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ABavaacios Kaiong

KaOnyntig otn Nopurn Zyodn tov Apioroteieiov Hovemaoriuion Ocaoalovikg,
Mélog ¢ Aroikovoag Emitponng tov AieBvoig Havemaoriuiov e EAAGdog,
AvtemiotélAwv Etaipog tov Ivatitodtov ALlodoarod, Idiwtikod AieBvoig koi Or-
xovouikov Atkaiov tov Hovemotiuion e Xaidedfepync

I. Ewcayoyikég mapatnpioelg

H dtoutntikn andeoon ekdidetor amd 1o SoutnTikd dKasTHPLO Kot ival TO amo-
Téheopa NG OACKEYNC TOV SoUTNTOV. ZVVIAGGETAL EYYPAPMOS, PEPEL KOTE KO-
véva atioloyio Tov v oTnPilovy Kot LIOYPAPETAL 1010YEIPOS 0d TOVS dLoLTr-
TG, Xe €va TOAVUEAES SLOUTNTIKO OIKOGTIPLO, TO O0i0 KOAEiTal VO amopoGicel
vl duoemiivTa TPOPANUATO, | OLOPMOVIE TV dloTNTOV eivor pev embounti Kot
TPOTIUNTED O OPIGUEVEG LOMOTA TTEPIMTOGELS ival (OTIKNG onuaciog yio. Tnv
a&lomiotia TNG SLLTNTIKAG OTOPACNG, {6MG KOl Y10 TV EKTEAEGTOTNTA TNG2, dev
glval OpmG vToyPe®TIKN Kot cuVHBWG gival dOoKoA emTevEiun. Xe Kabe mepi-
TTOGMN 1 EXITELEN OUOPOYNG ATOPOOTG OEV AVIKEL GTO KAONKOVTA TOV StoTnTh?.
Av dev emitevyBel 6TV SIACKEYN OLOP®VIO TOV JOLTNTAOV 1) SLOUTNTIKT ATOQOL-
o1 €KOIBETAL GOUPMVO LUE TN YVAOUN TNE TAEIOYNQiog.

‘Evag Sttt evoéyetal, oe pio exdikalopevn vrodeon, vo Exel Sl0QOPETIKN
YVOUN amd EKEIVN TNG TAEOYNPIOG TOV AOWTMV JoITNTOV Yo LEPIKA uovo {n-

* H ava yeipog uelétn apiepavetar orov Kobnynth Zropiowva Bpélin pe Oepués evyopiotieg yio. tyv
ONUOVTIK COUPOA TOV GTHY ETIOTHUOVIKI] EPEVVO, KA1 THV OLOOOKOLIA, 1010ITEPO, GTOVS TOUELS TOD
Io1wTikod Aiebvoig Aikaiov, Tov Zvykpitikod Aikoiov kot tov Aikoiov ALLodaray, Tov vEEPOKOVTI-
et to. eBviko Opia kai avodEIKVOEL TO KOPOS THG EAANVIKIG VOUIKNG ETLOTHUNG aTHY 010V KO1voTHTA.
1 [pPA. Wes Fortier, The Tribunal’s Deliberations, ctov tépo Lawrence W. Newman/Richard D.
Hill (edit.), The Leading Arbitrators’ Guide To International Arbitration, Second Edition, (2008),
477-482, (480): “In all cases, a unanimous decision is preferable to a majority ruling”.

2 'Etol Wes Fortier, The Tribunal’s Deliberations, ctov topo Lawrence W. Newman/Richard D.
Hill (edit.), The Leading Arbitrators’ Guide To International Arbitration, Second Edition, (2008),
477-482, (481).

3 Bh. Allan Philip, The Duties of An Arbitrator, otov topo ‘Lawrence W. Newman/Richard D. Hill
(edit.), The Leading Arbitrators’ Guide To International Arbitration, Second Edition, (2008), 67-96,
(80):” The arbitrators are not under a duty to reach a unanimous result.”

4 BA. ko T1g yvootég pubuicelg Tov EAAnvikob dikaiov, apbp. 371 map. 2 KIIA, 301, 302, 113, 331
KIToAA, kot 35, 36 v. 184/197 yia oL TOWVIKA Kot TOMTIKG SKa.GTPL, ovTioTotya, kafdg kot 891,
892, KIToAA kot 29, 31 tov v. 2735/1999 yuo ta. drontntikd.
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TAUATA 1) YI0L OAT] THV S1OLTNTIKY amd@ooT?, Yo, TNV ovoia g dlagopac, yio To
VYog g 0peopevng amolnuinonc®, yio v epunveia vopukov dratdéewmv, yio
TNV VITAYOYT TOV TPOYLATIKOV TEPIGTOTIKMY GE CLYKEKPIUEVOLS KAvOVES dKai-
0V, Y10 T1] VOLULATNTO TG 0KOAOVHOVLEVNC O10OTIKAGTNG, Yiot TOV TPOTO Se&aym-
YNAG N TO OMOTEAEGLLOL TG OTOJEIKTIKNG S1AOIKAGIOG, Yio TV £vvOold TG ONUOGLOG
TAENG, YioL TNV SLUTNTEVSLOTNTA TG OAPOPAGS, Y10 TIC OLTIOAOYIES, Yia Ta ££0d0,
Y10 TO SLOTAKTIKO TNG OLOUTNTIKNG amdPacng 1 TEAOG Yo TV vépPaocm g eEov-
Glog oV TaPEYXEL GTOVG SLOUTNTES 1] CULLPOVIN Y10 TNV doUTNGI0 1] O VOLLOG, YVOUN
Vv omoia e€éppace Kot TNV ddpKela TG OTNTIKNG O1001KaGiog - Kot 15img
6T0 TAQIGL0 TNG SLAGKEYNG- GTOVE GAAOVS dtoTNTES, YWPIC avTol vo TNV aema-
60oVv, Kot TNV omoia emBu el vo KAToY®PIoEL 6TV SLOLTNTIKY ATdPOcN 1 VoL TV
OVOKOWVMGEL 6Ta. dLAdIKaL LEPT, DOTE VO, KATAOTEL ELEOVIG Kot adlaigloPnTn
Oyl LOVO M dP®VIC TOL TPOG TNV YVOUN TS TAELOYNOIaG, AAAE Kot 1 1| aIto-
doyn amwd ToV SEOVOHVTA SLOUTNTN TOL SLUTAKTIKOV7, TNG SLTNTIKNG amdPa-
onc. H amokAivovsa yvoun oyetikd pe v vrépPaoct e£ovciog Tov dLoTnTikon
dwaotnpiov givar Widlovooc Papvtntacs, emeldn N vrépPaon eEovaiag amoteel
owvOn Bdon yio ™ Bepedioon Adyov axdpmong g dtnTiKNgG andeoonc’,
Kabmg Kot AOYou Gpynong g avayvoplong Kot ektéleonc P,

KéBe yvoun dtontnt), TApOc 1 HePIKOS avTiBETN TPOG TNV AmTOPACT| TNG TAEL-
oyMeiog TV AOWGV STNTOV 060V apopd TNV EKPOoT TG dloNTnTIKNG OiKNG
KoL TO O10TOKTIKO TNG SOLTNTIKNG AmOPUoTS, Xopaktnpiletal o¢ anokiivovoa
yvoun''. Mg avtr, gite apkeitor 0 SotnTig 6TV oA EKQPOoT TG dlopmVio

5 Alan Redfern, The 2003 Freshfields-Lecture Dissenting Opinions in International Commercial
Arbitration: The Good, the Bad and the Ugly, Arbint 20, 2004,226.

6 Christoph StippL/Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award-Rendering of the Award by Multipartite
Arbitral Tribunals: How to Overcome Lack of Unanimity? In Christian Klausegger/Peter Klein, et
al.(eds.) Austrian Arbitration Yearbook 2008,371-399 (384).

7 lpPA. A. J. Belohlavek, Arbitration Law of Czech Republic: Practice and Procedure, (2013),
25(1), 1261. Karl-Heinz Millgramm, Separate Opinion und Sondervotum in der Rechtsprechung
des Supreme Court of the United States und des Bundesverfassungsgerichts (1985), 59. [Ipogavég
gtvol 0Tt dev e£10MDVOVTOL Ol SIKAGTEG TOV ATOTELOVV OPYOVEL TOV KPATOLG LE TOVG StonTnTéG OV
avtAovv v g€ovaia Tovg amd TV cvpemvio mepi dotnoioc.

8 Grant Hanessian /Lawrence W.Newman/Nicole Dolenz-Extale (edit.), International Arbitration
Checklists, second edition, (2009), 178.

9 IpPA. pBp. 897 apbp. 4 KIToAA, 4. Kaiong, AkOpwon dwotntikdv anopdcswv (1989), 218. K.
KoaraBpoc, H e€ovoia kpiong tov dtoutntav (1988).

10 Apbpo 5 (1) (y) ZouPNY. Nagel/Gottwald, Internationales Zivilprozessrecht, 7. Aufl. (2013),
napayp. 18, apOu. 209-211. Herbert Kronke/Patricia Nacimiento/Dirk Otto/Nicola Christine Port,
Recognition and Enforcement Of Foreign Arbitral Awards, A Global Commentary on The New
York Convention, (2010), 257-280. Wolft (ed.), New York Convention on the Recognition and
Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards - Commentary- (2012), cel. 309 ex.

11 Schwarz FET./Konrad C.W., the Vienna Rules. A Commentary on International Arbitration in



Tov, gite gkBETEL KOl TOVG AOYOLS TNG acVLUEMViag Tov. Kplodtnta amoktd n
amokAivovca yvoun omd Ty oty o0 katoywpiletot Sloukpitd 6Ty Sttt Tk
amdeacn Kol 1 televtaio, LETA TV KATABEST TOV TPMTOTVTTOV, TUPASIOETOL GE
OVTLYPOpO GTOLG GLUVOLOAOYNGOVTEG TNV GLUE®ViA Tept doutnoiagl2 , 1 dtav
N TePEXOUEVT o€ EEYMPIOTO EYYPAPO OTOKAIVOLGO YVOUN TOV LELOYNPOVLVTOG
St dnpoctorombet Kotvomolov ey, Lol pLe TNV ST TIKN amdeoscT, 1} Kot
Eexwplotd, oTo LEPN.

Exoppdoelg 0nmg «Ueloyneodeo YVOUN», «EAICCHOV YVOUN», «UELOYNPOVY,
CUEOYNPOV TOV S0POVED, «avTIOETN YVOUN, AL YVOUNY, «OToKAIvovoo
YVOUN» Kol GALEG TOPEUPEPEIG ATOTEAOVY OPIGUEVES LOVO 0T TIG EVVOLEG TTOV
YPNOLOTOOVVTOL V1o ONA®OEL 1 dIKOGTIKN 1 M Stttk petoyneio. Xtn dt-
€bvn dontnoia Yo TNV amoKAvovuGo YVOUN ¥PNOIHOTOLEITOL EVPLTATO O OPOG
dissenting opinion".

Austria (2009), apBu. 26-025.: “Any opinion deviating from the common decision of the tribunal
can be seen as a dissenting one”. Lew J. D.M./Mistelis L. A./Kroll S., Comparative International
Commercial Arbitration (2003), apBp. 24.45. «A dissenting opinion is an opinion which disagrees
both with the result and the reasoningy.

12 TIpPA. dpBpo 893 map. 2 KIToAA. To apbpo 31 map. 4 tov v. 2735/1999 yia t d1ebvn Sontnoia
opilel 0Tt og KGBe PEPOS mopodidetor amd £vo TPOTOTLNO TNG SUTNTIKNG ATOPACNS, EVD M
Suragn Tov Gpbpov 893 map. 2 KIToAA mov avagépetor oty €6mTEPIKT dtontnoio, Kavel Adyo
v Tapddoon aviypdemv TG amdeaoNs 6 anTovg IOV GLVOLOAYNGOV TN CLULE®ViL dtontnciog.
13 And v mhovoia d1ebvn PipAtoypaeia yo v dtontntikn Kot StkaoTikn petoynoio PAT. 13ioS,
R.P. Anand, The Role of Individual and dissenting opinions in International Adjudication, The In-
ternational and Comparative Law Quarterly, Vol. 14 No. 3 (1965), 788-808 Manuel Arroyo, Deal-
ing with Dissenting Opinions in the Award: Some Options for the Tribunal. ASA Bulletin 3/2008,
437-466. Josef Azizi, Unveiling the EU Courts’ Internal Decision-Making Process: A Case for
Dissenting Opinions? ERA Forum 2011, 49-68. Albert Jan van den Berg, Dissenting Opinions
by Party- Appointed Arbitrators in Investment Arbitration, in: Mahnoush Arsanjani et al. (eds.),
Looking to the Future: Essays on International Law in Honor of W. Michael Reisman, 821-843.
Klaus Peter Berger, Internationale Wirtsch aftsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit, 1992,425 ff. Hon.Ruth Bad-
er Ginsburg, Dissenting Opinions In International Arbitration, MEALEY’S International Arbitra-
tion Report, Vol. 15,(2000), 26-41. Hon.Ruth Bader Ginsburg, The Role of Dissenting Opinions,
Minesota Law Review 95(2010), 1-8. Donovan, Dissenting Opinions ICC Court of Arbitration Bull
7 (1966),76 en., ICC, Final Report on Dissenting and Separate Opinions (of the ICC Commission
on International Arbitration), 1 ICC Bulletin (1991), 32-36. Julia Laffranque, Dissenting Opinion
and Judicial Independence, JURIDICA INTERNATIONAL VII1/2003, 162- 172. Rolf Lamprecht,
Richter contra Richter-Abweichende Meinungen und ihre Bedeutung fur die Rechtskultur, 1992.
Rolf Lamprecht, Beratungsgeheimnis dissenting vote und richterliche Unabhangikeit, DRiZ 1996,
223. Rolf Lamprecht, Fragwiirdige Schweigepflicht Pladoyer fur ein Recht zur “Dissenting Opin-
ion” bei den Obergerichten, ZRP 2010, 117-119. Levy Laurent, Dissenting Opinions in Interna-
tional Arbitration in Switzerland Arblnt 1989, 35 en. Lee Ilhyung, Introducing International Com-
mercial Arbitration and its Lawlessness’, by way of the dissenting opinion,4(1) Contemp. ASIA
ARB.J, 19 (2011),19-35 Richard M. Mosk, The Dedate Over Dissenting and Cuncurring Opin-
ions in International Arbitration, 26 University of West Los Angeles Law Review 51. Richard M.



