TR ANIE, e S ARG, 25 52 = X075 55 AT 7 [ A1 B,
FEXS TR A SR I 3N, MR A 2B . AR RIS | 8 5 A998 8 LA RS
BRI, A URAR T % AN, MR EIC L, XUOT H 3 AR o R b e e O
77 = N I B3 T £ it DRLOA itk e X P ke oA R B AN, AT AR AS M 3%
XS R BT H AL, APUE R P SRR o rTRAE, PR PE O 3 AR PR PR R 2
FIEM—AHER, HmIEEE N R . WICBIENAER, MRS TER RS R BrA E R A
AJ, A RS S v B 2 A A A R B AR

Hesh, i T EPAER R — T HHEIACAERK, i HAEA D B, W kT 5
NAERAEOLIRE & B, RS RT, GRS AN ERIGR, B4, HAET 2R
FUBRI RS, M AR B RHAR T SN BI N ROk SR sy SR [ B T HOR [ Pr
B APRARF B NIRRT R, [ P PR R L E 2R A T SRR A ] AR

O CYEPEEREMERIE N @R E RS TR E AR A, R R R Y 3 ik
(2011) ) FEAR RN FIASEE, See Louis Degos, “L’histoire du nouveau décret, dix ans de gestation”, in Le nouveau droit
francais de l'arbitrage, edited by Thomas Clay, Lextenso éditions, 2011, p.49.

@ Xl (B. Goldman) . ##¥) ( Ph. Fouchard) HiHif# (E. Gaillard) $45H1: “ il 5 M8 T7 — AR
P, XA T AT AR TS MR AR B 0 LR S PR bR Y N BT I R ) — R B
Goldman, Ph. Fouchard, E. Gaillard, Traité de I'arbitrage commercial international, Litec 1996, p. 186.

® See Yves Derains, “Les nouveaux principes de procédure” , in Le nouveau droit frangais de I'arbitrage, edited by Thomas Clay,
Lextenso éditions, 2011, p. 101.

@  WRFNE AR IORREIRAS Rl R i g B vk B ) 1995 AR TR A IR R IR 2 % (Esso v Plowman)
RIS . CHEMORRITE, WU MR R R I ARACRAE , SRS A RN T 3% 8 Ah 3R Y 1 T R 5 &
HISCAFSER B LS5, B4, XA ETCRAT B E MY ” Bi BR 12 B¢ 8 76 2000 4F Bulbank 8RR . “NEEH
HRASHMEART N HAZ O LS5 Z A0, BRIEM AR R EE R T 29%E,” See Australian High Court, 7
April 1995, [1995] HCA 19, XXI Y. B. Comm. Arb. , 1996, p. 137; Swedish Supreme Court, 27 October 2000, Bulgarian
Foreign Trade Bank Lid v. Al Trade Finance Inc, (2001) XXVI Y. B. Comm. Arb. 291.
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TEMCTTTH, fe o lm FARE R4 (R PR Ry S5 ph AU, 2011 AR B3T 8 IR By 2 e i 0
WUPY NP DR R AE R AP — B SO AR 5 1 BRAs % R ek, 2014 4RHK 5 [ B2 b 12

PLeiifi T (RET AR AR S —E KB R SR , et &0 SR, PR
PEN S BIS . RS, FE2U 0, ANk [ ] P A 3 S ik 1o o P s LS O 355, IR A
RN TTREAS AL A XA AT AU 8 — PR A, DT 8 ik [ 7 b 268 ) [ s e 4 I 32 2R 3 23
5197,

(=) MHEEAK

TEAPEEE 1 NEOT T,k A g [ A Aot 5 Bon A R ) SR AT BT AN [ o X1 1 19 i
B, EEMPEREEORAEE N ATy ar g, GEEEGE (2011)) 55 1451 S5ME . e
IO 24 h — 44 OB 3 B 2 2 R BT . e RSOV E A EBE A B A, T2 P b 78
—ZAEDT A AR FE R PR D R RAEA B, Wl E BRI e —1
ZNTRIE . AATARBESRE, Wk 1459 J Al B ATE B R E .7 SR T PR B E 21 )2
ZFECGHN (la regle de I'imparité du tribunal arbitral) , B 2H 2 27 O 58 & H T E N, &
IR T M IE . — T, GBI —E, PR Y FARA LR AR Ty, i
AR [ P R e S e A 7 DL — BOEUAR i 22 B WA R A B e 0 SR A R B 1
B, eI B, AR BB I SO WABGE V-0 Jm T, T S B TC A ) — Bk
R 3—IT I, RAETEEZE, A4 PP A PP TLF AN R REXT S0 R Ak Bk
I BRI, A EE BT IR, 2 2k [ [ A A 52 i R R

