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EIEE S EOTIEHE & HRAIHRE

I. [XC&HIC

!@ﬁ%@ﬁ"f%LE@ﬁmkbf PAERG| D 7 11— S AL DRI

L HEROZ SIS ENEIN L, AL TRAET DM OMIRTFE L L CEER
1¢a%k@%lJﬁﬁrﬁ>taxm\éo FEBR T [EBRAY 72 fh i B oD HR R A4 1% 2000 4
1889 {:77 55, 2010 4E0> 2,731 & 1.45 528N L TV 52, BRCT U7 KPR
s 2331 58 R ANEHE T, T DI DIEEEBITCEE oM gy =7
ZIR DA L, EEEE IS TS Loodb D L o7, gkl IX
de. DK 72 FRAAHEE CIXEEINT 2 Gr IS & il C O3t A3 A EEL T &Doo%
HEWIBLENSL, FFRRICIHET 5 (alternative) '?ﬁfnﬁ‘é (complement) il
FEL ENTWER, FHED 7 a1 — LD ERIC G LB — B R T
D Oo0h5H, Lo, EHEMETSHIZIE, 143%36/\ #n%itifim H
AR EER, Bk 2R, THFROREEAN. EIRRE, SR, et —e X
HOBEERZE D, ENEE A ERNICITTE DL D eﬁ*wan 7
TR RYNGETCER 2B —azALH LTS, LS 29 Lk
MR AE S — B RELRET DH L, BRWEEOM LW BLENG, %
7R EEE OO DB L R D KT — 2 BV ETHY, r KUK
F0 2010 4EFHA (LLF 12010 E#iE ))& 2012 4FFA (BLF 2012 4RRAS
=) OEBEFEFPEICET 5 EEER & 5,

1 AGRSCIE, D 2012 FFEEICTESMIFJE I B 4 R L. Canada @ The University of British
Columbia, Faculty of Law (Z Visiting Scholar & L TH#ifE L 72BRICUNEE L7 ERHZ LS EERk L
72. UBC, Law School Library 33 & U Prof. Biukovik (ZFFE 2% L7z,

2 Singapore International Arbitration Centre (SIAC) @A | http://www.siac.org.sg/ |Z X 5, H
OB Z O BIZER E LTIRMNT 5, ZHUISHEEE O AR T — X OEFHI S X
fER S 4L, HKIAC (FHEBRP#EE > 2 —) 132009 ELIRICFFERARAL, #1237 —4
WELER S THRNY,

3 m—LY k- Yy J— (Laurent Jaeger) fi3g [EEfhE DR & HERDO K (T
B w AR — X RIS S U — X B 9lal) JCA Y v — T 6053 5 17 H (2013
3 H),

4 BIZE, BN AET DR, EERL oA, BIRHEER OREFIC LY
Bio TOWDRUBHZ NS LD ([ 17-18 H),

S5 The 2010 International Arbitration Survey, School of International Arbitration, Queen Mary
University of London. http://www.arbitrationonline.org/research/2010/index.html ; 2012 International
Arbitration Survey: Current and Preferred Practices in the Arbitral Process.
http://annualreview2012.whitecase.com/International _Arbitration_Survey 2012.pdf. HiFH 4 & & (12
BRAPIRIC I T HIEE - EHim 2 FRAE L b o T, EEEAY S5 AT White & Case LLP 7
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AFTIE. 29 LIZEHEREEMEOTEH Y — v Abo@m o, B
Z BRI S EE AR AT D 20 DRIV T, EIEFE O EE b
LITEET D, BAMICITE 2 B\ T, FiF O BELBHEST L, 4
BOfRE LR D ERZEL, ROFE 3 FITBWC, EonizEREZ P, £
BROAPIRNBRERE OB A AMI LTctk, K0 2RA 2SI E 0By #40 B
R & LT, ICC DMIRERLGEICHET 2 mEF LB L, &ET 4172 2010
UNCITRAL Rules of Arbitration D NI DWW CREFRIEL D EERT 5, i
FFERICIIR OB Th D,

EEpE T 7 v — L DR &V D BLRICB W CHigE - —E R ¥
{ERIERSNDBRICH YD, A% IDICEDOMHANEREL THAH, L LY
72— LD & W D BRI W T, MR - - B X IIARE
FICAFRETH Y . &< £ TRBIFFEOFHEREICHR INHETHL Z
CIEARETHAH, FNEREORRT NEERTREE ) 2HV, T H LED
Fhe X T EEICKHR LoDo, ZNUANAOESES mIZBWTIE, fiho
TS L7z ICT Hff O FE A % & e E R Sk — e 2 0E - B0
M b EEHEMEICH D, UNCITRAL BIAIOKWET 22L& 580 | 1EkDEF
TSP L EDED, L) DO TIEARL, EEEMEFEH S ORNRE
RVER % $HAR B AT PTBE 72 B FERE R & W O BN D . EEE ORI T D
7= DWER) T X & JT 22 L ORGSR 72 BLE D b Ol EAEZE R i b ~D %}
JSE D THA D,

I. International Arbitration Survey @ 53 #

2010 A EIL 48 H. 2012 i HIL 56 Hb 572, M & A&l
ICEMEFICHESE, LTI 5, MlEELE bIZ, AR TYHERICRE
SN D EBEPEOBRSCHE R ZH LN T HZ LIk, AL Rz
L. B deEm B 2 IR ERICE T2, L) BIVEMICES<
DThHDH, FZOFEER - R OEMBE L TRV, MHEEFELZLT,
FRIZHRIT T 2,

1. 2010 4 Queens Mary University of London $R#&2°
(1) FESEHLEAESE
EERPFIL A ER D OMEOGEICESS T ClED b, EHEEHFT

v\ (http://www.whitecase.com) £V A Z T THEMEI iz, FMadlad®mEET, LBV a
2,

6 HESOHTEIERMEEICESE, FEAIZ5I =V 2B R LR, 20 2010 4#5E7
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MEA<FIHENTEY . TORBO—2NFHMEITH D, T OFHME L 1T,
BEHEOZEEBOBIEN LN L A2EWR L, IR 2R, L, (R
W& (seat) , fHELBERS, PRI 72 &2 < ORIV - Hkr4 D BE, (0 E-R
EBERIIMTH DD, IZHOWTHEGEMIZHTHAE Lz, FlxiX, OEZEI i
ZFRTFB L UTERIRT 2 372 2 RN D>, @FpEICBE 3 2 B AR E 134
ENTEDOL ) IATON DD, @%F ) LEEERREITR b RE B 1%
FFODIGED, O IRELHE L Wik 3 DRI REDOEBEH YE (counsel) 73
RLBETHIENIE D Vo bDORH D00, 7oL EhbfThbhiz,