Optopévot droutntég dev meprtopilovtal 6TV STHTOGCN TOV ATOKAIVOUG®Y TOVG
YVOUDV CGYETIKA LE TO TPOUVOPEPDEVTA, OALL EKTPETOVTIOL GE TOAEUIKT OVTi-
KpOVoT| TG TAEOYNQlag petacynuatiloviog tn d1doTocn TV OTOYE®Y GE aVTL-
dwkia. Avapépovtol EMKPITIKE GTOV TPOTO e TOV 0moio ote&nyon M ST Tk
dikn woyvplduevol, 6Tl ayvondnkav 1 dgv ANEONKAY ETOPKOS LTOYT Ol ATo-
YELS ToVG, N Tovilouv O6TL ot dAAOL dtotnTéG ayvoovsov To dikalo, 1| OTL fTav
pepoAnmrikot kot AAAo Tapepeepn 14. Ipocommikés embicelg S101TNTOV KATA TOV
AV JlTNTAV, 08V AmOTEAOVV amokAiivovoeg yvoues. H dtapmvia akoun kot
otav givor plikn, Tpémel va, elval N Kot GUYKPATNHEVT KoL VO TOPAEVEL GTO
TAiG1o NG St Tikng dgoviodoyiocls. Amartel vopun, yioypoalun Kot cO@Po-
va dtyeipton OG0 amd TNV TAEVPA TOL JAPMVOVVTOC OGO Kal amd TNV TAELPA
TOV AWMV O101TNTOV Kot 1010¢ omd T TAELPE TOV TPOEGPOV TOL JLOUTNTIKOD
dwkaotnpiov. O televtaiog faphveTal Le TO KAONKOV TNG U KOTAXDPIoNG OTNV
SUTNTIKN amOPOoT TNG HEoYneiag mov oV apopd ta ototyeio TG ekdkalo-
pHevng vmdheonc, TV oYETIKY dlodKaGio 1} TO SLOTAKTIKO, OAAG OVOAMOKETOL GE
TPOCOTIKEG EMOEGEIS KATA TOV GAADV JLOTNTDV.

Mosk/Tom Ginsburg, Dissenting Opinions In International Arbitration, MEALEY"’S International
Arbitration Report, Vol. 15,(2000), 26-41. Oliver Markus Peltzer, Die Dissenting Opinion in der
Schiesgerichtsbarkeit, (2000). Prutting, Zur Rechtsstellung des Schiedsrichters - dargestellt am
richterlichen Beratungsgeheimnis, FS fur Karl Schwab (1990), 409- 419. Alan Redfern, The 2003
Freshfields- Lecture - Dissenting Opinions in International Commercial Arbitration: The Good,
the Bad and the Ugly, Arblnt 20, 2004, 223-242. Peter J Rees/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions:
Can they fulfil a Beneficial Role? Arbint 25, 2009, (329-346). Laurence Shore/Juan Figueroa Ken-
neth, Dissens, Concurrences and a Necessary Divide Between Investment and Commercial Arbitra-
tion, 3 (6) Global Arbitration Review 18. RolfSchutze, Das Zustandekommen des Schiedsspruchs,
SchiedsVZ 2008, 10- 14, Rolf Schdtze, Dissenting Opinions im Schiedsverfahren, Festschrift
Nakamura, (1996), 525ff. Rolf Schutze, Schiedsgericht und Schiedsverfahren (2012), apiOp. 436
en. Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC International Court of Arbitration Bulletin
Vol. 15/no. 1- 2004, 37-41. Christoph Stippl/Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award- Rendering of
the Award by Multipartite Arbitral Tribunals: How to Overcome Lack of Unanimity? In Christian
Klausegger/Peter Klein, et al.(eds.)

Austrian Arbitration Yearbook 2008,371-399. Taniguchi, Dissenting opinions in Arbitration, Kyoto
Law Review, 1995, 51en .Jacques Werner, Dissenting Opinions: Beyond Fears’, Journal of In-
ternational Arbitration 9 No.4 (1992), 23 en. Westermann H-P. Das dissenting vote im Schieds-
gerichtsverfahren, SchiedsVZ 2009, 102-109 = Essays in Honour of Konstantinos D. Kerameus,
Festschrift fur Konstantinos D. Kerameus I, 1571-1586. Zweigert, «kEmpfiehlt

es sich, die Bekanntgabe der abweichendem Meinung des Llberstimmenten Richters (dissenting
opinion), in den deutschen Verfahrensordnungen zuzulassen?», Gutachten zum 47.DJT, Bd. 1, Teil
D, 1968.

14 Alan Redfern, The 2003 Freshfields-Lecture Dissenting Opinions in International Commercial
Arbitration: The Good, the Bad and the Ugly, Arbint 20, 2004,229.

15 BA. James Gaitis/Curtis E. von Kann/Robert W. Wachsmuth (edit.), The College of Commercial
Arbitrators Guide To Best Practices In Commercial Arbitration, second edition (2010), 184: «The
dissent should be concise, polite, and restrained”.
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To aitnua Yo Katay®por TS ST TIKNAG LEWOYN QOGS 0TO GO TNG OLOLTITIKNG
amoQaoNg 1 N He EEYMPIOTO TPOTO OVOKOIVMGT TNG GTO UEPT), OTOPPEEL, KOTA
Kavova, omd 1o N0ud KabKov TmV SLoTNTOV Vo EVILEPDGOVY TA. PEPT Y10 TOVG
AOYOVG TNG OmOKAIVOLGAG YVAOUNG TOVG , -KATL TOV €ival GOVNOEC GTNV TPOUKTIKN
TOV Kowvodikaiov's, | amd Weoloyikong'’, | and kabapd emoTnuoviKong Adyoug.
"Evag dtotn g evoéyetar vo LELOYNPNOEL Y10 VO SIUPUAGEEL TNV ETOYYEALOTIKY
QN tov'3: givon TEMEIGUEVOS Yo THY 0pOATNTO TNG EMGTNUOVIKNG TOV GTOYNG
KoL EUUEVEL VO EKBEGEL Kt £YYPAQ®G TOLG AOYOVG TNG dP®VIoG Tov. TNV dte-
Ovn 18i¢ St i, OTOV Ol SLULTNTES TPOEPXOVTOL

and YOPEG UE OPOPETIKONG VOUIKOVG TOMTIGHOVG!, £YOVV SL0POPETIKO VOpLL-
K6 voPabpo, kot tibevtol evOTIOV GLVOETOV SASIKACTIKOV TPORANUATOV TOL
omoio, AOY® TNG SLOPOPETIKNG VOUKNG TOVG Todelag, enBupody va ta dloyel-
p1oBovv e JaPOPETIKO TPOTO OO €KEIVO TNG TAEOYNOLOG TOV SOLTNTOV, TO
aiTNUO KOTOY®PIoNG TG OTOKAIVOLGAS YVOUNG TOVG Umopel va eivar €0A0Y0
ouvenakOAoVHO TOV VOUIKOD TOVG TOALTIGHOV. ALTNTEG TPOEPYOUEVOL OO TNV
OIKOYEVELN TOV OYYAOOUEPIKAVIKOV dtkaiov emifopodv eviote va yvootomonOel
N amokAivovoa yvoun Tovg oto pEpNY, og avtifeon Tpog TOVG TPOEPKOUEVOVG
amo TNV owkoyévela Tov civil law dioutntég, Omov M yvwotomoinon anokiivoucog
YVOUNG givor aouvnOot, N Ayveot, 1| omTapdoekTn 1 aKOUN KOl Topavop).
Kpiown gtvor n poBuion g epappooctéag lex arbitri. Agv amoxieieton mavtwg
[, aokAivovoa yvoun vo opgileton kot o€ el kivntpo?!. Agv vapyet A.y. opL-
Q1PoAia, 0Tl pmopet va ypnoipomombei kot mg LEGO ALTOTPOPOANG TOL dlouTnTh
M OKOUN KOt TOL kot

16 Daniel M. Kolkey/Richard Chernick/Barbara Reeves Neal (edit.), Practitioner’s Handbook on
International Arbitration and Mediation (2012),269: “Indeed, common law arbitrators frequently
consider themselves under an ethical duty to inform the parties of their reasons for dissent”.

17 Richard A. Posner, A Heartfelt, Albeit Largely Statistical, Salute to Judge Richard D. Cudahy,
Yale Journal on Regulation, 29(2012), 355-370 (356: ... particularly ideological disagreement (the
most common form), on an appellate court).

18 TIpPA. Klaus Peter Berger, Internationale Wirtschaftsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit, (1992), 425. (...
Wahrung des Rufes.) Born, International Commercial Arbitration 11, 2464 (...reasons of profession-
al pride...).

19 Ot moMtiopkoi Tapdyovieg mailovv otnv dtortnoio onpavtikd poro. Rolf Schutze, Das Zu-
standekommen des Schiedsspruchs, SchiedsVZ 2008, 10-14, (10). (..aus unterschiedlichen Recht-
skulturen kommen..). Poudret J.F./Besson S., Comparative Law of International Arbitration 2n éxd
(2007), apOp.751.”...is more a result of conflicting legal cultures.”

20 IpPA. Peter J Rees/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they fulfil a Beneficial Role? 2009,
Arblnt 25, 329-346, pe oyetwconoinomn g O®éonS (329): (....the lines between common law and
civil law traditions have blurred).

21 Rolf Schutze, Das Zustandekommen des Schiedsspruchs, SchiedsVZ 2008, 10-14, (10) (...nicht
nur parteibenannt, sondern parteiabhangig).

22 TIpPA. Etépavoc Matbiag, [Tapopuntikéc petoynoiec, EAAMAwc 1992,1441.



Tnv peloynoia tov dikactdv mov dopifovtal and 1o Kpdtog, ucbodotovvtan
oo ovTo Kot givat ave&dptTnTot Kot 0VOETEPOL EVAVTL TOV S10dIK®V, TNV S10pOpPo-
TOLEL OO TNV LELOYN PO TOV SLOUTNTOV TO YEYOVOS OTL G€ £VOL TPIUEAEG O1OULTNTIKO
SKOGTAPLO dVO OTTd TOVG drotnTég opilovral amod Ta d1ddike LEPT To OTTOi0 KOTOL-
BdAlovv kot v apotPn Toug®. Zuvnbmg N Leloymeia TPoEPYETUL ATd TOVG Opl-
oBévtec amd ta. puépn drautntéc*. Avtoi fapdvovton pe v vdvora Oti dev givan
0VOETEPOL KAl OVEEAPTNTOL KOL OTL LELOYNPOVV LEPOANTTAOVTOS VIEP TOL UEPOVG
7oL T0V¢ Opoe®. H petoyneio tovg Aettovpyel (kat) mg ppvopa 0Tt eKtédecov
TO £pY0 TOVG e Tov Tpocnkovta {NAo, katéfaray kabe duvar Tpoomddeia yio
TNV KOTIGHVOT TOL SIKOIOV TOV HEPOVE TTOV TOVG OPLGE, AALA 1] GUUPOAN TOLE deV
€MEIGE TOVG AAAOVG O1OUTNTEG UE GUVETELN VO SIALUOPP®OET SUGUEVIC Y10l TO EPOG
OV TOVG OPLoE TAELOYNPL0*® e TV omoia dev cupEmvodv. Edd 1 arnokAivovoa
yvoun eéunnpetel, kTOg TOV GAA®V, EeKABOPO Kol TO TPOCOTIKO OIKOVOUIKO
GUUPEPOV TOV S0t TH. ATOGKOTEL GTNV dLCPAAIGT) VEOU OPIGUOD TOV OO TO
010 d14d1K0 UEPOG G pio pedhovtikn Tov dwtnoio®’. Tuyvd Opmg o KHplog 6Ko-

23 TIpPA. apbpa 872 em, 882 KITorA. Alan Redfern, The 2003 Freshfields- Lecture Dissenting
Opinions in International Commercial Arbitration: The Good, the Bad and the Ugly, Arblnt
20,2004,233.

24 B\. Daniel M. Kolkey/Richard Chernick/Barbara Reeves Neal (edit.), Practitioner’s Handbook
on International Arbitration and Mediation (2012), 271. Westermann H-P., Das dissenting vote im
Schiedsgerichtsverfahren SchiedsVZ 2009, 102-109,(102/103) = Essays in Honour of Konstanti-
nos D. Kerameus, Festschrift fiir Konstantinos D. Kerameus 1,1571-1586, (1571/72). Wirth oto
Honsell H. / Vogt N. P. /Schnyder A. K. /Berti 5.1/. (Hrsg.), Internationales Privatrecht (2007), Art.
189 opBp. 41. Berger B ./ Kellerhals F, Internationale und interne Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in der
Schweiz (2006), apiu. 1367.

25 TIpPA. Klaus Peter Berger, Internationale Wirtschaftsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit, (1992), 425. K.
Mréng, H auepoinyio twv dioutnrav, A 10, 758=2Zvuflolés oty epunveio tov dikovouikod dikaiov,
Touo$ B, (1980), 792-798 (10icwg 798 yio. tig omoweis otnv Evwon Aikovouoloywv, K. Mréng,
Iolimikn Awcovouia, 20, owutnoia, (1994), 268 ex. Ta 1o mpofiniuoro mov dnpiovpyodvior omo
TOV 0PLOUO OLOITHTOV OO0 Ta, UEPT, 1O10UTEPO, (G TPOG TNV OUEPOANYia KOt 0vdeTEPOTNTE TOVG BAT.
Wiwg Murray C. Smith, Impartiality of the Party-Appointed Arbitrator, 6 Arbitration International
(1990), 320-342. Andreas Lowenfeld, Lowenfeld On International Arbitration, Collected Essays
Over Three Decades (2005), 81-108. Andreas Lowenfeld, The Party-Appointed Arbitrator: further
reflections. In: Lawrence W. Newman/Richard D. Hill (edit.), The Leading Arbitrators’ Guide To
International Arbitration, Second Edition, (2008), 41-48.

26 IpPA. Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration
Bulletin Vol. 15/no. 1- 2004, 39/40. O Westermann H-P. Das dissenting vote im Schiedsgerichtsver-
fahren SchiedsVZ 2009, 102-109, (106), vrootpiletl 6t N YvoOGTOROINGT TG LEWOYNPOVGOG YVO-
NG UTOPEL VoL AmOpPEEL Od TNV GYECT TOV JLoUTNTH HE TO PEPOG oV Tov Opioe. Katd tov Yves
Derains, The Deliberations of the Arbitral Tribunal «Retour au Delibere Arbitraly», in: Markus Wirth
(ed.), The Resolution of the Dispute -from the Hearing to the Award. Conference of January 26,
2007 in Geneva, ASA Special Series No. 29, September 2007, 16-24 (17), o apiBuog tov dissenting
opinions 7oV v €ivat LIEP TOL UEPOVG TTOV OPLGE TOV SLLTNTY, EIVOL GTATIOTIKG AUEANTEDG.

27 TpPA. Klaus Peter Berger, Internationale Wirtschaftsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit, (1992), 425.
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O NG AMOKAIVOLGOG YVOUNG Elval va KaTaoTNoEL duvath 6to NItV PéPog
NV 0KVPOGT] TNG SOUTNTIKNG TOPAGG> VITOSEIKVOOVTOG VPIGTAUEVOVG T} ONpL-
oVPYDVTOG AOYOVG KVPWONG, 1 VO EUTOJIGEL TNV EKTEAECT TG IE ATIAGELG OL
omoieg apopovV (VIOTIBENEVA) GOAALOTA Kot TapAPLACELS TNG S1OIKOGING, TTOL
pumopobvv va 0dnyncovy ce Beperioon Aoyov akOpmong N Un ovayvadplon/ekté-
Aeong g St TIKNG amdeaong®’, TIdGELS, Yo, GOAALOTO TOV OEV TPOKVITTOLY
ouvnbog dpeca amd TV STNTIKY ATOPOCT), OAAG ATOTEAOVY TO OTOKOAVTTIKO
TEPIEYOLEVO TNG ATOKAIVOLGOG YVOUNG.