SR, Bk QEEMRERE (2011)) 55 1451 0 AE T EPR P #E . X EwE, BEEs ik
JE 2 B 32 A7 ORI Z BRI . B2 ie, T T PR PR, )z o] LAk A0 ik 01 20
o IXFZ TV DN E PR AR S e A A, X, JIRIR - MgHE (Pierre Mayer) R
“RESR ALY E AP RO, IR, I B B ph s e ik [, IR A 4%
BELLEABATTVE X FE M Z5E e 2" @ 5 T 2R, K 4L B A SO 55 n+ = bRk, A B P fkk
1 DA A e 52 I ) APt 1 L 407

(1) AT

MRS SRR T W Z B R A, mrE T 2B M =M. B —2mEk (—
B« 2 BOE I R (RO FIRRE R AR5 LA AR CE R ) .
Horp, 2R — ZORO P i W o X Tk =R ISR R R O, R ARG
Xof [ N A S FE B R A 1 X0

FENAE, QEEMFEE (2011)) 56 1480 ZRUE -

“L PRI RARE Z RO WA 2. BRI AP A 3. AR BRI
¥ AR, R RIS, B4, IS SRR R E AR BA [ R0

@ See Yves Derains, “Les nouveaux principes de procédure” , in Le nouveau droit francais de I'arbitrage, edited by Thomas Clay,
Lextenso éditions, 2011, p. 101.

@ Pierre Mayer, “Rapport de Syntheése” , in Le nouveau droit frangais de I'arbitrage, edited by Thomas Clay, Lextenso éditions,
2011, p.226.
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XAHE LR EA T LA o, HAZHER S B8 A Gk, B RA
X RB OB Z B0 WAE LR, H =, R W ek A R 4 28 8 e 1, stk
Wy, B —FEEA R, W TR A AR DRI WA i 01 28 28 s R B ] 3 4o 2 S
B 2T DAARR, bl AR A% O T 20 5 Z BRI

SR, [EUE, e 2808 WICTEIE AL, Rk BRI AN 2 AR 8 22 B0 WL T A2 AR A 5 PR 01 1y
EAE R, HosmiE s e xhtt, QEEM&RE (2011)) 55 1492 K8 EAEF W
REA BN Z B AR, T4, B ENEBE T AR IR . BRI AUHE 2 8508 WLAE
PSRRI A N LR e . B3R - HRFE LLER (i Bk (2011)) HhE
PR 5 B R i i B 22 S, AR B A 25 5 O Ao, SR E N R R e T £
BOS WG B AR AR A B IE Q05 SOk, X EPRE, WRPEE T 50, B,
PRl AR T AR A R A o SR, X EANARER, STIREIAS SRV MR TR R 2 RO
LG 0T F S PR B SR ke, YRR, STk S ) TR [ P R R AR PRI,
REATER E E N RFFAET ST, Y E R WA B, JOEE G FHEE MR A,
BRI KB AE T, eI 88 A R ZAT AT 24 = A AR s A DL AR ———3K 76 S e v ity
W W ——8 B ARAR SN, DB SAT A ik B il R 1) 280

XPFEBRER, (EEMERD: (2011)) 551513 M. “1. BRAEMER ML A 20w, ik
PRI 2 AR . BRI R L4 . 2. R DECE WA PP R4 5,
fib i DN AR AR SR, 3. SR ICIRTE M BRI, B R PRk L .
RFEAD R ATE L2, B R A N AR A AN SE D2 B 4. FIRMERIEIE TR
R T 5 A A Pk 5 458 2 R ke sl SR 2 B R DA T 2 B A R 45400 7

S5EAE T EMPERN (EEMEE (2011)) 45 1480 L&A, Z A E AT ML,
BARZAIE M OWR B ST ZH0R TG B, (RS ENMERAFRZ, AT ikEPR Tz 245
RO R R, 2 AR SR T AR AR