A TIEIZ, HO WL - PEE - REHR LR LET LI OBEL,
2010 4 1 A5 8 AIZhT T, 2 BB CHEM L7, %1 BT 2 A0S
8 HIZ/ ST 78 THH OEMEZE (questionnaire) & [ s K fE % BT & & 1 A —
LTIED 136 N - DD IRE 25T, % #H 1% General Counsel 31%,
Counsel 19%, Head of Legal Department 16%, Head of Dispute Resolution
10%, Deputy General 3%, Other 21% Tdh -7z, %2 BfETi, &Eifd L<
IxEADHERE 67 N2, — AHB72D 155705 90 537 F TIT o7, makl
London, Paris, Tokyo, New York, Sao Paulo, Dubai, Warsaw 7 & i 5t &[T 8 H
ZHIAT o T2, Mma ELDODLEROTEHAIZR S,

(2 ERREDFEIR (choices about international arbitration)

O BHED 68%ITHFMIICET IRHEHIHY, FEHOH D LIZHED
O, EREEORZWICH RKICKHST 5, ZOEZITELLHEA I,
SPRAERES & B RO THEILE L MEETH Y . ZNHDIRE - B
IZOWTIEL, EBRNE &Y FE ORIR - B OEZERRKE N,

@ WRESINDINEFIL., RN FOREILE, RO THESE, (HEHEE O
JIECHE & du, 1253 (respondent) @ 68% (% Z AL 5 THH OEIN N4
DT X MR E~G 2 DHEBRRENEEZTND,

@ General Counsel [Z—%IZ, —ED FHe = DT L, RO S B
HF 256 ThHho T, EEHEIZET 2 EEREIZ OV TITFER
SN BD %

(3) #EHEDRTE (choice of the governing the substance of the dispute)
O WYFEEOYFEENEFEICET 5PN (neutrality) « AFME (impar-
tiality) . 4% O RFEIZ LA - 72 Y1 (appropriateness) . 4 H#

NI, 2008 Corporate Attitudes: Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Awards; 2006 Corporate
Attitudes and Practices D 2 tFOWEEZILITER SN DOTH D,
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(4)

@ O 6

(5)
@

© ©

(©)
o)

@

e

OB LAEAVY (familiarity) D 3 HRNBE D,
YELEDOHIBHE G 2 D BN KE W=D, 1EE A EDRIZEHECHRM
FlI, PRRVEEIAZETLIEERHEH LHEINATND,

[ E D 40%I1EA X U A% (English law) ZH L. H\ T 17%H
Za—d—7MEEZHEHL TS,

YEPLEE D 5 2 DS W HOW T, [HAEED 53%13dH 5 —FE D
FICE EED EEB R, 29%ITRFEPHIZ KON, ZOEETIRENWES
ZTWD,

fhEIZEDIEIR (choice of the seat of arbitration)

EAEIT, YFEEGE. IR OMERLE & O ERHIEERIZ &
DIFIFRES N D,

London N bifFFi, oL FHINTWD,

2= 5 4EMIZF VT, London, Paris, New York, Geneva @ 4 #i i i b
%<, WTILHHEENEYY (excellent, very good) ,
VUHR—NART VT O E L THREL TV,

I E L < RV EGE & BRAE - SRER STV 45 6 D (the most negative
perception) %, Moscow & H[EA 1= (mainland China) 73& F 541 T
Wb,

fhEHBIDIEIR (choice of arbitration institution)

TP IBEEIIZ N ME  (neutrality) & [EBEE: (internationalism) %
Ko, S OITHEAERIICHERE 72 544 75 (strong reputation) & JAV GRGK
(widespread recognition) ZffF>J 9 RKD T 5,

ICC b2 <faFEi, IRSFHESN TS,

ICC, LCIA, AAA, ICDR @ 4 ¥&B723 i 2 5 4E[ CRIZE N b FIH L
TEY, WTNHFHMEREV (good LA E),

HELL W ERBIN TS H D& LT, CRCICA, DIAC, CIETAC
N5,

fhEk ADEd (appointment of arbitrators)

J Uy Ly (open-mindedness) . 23 - (fairness) . ffi &k @ #2 5R  (prior
experience) . FKEDFEE (quality of awards) ., FIfHEM: « 55 = (avail-
ability) . YEHLWEICBIT 2%, FEHINEHR IS,

(1258 D 50% DM N DITAITRE L T D,
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@ AEITME AN OFIEM: (availability) - BES (skills) . FEERICEET 2 1
WMOFAMEZ KD, ETPEADOBIEO Y FEHTEZ L ViR JA< K
HTWD,

@  [EIEFE D T5% 13T G s RIS AR IR & Rl D I 2 SR T 5,
ZD D HD T6%ITMEBERE~RE L7230, 30%ITARICHE T
% X 9 725l (publicly available reviews) DA FHLE L T\ 5,

(7) SF#ZEFS (confidentiality)

O MEFHEFICE > THEETITIH L8, RAIREWVIIFZE TR,

@ [RIZEFHD 50%IE, BRAR L 72 R Ao 36 B IS TR S5 1B
HHEENRRWEE THHMRIITTFRES RS D, L& 2B L
TEY, RWIIMHRITBIT D TFRBES L H L0 E I NG R0 >
7o

(8) HAR LEFE (time and delay)
O EITEZBIES T A MEFHREDOLETL Db D%, EHOMTR (disclosure
of documents) , FE O FEIZEHEH (written submission) , {F#EIE TORE
B TF#i X (constitution of the tribunal and hearings) 73Z81F H 4172,
@ HEHFIIFHZXE2HELTDHEOIEED DN (parties contribute most to the
length of proceedings) . AR IT R ITHED 2 K 5 1T EIECfh A B
DEHTRETHDLH, LB TND,

2. 2012 £ Queens Mary University of London &2

(1) MEE#HLEAELE

I TIHBELHEICDOIY . UL Fhe & 23572 5 ERHUH TofifEk
DIHEINT 2, fh#E TR & OEE O B bR E (cross-fertilization) 7372
INTVDEINED., bLRINTVDLIDOTHIULEDRE, /2890 -
TCHANRES - RSN OOH LD, &) REE#R AL FFHIThi, it
REIIEEDOEBFE, ENFA#L (in-house counsel) . fhEk A& H.00 12,
BEARMIZIE 2012 4F 1 A 05 8 AT THilEl & [FARIZ 2 BepEIC /3 1) CTiTd
iz, H—BPE T 100 THH OB RS Z online TiEfF L. 710 fF D [RI% 215
Too B2 BERETTIE. 104 RO ESEREM TN, REMERIL. ko 7HHE