Mio petoynoeio dtontnti Tov eAAHVETOL AO TPOGMOTIKA OTKOVOLLKA 1) GAAC Kiv)-
Tpa, mopafralel ekToOg TV ALV Kol TV apy|] 0Tt ot dontnTéG TPEMEL va. ivat
KoL VoL TOPOUEIVOLY 0VOETEPOL KOl oveEApTNTOL KOB> OAn TV d1dpKela TG dtoit-
TNTIKNG STKNG, 0Py TOL GLVIGTE EYYEVES YOPOAKTNPIGTIKO YVMOPIGHO TG d1eBvovg
drontnoiog® ko gumepiéyetar pntd oe ToAoOE cuyypovovg Kavovee Aloartnoi-
ac*.

Tovg Adyovg TG GLHPMVING TOV 1 TNG avTifESNS TOV TPOG TN YVAOUN TG TAELO-
YNeiog, LTOPEL 0 SULPOVOV SALTTNG VO TOVG AVATTOEEL TPOPOPIKE KOTE TNV Ot~
adtkacia kot 1ing oty dtdokeyrn. Mropei eniong va Tovg VTOPAAEL TNV GUVE-
YEWL, GTOVG OoNTNTEG TNG TAEIOYNQlog £YYPae®c33 . Nontr givan kou 1 £yypaon
VIOPoAN Yopig va £yl Tponynbel eKTEVIHG TPOPOPIKY aAVATTVEN TV AOY®V d1d-
6TOONG TOV aroyemv. Mia enotkodountikn dissenting opinion KOO givot va
VTOPAAAETOL EYKOIPMOG GTOVS SLTNTES TNG TAELOYNPiog TPV oploTikomoindel To
KEIUEVO NG SLOUTNTIKNG OmOPOoNC. AV TO TEPLEYOUEVO TNG ATOKAIVOLGOG YVOUNG
€xel Voukn Papvtnto evogyetol vo Petameifel Tovg SoTNTES TG TAEOYNOIOGC
KoL VoL 00N YNOEL GE TPOTOTOGELS TOV SLOTAKTIKOD 1] TOLAGYIGTOV VO, GUUPAAEL

28 BA. James Gaitis/Curtis E. von Kann/Robert W. Wachsmuth (edit.), The College Of Commercial
Arbitrators Guide To Best Practices In Commercial Arbitration, second edition (2010), 184: “But it
may embolden a losing party to seek vacatur”.

29 BA. v katmyopnuatiky 0éon tov Hilmar Raeschke-Kessler, /Klaus Peter Berger, Recht und
Praxis des Schiedsverfahrens, 3. Aufl. 1999, Rnr.880 «Zweck einer dissenting opinion ist regelma-
Big, der unterle- genen Partei die Authebung des Schiedsspruchs zu ermoglichen oder dessen Vol-
Istreckbarerklarung zu verhinderny.

30 Alan Redfern, The 2003 Freshfields- Lecture Dissenting Opinions in International Commercial
Arbitration: The Good, the Bad and the Ugly, Arblnt 20, 2004, 229.

31 "Etct o Bernhard Berger, Rights and Obligations of Arbitrators in the Deliberations, 31 ASA
Bulletin 2/2013, 244-261,253.

32 Bh. my. Gpbpo 11 tov Kavovev ICC Rules of Arbitration 2012, dpBpo 11 tov Kovévov
UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 2012, apBpo 7 tov Kavovov AAA International Arbitration Rules,
apBpo 22 tev Kavovov WIPO Arbitration Rules.

33 IIpPA. Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza, The Secreteriat’s Guide to ICC Arbitra-
tion(2012), 3-1132:” Dissent may be expressed with or without the filing of a separate dissenting
opinion”.



oTN vopikn Pertioon g St Tikng amdeacng mov Ha TV KOTOGTNGEL TEPLC-
cOTEPO TELGTIKN KO Y1 TOV O1ddiko mov nrrdrol. Mia dissenting opinion pmopet
va veioToTal, 0ALY Topd TV VIOPEN TS 0 S1POVAV SLOLTNTNAG VO VITOYWPNCEL,
Kot vo. cuvtaydel pe Ty yvoun Tov GAAOV STtV OcTe Vo ekdobel opdpmvn
andeaon*.

Evdeyouevo elval o doutntig va btoPaAet TV amokAvoOLGa YVAOUN TOV VIO TV
HOPPN LLOg «separate» 1) «concurringy» opinion®. Mg tovg 600 avtolg, oyeddv
amOAVTO GLVAOVVLLOVE OPOVG, EVVOOVLE OTL EVOg 1 TEPIGGOTEPOL SLULTNTEG VITO-
YPAEOLY TNV SLOUTNTIKY ATOPOCT, SLP®VOLV OUMG LE TNV TAELOYNPi0, OAIKA 1
LEPIKEL, MG TPOG TIC OLTIOAOYIEC 1] OC TPOS TOV TPOTO SLATVTMONG TNG OLOUTITIKNG
amogaong. Eivar cuvendg odupmvol pe to dataktiko®, oadld to otnpilovv ue
drapopetikég arttoroyieg’’. Ot «separate opinions» Kot Ol «concurring opinions»
dev elval otic d1ebveig epmopikég drontnoieg

1660 cVVNBelg 660 o€ diKeG Kot SLTNGIEG OPIOUEVOV EVVOU®Y TAEE@VE. Tuva-
vIdVToL eviote o€ doautnoia d1EBvmdV ETEVOLTIKOV dlopopmdVv*’, Kabmg Kol 6Tig

34 Alan Redfern, The 2003 Freshfields- Lecture Dissenting Opinions in International Commercial
Arbitration: The Good, the Bad and the Ugly, Arbint 20, 2004, 227. Yves Derains, The Delibera-
tions of the Arbitral Tribunal «Retour au Delibere Arbitral», in: Markus Wirth (ed.), The Resolution
of the Dispute -from the Hearing to the Award. Conference of January 26, 2007 in Geneva, ASA
Special Series No. 29, September 2007, 16-24 (21).

35 T v concurring opinion oty eppavia ypnoipomoteitar o 6pog «abweichende Meinung nur
in der Begriindung» kot otnv I'aAAio 0 6pog «opinion concordantex». O Schutze, Das Zustandekom-
men des Schiedsspruchs, SchiedsVZ 2008, 10- 14, (13 vné IV) yapoaktpilet v concurring opin-
ion didvun adeApn g dissenting opinion Kot NG EXPLAGGSEL TNV 1w pe v dissenting opinion
VOUIKN petayeipion.

36 BA. Berger B./Kellerhais F., Internationale und interne Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in der Schweiz
(2006), o). 484 onw. 35. Blackaby N./ Partasides C./Redfern A./Hunter M., Redfern and Hunter on
International Arbitration (2009), 9.186. Lew J. D.M./Mistelis L. A. /Kroil S., Comparative Interna-
tional Commercial Arbitration (2003), apOp. 24.45. Wirth oto Honseli H. /Vogt N. P. /Schnyder A.
K./ Berti S. V. (Hrsg.), Internationales Privatrecht (2007), Art. 189 apOp. 41. Berger B./Kelierhals
F., Internationale und interne Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in der Schweiz (2006), apiOu. 1367 onp. 3.
Peter J Rees QC/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they Fulfill a Beneficial Role?, Arbint 25
No 3, 329-346 (330 onp. 4).

37 BA. Jacob Grierson/Annet van Hooft, Arbitrating under the 2012 ICC Rules, An Introductory
User’s Guide, (2012), 211 onp. 631. Margaret L. Moses, The Principles and Practice of Internation-
al Commercial Arbitration, 2 ed. (2012), 195.

38 Born, International Commercial Arbitration II, 2464 pe onp. 224 mov avagépetot kot og dis-
senting opinions. Peter J Rees QC/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they Fulfill a Beneficial
Role?, Arblnt 25 No 3, 329-346 (330 onp. 3)

39 'Etot Blackaby N./ Partasides C./Redfern A./Hunter M., Redfern and Hunter on International
Arbitration (2009), 9.186. Guillermo Aguilar Alvarez/W.Michal Reisman (ed.), The Reasons Re-
quirement in International Investment Arbitration, Critical Case Studies, (2008),5, 67, 100-01, 305,
267,278, 288, 192, 199,201, 209,238.



drontnoieg evomiov tov Iran-United States Claims Tribunal.

O doutntig mov dev cvpemvel pe Tic Béoelg g mhstoyneiag*! umopel vo ex-
QpaceL TNV S10Q®VIC, TOV APVOVUEVOC TNV DITOYPAPN TNG SOLTNTIKNAG 0mOPaon
N UTOPEL VO DTTOYPAWYEL TNV ATOPOCT| TNG TAELOYNEIOG GNUEIDOVOVTAG OTL dl0-
Qovel®. Amd v STk amdPAcT UITOPEL VO TPOKVITEL OO, KEPAAOIE TNG
ATOTELOVV OVTIKEILEVO OLOPOVNG ATOPOAONG KOl GE TTO10. OTEID VITAPYEL OTOKAL-
vovoa yvoun evog dtortnt. H mepintmon apynong vroypapng eivat S1opopetikn
Ao TNV TEPITTMON TOV 0 SLoTNTAG apveital va AGPel uépog oty dldokeyn Kot
v ymoeoeopia. O Sttt -6tV TEPITTO®OT APVNoNG TG LIOYPAPNS AauPd-
VEL LEPOC OTNV OLAGKEYT Kol GTNV YNeopopio, 0AAG 0eV LTOYPAYEL TNV ST TL-
K1 amoQact. Me Bdon tnv apyn 0Tl apKel 1 VTOYPAUPT TNG SLUTNTIKAG ATOPACTC
amd v TAsloyneio Tov dttnTdvt, 1 dpvnon vroypaeng dev eumodilel oTig
oOyypoVveS dlantnTikég vopobeaisg TNV 0AOKApmo™ TG ot Tikig andeaonc®.
Katd 1o dikaio opiopévov evwoumv tdéemv, 6TIG TEPITTMOCELS APVNONG, OVAPE-
PETOL GTNV SLOUTNTIKY OmOQaon 1 artio TG EAAEWYN TG LITOYPAPNS*® 1| KorToypdi-
@OVTOL 01 AOYOL GPVNONG TNG VITOYPUPNG G EEYMPIOTO £YYPUPO, TO 0Toio TV
GUUE®OVOVV Ol GALOL S10UTNTEG EMGUVATTETAL GTIV OLOLTNTIKY OTOPACT] -XMPIC
Vo omoTELEL LEPOC TNG- N akdu Kol wapadideTon 1 emdidetan ota uépn. H kota-
YPaen ovth gival cuVHBOE STVTOUEVT PPaydAOYO Kol OALYOGTIYO, YWOPIG Lo~

40 BA. ot cvvéyeta keipevo pe onp. 160.

41 Lew]. D.M./Mistetis L. A. /Kroll S., Comparative International Commercial Arbitration (2003),
opOp. 24.45.

42 Daniel M. Kolkey/Richard Chernick/Barbara Reeves Neal (edit.), Practitioner’s Handbook on
International Arbitration and Mediation (2012), 268:” in international arbitrations, dissent may
of—ten be indicated by an arbitrator refusing to sign the award”. Margaret L. Moses, The Principles
and Practice of International Commercial Arbitration, 2 ed. (2012), 195: (... an arbitrators dissent is
expressed simply by his or her refusal to sign the award). Jacob Grierson/Annet van Hooft, Arbi-
trating under the 2012 ICC Rules, An Introductory User’s Guide, (2012), 211:” ... an arbitrator who
disagrees with a majority decision or decision by the president alone is not obliged to explain why;
he or she may simply refuse to sign the award;....”.

43 Born, International Commercial Arbitration I, 2463 vn6 E. Lew J. D.M./Mistelis L. A. /Kroll S.,
Comparative International Commercial Arbitration (2003), apOu, 24.46. Blackaby N./ Partasides
C. / Redfern A./Hunter M., Redfern and Hunter on International Arbitration (2009), 9.188. Schutze,
Das Zustandekommen des Schiedsspruchs, SchiedsVZ 2008, 10-14, (14 vrd V).

44 Margaret L. Moses, The Principles and Practice of International Commercial Arbitration, 2 ed.
(2012), 195: (...a majority of two can decide the case.).

45 TpPA. A.J. Belohlavek, Arbitration Law of Czech Republic: Practice and Procedure, (2013),
25(1), 1261 “It is irrelevant whether or not this arbitrator signs the written copy of the arbitral
award”.

46 Born, International Commercial Arbitration 11, 2464 onp. 220. BAzn. yapaxtnpiotikd épdpo 31
apdp. 1 tov v. 2753/1999. ApOpo 892 map. 1 KIToAA. ApBpo 1701 Belgian Judicial Code. Section
52(3) English Arbitration Act 1996. ApOpo 1473 T'ad KIToAA. ApBpo 823 Itaiiko KIToAA. ApOpo
1057 KIToAA Tns OAhavdia$. ApBpo 606 Avotp. KIToAA.



KPOOKEAEIG AVOAVGELS KO Y0PIG AETTOUEPELEG.

KartoAeimovrol Opmg tot appiforieg 6to nTTnOEV HEPOC Y10 TO OV ANPONKaY VITO-
Y1 OAOL TO ETLYEPTLLOTO TOV OPVOVUEVOD VO, LITOYPAWEL dlontnTh. AVTO pmopel
Vo ONoVPYNGEL 6TO NTTNOEV HEPOC GOPaPES AUPIBOAIES Y10 TOV SIKALOKPOTIKO
yopaktpo Tov Becpod g doutnoiac?’. H dpvnon g vroypagng evog dtaitnth
dnrmvel v vrapén kamolag acvvinBovg eEEMENC 6T0 TAAIGIO TN SLOLTNTIKNG
dikmMg yeYOVOC TOL OEV HEVEL OTOPATPNTO OO TO OIKAGTAPLO TOV KOAEITOL GTO
TAO{O10 TNG OY®YNG AKVP®ONG VO, EAEYEEL TNV SLOLTNTIKY ATOPACT.

H dissenting opinion, mg pio amokAivovca and Tig amdOYELS TG TAEOYNOLOG YVO-
un yiveton yevikotepa 0eKTO, OTL OEV GLVIGTH JOUTNTIKY OmOPacon48, dev amo-
TELEL TN TNG SLOTNTIKAG amdeaonc? Kot 6gV VITOKELTOL 08 OIKOOTIKO EAEYYO
pe ayoyn akvpoong®. EXteleotd tunpo e St Tikng andeacng ivat povo

47 Christoph Stippl/Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award-Rendering of the Award by Multipartite
Arbitral Tribunals: How to Overcome Lack of Unanimity? Xtov topo Christian Klausegger/Peter
Klein, et al.(eds.) Austrian Arbitration Yearbook 2008, 371-399 (386).