B ARl G | A T AR LR B 2 BGE Y B RE R 1 B . AR
551 FONE , BINARYE ZH0E WAE X —ZORZ MM 2. T2, 3 AT 2y ik
ARG ZBOE WAET . ZICEEM], X FEREN M AL e B AR R 4 A 38 51 1 — 30 WA
MR ]2 WR Y = A\ 258 PR 00 ) — Bk e, i e e & e ik i — B L, I8
2, BT EE 1 04 R P — T il 2 5008 DT B R ke, 3k Bk B o v AR AR ok [ PR vk
(2011) ) 551520 2555 3 WA R DL Bt (BRI PR i e 5 HOAUBR R AF 7 ) H 12 3 38 ke
TR

S ARSI B A . RIS 3 K, EEBR PR, R AR R

@ See Pierre Mayer, “Rapport de Syntheése”, in Le nouveau droit francais de Darbitrage, edited by Thomas Clay, Lextenso
éditions, 2011, p. 226.

@ WZAE 1 RZE, MFEATAE, L AUMEL — B8k, A, YFATEER A E R =, B
Berbr, X7 Y2 NZAR M AR AR AARMEAE SE S SC AL [ ikl — BRI, # D — B 2 Bk A fh e, T4,
IFARE by BB PR AT A8
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B WAAARRIRITCIEE 2R, T4, O AR 51 T S /R th ok oV 2o 3 1o it
T ARG EE JCHE Y 2 B DU B R S BT, DT A 2 b RS A2 45 B i 2R
WL PR, AR Z RS AR, E R AR E & RMSLE L, JCAUA AR A AL
M ZBoRkmgan “uhA” o Sebr b, 3 CEBRRT 2 FhRBE PRI ) 25 25 24 AR fi A U 45
ARERAL T R — kT EX TR EGETE, BR QEREMEE (2011)) A, %
A B U B P W B S (1 18 RS BRI o 3 ] Ak ) [ P P BE A — A I BT . Ak
FE5 4T - 73k (Thomas Clay) FokK, 15 R Rl B REASEE G 1 I AR 5 0 1 Hh 22 o pk i 21 i
SRR — 2, TR R s DA e, AT 2 B PR A AWl . SR b, R AR
Rl £ S T REAR fie ol th e Rk L ri B SRR B R, 1 PR DA e R PR RE B LI A
O, XTCEEA B TR IR AL 2

(&) FAMHAH S IIT

TERGDRARE W R T T, 3k [ ] P S L B ) — B HIAE T, 3 ARER LA R
7 2O ) 2 vk e B TR AR A AR o T A DOl GREfREGE (2011)) b ik fif
ik (1980—1981)) MEIME KRBT R AL R o

HAKTTE , X ENAE, kR Ve 30 A m ik A b s s o S AR, o
BRI —IREERH . 3NN ALY E BE HEBR AR o (E6F T I BRAR AR, 5000 4%
ANl RS TR AN 2k [ Y [ P R Bk, 2R A JGHE 13 A B AR Ak g, [
o FUA R A B A X R R AR IR SR A R A A 2 N 1)k Ik B 3 RO S
PATIZIEE P PR E Ry, I ERABETT v RIS A RE PR AL, JUHGE (HARNL), W ER AT
A X T PR AT A [ P, ik ik B vl DL A2 BRR O ARE RO, AR QR Rk
(2011) ) A RHLUERFABEATH A, DIoE R b 2 P . (FE, M3l Gk E Pk
(2001) ) 575 1522 ZROMRILSE , 25 AR AT ] IR i A0 T LA Jod 95 31 249 1 A5 1) 96 1 925 Bt i T RS
BIRAIAH]

1E QEEEIE (2011)) WEERRE T, 285 - fE5 (Luis Degos) SAEHMY - ¥R
(Philippe Pinsolle) #JJJ ¢, #UH Z Uk 95 B A& TR 2004 4R 8 220 A ik [ b 30k
(2011)) BERICARH . PR b, BRI - fw1P (Philippe Fouchard) AR H T 78 [ By i 41
SRR R B ARt R DR AT W B2 (SR B R R A o A PR O AU B 25 BB T R OGR 3
XTSI ORI E, M TR W, 7RSO IX — EIBIRRE, BT T 1968 4
HEEITARERN—EL DS MBS EE, FRATEEZE"  (Soyez réalistes,