7 INFETEZL OREESZHEEBE LT, EHFEF = 20FERTII AW EHERT S, F—I2,
T A VHETRRB DML &, 12, White & Case £t & W 9 HER & 2 1A H
NG LTS Z L, B, MEEFORINC L BEREI 2. R LMk,
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ICEHTE, LRI T 5,

(2) fhE ADZEFE (selection of arbitrators)

O [FIEFED 76%H, HEEAN 3 NOMEIETHIVUL, B YEEHEDMPIA 2
NDOBIEA U I, ZHVUTIEFE O G FH DMPER AN OBAEITIHRAY & W
DI DBEMIC KT DR L o Tz,

@ ERZRMEENMEIE A EFE T D LR, PR & OHRSE TIN5 DM
ONT, RUVEFARNTWD, HEICED & FIEED 3 502 )73
AN DERICE G L THRY | 12% B3 FalEmI@ ] Tidzwn, &L
oo ZOFEAIERITIFAEY), LOBROELZE T, Faimka %
IMAREL NS OTIE A<, WENCHISTE DS Th 2 Gk
I C X IULHROEMIC OV TIIARE, L9,

@ [EEHED T4%1%, BEEDEE L& NI EFB A (chair) @
BHIZOWT, EYFHELERELZHMT L L 2RO L&, &%
ZTW5D,

(3) fhEFH =DM (organizing arbitral proceedings)

O  FEHLEEHRUZES T % IBA #HI (The IBA Rules on the Taking of Evidence in

International Arbitration; the IBA Rules®) 73, £ T 60% R S, A
RZ7A42 L LT53%, MRNHDLHAIE LTT%DBHRIRL TV D, &
BIC[EE R D 85% 7 the IBA Rules [ TH D EEZX TN 5D,

@ fhEFEEE  (tribunal secretaries) 1% 35% OFHHTEAm 4, fhEAD
10% DHNFBE LB ELEE L, TP HRAD 4% BFEEE &
AZ (merit) ([ZOWTHERmLIZ, EWIHIRETH T,

@ T E 2T DI bR R TTIEIR, ESE R TT §
(constitution) %Ki L7-1%, R 22HBEZRAKET D &,
B DI N  (sole arbitrator) Z#ET 5 Z &, BUREHAHIRT 5
i DIREFEFTTND,

@  Fast-track & EHIMH O FB L L TELBlEHEWITH S5 73,
FEEEIZIHIF E A ERH STV (not commonly used) , [BIZ 35 D
95% 1%, IR R (54%) . SN TRBRD H 5 (41%)

VEORMRRONERML TEBRICH Y, TOELSKB S D THEMED H 5 White
Case fE LB H L TWD Z LB LT EHEHIT 5,

8 TIBA [E B #EGE L ~ B A & v Uy, International Bar Association (IBA; [E B V58 2.
http://www.ibanet.org/) 732010 45 H 29 HIZ/KGE L7229 & b e 2801, 3T JAA
(HARME W) OFERBEY A F oD ATFrHE,
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EWOHRREE, 7272 LRI D 65% D3R DK I T fast-track 5=
HAEFMALZWY %), b LIFEBHMANRICITEHFIHLEZY
(60%) L& ZTW5D,

(4) EEHMEFHFIRTDOZIE (interim measures and court assistance)

O VERIROBEE LM/ > TODITH 0 0b 53, hEIEIZ 8 e

(interirn measures) Z ERTH I LT AU TIT <, BIEED 77%
EPFED 455D 1 FNLL T OB TRER LIZRRETH 5, BHFT
JEPzdéaﬂii’E% HEg L LB ELEDER TS BT,

@ R A EEICER L2 35% DA BB L, B bz
HD62%ITH EMIZIS L TR Y., FHPFTIZ X 2 miiliT 10%RET
ol

@ —EORBMIZIBNTYEE —FITHELE % T HHERZ T
HRENPEDOEBITHR SN TR, BIEHEO 51%I1%, A
329 LICHEREZFFORE TH Y, —H B3%ITHZ D& TER,
6% LW TlL 72 o 72,

(5) FEHLEFEDIRE (document production)

O TBEEHBOEFIIEEME TIX RO TH D, BIEHE D 62%I1XfEk
DU ETF D LIZERORBRR D 5,

@ HEBHEOIFEALE (75%~ 100%) TEERTICEYS LIZRBRAH
L. LWy awra—{ERFEIL74%, KEEOEFRZFZIT21% TH -
7oo TAUIATREICBWT, 2E o — R CIEEERH O ERN
IV 2, LD RN AM AR T DRI & R o T,

@ FTERHICKT 22 rm— L KEEEDOHERREWNICH2NDDH
3. the IBA Rules D5 3 5" ME BT H517 2 FRUR MO FLHE L 5
RETHDH, EBZTWD,

@ HEBEMPEBEICEOREREL 52T, £ Ao
T, fh#k A D% < (significant percentage) DIREHIZEHEL (crucial)
EEZTEBY, [HEHED 59%DBHRFERIC L 2 EEN P&~ D
Wb, LEZTWD

(6) FTEIIALHEMRIIA (fact and expert witnesses)
O fh#FD 87% THEMIRE (fact statements) DAL TF D FEHLYH2E H

9 The IBA Rules, Art 3 Documents.
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(7)
@

8)
o)

e

INTEY, WRITEESM (direct examination) 7% 48%. [H#)72
JEHL (hearing) 7339% & 72> T\ 5, [HIZEH D 59% 135 E 4R #
(fact witness statements) Z B OEZEZMHONRE &+ 5 2 L ITR
BThHoH, EEXTND,

Foxf=2 il (cross-examination) 1%, FFEMRGE (testing fact) T 90%.
MIRFENDFEILT 86% N KRB R R TIETH D EEZTVD,

HEH (hearing) FFIZEEANZ{AD (mock) KAkt=mfAE 425 Z L1E, —
EHOWESAL TITIE MBI & SN D, RREIC L D &, EREME T
—IRIZATPNTEB SN TN D, BIEHD 5%, EEMETHO
Kkt 21T > TR H Y . EDOND 62%75, aF L a—& K
EEBICEREIZ, @Y THDE LTS,