48 Etot 0 Born, International Commercial Arbitration, (2009), 2466-69.

49 I1pPA. Andreas Furrer/Daniel Ginsberger /Markus Muller-Chen, Handkommentar zum Schweiz-
er Privatrecht, 2. Auf. 2012, 757:« Das Minderheitsvotum ist nicht Bestandteil des Schiedsspruchs»
pe mapamopny oty andeoon tov EAfeticov Axvpwtikod BGE 4P, 196/2003 E 1.2. Poudret J.F./
Besson S., Comparative Law of International Arbitration 2n ékdoon (2007), apOp. 754.” In any
event, it remains foreign to the award and is merely an independent opinion, bereft of any au-
thority”. Peter J Rees/ Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they fulfill a Beneficial Role? Ar-
bint 25, 2009, 339. Margaret L. Moses, The Principles and Practice of International Commercial
Arbitration, 2 ed. (2012), 195: (... but it is generally understood that they do not form part of the
award.) Bernardo M. Cremades, The Arbitral Award otov té6po Lawrence W. Newman/Richard D.
Hill (edit.), The Leading Arbitrators’ Guide To International Arbitration, Second Edition, (2008),
483-500, (490): «... the dissenting opinion will not form part of the arbitral award,...” Westermann
H-P., Das dissenting vote im Schiedsgerichtsverfahren, SchiedsVZ 2009, 102-109, (104). BAx.
kot ICC, Final Report on Dissenting and Separate Opinions (of the ICC Commission on Interna-
tional Arbitration), 1 ICC Bulletin (1991), 32-36, mov amoppintet v amoyn g Leloyneiog g
Emutponnig yia v Aebviy Awntnoio tov ICC, n omoia Bempovoe 6t ) dissenting opinion givor
TUNHO TS SLOTNTIKNG OTOPACNG, LE TO EMYEIPNUA OTL 1) SLOUTNTIKY OTOPACT amoTeAeiTol and
70 JTOKTIKO Kot oo Tig autioloyieg Tng mAsioyneiog mov kabiotodv Vv ektédeon duvorn. H
petoymoeia dev efvar Kpion yio v eKTELEON. AvTikeipevo ekTéleon) pmopel va givar 0Tt Sotdooet
N aropac, Ot Opws 0Tt Tapéhewye va datdéel. BAm. emiong Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in
Arbitration, ICC International Court of Arbitration Bulletin Vol. 15/no. 1- 2004,37-41 kot o6 tnv
voporoyia Bv. A., [2010] EWHC 1626 (Comm.), par a. 21, India No 16, General Electric Company
v. Renusager Power Company, High Court of Bombay, Not indicated, 21 October 1988, YCA 1990,
Vol. XY, 1990, 465-492 (482 [33]...the award is to be declared in accordance with the majority of
the arbitrators and therefore what is enforceable as an award is only the opinion of the majority).
50 Gary Born, International Arbitration: Law and Practice (2012), 292 (“It forms no part of the
award and is not subject to annulment or recognition”). Westermann H-P., Das dissenting vote im
Schiedsgerichtsverfahren, SchiedsVZ 2009,102-109, (104).



TO SLOTOKTIKO TNG TAEOYMPIOG KoL O)L 1] OTOKAIVOLGH YVAUN 1 OTToio KOTE TNV
vopoAoyia eBvikdv dwaotnpiov, dev etvar avaykaio va TposkopileTatl, Katd 1o
GpBpo 4(1),a g ZouPacn e Néag Yopkng , pe tnv dawtntiky omoégaocn’’. H
dissenting opinion amwodidel Kot eKQEPALEL TIG ATOYELS TOV LELOYNPOVVTOG S0t~
™52 Kot dev amotelel (dradikaotiky) npdén Tov dtotnTikol dikaothpiovns.
v dtutnoio 1 Kuplopyn apyn TS WIOTIKAG AVTOVORING, Kuplwg OGOV apopd
o710, 0épata ¢ dadikacioc™, emtTpénel oTa UEPT Vo GLUPOVAGOVV OV EXLTPEME-
TOL 1] KOTOYMPIoN OTNV Ot TIKN amdpact, 1| 1 dnpoctionoinon piog dissenting
opinion. Tn¢ evyépetlag avtg yivetat, €€ 0cwv yvopilm, ToAd Teploptopévn xpn-
on oty TPasn.

I1. OproBénomn tov BEparog

H amoxiivovco yvoun amoteAel otny dtontnoio pio adto@loviknTn Tpoktikn®.
2y debvn 1¥img dwortmoio to {TNUo TOV ERLTPETTOV Kot THG AELTOVPYiaG TNG,
€xet yiver avtikeipevo 01e£0d1kng cu{NTongS6. MoAovaTL Yo TO EXITPERTO Ko
TNV €V YEVEL QVTIUETOTION NG UEOYNQIOG GE OMOPAGELS TNG ECMTEPIKNG dLoil-
™moiag EVPOTAIKOY KPUT®V OgV VITdpyel opoPwvia®’, otnv debvn dwotnoio Ko-

51 BA. n.y. Oberster Gerichtshof Austria, 30b211/05h, 26 April 2006, YCA 2007, 295-265 (262
[12]:In any case there is no obligation here to supply the dissenting opinion together with the request
for en-forcement, because it is not a part of the arbitral award.) India No. 18, General Electric
Company v. Renusagar Power Company, High Court of Bombay, Not Indicated, 21 Oktober 1988,
YCA 1990, 465- 489 (482: what is enforceable as an award is only the opinion of the majority).
52 Stefanie Pfisterer/Anton Schnyder, International Arbitration in Switzerland, (2012), 120.

53 Born, International Arbitration: Law and Practice (2012), § 15.04.

54 BA. Lew]. D.M./Mistelis L. A. /Kroll S., Comparative International Commercial Arbitration
(2003), opOp. 21.6. «It is universally accepted that whatever law governs the arbitration party au-
tonomy plays a significant role in determining the conduct of proceedings». I'to Tovg nepropiopodc
¢ WIMTIKNAG QVTOVOLING 6TV ETA0YH TOL dtadikaoTikov dikaiov, BAr. Born, International Com-
mercial Arbitration 1,1321 vmo ii.

55 Peter] Rees/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they fulfill a Beneficial Role? Arblnt 25,
2009, 330/331. Albert Jan van den Berg, Dissenting Opinions by Party-Appointed Arbitrators in
Investment Arbitration, in: Mahnoush Arsanjani et al. (eds.), Looking to the Future: Essays on
International Law in Honor of W. Michael Reisman, 821-843 (“... an accepted practice in inter-
national arbitration” ) BAm. kot 25 ASA Bulletin 2/2007, 407, pe ototiotikd otoyeio tov ICC
ywo ta étn 2003-2005 (Pierre Tercier), xabmg kot Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza,
The Secreteriat>s Guide to ICC Arbitration(2012), 3-1132 pe otatiotikd otoryeia yio to ICC ota
£t 2009-2011. To m060GTO TV SLUTNTIKOV anoeace®v mov ekdodnkav pue Bdaorn tovg Kavoveg
Awutnoiag Tov ICC katd ta £ avtd pe opopavio Ohmv tmv Stntntodv eivor 83% kot exetvav mov
exd0inkayv amd v Thstoyneio 16%.

56 BA. emloyn Pifioypaeios mopoardve vroonueimon 13.

57 B\. Andreas Furrer/Daniel Ginsberger/Markus Muller-Chen, Handkommentar zum Schweizer
Privatrecht, 2. Auf. 2012, 757: «die Frage ist europaweit umstritten.
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TAYPAPETAL TAEOV L0 EVPEID AVOYVMDPLOT TOL EMTPENTOV TNG KATAYDPIONG TNG
dissenting opinion 6TV S1OUTNTIKT OTOPOGT, 1] TG EMGHVOYNG TOV TEPEXOVTOG
™V aoKAIVOLG o YVduUn €YYpaeov o€ ovth™.

H ava yeipoag perétn embopet va kotadei&el Tov TpOTO e TOV 0010 OVTIUET®-
miCeTon onpepa 1 amokAivovsao yvoun oe emilexteg eBvikég drotntikég vopobe-
oieg (o VI) kot og Kovoveg Atoartnoiog opiopéveoy onUOVTIKOV Yio TV otedvn,
gumoptkn kvpimg, dwaitnoio Kévipov Beocpkadv Atatnowmv (vad VIID). T my
KOADTEPN KOTAVONOT] TOV TPOPANUATOS oKOTIUN KpiOnKe 1 SIKOOGLYKPITIKY
EMICKOMNGT TOV TPOTOV OVIWUETMMIONG TNG OIKACTIKNG Heoyneiog oe Aebvn
Awootipia, (v IV) kot og opiopéva eBvikd Taktikd Tolttikd Atkastpia (ved
V). Ilpotdocovtat to. LTEP Kot TO KATO TOL EMTPEMTOV TNG KATODPTONG LG
dissenting opinion emtyeipnpata (vo 1), 1o enipeTpo cvyKeQoAodVOVTOL TO
Baockd mopicpata g Epgvvog (vd VIII).

II1. T vmép Ko To KOTA TOV EMTPENTOV TNG KaTAX®PLomng (o dissenting opinion
EMLYEPTLLOTOL

To, mowcila emyelpnpato Tov dtotvrmOnkay otny oebvr cultnomn vép N Kotd
ToV enmrtpentov g dissenting opinion ot dwatnoio’® 1 TG SIKOGTIKNG LELOYN-
Qlog OTIS SIKAOTIKEG amopioelg Aledvav Akaotnpiov 1 dvikav Atkaotnpiov,
oAnAenicoddrTovtol pepikoi. I'ia to Adyo avtd ektifevtor oty cuvéyEln and
KOWOoU.

o) ZUUTLKVOVOVTOG T KUPLKL CTUELD TNG EMXEPNULATOAOYIOG VIEP TOV EMTPE-
700 NG LELOYN PG OTIG SIOLTNTIKEG Kol GTLG OIKACTIKES OMOPAGELG GNUELDVOV-
pe o axoAovfa:

H petoymoia og ékppaon ¢ SIKOoTIKNG Kot dtantntikng aveéoptnoioc® cuvte-

58 Peter J Rees QC/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they Fulfill a Beneficial Role?, Arblnt
25 No 3, 329-346 (329 ... seems to be widely recognized...). Bernardo M. Cremades, The Arbitral
Award otov topo Lawrence W. Newman/Richard D. Fiill (edit.), The Leading Arbitrators’ Guide
To International 6 Arbitration, Second Edition, (2008), 483-500, (490): “In spite of the prevailing
silence on this point, dis—senting opinions are generally accepted within the framework of interna-
tional arbitration”.

59 Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration Bulletin
Vol. 15/ no. 12004, 38 (The advantages applies to both arbitration and judicial adjudication).

60 T'a v dwkootikn aveapnoio BAn. topa otov top0 Hanno Kube/Rudolf MeUinghojf/Gerd
Morgenthaler/ Ulrich Palm/Thomas Puhl/ Christian Seiler (Hrsg), Leitgedanken des Rechts. Paul
Kirchhof zum 70. Geburtstag, Band I, Staat und Verfassung (2013), tqv peAémn tov Hans-Jur-
gen Papier, Rechtsschutz, 923- 930 (927). BAn. mepottépo yia v ovayKotdtto g StKOoTIKNG
aveEopmoiag TG Tavtote enikopeg okéyels tov Karl August Bettermann, Der Schutz der Grun-
drechte in der ordentlichen Gerichtsbarkeit, otov tép0 Karl August Bettermann/Hans Carl Nippe-
rey/Ulrich Scheuner{Hg.), Die Grundrechte, Bd. I11/2, 1972, Hans-Jurgen Papier, Die richterliche



Lel oty e€EMEN g vopodoyiac!, couBaiiel otnv avamntuén tov dikaiov® kot
otV 0pOn amovoun g dikoocvvnc®. Agv mpémel UG va SLOPVYEL TNE TPOGO-
NS Hag 6t oty d1ebvn eumopikn doutnoia dev Agttovpyet T0 GLGTNU

NG OEGUEVTIKNG 10YVOG TOV SIKAGTIK®V TPONYOVUEV®Y TOV VPIGTUTOL GTO OY-
yhocaovikd dikao®, pe cuvémeia 1 GVUPOAN TG AmOKAIVOVGOG YVOUNG 6TV

Unabhangigkeit und ihre Schranken, NJW 2001, 1089-1094. Marcel Storme, liber die Notwen-
digkeit der richterlichen Unabhangigkeit, Tiuntucdg Topog yo ta 150 ypdévia tov Apeiov Ildyov,
Topog I, (2007), 225-231. IIpPA. T. Mapivog, H aveaptnoia tov dikaotr| kot 1 oOyypovn Texvoro-
yio, Tyuntucde Topog yia o 150 ypdvia Tov Apeiov Ilayov, Topog 111, (2007), 81-88. T v apyn
Suaepiong tov e&ovoimv PA. petasd dAlwv A. Todrcoo, Zvvtaypotiko Aikato, Topog B’, Opydvmon
& Agrtovpyio g [Toltelag, ekd. Avt. ZdxikovAa, 1992, oel. 128-146, E. Bevilého, Mabnpata Zv-
vraypotikov Awaiov I, (1991), 6er.282-297, A. TTorarapmpov, H évvoia g apyng g dtakpicemg
TV €£0Vo1BV, 610 Zoppekta A. ZmAov, 1961, 6.333-370. ['a v aveéoptoio Kot apepoinyio
Tov Stutnt®wv PAm. Gary Born, International Arbitration: Law and Practice (2012), c€l.129 en.
BAx. xon vedéonp. 25,32.

61 Ztépavog Matbiag, [Tapopuntucég petoyneieg, EAMAW 1992, 1441. «Tétoteg petoynoieg ...om-
tiCovv drohektid To TN Kot cuvTELOVV otV e£EMEN TG vopoloyiacy. Hon. Ruth Bader Gins-
burg, The Role of Dissenting Opinions, Minnesota Law Review 95(2010), 1-8.(3:.. there is nothing
better than an impressive dissent to lead the author of the majority opinion to refine and clarify her
initial circulation.).

62 Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration Bullet-
inVol. 15/ no. 12004,38. To emyeipnua 61t n Dissenting Opinion cuppdirel oty TpodOncn Tov
dwaiov, dev etval 0mOALTO TEGTIKO GTO TENTI0 TG S1LTNGLOG, ENEDN O SLNTNTIKES OTOPACELS OEV
VoKEWTUL 68 deVTEPOPAOULo EAeyyo Kot 1 acpaiela dikaiov givar ey otV dtontnoio emOIOKTEN
oALG Tapapével o peydho pépog avépiktn. BAm. ‘Etor Westermann H-P. Das dissenting vote im
Schiedsgerichtsverfahren SchiedsVZ 2009, 102-109, (106). IIppA. James Gaitis/Curtis E. von
Kann/Robert W. Wachsmuth (edit.), The College Of Commercial Arbitrators Guide To Best Practic-
es In Commercial Arbitration, second edition (2010), 184: “Unlike a dissent in an appellate judicial
decision, a dissent in an arbitration award does not aid in the development of the law.” Blackaby
NI Partasides C. /Redfern A./Hunter M., Redfern and Hunter on International Arbitration (2009),
9.194. Peltzer O. M., Die Dissenting Opinion in der Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit (2000), 104. O Frank
Ebbing, Private Zivilgerichte,(2003), 387 attioloyel v un cupforr] Tov dtontntikdv dtkaotnpiov
oTNV TPodONGN TOL dKaiov, L TOV HIKPO aplBpd TV donTnodV Kot pe TNV un dnpocigvuon tawv
STNTIKOV OTOPAGEMVY. ZUEPH TAVTWG OgV PTopel va yivetar Adyog Yol pikpd aptOpd S1outnoiov.
To 2011 de&nydnoav L.y. otnv Kiva evomov g CIETAC 1435 dwatnoio 470 and 115 omoieg ep-
oavitouv otoryeio alhodandmrog, PAT. oyetikd Conrad/Munch/Black- Branch (eds.), Internation-
al Commercial Arbitration, Standard Clauses and Forms Commentary (2013), § 71. 2. 7.10, 309.
INa avtictoyyo evvnwoilokd otatiotikd ototyeio yio to ICC PAn. ICC Statistical Report 2010 otnv
devbvvon www.icedrl.com., ywo o Singapore International Arbitral Centre BA. otnv diedvbvvon
www.siac.org.sg. [0 o cuvagéc 0épa v stare decisis AT. vd onp. 64.