O AR, 5 GEEMEIE (2011)) 451492 ZOR[E, QGREMETE (2011)) 45 1520 Z 50 W1 ) s 8 i O F R a5
AR LR WA X
@ See Thomas Clay, “Liberté, égalité, efficacité; La devise du nouveau droit frangais de l'arbitrage—Commentaire article par
article” ( Deuxieéme partie) , Journal du droit international ( Clunet) , 2 (2012), p. 833.
® (EEMMEE (2011)) 551522 ZME: M4 A DAIZEARMIIGE . DURRE BRSO r s, W7 sl o 3 3 ol S ke fic e
ZIRBIACH
.93 .
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demandez I'impossible) ,®

w4, GEEMERZE (2011)) EX VY HE NGB Z JR AR, ol LI, &
U SAE ) FoRAR KRR FE A, AT - SRS MR SR, W R EAE R
PGP Z UF B KT TAH 4 TR Fh 2 28 e 0 [ 2 AV H ke . X el ir G 5 3 AR ¢
MY E R — AT DI R A B, T 7 M3 R el A e g o X AN EE T, AT LA,
VPR E R B S, @

AN, TP B, (R (2011)) WXy EPRPES E N IhE.

e A A
AR (R Mk (2011) D5 1492 2% (L ik (2011) ) 25 1520 &
> 177 At 2L i dn =3 E‘l:ﬂ:'l:’ g - 1t
L R T | OV RRARTRR R
2. AR 2. WA
3. IRBE Y S RN 3. fREEIE T IRRURAS
RUHGEIE |4 SRR T 4 BB T
5. BT T AR 5. ARSI T A S

6. FRPAMEE By, B AR R B B DR A R
FIEES,  BE RS PR R4 B R IR G 20
JLAE

H EERAT UL, [ PN A R R 5 [ P A AR R 404 7 R B Pl A — B, X R BRI — R
Tl R B b, GRS AERR e AT A EAL . ERE  BURANAT (i E) B R
ARIRGH (@ TEEIESBRFEEA ) LIRS AR SR, AMUAELE, 1Ef
R (B EEPRA AR DS EPREFMEREE) (PR ORIEE))® B RKAEN R HAL
5, X Seehs B et e — 1 T [ A sl ke 5 [ P e ke P

@ See Ph. Fouchard, “Suggestions pour accroitre efficacité internationale des sentences arbitrales” , Revue de l'arbitrage, 4
(1998) . %: 5| H: Thomas Clay, “Liberté, égalité, efficacité; La devise du nouveau droit francais de I'arbitrage—
Commentaire article par article” (Deuxieéme partie) , Journal du droit international ( Clunet), 2 (2012), p. 841,

@ Thomas Clay, “Liberté, égalité, efficacité: La devise du nouveau droit frangais de I'arbitrage—Commentaire article par article”
(Deuxiéme partie) , Journal du droit international ( Clunet), 2 (2012), p. 841.

@ IEHE 34 FE: A TINETIBZ 1, MhEREIA T LIRS 6 SHUE I BEt -

(a) RN YE AR LI, IEWIFAAE T UL .

L5857 SRR AR UM 2 A AESERD TCAT AR D I8 5 sl ARG 2% 75 2 3 A 0T IR B~y i A R sl e R

8RR TS OO AR AS i, U TR 5

2. SR HR Y BT Y 2 T A A R DL 3 2 58 R sl R S S, ml TR A B AN RE BRI 51
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The Dualistic Model of French Commercial

Arbitration Law and its Reference Value
Fu Panfeng

Abstract; France is a typical country that takes a dualistic approach towards legislation on commercial
arbitration. The 2011 French Arbitration Law is divided into two parts, that is, domestic arbitration and
international arbitration. The dualistic model stems from the fact that French legislators wanted to provide
different legal frameworks for domestic arbitration and international arbitration, with regard to various
aspects such as the arbitration agreement, the number of arbitrators for an arbitral tribunal, the
confidentiality requirement, the arbitral opinions, the setting aside and the enforcement of arbitral awards.
Under this model, to characterize “internationality” is a very important practical issue. To deal with this
issue, France takes an objective test based on economic considerations. This test is rather tolerant in that
it confers on courts the discretion to decide, in light of specific circumstances, whether or not a given
arbitration is an international arbitration. When China has to amend its arbitration law in the future, it is
necessary to learn from France and establish with clarity a dualistic legislation model on commercial
arbitration. With regard to the characterization of “internationality” , French judicial practice is also of
reference value to some extent.

Keywords: France, Commercial Arbitration, Legislation Model, Internationality

(TrAES . FRY)

- 100 -