RERIC BT D HEPFIEAN L, HFEEHEDOFEED 90%., HEIEDELE N
10% &EHD, L LAaNLEEFEOMEIL, YEHEOELEN L hE
HEZZDENEIT43%., ERIEDIREIC L 256X 31% 1R T
bole, 3T,

FimFHEE LB (pleadings and hearings)

R0 OEFHOFEML (substantive written submissions) % fHE A 12 A2 4
THZENRWTRINTEY, 9 LIERAHZ 47T Bm A
79% & @\,

ESELIS D THEK EOFH « RZE (merit) OREEENIE 15%.
EENTH D Z LA LTE,

BASDOARERER O — R IIRIX, 3-5 B (53%). 6-10 H (23%). 1-2
H (19%). 10 HELE (5%) THoTo,
REEEFE LI BRI 2, a5rn—p#EL L0 bE<T
DM H D EVbiLd N, SRIOFETENNIE LW &R
Nic. 122 AOFIEIEL, KEEERELET31I%, 2E 2 —R#E LT
9%, & BIMEZRAHEN A B ALT,

PEIERUC BT, 3450 2 TR AR IZ B3 2 IR SER E ST
W5, [BIEE D STWITWIBRER EIZEMR L, KRGS T T, 28 34%,
HELRWENREWL 6% TH-oT-,

{hEETE EER (the arbitral award and costs)

hEFE £ TCOHMIZHONT, MEA— ANDOLE., P& TH3I N
ALURNIZEREN 2 END, EDRIEN 67% Th-oTo, FT-hE AN 3
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ANDHA, 3 DAL T REN 37%, 3-6 2> H LINIZT RE N 41%
ThHhoTl,

@ A~ HET AP, PESE I AV EIC TR X 20T 5 (split the
baby) ZEWHIT B, 17% THITHNATND,

@ MHFEHOE Y YT o&, TOMBIZLVEID B TOENIGLGEN
80%. ¥ T OFEIV U THNLILGHEN20%E SND, 2B EN
DB M T2 LT DD 5%RET, BEOHFRLV b LY
FERICES S EHAROE D Y TERDDEABALINLD,

@ [EIEEDI6%D, HEFHEFOLFEESLLOHRE LORHEL AT
ZZONT, BRI Y TOBRITMPEEIIBET & THDH, L LT
W5, ZAUIAREE RITABRIZ OV T, ERIENE HEI Y 2 TR
SHIMHEELSZ DL 9BZ CVDLZ AR LTV,

VL EORBESNEPO LN 29 LIEBRIZ OV T UNCITRAL & ICC 23
BIEMRBERIIXSTED LS, PEBAIZSE Lz, EREIFERERMAMZEIL,
WTNHA XY A TRINTZLDTH D780, HEPESLHEIEDORENA XY
AZIp o TR, EOREMERBENRSH D D0, &9 BTk 528, FEABD
EERpEF RO 2 R~ —EOERE R SDbDTHD, EnxdH, RE
T ICC DRY=RAY 72 FE = (B9 2 & & & UNCITRAL OfpEFAISE IS
B3 2 AR & FICHRRIC ATV E 720,

m. EFEPEIZE TS ICC #HiEE & UNCITRAL R AIRIE DR ET

RN D AR & SR B D A3, hEFERT & L TR&EM 72 1CC
DN EEER L EICRET 2 WMEZZMI L. D% ad hoc fh#k & 187 L 7= #1131
T % UNCITRAL Rules of Arbitration DLIEIZDOWTEL T, #Et L7z,

1. ICCHEBZEROMENEEFEICEHT IBRESE

%5 2 B D Queens Mary #75 TiX, BIEOMA & 4% OMGIHE 23 E )7z
D, PEES IS FEE ORKORELE, BLENRMMEOBRHIIHEIZONTTH
5o W BHEKBEDL LWHIESHAINH 728 LT, Kl Z2E 072 AxshE
DEWWE O TRITIUEL, AEZEITFIH LW, EEOMHEIIKTT 2 RENHEML

10 UNCITRAL fth#E R R ORFEIZ- OV CIE, Renata Brazil-David, Harmonization and Delocalization
of International Commercial Arbitration, 28 Journal of International Arbitration 427-444 (Oct.2011)
Z M, FEBRIZ UNCITRAL Model Law (3 A HFOAEENEE LT, AAZEHE < OETHR
R, R ZREIRE - #ikiz W TR O34 M2, http://www.uncitral.org/uncitral/en/
unditral texts/arbitration/1985Model arbitration_status.html/
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DOBLHRN L, EEME OB ENTZEEIE U7 i L O MBS E
FoTED, THITHIET H XK 5 ICC ﬁli“ﬂi%,@\:‘: . IRRR & OB R R
B4 (Task Force on Reducing Time and Costs in Arbitration) % ¥§/& S, %)
R R ERRAP A BRI L7225 3F [ICC Commission Report Controlling
Time and Cost in Arbitration (1" ed. 2008, 2™ ed. 2012) | Z#AF LT-, TOEE
Rk O@EY TH D,

EFHHEICONT, ICC ffEZ B OMEICL D &, 2003 4 & 2004 4FiC
REBE D 72 SN ICC OHERITIE, MEE FH B AM LB O 813
@ﬁ%m%@@ﬁ_>#ok&%m&%\@ﬁk%%#m%\m0®§@%
A2% LD i N O TR/ & < | ICC hE Tl 4+ @40 & 1E LBl
FTLH70, FHRLLTW (7272 L LCIA ORI M TO b O b b 5 7o 3
ER), BHEL/NSVD, WEORMAKRET VOIL, PETHEE OHETIC
PNDIRETH D,

;9Lt@ﬁ$ﬁ§@L (DD BAHNEDT- D DRA v ME, G Ry

X g R, ENICET D PERIEOHEREL, &5 Kéfi% 2. LT
&ETH‘\}:H@% IONTHTNETZN,

2. UNCITRAL Rules of Arbitration 2010

[ [E| B pg B g | %5 H 4> (the United Nations Commission on International Trade
Law; UNCITRAL) |, ad hoc fR#CHERI M2 T <. FEZEOWIER 2
e HHI{A% (a unified and comprehensive set of rules of arbitration) % ER% L .
1976 12 £ ?)i' S, THIXEOEEYE (truly universal origin) & F kP
(flexibility) '* 2 /SFHICE T2, FDOH%KI 30 T < 4 L, 2004 4E 2k 1E
D 673 L%h”2m€$®%wENNGHML% TR bR
B 4G S 47z, 2010 -2 H 12158/ L. 2010 4£ UNCITRAL fh# 30 & L T