63 'Etol Xp. Xpioogopiong, H napafiacn tov dikacticov aroppritov NoB 40 (1992), 670.

64 Doctrine of stare decisis, PAn. Konrad Zweigert/Hein Kotz, Einfuhrung in die Rechtsvergle-
ichung, 3. Aufl. (1996), 253 en. Richard Piender, Precedent in Common and Civil Law, in: Carl
Baudenbacher/ Simon Pflanzer (eds.), International Dispute Resolution, (2011), 1925. Gabrielle
Kaufmann-Kohier, Arbitral Precedent: Dream, Necessity or Excuse? The 2006 Freshfields Lecture,
23 Arb. Int. (2007), 357 em. (363-364): (...Aside from procedural issues, perhaps, one can see no



avdmtuén tov dikaiov va givorl duodidkprrn. H pootikdtta

NG ST TIKAG dladikaciog Kot 1 kot e&aipeon Hovo dnuocisuon Tmv dlontnTi-
KOV amoQacemyV, 0gv emttpénel MV npocPaon 6e TOAAUOTEPEG OLULTTIKES OTTO-
eaoelc®.

H peloynmoio cuvelopépet eniong oty kolvtepn Ogpelioon g amdQaong,
emewdn avaykalel v migloynoeio va eréyEel tnv opBoTTO TOV EMYEPNUATOV
G OTIG OYETIKEG auTlohoYiec®, amotélespa Tov pmopel Taviwg vo enttevydel

precedential value or selfstanding rule creation in commercial arbitration awards...). Peter J Rees
QC/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they fulfill a Beneficial Role? Arblnt 25No 3, 329-
346 (342). H pn déopevon tov Slontntdv omd SoLTnTIKG TPONYOUHEVA dev onuaivel OLmg 0Tt
TPONYOVUEVES ATOPAGELS AAAMV SLOUTNTIKOV SIKOGTNPIOV ayvooivTal amd Tovg doutntég. Ban.
William W. Park, Truth-Seeking in International Arbitration, ASA Special Series No. 35. The Search
for “Truth” in International Arbitration: Is Finding the Truth What Dispute Resolution Is About?
(2011), 1-38. (31). Alan Rau, Precedent in International Arbitration, in: Carl Baudenbacher/Si-
mon Pflanzer(eds.), International Dispute Resolution, (2011), 57-63. Tnv avurapé&io SontnTikev
TpoNyoupHéEVeV oty Stebv emevovTikn dwtnoio Tovilelt n Samantha Besson, The Sovereign, the
Investor and the Arbitrator. Why and how to Reform International Investment Arbitration, in: Me-
langes en I honneur de Pierre Tercier, (2008), 745- 773, (765). BAn. kot Stephan W. Schill, Crafting
the International Economic Order: The Public Function of Investment Treaty Arbitration and Its
Significance for the Role of the Arbitrator, 23(2010) Leiden J. Intl. L. 401-430, (429: ... as non
binding precedent,...). [IppA. [ldvtwg tovg Peter J Rees QC/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions:
Can they Fulfill a Beneficial Role?, Arblnt 25No 3, 329-346 (342 onp. 51 mov Bempovv 611 Yo TNV
emevouTiKn dtutnoia «... a de facto doctrine of precedent has been building up...». Peter Ashford,
Handbook on International Commercial Arbitration, (2009), 192: “In Investment law, though, it
seems there is increasing reliance on prior awards in respect to substantive issues”. BAw. yio to 6Ao
o Pierre Duprey, Do Arbitral Awards Constitute Precedents? Should Commercial Arbitration
Be Distinguished in this Regard from Arbitration Based on Investment Treaties? In: Anne -Vero-
nique Schlaepfer, Philippe Pinsolle, Louis Degos (ed.), Towards a Uniform International Arbitra-
tion Law?, (2005), 251-291, pe katdAnén v 0éon 0Tt £va GVOTNUA SIUTNTIKOV TPOTNYOLUEVMV
VILAPYEL TOVAGYIGTO GTOV TOUEN TG EMEVOLTIKNG dtoutnoiog (281). BAw. emiong tig peréteg og E.
Gaillard/ Yas Banifatemi (ed), Precedent in International Arbitration, (2008).

65 Peter Ashford, Handbook on International Commercial Arbitration, (2009), 191. BA. kot
TOPAKATO GTO KEIEVO [E vToonp. 123.

66 Richard M. Mosk/Tom Ginshurg, Dissenting Opinions In International Arbitration, MEALEY’S
International Arbitration Report, Vol. 15,(2000), 26-41.(30). Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in
Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration Bulletin Vol. 15/no. 12004, 41. «A responsibly
formulated dissent is also required to encourage the majority to proper reconsideration of its award
in the light of the dissent. ». Bom, International Commercial Arbitration, 2469. David D. Caron/Lee
M. Caplan, The Uncitral Arbitration Rules, A commentary, second edition, (2013), 753. Bernardo
M. Cremades, The Arbitral Award otov topo Lawrence W. Newman/Richard D. Hill (edit.)The
Leading Arbitrators” Guide To International Arbitration, Second Edition, (2008), 483-500, (491).
BA. ko N. Baoiloxaxng, H peioyneio og dikootikég anopdoelc, EAAnvikn Awoootvn 32 (1991),
1451-1462, oeh. 1453 o omoiog avapepdpevog otnv peloyneio dikactdv opdd 1ovilet 6Tt «..1 pet-
oynoia givar pio popen Ko ortio EPTAOVTIGHOD GTNV CLTIOAOYIO TV SIKOOTIKMV AITOPAGEMY Kot
QLOIKA EKONAMOT TAOVPAAGHOV Kot avegapTnoiog Tov Awkaot oty OAn Sodikacio amovoung
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HOVO v Ol amOYELS TG LEWOYNPOLGOS YVOUNG ovaKotvmBodv kot doBovv ey-
YPAP®G, £YKOIp®G, S10pKOVGTG TG OIUCKEYNG KOl TAVTIMS TPV TV KGO0 TNG
drontntikng amdeacnc®’, otovg doautntég ¢ mAstoyneiog. H petoynoeio av&a-
VEL OGODTOG TNV SIKAGTIKY KOl SLoTNTIKY vaevfuvotnta’® kot cuvelspépet oty
amo@Lyn AaBdv ¢ dwkavikng kpiong. Kadnovyaletl to pépog mov nttidnke oty
(dronnTikn) o6ikn 61t 10 (SroTnTiKd) dikaoTNplo EANPE VITOYN TOV Kol CTAOWICE
oA To TpOPANOEVTO emyelpNUaTA® GUVTEADVTAG £TGL GTNV EVYEPEGTEPT] OTTO-
doyn g (St tikng) andeaons’®. Bonbd eniong va Peitiodel n modtnto ¢
(droutnTiknc) amd@acng Kot vo yivel mo katavont’l. Amotelel tepattépm Kot
éva gpébiopa yo To avdtepo dikaotnplo Tov Ba Kpivel devtepofadiov v amod-
@aon vo acyoAndel pe peyoddtepn mpocoyn He v opbitTa TG Armoyng g
uetoymoeiag’?. TIGvimg N TposeLYN KOTA TG SNTNTIKNG amdPacng e GALOVG
drontntég amotelel v elaipeon’, evd M UeEPIK N OAIKY akOpm®ON TG UE Ot-
KOOTIKN Qo EMTPEMETAL Y10 OPIGUEVOLS Hovordyoug™. Me Tig dissenting
opinions pmopoHv va amokaAvEBovV dtadikacTikég mapafdoels. Emopévmg, ot
amokAivovceg yvoueg Stac@aAilovy Tnv dadikascio Kot LEG avTHg TNV (01 TV
andéeacn. H petoynoia avoykdlet mapdAinio Toug Okootég (Kot Tovg 0101t TES)
va. avaAapBavouy Ty euBvuvY TS YVOUNG TOVS X®PIg VoL KAADTTOVTOL KATM 0md
«uia BoAn cLALOYIKOTNTO TOV GLYVE KaTaAryel o€ avevBuvotnton’. H ueloym-
¢lo Tov dwotntn pmopel var elval KpiGIUN Kol 6€ TEPIMTOON AGKNONG Oy®YNS
kakodkiog (api 881 KIToAA, 73 EtoNKIIoAA, v. 693/1977)76.
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B) Katd tov emtpentov twv dissenting opinions TpofAAAETOL TO KOWVOVIKNG WYV-
yohoviog emyeipnuo 0Tt drakvPedovy to KHPOG g dikaiooHvng’’, Kabmg uet-
MOVETAL 1] EUTIGTOGVVI] TOV EVOLOPEPOLEV®V, OAAG KOl TNG KOWVNG YVOUNG GTNV
opBdTO TG Ao OV dOBNKE e TNV ATOPAGT, 0OV TNV ADGT QLT gV TNV
ovppepilovtal OAa To péAn Tov dikaotnpiov’®. Yrookdntetal £T61 ue T1¢ amokAi-
VOVoEG YVOUES N avBevtia TG SIKOOTIKNG amd@acng’, Tov dikaotnpiovs80 Kot
™ dkaoovynct!.

YrootpiyOnke axoun 0t pe t1g petoymoeieg tibetan o€ kivouvo 1 evotnTa Kot
N aAAnAeyydn tov Tunpotog Tov Akactpiov mov ekdidel v andeoaon®. To
emyeipnua avtd

Aéilet tomg pla d1e&odwcdtepn avaivon. Eva molvpelés dikaotnplo ekdidetl tnv
andeacT ToLV OG GLAAOYIKO Opyavo®. H amd@acn aviavakAd v yvodun tov
GLALOYIKOV OPYEVOL G SIKOLOSOTIKOD OpYAvOL Kot Oyl TIG OTOYELS TOV KOT
Wiav dikaotdv mov To anaptilovvd, ot omoieg olovel amoppopdvTal uEso oTNV

Pladoyer fur ein Re< zur «Dissenting Opinion» bei den Oberlandesgerichten.

77 BA. yopoktplotikd and v moidtepn ednvikn Pproypopic v droyn ot cuvedpldoelg
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setz-Kommentar, 64 Lieferung, 2012, GG Art 94, Rn. 17.

81 Xp. Xpiaropopiong, H napaPiacm tov dikactikov anoppritov NoB 40 (1992), 668:«To andppnto
TV 010POVAEVGEMV OTOPAEREL GTNV TPOGTAGIN TOV KOPOLS TNG dKAocVVNG...». [Ipénet va tovicBel
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84 Josef Azizi, Unveiling the EU Courts’ Internal Decision-Making Process: A Case for Dissenting
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amdpact. O peloyne®v dikaotnc, dmmg Kot o1 SIKOOTEG TNG TAEOYNGIAG, £XEL
TNV VITOYPEDGCT VO VITOYPAWYEL TNV AmOPaACT|, EiTe gival uélog tng cuvbeonc, ite
glval Tpdedpog tov dkaotnpiov. H vroypaen g amdgacng dev onpoivel 6t n
ambdPacn avtomokpiveTol (amdAvTa) TPOG TV SIKOVIKY Tov memoibnon’, alid
OTL ANPONKE 0o TO S1KAL0GOTIKO OPYOVO MG GHVOAO, LLE TNV TPOGTKOVGO, H1KOVO-
ik dadikacio kot tov Tomo®’. Ot 1 kataydpion Kot 1 dNHocisvuon uog amokAi-
VouG oG YVouUnG eivat o Béom va dtatapdaetl Ty evotnta paong Tov dkalodoTL-
KOV 0pYavoL 1 T1g HETaED TV peAdV Tov Tunuatog oyéoelg eivat entyeipnua Tov
omoiov N a&ia, AOY® TOL OTL KIveiTal 6T0 TEdIO TNG YuyoAoyiog, dev gival duvatd
va eheyy0el yopig avaA0YO TPOYLATOAOYIKO DALKO KOl TOPUUEVEL OTO ETMITESO TG
gikotoroyiog®. Yrmootmpixnke axodun 6Tt ot peioyneisg duvoyepaivovy v Koto-
voneon g amogacnc®, evioydovv ™ 8140gom TPocPOoANg TG e EVOIKa LECH KOt
Bononuata’, ot emunKHVOLY TOV YPOVO £KG0GNG TNG OTOPACNG Kot E101KOTEPQ
oV dwirtncio 6Tt dev ETUNKOIVOLY UOVO TO YPOVO OAAG, TOPAAANAQ, CLEAVOLY
Kot 10 K0o10¢’!. Edd mpémel va mapatnpndel 0Tt T LEIOVEKTHUATA OVUTA AVTL-
otabuiCovtor pe v KaAdTePT TOOTNTA TG SIKAGTIKNG 1 Sttt TIKNG Kpiong™.

Ewdwoétepa: H gpmiotevtikdtnto Tg S0t Tikng S1adkociog Kot 1 HuGTIKOTNTO
™G SLAoKEYTG.

Méypt ta TéAn TG dekoetiog Tov ‘80 1 EUMIGTELTIKOTNTO OEV E1YE KOTOGTEL QVTL-
KEIEVO SIEIGOVTIKNG EMGTNUOVIKNG Epeuvag oAAd 0empeito, ywpig va Exel g
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6ho o gpmiexdpeva oty dntnoio péPN® Aoy® Tov 11MTIKOD YOPAKTHPO TG
dwnmnoiog. XOevapd vroopiletor OTL 1 EUTIOTELTIKOTNTO €ival €Vl EYYEVES
otoryeio g drontnoiag™, ympig va Aeimovv kat ot povéG Tov Tovilovy Tov oYETL-
KOTOUNHEVO YOPOKTIPO TNG > VIO TNV £VVOL0L OTL 1] EUTIGTEVTIKOTNTO. eV Elvor pev
€Yyevég 6ToLKElD TG dtotnoiog aAld 1 StoutnTikn 8iKn, TO YEYOVOG Kot 1) Vo)
™G O10POPEg UTOPOHV VO, KATOGTOVV EUTIGTEVTIKA OV TOL LEPT TO EMBVUOVV KoL
eKQpaoovy pNTa TV foOANGT TOLG TPV 1] KATA TNV SLOLTNTIKN dStodtkacio 1 pe
TNV VIOYOYT TG dapopdg Tovg oe Kavoveg Atartnoiog mov puBuilovy pntd v
EUMIGTELTIKOTNTO, OemPNTIKAI6 Ta PéPN givar eEevBepa Vo GLUPOVAGOLY OO0
Babuod eumotevtikdTNTOg EMBLIOVY Kot avTh popel €bkoAa va emtevydet, ov
TO LEPT KOl O SLOLTNTEG GUUPOVIIGOVY VO, TNPTNGOLV TNV S10dIKAGI0 EPUMIGTEVTL-
K. Aev mpénetl OGS vo oryvonbel 1o yeyovog 0Tt €KTOG Ao To LEPT) KOl TOVG Ot~
OLTNTEG GTNV SWLTNTIKT O1KT) GUUUETEYOVV KOl TPITA TPOCHOTA Y1 TNV EXEUVOELD
TV onoimv Tpénel va Anedel Eeympiot) tpovola’”.