11 International Arbitration: Corporate Attitudes and Practices 2008, at 2, Queen Mary University
of London School of International Arbitration and Price Waterhouse Coopers, http://www.pwc.co.uk/
eng/publications/international arbitration 2008.html/

12 ICC Techniques for Controlling Time and Costs in Arbitration, CMS Guide to Arbitration,
Vol. I, Appendix 4.3, at 537-563; 2012 International Arbitration Survey: Current and Preferred
Practices in the Arbitral Process
http://annualreview2012.whitecase.com/International arbitration Survey 2012.pdf

13 Gerold Herrmann, Comment: UNCITRAL’s Basic Contribution to the International Arbitration
Culture, in ICCA Congress Series No.8, 50 (Albert Jan van den Berg ed., 1998).

14 Gary Born, International Commercial Arbitration 151 (2010).

15 Pieter Sanders, Has the Moment Come to Revise the Arbitration Rules of the UNCITRAL ?, 20
Arbitration International 243 (2004) .
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2010 4E 8 A 15 BICHE LY, WETo B AL, EERPEROBITOEE 280 A
NHZ LBV, BRI EAN RN L 5B PEIC L D IR0 B G nE
Thole, THITMIZE O &, IHFHEIN DRSS 2 O ) 228 #7210 U,
T LABIER A A MEDOER ERD RN D D, KT A Y IR OE#RER
HilEE (discovery) NPT ITHAIND &, BIEL TR MEIZRDTZOH
ERLETH 1", ZO MOV T IBA OEBEFEFMEICI T 5 REER R O
#H1 (Rules on the Taking of Evidence in International Commercial Arbitration, 1999
L2010 ) THEWRBA R IZ T A U BT 2 < — MR 72 15 HBE s i L
(general discovery procedure) & S #u72", &1 #H O BA/RIL, ICC TiX Task
Force on Production of Electronic Documents in Arbitration % 32 5 (. IBA §
2010 FFeRT R & fER L 72,
YGETORA » MEITHDHY . LT 5%

3. BETAEDEFRRE
O #EFHE (due process)

UNCITRAL 1976 % 14 S & R D@ VEIE L7z, HEd 5720 MR 27w

B

* UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 1976
Section III. Arbitral proceedings:
General provisions, Article 15 (1)
Subject to these Rules, the arbitral tribunal may conduct the arbitration in
such manner as it considers appropriate, provided that parties are treated with
equality and that at any stage of the proceedings each party is given a full
opportunity of presenting his case.

* UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 2010
Section III. Arbitral proceedings:

16 FEMITKOSTHAZ M, David D. Caron & Lee M. Caplan, The UNCITRAL arbitration rules: a
commentary with an integrated and comparative discussion of the 2010 and 1976 UNCITRAL
arbitration rules, Oxford commentaries on international law, Oxford Univ. Press 2d ed. 2013

17  Report of the Working Group on Arbitration and Conciliation on the Work of Its Forty-fifth
Session, Vienna, Sep.11-15, 2006, U. N.Doc. A/CN.9/614, para.16.

18 Louis B. Kimmelman, Document Production in the United States, in Doucument Production in
International Arbitration, 17 ICC Bulletin (Special Supp.) 43 (2006).

19 Hilmar Raeschke-Kessler, Art.3 IBA Rules of Evidence: A Commentary on the Production of
Documents in International Arbitration, 12" IBA Arbitration Day, Dubai, 6 (Feb.16, 2009), http://
www.raeschke-kessler.de/downloads/ibadubai5fuerwebsite.pdf/

20 Daria Kozlowska, The Revised UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules Seen through the Prism of
Electronic Disclosure, 28 J. of Int’l Arb. 51-65 (2011).
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General provisions, Article 17 (1)

Subject to these Rules, the arbitral tribunal may conduct the arbitration in
such manner as it considers appropriate, provided that the parties are treated
with equality and that at an appropriate stage of the proceedings each party

is given a reasonable opportunity of presenting its case’'.

ERE S 1976 BAITII S FEHR I LRETRIAT O NN EZ b, fhEdE
DN RS 2 3 AU E Tt (due process) 1N TP EEICHEBENH S5 7]
BEMERN D -T2, HRTHIEFEFHICOWVWTOBIIREHEN R THIE, KRR
T =2 O LR EF ORI T X 301D, EDTZHR
HEBE/—DTo 5 due process |2 LR WELFH TRIRM 72 Pt < 2K L,
EE IR EEZ 5 2 D AEMEEYE (reasonable test) 2HL Y AL B AL, ZHix
IBA HLEIDH 9 5221 2552, BMX 2 A M (procedural economy weigh
against production) OBLENHEIR 4L, LCIA bR TH 5,

@ HEE (hearing) (2RI 2 HEF il IR,
* UNCITRAL 1976, Article 15 (2)
If either party so requests at any stage of the proceedings, the arbitral
tribunal shall hold hearings for the presentation of evidence by witnesses,
including expert witnesses, or for oral argument.
- UNCITRAL 2010, Article 17 (3)
If at an appropriate stage of the proceedings any party so requests, the

21 1976 £E L 2010 0 FHUTEEZ I L D,

22 IBA Art. 9. 2. The Arbitral Tribunal shall, at the request of a Party or on its own motion,
exclude from evidence or production any Document, statement, oral testimony or inspection for any
of the following reasons:

(a) lack of sufficient relevance to the case or materiality to its outcome;

(b) legal impediment or privilege under the legal or ethical rules determined by the Arbitral
Tribunal to be applicable;

(c) unreasonable burden to produce the requested evidence;

(d) loss or destruction of the Document that has been shown with reasonable likelihood to have
occurred;

(e) grounds of commercial or technical confidentiality that the Arbitral Tribunal determines to be
compelling;

(f) grounds of special political or institutional sensitivity (including evidence that has been
classified as secret by a government or a public international institution) that the Arbitral Tribunal
determines to be compelling; or

(g) consideration of procedural economy, proportionality, fairness or equality of the Parties that the
Arbitral Tribunal determines to be compelling.

23 THRUTEEIZL D,
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arbitral tribunal shall hold hearings for the presentation of evidence by

witnesses, including expert witnesses, or for oral argument.