H cv{iton tov tekevtaiov etdv 181aitepa LETA TV EKO00T) CNUAVTIKOV O1K0-
OTIK®V 0moPaocmv oty dekaetior Tov ‘90% kot ot Lopmost yia v avabedpnon
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tov Kavoveov Atatnocio tng UNCITRAL (2010), odfynoe o pia (acvveyn kot
U1 GLVEKTIKY]) amAUPAVGCT] TOV TEPIEYOUEVOL TNG EUTIGTEVTIKOTNTAG VIEP TNG
Slopavelag 10img Yo TV EXEVOLTIKY] O101TNGi0L GTNV OOl 1] EUTICTELTIKOTNTO
aivetat 6tL otnv Tpa&n amotelel pdAlov v e€aipeon®. Kotédele, 0t yio v
£VVOL0L EUTIOTEVTIKOTNTO eV LILAPYEL eviaia avTiinyn'® kou 6Tt 1 éktaon ™G
glval dwapopetikry oty ad hoc doutnoia kot oty Beouky. Alopopomoteital
EMIONG 1N EUMIGTELTIKOTNTA KATE TNV £VTAOT] TPOGTOGIO TOV EMTACOEL, 101MG LE
UETPO TO WOIOTIKA GUUPEPOVTA TPITOV, 1] TO ONUOGLO GLUPEEPOVTA TOV BiyovTan
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TOL KO UE TV d€0VTOAOYia TOL SlouTnTh G 0pydvov amovoung dikatocvvng .

ApoofnmOnke téhog, pe Pdorn TpayHatoAoyikd cTotyela, OTL 1| EUTICTEVTIKO-
T givol 0 AGYOC Yo TOV 0TOi0 TOAAG LEPT TPOSPEVYOVY GTHV SloUTOld, KO-
06c0ov, 6TOV VEIGTAVTOL OVCLMOES AOYOL YO TNV THPNON EUTICTEVTIKOTNTOS, TO.
uépn puouilovv to BEua pnTd oty cvpeevio tepi drotnoiog' .

H ev gupeia évvola «epmotevtikdOtnTon £lvaol vepkeipevn évvola Katw amd v
01010l VAYOVTOL O1 VITOKEIEVEG EVVOLEG 101OTIKOTNTA (privacy), Tol 0 11OTIKOG
YOPOUKTAPOG TNG SloTnTIKNG 6ikNG, 1 EAAenyT ONpHoctdTNTAG TS SLOTNTIKAG dloi-

dkaoiag, mov amoxkieiov kdOe tpito amd v deaymyn ¢ dlotnTikng dikng!™,

Ko 1 €v atevn évvola eumiotevtikotto (confidentiality)!®, dnAadn n vroypiéwon
THPNONG EYENVDELS.
£ 106

2t OloUTNTIKA dkaoTplo, o€ ovtifeon mpog to moAttikd'®, 1 dwwdikacio dev
gtvor dnuodota, alAdd yiverol pe amokieiopd g dnpoctomrac'”’. H pun dnpoot-
6mto g drotntikng dwadikacioc'® kot  vroypémon tpnong exepddetog Oe-
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®PovVTAL 10YLPOL TOPEYOVTEG TPOTIUNGNG TG JUTNOIAG EVAVTL TOV TOKTIKOV
TOMTIKGOV dikaotnpiovi®,

ATOTELODV KOO GLUPEPOV OA®V TOV GUUUETEYOVI®V oTnV dtotnTikn dikn',

TPOTIOTOG OUOS TV dradikev pepmv!!,

H vmoypémon tpnong erepdbetag pmopel va amoppéet yioo Toug doutntég amod
™V cOUPacT TOPOYNS SLOLTNTIKMV VIINPESLOV, OO TNV CLLE®VIL TePT TN G-
ag'? 1 eppécov and to Tovg epappoatéong Kavoves Atartnoiog!. Tlepihapfave-
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tan emiong ko o Kavoveg Asovtoroyiag!'.

H vroypéwon mpnong exepdbetog, extdg av to pépn opicovv dlopopeTIKd, Gv-
VETAYETOL TNV VIOYPEMOT] TOV GUUUETEYOVTOV otV dwadikacio!!’, tpotictong
Kot Kuplog tov dtontntdv!!® kot Tov Hep®OV-va unv omokeAdyouy TANPOQopieg
OYETIKA UE TNV O1001KAGTI0 KO TO TEPLEYOLUEVO TNG -T.X. TO TPOYUATIKA YEYOVOTOL
OV OMOKOAVQONKaY Kot cu{nTOnKav, Ta £yypoea, N TI KatabEGELg TV HapTO-
pov og Tpitovg!!” 6Tovg 0ToloVE GLYKATAAEYOVTOL TO KOWO Kot TO LEGa olkNg
evnuépoonc'® kat va unv emtpéyouy v Tpocact| Tovg otV SloUTnTIKY S0t
kaoio. H pnon eyepodelog eivar oe opiopéve TepumtdGeLS TOAD Kpiciurn. Avto
ocupPaivel A.y. og dtoutnTikég dikeg Yo OEpato TVELUATIKNG 010K TNGioG 1 TV
daxvPedovol ETayyeEAIOTIKG 1 EXtYEPN ook amoppnTall’.

H Stk dadikacio dtapopiletor amd v didokeyn tov dtautntodv'?. Xto
STtk dikaotipla N didokeyn -On®¢ Kol 6To. TOALTIKG dikaothpla!?' gival
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pootikn 2, Ot dtutnTikég amoPAcels dev dNUOGIEVOVTOL KOTE Kavova, Topa

Uovo pe TNV cuvaiveon OA®V TOV PEPOV'E. ZATNHo YeVVATOL GUVETMG Y10 TO
av 1 KOTOYOPLoN TNG UTOKAIVOUGAS YVOUNG TNV O0UTTIKN amdpacn 1| 1| ova-
Kolvmon ¢ oto uépn mapafidlel Ty VIOYPEMCT KEUTIGTEVTIKOTNTACH 2 Kat
waitepa ™ pooTikdOTTe TG dtdokeyns!® mov dtucparilet

v eAevBepio TV SIKAGTOV KAl TOV SL0UTNTOV OTNV EKQPIGT) THG YVOUNG TOVG'S,

NV SIKaGTIKN 1 dtontntiky) Tovg aveboptnoia!?’, v ovdetepdTNTa TOVG KOl TNV
p1on OepeMmODY S10SIKOCTIK®Y £yyunoemv!?,
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O Yves Derains og oyetikd pdo@ato HeAETnud tov'? dtakpivel 600 popPég di-
aokéyemv. Tnv maboloyikn Kot TNV 0PLOVIKY. TNV TPMOTN 0 OPICUEVOS AT TO
HEPOG dtantng oynuatifel TNV SIKOVIKY SLOTNTIKY TOL TEN0ibnon oyt e Bdon
pio GVTIKELEVIKN avaAvon TG vtdBeons, oA e LOVO YVOUOVO TO GUUPEPOV
TOV PUEPOLE TOL ToV Op1oe’*’. Avtdg o TOHTOG dratntn dev d1oTdleL, ehv YpelaoTEi,
vo. Topmidioel v dadikacia?! | kot va wapartndei yio va kabvotepnost v
£€Kd0oom TG dtTNTIKNG omdPacns. Katd yapaktnpiotikd tpdmo gival o dSontng
OV EMEVEL GTNV KATOYDPION TNG OTOKAIVOLGOC YVOUNG TOV GTNV SLOUTNTIKA
amod@act). Ztnv devTepn 6Aot ot drantntég sivar amdAvta ave&dptntol'>? amd ta
HEPN. AVTO EMITPEMEL TNV AVIOALOYT OTOYEMY GTNV dLAoKEYN YWPIG ToV (oo
EVIILEPOONG TOV LEPDV.

H pvoticoétta g dtdokeyng tepthapfdvel o dtadpapaticOévio Katd v do-
dkaoio SIHOPEMCNG Kot AYNE TG amdPaoNS amd TOVG datnTéG oL EAafav
UEPOG 6TN OiKT), TO GLVOAO TV EYYPAP®V TOL YPNGILOTOONKAY 6TV d1d.oKEYN
yo TV Stttk amogacn 2 kot v yneoeopia tomv dtourtntov. H pootikdmo
NG SLAOKEYNG EVIOYVEL, KOTA TNV OEPKELD TNG SIOTNTIKNG SIKNG, TNV GUVAIEADL-

KOTNTO TOV S10UTNTOV KoL 1] THPNOT TNG OTOTEAEL VITOYPEDGCT) EKAGTOV SLoLTNTY|

Kot EVovTL TV GAAOV dtoartntovi,

MoAoVOTL 01 OTOYELS Y10 TNV VOUKT] BACT] TOV GoppiTon TNG OACKEYNG KoL
NG CLUTOPOUAPTOVCAG VIOYXPEMONG TNPNONG £XENVDENG TTOIKIAOVY, aPOV 1
Oeperioon tov emyepeital GAlote pEcm tng cOuPacng avdbeong dutnTikmdv

129 Yves Derains, The Deliberations of the Arbitral Tribunal «Retour au Delibere Arbitral», in:
Markuws Wirth (ed.), The Resolution of the Dispute -from the Hearing to the Award. Conference
of January 26, 2007 in Geneva, ASA Special Series No. 29, September 2007, 16-24. BAn. ot
noAootépa Yves Derains, La pratique du delibere arbitral. In: Global Reflections on International
Law, Commerce and Dispute Reesolution, Liber Amicorum in honour of Robert Briner, 221.

130 BA. kot Teresa Giovannini, The Psychological Aspects of Dispute Resolution: Commentary, in:
ICCA International Arbitration Congress series no. 11, (2003), 348-351, (351).

131 IIpPA. Jeffrey Waincymer, Guerilla tactics in arbitration, Festschrift fiir Helmut RuOmann
(2013), 955- 974 (963: Guerilla tactics by party-appointed arbitrators).

132 o v dwtntiky aveéaptnoio Bacwod 1o ICC, International Court of Arbitration Bulletin,
2007 Special Supplement, Independence of Arbitrators, (2008). BAz. kot vo onu. 60,127.

133 BA. Prutting Hans, Zur Rechtsstellung des Schiedsrichtersdargestellt am richterlichen Ber-
atungsgeheimnis, FS Karl Heinz Schwab zum 70. Geburtstag (1990), 409-419 (416). JensPeter
Lachmann, Handbuch fur die Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008), Nr. 4289. Gustav Real, Der Schieds-
richtervertrag-Inhalt und rechtliche Regelung im deutschen Recht mit rechtsvergleichenden Aus-
blicken (1983), 156.

134 OliverMarkus Peltzer, Die Dissenting Opinion in der Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit (2000), 43.



KaONKoOvVTov'®, dGAlote péow tov efikod Sikaiov'*® kol GAAOTE te avaloyIKy
EQUPUOYN TOV JTAEEWV TTOV PLOUILOLY TN HVOTIKOTNTO TNG KOO TIKNG O1d0KE-
yngl37, debvmg gaivetor va vaeptepel n amoyr, 6TL | LVGTIKOTNTA TNG O1d-
oKEYNG amoTeAel akpoymviaio Ao g diebvoie drartnoiog*® kot 6Tt givar éva

gyyevég ototyeio ' pe cuvémeia ot dlotnTéG Vo VITOYPEOVVTAL GTNY THPNON
140

™G LOTIKOTNTOC TNG dtdlokeync'*.

O St g €IGMVETOL AEITOVPYIKG. [LE TOV SIKAGTH OGOV APOPE 6T HVGTIKOTI-
TOL NG SIAGKEYTG, POV 01 GKOTOT TNG LLOTIKOTNTOG TG d1doKeyN S Omme 1 avbe-
vtio TG SIKAGTIKNG AmOPACTS KOl TO GCUUPEPOV VO ELPAVICETAL TPOG T £E® MG
pio evomral*!, n tpootacio Kol aoAAER TOV SIKOOT®V Kot dtontntomv142 and
EMPPOEG TOV dadikwv N Tpitv'*, n dtatypnon g avbevtiog tov dikaotpioy

135 Schiedsrichtervertrag. Lionnet Klous/Lionnet Annette, Handbuch der internationalen und na-
tionalen Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, 3 Auf. (2005),456/457.Peter Schlosser, Recht der internationalen-
privaten Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, (1989), 381, Nr. 497. BGHZ 98, 32,”..daft er Verschwiegenheit
wahren mu6...”(35).

136 Gleiss Alfred/Helm Horst, Beratungsgeheimnis im Schiedsverfahren, MDR 1969, 93-95 (94).
Oliver Markus Peltzer, Die Dissenting Opinion in der Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit (2000), 43,48.

137 Lachmann j. P., Handbuch fur die Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008) apiOu. 4289. Prutting, Zur
Rechtsstellung des Schiedsrichters dargestellt am richterlichen Beratungsgeheimnis, FS fur Karl
Schwab (1990), 409-419, (414), OLG DQsseldorf EWiR 1998, 623. Prunting, Die rechtiche Stel-
lung des Schiedsrichters, SchiedsVZ 2011, 233-239 (237).

138 Peter J Rees QC/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they fulfill a Beneficial Role? Arblnt
25No3, 329-346 (337...to be a cornerstone of international arbitration).ITppA. R. Wolff, in Manuel
Arroyofed.) Arbitration in Switzerland: Practicioner’s Guide (2013), 1426.

139 Bernhard Berger, Rights and Obligations of Arbitrators in the Deliberations, ASA Bulletin 31,
No2, 2013, 244-261, (257 ...an inherent feature of international arbitration).

140 T ) yeppovikn Bewpio ko voporoyia PAT. Rolf Schutze, Schiedsgericht und Schiedsver-
fahren (2012), apOp. 436-437. BGH NJW 1986, 3077 (3078). Bockstiegel K-H/Kroll S-M/Na-
cimiento P. Arbitration in Germany, The Model Law in Practice (2007), § 1052, apOp. 11. Print-
ing, otov topo Pruttting/Gehrlein, ZPO Kommentar, 2. Aufl. 2010, §1052 apOp. 2., PrQtting,
FS Bockstiegel 629,632. Munchener Kommentar ZPO,(Munch), (2013), § 1052, apiBp. 3. (1st im
Schiedsvertrag nichts anderes vereinbart, so Sind die Schiedsrichter zur Wahrung des Beratungs-
geheimnisses verpflichtet).