FEEUT T & L CHEFHEOMR (oral evidence) £ & Lo OEMHIZOWT
HATOLILD M, 1976 FHHATITT X TOBEME CHEREL O ER D3 HEF & L TR
HAVTUWZA, 2010 FEHAITIXZF NN @O 2 BT, LHIENR 72X T
W5,

@ AL EIERCEL I [R1EE D HE 23 HTi
« UNCITRAL 2010, Article 17.1
The arbitral tribunal, in exercising its discretion, shall conduct the
proceedings so as to avoid unnecessary delay and expense and to provide a

fair and efficient process for resolving the parties’ dispute.

ZOXEITKY | TERDNTNE LRI MR LoD, RIS L D R &
a2 NOE#EREDDLOALE N, ZOREIL, Hr OFHESCANEE
FRAEET, D DORNRAGHETT &\ 5 e A B IR OB~ B AP HIE B U D
HIBHEIR 2 5- 2 DRI E 725, LCIA Tl « SR 21T 3875 & S,
ERRP IO FHE & IRl MER KD b D, MFE7ZR P TITESHAI TOBRT
RIUIARE T, HDICTHBA D= AL EVHBRESN DT D &L TH DM,
&< ECEBEMBIZENERIEDO —HTH D720, BRI E 72 5 MpEBAIOSCFIC
IS LOFEBENPMLE L I D, EEPEOMEH 2 8ES T, Y EE DN
P LSRR E PR LoD, B e RE & B AE A LS b Y Ol
REZEODDLZEICHD, EWVWHZ,

@ hEIEITH R EEDMHERZ {5
UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 2010, Article 17 (2)
The arbitral tribunal may, at any time, after inviting the parties to express
their views, extend or abridge any period of time prescribed under these

Rules or agreed by the parties.

24 LCIA Arbitration Rules, Article 14.1.ii ...the arbitral tribunal has a duty to adopt procedures
suitable to the circumstances of the arbitration, avoiding unnecessary delay or expense, so as to
provide a fair and efficient means...

25 David J. Howell, Introduction, Electronic Disclosure in International Arbitration: A Changing
Paradigm, in Electronic Disclosure in International Arbitration 2 (David J. Howell ed., 2008) .
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ZZITBEWTHERIEDO M AHE EDOHER 2R L L TRk S 7172, Working
Group it HEL P T, él%%@,% RS & R CTHEEOHIM CrlRE L 775
FXThoN, YFEEOFRIEMOMS LD Fi & FRTES, iy =E
HDORF %%ﬁ@i@ﬁ#ékwoémmwwﬂé;k%ﬁﬁb\%%%@%ﬁ
FERORIHERN 52 Db, & &,

© RO L EEAYT Y 2 — NV ORIERE
UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 2010, Article 17 (2)
As soon as practicable after its constitution and after inviting the parties to
express their views, the arbitral tribunal shall establish the provisional
timetable of the arbitration.
CORIATED | PESEDR G HEE & Fhi S T D a2 BWITIT O K ofe
S DRI & 7ZE %o O MBI B E ORI FH O HFN S & T
27, FT AU IRA XY ADREFFIEOHETH, HHEH TR OFEHL
RHARLTWDY, ZOHEOBREIX., FREZEBDHFOH T2 5 h 2
DORMEINTFFARICHE D, L0 I EREMREE TR, YFEHFMoRHOER
BUEDS, TS ORAMEETOMmPF2REREED L < I3R/DRICMAD Z LICH
57, BEUEFICL o TH, FrR L 72 2 FHITEILIERL 2 > CTHEfFT 5 2 &
X, FHEETOREI E RV DRI TH D,

® b EE & FELBH R I8 1T D IERIERIL O LB

UNCITRAL 1976, Article 18 (statement of claim)

1. Unless the statement of claim was contained in the notice of arbitration,
within a period of time to be determined by the arbitral tribunal, the
claimant shall communicate his statement of claim in writing to the
respondent and to each of the arbitrators. A copy of the contract, and
of the arbitration agreement if not contained in the contract, shall be

annexed thereto.

26 UNCITRAL, Working Group II, forty-seventh session, Vienna, Sep.10-14, 2007, Settlement of
Commercial Disputes: Revision of the UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules; Note by Secretariat, U.N.
Doc. A/CN.9/WG. II/WP.147/Add.1, para.6.

27 Richard Hill, The New Reality of Electronic Document Production in International Arbitration:
A Catalyst for Convergence ?, 25 Arb. Int’1 94 (2009) .

28 U.S. Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 26 (f); English Civil Procedure Rules, Practice
Direction to Rule 31, 2A

29 John M. Barkett, Production of Electronically Stored Information in Arbitration: Sufficiency of
IBA Rules ?, in Electronic Disclosure in International Arbitration 61 (David J. Howell ed., 2008) .
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2. The statement of claim shall include the following particulars:

(a) the names and addressed of the parties;

(b) a statement of the facts supporting the claim;

(c) the points at issue;

(d) the relief or remedy sought.
The claimant may annex to his statement of claim all documents he deems
relevant or may add a reference to the documents or other evidence he will

submit.

UNCITRAL 2010, Article 20 (statement of claim)

1. The claimant shall communicate its statement of claim in writing a
period of time to be determined by the arbitral tribunal. The claimant
may elect to treat its notice of arbitration referred to in Article 3, as a
statement of claim, provided that the notice of arbitration also complies
with the requirements of paragraphs 2 to 4 of this article.

2. The statement of claim shall include the following particulars:

(a) The names and contact details of theparties;
(b) a statement of the facts supporting the claim;
(c) the points at issue;

(d) the relief or remedy sought;

(e) the legal grounds or arguments supporting the claim.

3. A copy of any contract or other legal instrument out of or in relation to
which the dispute arises and of the arbitration agreement shall be
annexed to the statement of claim.

4. The statement of claim should, as far as possible, be accompanied by all

documents and other evidence relied upon by the claimant, or contain

30
references to them.

ZOWETORE 2B E. WYL NE %7 R 2 IERRILO 3R &2 5 SC TR
LTWAHZEIZhD, ZAUTHS Y FENEMNBANONAET D2 &2 RET 2
LICEY ., BEOBWEITIZRE G L ENDY, BRI EE M EIL )M 2 )

30 FPRUIEEIZL D

31 UNCITRAL Working Group II, 46™ session, New York, February 5-9, 2007, Settlement of
Commercial Disputes: Revision of the UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules, Note by Secretariat, U. N.
Doc. A/CN.9/WG. 1I/WP.145/Add.1, at 6.
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BTHDHZ D, BADIERELZ L S-S b E RO LY FEDOLEL,
BETHMEND DT, 29 LBEIET A U I OFFRICE T 5 15 WA R B
(U.S.-Style discovery) @, {HFIIFEEOHFRIFRALILAFT 27200 H D, &
WO RMEND ETWD, 7272 L ZHUFREHLA Y (fishing expedition) D fERME
T A, ERSE O & B OEREOFIKN TH % 7%, UNCITRAL % 17
G 1ET, BROEVIE RO BEEFEOIRHICH IEDENTH I ENTE DX
I N TN D,

@ EEHW - R EICB T 2 g o ETRAL

UNCITRAL 1976, Article 26.

1. At the request of either party, the arbitral tribunal may take any interim
measures it deems necessary in respect of the subject-matter of the
dispute, including measures for the conservation of the goods forming
the subject-matter in dispute, such as ordering their deposit with a third
person or the sale or perishable goods.

2. Such interim measures may be established in the form of an interim
award. The arbitral tribunal shall be entitled to require security for the
costs of such measures.

3. A request for interim measures addressed by any party to a judicial
authority shall not be deemed incompatible with the agreement to

arbitrate, or as a waiver of that agreement.

UNCITRAL 2010, Article 26

1. The arbitral tribunal may, at the request of a party, grant interim
measures.

2. An interim measure is any temporary measure by which, at any time
prior to the issuance of the award by which the dispute is finally
decided, the arbitral tribunal orders a party, for example and without
limitation, to: ......

(d) Preserve evidence that may be relevant and material to the resolution

of the dispute.
3. The party requesting an interim measure under paragraphs 2 (a) to (c)

shall satisfy the arbitral tribunal that:

32 Michel E. Schneider, 4 Civil Law Perspective: “Forget E-Discovery”, in Electronic Disclosure in
International Arbitration 13-20 (David J. Howell ed. 2008).
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(a) Harm not adequately reparable by an award of damages is likely to
result if the measure is not ordered, and such harm substantially
outweighs the harm that is likely to result to the party against whom
the measure is directed if the measure is granted; and

(b) there is a reasonable possibility that the requesting party will succeed
on the merits of the claim. The determination on this possibility shall
not affect the discretion of the arbitral tribunal in making any
subsequent determination.

4. With regard to a request for an interim measure under paragraph 2 (d),

the requirements in paragraph 3 (a) and (b) shall apply only to the extent

the arbitral tribunal considers appropriate.™

Z DL UNCITRAL Model Law D5 5HE TE VY, b KRE QAT
X, PRI R 2L IR E LR R LTSkl L ith b, &
DO EAf:E UNCITRAL2010 @ Article 26 (3)* 1Z BRI Xdv, fhEkiE Y] &
HIWE L7233 AR B, CESIHLOMENEE SN HEIE, £o L=
ExERET DL OMETHNEERSTND,

4. UNCITRAL 2010 E&ET
WEHMORBEIZLDE L TFEOEBIOBK & 5 BURIZKHE T 5 7 O fE!
éﬂf:ﬁ%ﬁﬁ RO gL %ﬁ\’ﬂf“é‘ %%,

PRI L o X MEREPLDICEEI N R EINTE I ERBIT BN
o%%mmeEWTi VHREEOERBSZRE L, F X iz 2y
WCHEBA L TWED, fERE L THREREBIESL 2 X MEIZR> TV HEBRZ B

L. 2010 FFHAITCIX, EREOEEZRKE L, ZOMRMEHYL LT720
Fhe X REOH THAERE I TV D,
#Z, FHeE i (procedural timetable) $RE D=, YHEH O R

33 FHUFIEEICLD

34 UNCITRAL Model Law, Chapter IV. A.

35 UNCITRAL 2010, Article 26 (3) : The party requesting an interim measure under art.26 (2)
(a) to (c) must satisfy the arbitral tribunal that: (a) harm not adequately reparable by an award of
damages is likely to result if the measure is not ordered, and such harm substantially outweighs the
harm that is likely to result to the party against whom the measure is directed if the measure is
granted; and (b) there is reasonable possibility that the requesting party will succeed on the merits
of the claim. The determination on this possibility shall not affect the discretion of the arbitral
tribunal in making any subsequent determination.

36 Daria Kozlowska, supra note 20, at 64.
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DIEERH T BN D, FHERICE S ZOBAERE £ D AT D720 <
FHERE O 7= O RN G T 2 HRIC 72 0 | BRI O & 0770,
BT, SN ITIERARILO RS, 430 L0 REIZER S CWnWb =
EMBDH, EIEEL LT, FROMME KRR ECEY | EIES TS
XZOZYMEEHMT D Z LIS DN, UEE ORISR STV
X, e 0 BhRICED D Z LN TE, Y FE OMMRE L BRI IR LA
DIER OB 5,

I, BERE BT A MEEOHER A LT 5 Z LItk BEICE X
DN R E VIHLEESEOREMTONCT <720 | AHLEESEOBIEN S
< HREORAEEMZ D &9 &Il > TV,

PLbED X HIZBGET SN2y, REROEE & £7220, #ilxiX, FHLEHEO
HPFARTE., HIRANEST LaWGa ORI - 1072 ERH 57, 7272 LRgis|
IARERNCIRBIF) ThH D72, MARITHR TE D2MHEDO H DO TIHR L, BLE
@ﬁﬁa BEHNCKHETE 2 L5 WICHBIHIE 2 WET 3 2 Bk & EIT )
EREFTDZENEETH D,

V. BbYIc

7 a— LRG| OFGRIT K0 ERRIRG 1A 038 2. BEHEZR P IR S [ 4 2 1
REE, EEMEOVLEMEDNEmE D, BEEPEROFRE & BAROMmE ClEx
RS, £ 0)2!:’?’; [ IMELE AL (denationalization) & 2241t (convergence) |
bHEVIY, EEMGOEMMRTFR TR, MHETHD 2 L%, B2
ﬁ“ilﬁ%&f%é_&\%h@i%%ﬁﬁ%%%K%L TWRnZ &,
B D LI N S OBEABEZ TWEZ L, B DY, EEMEOFRRIC
KT oML UT, ke, BN, ik, B, RERME, BATHER H T
bILAHN, REMRERE LT, #@SNIOEIITH D,