141 Schoch/Schmidt-ABman/Pietner, Verwaltungsgerichtsordnung 18. Auf. 2009, §55 apiOu. 67.
Albers in Baumbach/Lauterbach/Alberts/Hartmann, ZPO, § 43 DRiG apifp. 1.

142 BA. mold yopoxtnpiotikd kot Thomas Riiede/Reimer Hadenfeldt, Schweizerisches Schieds-
gerichtsrecht, 2 Auf., 1993, 295 «Da das Beratungsgeheimnis auch im Interesse der Schiedsrichter
liegt, deren Unabhangigkeit durch das Vertrauen in das Beratungsgeheimnis gestarkt wird, kommt
eine Freistellung von Beratungsgeheimnis nur bei Einverstandnis der Parteien und alter in dem
betreffenden Verfahren mitwirkenden Schiedsrichter in Betracht.»

143 BA. ko T1g GAoYEG OKEYELS Yo TNV Agttovpyia TG LLoTIKOTN TG TG ddokeyns oto AEE otov
Bertrand Wdgenbaur, Court of justice of the European Union, Commentary on Statue and Rules of
Procedure, (2013), Stat Art 2, ced12, vad opOp. 7:” Preserving the secrecy of the deliberations is
a means to protect the judicial bodies against any attempts from in-or out outsiders to influence the
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Kol EWOIKOTEPO TOV OLALTNTIKMV OTOPAGEMV, 1) O10THPNON TS SIKAGTIKNG EPNVIG
E0MTEPIKA KO TNE EVOTNTOC TOL JIKAGTIKOV TULOTOG TOV OToPiavOnKe yio TV
vdOeon eEmTEPIKE KOL 1) SLOTPNOT KOt EVIGYLOT TG OIKOOTIKNG aveEapTnoiog
€lval TOVTOONEG TOCO GTNV TOALTIKN 1| TOWIKY OGO KOl GTNV OoTNTIKN OiKT).
Amotelel, €161, 1 pOOTIKOTNTO TNG dldokeyNg Pacikn Tpodmddeon yio v opon
gvaoknon oyt LOVo NG SIKACTIKNG OAAG Kot TG SLOUTNTIKNG OTOVOUNG TNG S1KaiL-
ocHVNG. Me 0edoEVO Kal AUETOKIVIITO TOV GTOYO KAOE ST Gio Kol VTOYPEMOT)
KGOe STt Voo 00MYNoEL TV O1adIKaGio 68 £YKLPT SULTNTIKY ATOPOCT TOV
Oa pmopel va exteleotel av dev VILAPEEL EKOVOLO. GUUUOPP®GCT GTO SLUTOKTIKO
™G, To Kpico epdTnUa ov tibetan eivar To e€nc: Kabiotd n pootikdtta g
dtaokeymng( eOIKOTEPQ 1] LITOYPEMCT THPNONS EXENLOELNG, TNV KATAYDPIoN GTNV
SLOUTNTIKY AOEOCT KOl TNV OVOKOIVMOOT 0T OA0tKo LLEPT) TNG ATOKAIVOLGOG
YVOUNG EVOG SLOUTNTH YOPIG TNV CLVOIVEST] TOV LEPDV KOl TOV GAA®YV S101TNTOV
QVETTPENTN UE GVLVETELN, OTMG LITooTnpileTal Yo opiopéve Evvopeg TaEelg'™,
va 0dnNynoel g BepeMmon AOYoL aKLP®GNG TNG SLOLTNTIKNG OmOPACTG;

Oepd OTL 1 KATAYDPIOT GTNV SLOLTNTIKN OITOPOCT] KOl 1] oveKoiveoorn ota dt-
GOKOL LEPT OGS OmOKATVOVGOG YVOUNG, Waitepa OTOV YiveTal Yopig avapopd
TOV OVOLLOTOC TOV SP®VOVVTOC O1oUTNTY|, OTOTEAEL EKQOVOT) TNG EVAGKNOTG Ol-
OITNTIKNG OIKOLOGVVNG HE TNV Omola Elval EMLPOPTICUEVOG O dlotnThg amd TNV
cOupacn mapoYNg STNTIKOV VINPECIDOV, Wimg OTAV LEIGTATOUL VITOYPEMOT)
artiohoynuévng dtantntikng amdeacng'®. Ynd v évvola ot dev mapafialet
TO AmOPPNTO NG SLACKEYNG KoL OV UTopEl va yopaktnpiotel ¢ S10d1KaeTIKO
o@AAo oL 0dNYel og Begpedinon Adyov akbpwong. H amoxiivovsa yvoun amo-
KOADTTEL OTL EVOg S0t THG SPOVEL OGOV 0POPA TIG OVGLUCTIKEG 1 VOLUKES 0L~
POSOYEG TNG TAEIOYNPIOG KO OV OTOKOADTITEL TV 0VGI0 TG d1AcKEYN G S, TN
oUTH YPOUUN Kiveitot Kot 1 omdeact Tov EAPeticod AKupmTikod Tov Ekpve OTL
1 ovaxKoivoon amd Evo SlontnT 6To J1AOIKO HEPOC TOV OMOTEAEGUATOG TG O~
OKEYNG TPV Vo Kowvorrombel ota d1aduke, uépn 1 ST TIKY amd@acn sival pev
dvaapeotn 0ALG dev Tapafiilel To amOPPNTO TNG SAGKEYNGS, S1OTL OEV QoKL
AOTCTEL TO TEPLEYOUEVO TNG dLAoKEYNG KAOEAVTO, AALA OTADG TO ATOTEAEG LA TNG.
[poPAnpa vdpyeL OUMG OTAV 1] ATOKAIVOLGO YVOUTN ATOKUADTTEL TV OVGIN TNG
dtdlokeyng Yvopiloviog 6To S1adIKo LEPOG TO TOLOG ST TG VITOoTNPIEE TL, Yo

magistrates prior to a given Judgment and/or in view of a future decision.”

144 Tw v Teppavia BAr. Schutze R. A., Schiedsgericht und Schiedsverfahren (2012), apifp.
437, 1 ayoyn akupoceng otnpiletar oty §1059 Abs, 2 Nr. 1 lit, d ZPO. Schdtze R. A., Dissent-
ing Opinions im Schiedsverfahren FS Nakamura 1996, 525 ern. BA. Opog Munchener Kommentar
ZPO, (Miinch), (2013), § 1052, 22 (...stellt aber keinen VerfahrensverstoB dar, der zu einer Authe-
bung hinfuhren wiirde), Wilske/Markert, BeckOK ZPO, 15.01.2013, § 1052 III apBp. 16.

145 BAéne €101 18img Born, International Arbitration: Law and Practice (2012), § 15.04. oel. 290.
146 Bundesgericht 4 P 61/1991, ASA Bull 1992, 264-267.
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7010 AOY0, 6€ oo TAAIG10 EKQPOPAg KAT147 1 oyoMdlel Tponyodueva GyEdLO TG
S Tikng amodPacngl48. TTic TEPITTOCELS AVTEG 1] LUGTIKOTNTO, TNG O1ACKEYNC
nmapofraleral, xopic Tavtoe n TapaPfiocn avth vo OepeMdVEL, AVED EOIKNHG TPO-
PAreyme, Adyo akdpmong, 010tL, av dexbovpe to avtibeto, mapéyovue og kabe Oi-
a1t TN SVVATOTNTA, WE TO TPOGYNUO KATAYDPIONG TS OUTOKAIVOVGAG YVAUNG
TOV, Vo KOOIGTA T ST TIKY amdPacn avtikeipevo axvpmoncl49. H napafioon
OepeMmvet, Opmg, VITd TPoviTobEcelg, evBHVN Tov dtotnT Yo KaTtafoAn amoln-
pioong Adym afétnong Tov amoppeovcmv omd v cvupacn avabeon drortmrti-
KOV kadnkdvtov vroypedcewny tovl50. H xatoydpion wog dissenting opinion
GTNV JOTNTIKH 0OQacT 1 1| Kowvoroinon Eexmplotol eyypapov oTo UEPT Eival
avemitpento 6tov voioTatal pnT omaydpevonl5l.

Emaping dwkatorloyntikdg Adyog yio v mopafiocn tng HuoTikoTTog TG Otd-
OKeYNG Ue katoymplon pog dissenting opinion oTnv SlOUTNTIKY OTOGOCT), 1| LE
Kowomoinon Eexmplotol eyypapov GTo LEPT), VILAPYEL OTIG EEUPETIKEG EKEIVEG
MEPMTMOGELG TTOV O UELOYNPOV SIOUTNTNG OMOKOAVTTEL CTULAVTIKEG TOPOPLACELS
g SN TIKNG dradkaciogl 52 v tng drdlokeyng Ay. 6Tt ot dotntég apvidnikay
va AaPovv voy™n Toug 10 TEBEV EVOTIOV TOLG OMOJEIKTIKO VAIKO153 1 6Tt dev
EMTPATNKE GTOV StotnTy| vo ekBEGEL TV dmoyn Tov, TV omoia Topa ekBEéTel
pe tnv dissenting opinion154 1 étav 1 SN TiKn Sadikacio YIVETOL TPOGYN Lo
TIKA Y10, VO, GLYKAALEOOVV Ttapdvopeg Tpasets, Onmg A.y. To EEmAvpa Ppdpkov
YPNLOTOC 1} OTAV VIAPYEL OOAOG OO TNV TAELPA TOV ALV SloUTNTOV, KOOMG
KoL GNUOVTIKES TApaPAcELS Tov EAAPoV xDPO KATA TNV S18pKELD TNG SIUCKEYTS.
Eivar mpopavég 6ti to mepieyouevo piog tétotag dissenting opinion kot oyt 1 Ko
Tayoplon/avakoivoon tng dissenting opinion avtig Kabeowtig dnpovpyel v

147 Schwarz FET./Konrad C.W., The Vienna Rules. A Commentary on International Arbitration in
Austria (2009), apf. 26-029.

148 BAéne £tot 10img Born, International Arbitration: Law and Practice (2012), § 15.04. cg). 290.
149 Etot o Wilske/Markert, BeckOK ZPO, 15.01.2013, § 1052 III apBp. 16. IIpPA. Born, Interna-
tional Commercial Arbitration, II, 2467/2468.

150 Tw v Teppavia Munchener Kommentar ZPO,{Munch), (2013), § 1054, apOp. 22. ( Ein
Minderheitenvotum stellt aber keinen VerfahrensverstoB dar, der zu einer Aufthebung hin fOhren
wurde...Die Sanktion bleibt beschrankt auf Schadensersatz wegen VertoBes gegen schiedsrichter-
liche Vertragspflichten).

151 BAéne €tot 1dimg Born, International Arbitration: Law and Practice (2012), § 15.04. ce). 290.
152 Besson oro Zuberbuhier T./Muller KJ Hobegger P. (Eds.), Swiss Rules of International Arbi-
tration, Commentary, (2005), Art. 31 ap1. 13 kot 25.

153 Rhoades/Kolkey/Chernick (ed.), Practitioner’s Handbook on International Arbitration and Me-
diation, 2 ed. (2007), 261”...have refused to look at the evidence at all...”.

154 TIpPA. Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration
Bulletin Vol. 15/no. 12004,40.



Bdon yio peAAOVTIKY TPOGPOATY TG ST TIKNG 0mdpaonc's.

IV. H dissenting opinion cg Aebvi] Atkactipio

Pntd emttpémeton 1 dissenting opinion oto Evpomnaid Atkactiplo AtKatopdtoy
tov AvOpomov (EAAA)156. Ta dpbpa 45 nap. 2 g Evponaikng Xoppacng At-
Kolopdtov tov Avipomov katl 74 wap. 2 tov Kavoviopov Awdikaciog mpoPié-
TOVV TNV SVVATOTNTO VO EMGVLVPDEL 6TV amodpaoT £kbeon amokiivovsog yvo-
ung. Xxomog g emtpentng dissenting opinion givot d®, EKTOC TOV AAAWDV KOL M
OEIGOLTIKOTEPT] SLOGAPTGN TOV VOLUKOD GUGTIHOTOG TOV OOTEAEL OVTIKEIUEVO
g oOUP®VNG e TNV ZOuPacn tposeuynglS7.

To dkaimpo vrofoing dissenting opinion 6ToVg dIKAGTEG TNG HeloyNPlog glvat
Katayopnpévo vopobetikd oto dpBpo 57 tov Kavoviopov tov Atebvoig Awko-
otnpiov Awarocvvng e Xayncl58. Kot edd ot dissenting opinions cupfdiilovv

155 Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration Bulletin
Vol. 15/no. 12004, 40. Rufus v. Rhoades/Daniel M. Koikey/Richard Chernick (ed.), Practitioner s
Handbook On International Arbitration And Mediation, Second edition, (2007), 261-262.

156 BL. .x. v amokAivovco yvoun tov Akaot Proyait oty EAAA g 11.2.2010, Zvyyehiong
kotd EAAGSog, apdp. Ipoopuyns 24895/2007, ETToAA 2011, 403 en. (411-412), xabdg kot v
duotdpevn yvoun tov Poldkn kot Caflisch crtnv vndBeon Al Adsani v. The United Kingdom,
http://hudoc.echr.coe. int/sites/eng/pages/search. Aspx?i=001-59885.

BA. meportépw, Robin C.A. White/Iris Boussiakou, Separate opinions in the European Court of Hu-
man Rights. Human Rights Law Review 9:1(2009), 37-60. Bruinsa, The Room at the Top: Separate
Opinions in the Grand Chambers of the ECHR, Ancilla Juris 2008, 32. Tnv motwkiAio. Tov popedv
AmoKAVOLSOV YVoOU®OV 6To0 EAAA amewkovilel To amotélespo ™G EpeLvas TV 600 GUYYPUPEMY
TOL TAVTOTOLEL TOVG AKOAOVOOVG TOHTOVG SIKACTIKOV UTOPACE®DV KOl OTOKALVOUGMV YVOUMDV: A
unanimous judgment of the Court., a majority judgment of the Court., a dissenting opinion by a
single judge,, a concurring opinion of a single judge, a partly dissenting opinion by a single judge,
partly dissenting and partly concurring opinion by a single judge, a joint dissenting opinion by two
or more judges, a joint concurring opinion by two or more judges, a joint partly concurring and
partly dissenting opinion by two or more judges, (ceX.48). BAx. enion$ C. Grabenwarter, Die Be-
deutung der “dissenting opinion” in der Praxis des Europaischen Gerichtshofs fur Menschenrechte,
JRP 1999 16 ff. O Josef Azizi, Unveiling the EU Courts’ Internal Decision-Making Process: A Case
for Dissenting Opinions? ERA Forum 2011, 50 onp. 4, emonpaivet 61t 6to Evponaiko Atkactipto
Aworopdtov tov AvBpdrov, t0co yio Ti¢ dissenting opinions 660 Kot Yl TIG concurring opinions
XPNOLLOTOLEITOL O OPOG «separate opinions.