WIS D@ S GRiktE) L3, EERhEICI T DR g & vy o T EIT st
T ORI WY —EZADOWE L W HIEE TE LRV EDLELZ L TH D,
ERRPEIIFNERIEOMZETH Y . T 2 M B R A & ITRR Y | PR

37 Id. at 64-65.

38 Bernard Hanotiau, International Arbitration in a Global Economy: The Challenges of the Future,
28 1. of Int’1 Arb. 89-103 (2011). k&7 [/ m—rfb] OERIIHA TH D, T 2T,
RO I —EHOEREN S BRI b EEEZ 52O REE, &5,

39 Id. at 90. fhE D 7 v — AR DWW TILIR @ Xk 2 BR, Katherine Lynch, The Forces of
Economic Globalization: Challenges to the Regime of International Commercial Arbitration (2003) ;
Reza Banakar, Reflexive Legitimacy in International Arbitration, in Emerging Legal Certainty:
Empirical Studies on the Globalization of Law, 325 (Volkmar Gessner & Ali Cem Budak eds.,
1998)
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HilE O VA SCRF 2 ENE T, EEE oBdT 2 IR D EREN, ©
TREFRMRSEME LT, A OWTIBEENORIEFRE . BH IO TT
1958 ED =2 — T — 7 FHI0H 5%, T O IS 2 ERhE O HICE
FipZ LlE, BN THREX (due process) Th V. BEARWICIE, OB
it (rights of defense) & V2551l (equality) Toh 5, MEFKEDFHFHILEE
BT, (PG ERPH OGN, BIEFEER, AERBOROBERKO =801 H 1 |
ZTOHBLRENICRY DOH DY,

A EHLY 172 Queens Mary University of London @ Z£5EFHAS> ICC D5
NG, EEMRE OB IR TR & OREME: L F(bo BRI AR TH Y.
ZOBRE Y M HOW TR, REL=AL FRICEY B R oA FifE &
SD, A - A & TR 22 Fhe S T 13 b b— N4 7 OBk
W D0, EREPEOARE TITEI TR <HAMTEN2 DO TH Y | [EEE
BRTHHY — 2L OEAERE DI ONTEHESFVE LD, BEL L TEER
T —E R ZMIZRAE T X DHIESEIE I >0 H D,

ZDORPENERIE CARAMICE LD 2 THY | FREITYZENOEER D
DOFIETHY . AERNTHFERFEIT e <, K03 2 MEE OB SRR AMEK
W EERENZ 72 2 FHIZ W TR, SME & OB EME) b EERBOE & B 5
T o7, HERICRRRHSSEM P LE L 72D,

—JF. fiG—EREL L TOEBPERIL. BEFRLAMRIC, KBNS %
BAERMICRHT 720, TGHEOEMMNA BT 4 UL L TAREMITHAIA
FNTND, EHEMFTIE, FRIIAMATHL720, FFEDEAZHETE S
N FRRIZIEABE TH L. MBOYUEZITLE 5 Vo S SE SN D 5
DPHDZENTERY, Flelc b2 YFEEL L THAGLTH, SFRBEHDO
DABAPEE L WIGENR 2L < E T ERIRRERDS & ORR R R M A £7-D ) Ll G
TERWED, BB SIS bR ST, R E LT, PESIE oSN
LD, EWIERERICKHROANENRD D,

7 a— AV ORI K 2 EFRRE IS | R O BRI L0 | ERMRERD
GRPRY —EREL LTHELOSOH D | BIOMEESE LW ERRPE T,
T B NI U 7o ASRAO 7R 1 BE 2 s T & DB DO A i fF 35 2 &
NTE D, gl (EVXR) ORAKRTHLFTFEICIS CToHa— e 2025
ks & o AN EE S & EESH S L WV O RRICHOWT, i - fEFERISxHS

40 Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards (New York,
1958). 2013 49 H 30 A AL THMWE - #ilk X 149 /> [E, http://www.uncitral.org/uncitral/en/
uncitral_texts/arbitration/NYConvention.html Zff, HARTE A EfhEHWF OKZE K OBUTIZ B
T 54K (136 5405 10 5) & L CTEWNMIE STV D,

41 Bernard Hanotiau, supra note 38, at 94.
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TE D EBRPEOHIEMES RO SN TN D,

MG TR, WBEORI - BEZTHICRD D, £ D72 Marketing (77
Bilid) #1795, WO FENYRO LIRSS, EFORRLIL, BT
BLED O OEFRPEFEMERO T TH Y . £ 0 HINIRRN 22— B2 DR
HBLy & BRI A 25U TOERA T2 2 &1 L 0. L0 Pl S 7o i BEAS B
DRBICH D, GHOFMELE LTE, EEEPERO TS — & 2Ol TH 6
N5, FRefl - kL EZERBH - EOHEKIE (convergence) 725, UNIDROIT
EBRPEFE AR R OB ZFHIZOWTELR L TNE 2L,

(BH 1) EFE R O F 5 Bk
B, 2000/ 01 | 02 | 03 | 04 | 05 | 06 | 07 | 08 | 09 | 10

AAA-ICDR (USA) 510 | 649 | 672 | 646 | 614 | 580 | 586 | 621 | 703 | 836 | 888

Icch 541 | 566 | 593 | 580 | 561 | 521 | 593 | 599 | 663 | 817 | 793
CIETAC (China) 543 | 562 | 468 | 422 | 461 | 427 | 442 | 429 | 548 | 560 | 418
LCIA (UK) 87| 71| 881|104 | &7 | 118 | 133 | 137 | 213 | 272 | 237
SIAC (Singapore) 371 39| 34| 23| 39| 29| 47| 55| 71| 114 | 140
SCC (Sweden) 66 | 68| 50| 77| 45| 53| 64| 81| 74| 96| 91
I(<S(i) /zt?l Korea) 40 | 65| 47| 38| 46| 53| 47| 59| 47| 78| 52
VIAC (Vietnam) 230 16| 19| 16| 32| 22| 23| 21| 26| 25| 37
BAC (China) 11| 20} 19| 33| 30| 53| 53| 37| 59| 72| 32
JCAA (Japan) 8| 16 8| 14| 15 9] 11 15 12 17| 26

HKIAC*" (China) | NA | NA [ NA | NA | NA [NA | NA|NA | NA| 29| 16
PDRC (Philippines) o 1| 2| ol o/ of 1] 1| o] 4| 1
KLRCA (Malaysia) | 20| 3| 3| 5| 3| 7| 1| 2| 8| # | #
BCICAC (Canada) 30 4| 4| 4| 4| 2| 5| 3| # | # | #