157 Grabenwarter/Pabel, Europaische Menschenrechtskonvention, 5 Auf. 2012, § 15, apbp. 7,
ol 95.

158 Art 57 des Statute of the Permanent Court of Justice: “If the judgment does not represent
in whole or in part the unanimous opinion of the judges, dissenting judges are entitled to deliv-
er a separate opinion”. Andreas Zimmermann, The Statute of the International Court of Justice:
A Commentary(2012). ITpBA. Albert Jan van den Berg, Dissenting Opinions by Party-Appointed
Arbitrators in Investment Arbitration, otov topo: Mahnoush Arsanjani et al. (eds), Looking to the



amoPAGIoTIKA oty £EMEN TOL d1eBvoDE dikaion!'™.

Pntd emrpémeror m dissenting opinion kot oto Iran-United States Claims
Tribunal. To Awkactipilo tporonoince 1o 1983 to apbpo 32(3) twv Kavovav At-
artnoiog g UNCITRAL tov 1976 yio va KOTAGTAGEL EXTPENTES TIG AMOKAIVOV-
oeg yvouegl60. Xto Iron- United States Claims Tribunal 1 ypnion tov dissenting
opinions givotl Wiaitepa cuyvn161 kot eviote kotaypnotiknl62. H voporoyia
tov Iran-United States Claims Tribunal copfdiiet amopaciotikd otnv e£EMEN
ToV d1EBvoNg dikaiov163.

Pnté emrpémeton n dissenting opinion kot oto akdAovlo d1ebvny dikasTpio:
International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea!®*
International Criminal Court'®,

The Inter-American Court of Human Rights!'®,
The International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia'®’
The International Criminal Tribunal for Rwandal68,

The Special Court for Sierra Leonel69, the Special Tribunal for Lebanon'”

2

bl

2

Future: Essays on International Law in Honor of W. Michael Reisman, cel. 822 onu. 6. Stephen
M. Schwebel, The Majority Vote of an International Arbitral Tribunal, ctov Topo: Etudes de Droit
International en L» Honneur de Pierre Lalive, (1993), 671-680. Hussain, 1, Dissenting and Separate
Opinionwatthe World Court (Legal Aspects of International Organization), 1984.

159 R.P. Anand, The Role of Individual and dissenting opinions in International Adjudication, The
International and Comparative Law Quarterly, Vol. 14 No. 3 (1965), 788-808. =R.P. Anand, Studies
in International Adjudication,(1969), 191-217. Sir Hersch Lauterpacht, The Development of Inter-
national Law by the International Court (1958), 68.

160 Ap6Bpo 32 (3): The arbitral tribunal shall state the reasons upon which the award £ based, unless
the parties have agreed that no reason are to be given. Any arbitrator may request that his dissenting
vote and the reasons therefore be recorded. BAn. Stewart Baker/Mark Davis, The Uncitral Arbitra-
tion Rules in Practice (1992), 167. H amoydpgvomn Katay®pnong amokAivousog YVAUNG Tov DITNPYE
610 Xyéo10 Kavovev Awontneiog g UNCITRAL tov 1976 dev cvumepidiednke otovg Kavoveg
UNCITRAL iov 2010. BA. mapaxdto keipevo vo onp, 330.

161 David D. Caron/Lee M. Caplan, The Uncitral Arbitration Rules, A commentary, second edi-
tion, (2013), 754: ““....extensive use of separate opinions.”

162 Born, International Arbitration: Law and Practice, (2012), 291, pe onu. 80 émov kot oyetikn
VOpOAOYio 0TOSOKIUOOTEDY 0TOKAVOVG®V YVoU®V. Aldrich H. George, The Jurisprudence of the
Iran-United States Claims Tribunal, (1996), 458.

163 Charles N. Brower/Jason D. Brueschke, (1998), The Iran-United States Claims Tribunal,
631,651, 655 ““...very significant source of jurisprudential development of public international law.”
164 Statute of the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, Art 30 (3).

165 Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court Art 83 (4).

166 Rules of Procedure of The Inter-American Court of Human Rights Art 46 (2).

167 Update Statute of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, Art 23(2).
168 Statute of the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda Art 22(2).

169 Statute of the Special Court for Sierra Leone Art 18

170 Statute of the Special tribunal for Lebanon Art 23.
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The Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia'”'.

e OAo to, TpoovapepBEvTa AtleBvi AtKooTPLoL TO EMTPENTO TN UTOKAIVOVGHG
yvoung otpiletor oty ektipnon OtL 1 dapdvela, 1 avlykn evnpép®ong g
INUOGLOG YVOUNG Kot 1] Tpoay®yr| Tov AteBvoug Alkailov e dnpocisvon TV amo-
QAGEDY LITEPTEPOVV TNG LVGTIKOTNTOS KO EUTIGTEVTIKOTNTOS TG dladikaciog.

AlQopeTikf givar N avtipetonion tov dissenting opinions 6to AKAGTAPLO TNG
Evponaixng Evoong (AEE). To AEE anogacilel mg cuiloykd 6pyavo. Ot do-
OKEWYELG Etval LLOTIKEG] 72 KOL 1] LUGTIKOTNTO TOV JUCKEYEMY Elval 10 POVIKT
kot yopic e&apéocicl 73. Dissenting opinions, de lege lata, dgv mpoPAémovtanl 74.
Ot de lege ferenda mpotdoelc mov Eyvay Yo Gpon TG AmoyOPELONG, OEV £XOVV
uéypl onuepa tekecpopnoel. MoAovott ot mpotdoelg tov ['evikod Ewoayyeléa,
otig evamiov tov AEE dikeg, dev €yovv tov yopaktpa piag dissenting opinion
umopel va OempnBei, Adyw g e&arpetikng Tovg Oepeiimong Kot TG EUTEPLOTO-
TOUEVNC avaAVOTG TOV Kpioluav Oepdtov oty onoia tpofaivovy 6Tt Agttovp-
YOOV ®¢ o1ovel peptkd vrrokotdotato Tougl75. To un emttpentd g peloymeiog
éxel oyéon pe tov Tpdmo emAoyng Tov Akaotdv tov AEE kot givol kot v
Gmoy" LoV, GTNV TTOPOVGH TOVAGYIGTOV GLYKLPIO, GKOTIUO Yio TV StopOAaEN
™mg evottog g epunveiog tov Evpomaikod Aucaiov.

V. To emtpentd Tov dissenting opinions 6& amoQacElS OPLoPEVOV EOVIK®OV
TOKTIKOV TOMTIKAOV OIKAGTIPiOV

Ot anaviioelg mov divovv ot eBvikég vouobesieg 6T0 EpOTNUA TOV EXITPETTOD
NG KOTAYMDPIOTG TOV LELOYNPLOV GE SIKUOTIKEG Omopioelg motkilovv. H avtiue-

171 Internal Rules of the Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia Art 101 (2).

172 ApBpo 35 o€ suvdvaoud pe to apHpo 53(1) tou Statute of the Court of Justice of the European
Union. (Art 35. The deliberations of the Court of Justice shall be and remain secret.)

173 BA. yio v Aettovpyio Kot 10 TEPLEYOUEVO TOV amopprTov TG didokeyns oto AEE otov Ber-
trand Wagenbaur, Court of Justice of the European Union, Commentary on Statue and Rules of
Procedure, (2013), oto Art 2,6¢€\. 12, vrd tov apbp. 7: “Preserving the secrecy of the deliberations
is a means to protect the judicial bodies against any attempts from in-or out outsiders to influence
the magistrates prior to a given Judgment and/or in view of a future decision.”, kot oto Art 35 cel.
98 v16 Tovg apOp. 1 ko 2.

174 Dauses/Klinke, EUWirtschaftsrecht, 30 Lieferung, 2012, Rn. 346. Bin. v géovtintikn
perétn tov Josef Azizi, Unveiling the EU Courts’ Internal Decision-Making Process: A Case for
Dissenting Opinions? ERA Forum 2011, 49 -68.(50 va6 2.), Viad Perju, Reason and Authority in
the European Court of Justice, 49(2009) VA.J.INT’L L. 307(308), xa0dg kot TI¢ eVOL0(pEPOVTEG
okéyelg tov Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration
Bulletin Vol. 15/no. 1-2004, 37-41.(37, onp. 2).

175 BA.'Etot Josef Azizi Unveiling the EU Courts’ Internal Decision-Making Process: A Case for
Dissenting Opinions? ERA Forum 2011, ce). 63 pe mepottépo mopamounés oty onp. 53.
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TOTION TOV TPOPANUOTOS OTA SIKAGTAPLN TS VOUIKNG Tapddocng Tov common
law (V7o a.) glval SLOPOPETIKN 0d TNV ATAVINGT TOV EXLPLVAAGGOLV GE QLT TA
SKaGTAPLO TG VOLIKNG Topadoong Tov civil law176 (vmd B.).

o) H dissenting opinion Oempeitan 6Tt ivat To PO TOV EKAVE 1 Ay YAOULUEPIKAVL-
K1 OtKoYyéveLd Tov dtkaiov177 oty o1ebvn dwtnoial78. 1o ayyAOOUEPIKOVIKO
dikato, ot dissenting opinions avtipetonilovtal OeTikd, oYeddV YmPIG 1W10iTEPOLS
mpofAnuaticpovgl79 . To emrpentd G KATAYDPIONG OTNV SIKACTIKN OAAG Kot
GTNV SLOLTNTIKT] ATOPOCT) ATOPPEEL OO TOV SLOKATEXOVTO CUTIV TNV OIKOYEVELL
dwcaiov vopkd molticpd. Exel emkpotel 1 ovtiAnym 6tt to dikato €xel eEeht-
KTko yapoktpol80. O dikaoTng amopaiveTal Katd Kavova pe BAor otKooTkd
nmponyovpeval8l kot v Pondela yevikdv dtkoukov apymv (Principles)182 .

[dwitepa yvmortr| Kot apkeTd ouyvn eivor n dissenting opinion 6to Avtato Ape-
pcovikd Awcoostiplo, oto Supreme Courtl83 .

176 Mmia nepiextikr avéluon twyv Oepeliwdwv Stadopiv Tou common law kot tou civil law otov
Topéa tou Stkovoptkou Sikaiou BAT. otov Christian BOhring-Uhle, otov amo tov Julian Lew gkoBévta
TOUO, Le Tov TitAo Arbitration and Mediation in International Business (1966), 23.

177 BA. mepiektikd kat pe mepattépw mapamounéc otnv kpiown PiBAoypadia Julia Laffranque, Dis-
senting Opinion and Judicial Independence, JURIDICA INTERNATIONAL VI11/2003, 162172 (165). Wester-
mann H-P., Das dissenting vote im Schiedsgerichtsverfahren SchiedsVZ 2009, 102-109, (103... deutlich
positiver, im Grunde als unproblematisch, gesehen wird...).

178 Redfern A., “The 2003 Freshfields LectureDissenting Opinions in International Commercial Arbitra-
tion: The Good, the Bad and the Ugly”, Arbitration International 2004, 223-242 (225). Christoph Stippl/
Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award-Rendering of the Award by Multipartite Arbitral Tribunals: How to
Overcome Lack of Unanimity? In Christian Klausegger/Peter Klein, et al.(eds.) Austrian ArbitrationYear-
book 2008,371-399 (384). Smit H. Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC International Court of Arbitra-
tion, Bulletin Vol 15/No 1 (2004), 37-41. Redfern A., “The 2003 Freshfields LectureDissenting Opinions in
International Commercial Arbitration: The Good, the Bad and the Ugly”, Arbitration International 2004,
223 (224). Blockaby N. /Portasides C./Redfern A./Hunter M., Redfern and Hunter on International Arbi-
tration (2009), aptBp. 9, 190: “ No prohibition against dissenting opinions is known in the Common Law
countries. Indeed, it is not unusual for Common Law arbitrators to consider themselves under a duty to
inform the parties of their reasons for any dissent.”

179 Westermann H-P,, Das dissenting vote im Schiedsgerichtsverfahren SchiedsVZ 2009, 102-109,
(103) = Essays in Honour of Konstantinos D. Kerameus, Festschrift fux Konstantinos D. Keromeus
1,1571-1586, (1572).

180 Richard M. Mosk/Tom Ginsburg, Dissenting Opinions In International Arbitration, MEALEY’S Inter-
national Arbitration Report, Vol. 15,(2000), 26-41: «The American concept of dissent opinion is related
to the common law view of law as evolutionary» (27).

181 A6ypa twv «stare decisis», BA. tekunpiwon mapamdvw oTo Keipevo umd ony. 64.

182 BA. 5. H. Esling, Die Rezeption US-amerikanischen Rechts in der Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit:
Entwicklung, Konvergenzen und Abwehrstrategien W.F.Ebke/S.H. Esling/B.GroBfeld/G.Kuhne,
Das deutsche Wirtschaftsrecht unter dem Einfluss des US-amerikanischen Rechts, (2011), 159-169
(162).

183 K.M. Starck, The Practice of Dissent in the Supreme Court, 105 Yale Law Journal (1996),
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B) Zmnv emkpdTeEIn TOV NTEPOTIKOD SIKOAIOV 1 KATOXDPIGN TNG HEOYNQio OTIG
OIKOOTIKEG OTTOPAGELG KOl 1) ONUOGIELON TNG VUL GTIG TEPIGGOTEPES EVPOTOL-
iKég yopeg avenitpent 184 . Edd 1 andpacn exdideTol amd T0 TOMTIKO Sk~
oTNPLO YOPic va eppavileTol oto Kelpevo g Evoelén dapviog avEapeso GToug
dkaotég mov TV e€€dwoay. H amdpaon donpociedetal ¢ to Tpoidv g Opo-
QmVNG KOWNG epyaciog Tmv dtkaot®v Tov Tunquatog. Kpioyn dniadn onuacio
Yo TNV OTOQOGCT) JEV EYEL 1] TPOCOTIKY GTOYT| TOV SIKOGTH Yo, TO SiKOO Ko
NV Kpwvopevn vobeon, oAl exeivn Tov dikaotnpiovl8S . [a Tov Adyo avtod
TO OITIOAOYIKO SIKAGTIK®OV OTOPAGE®Y OPIGUEVAOV YOp®V, 0Ttmg 1 ['oAAia, glval
oyetikd Ppoyd. H mpaktikn avtn &gt v Pdon g oty cuAANYT Tov OTiKoD
dkaiov g TaytmpéEvov, apetapfintov kat kabopiopévoul86. H kpatodoa pe-
0odoAoyIK| dmoy™n Tov JKOVIKOD GLAAOYIGHOV187 emavédvel v aicOnon o1t
UE 0oQAAELD LmopovpE TAvTOTE VO 001 Y0OOoTE GTNY 0pOn ADoT TG dtapopdc.
e 0pIoUEVES YDPEG duvaTY iVl 1) KATOXDPLOT TNG LEOYNQIOG O 1010{TEPO UN
ONUOGIELGIHO TPAKTIKO. ATOKAIVOUGEG YVOUEG GE SIKOOTIKEG OTOPAGELS Elval
avenitpentec omv Lodhia, v Itaria, nv OAlavdia, To Bélylo, tnv Avotpia,
o™ Anpoxpartia g Togyiog, otv BovAyapia kot otnv Kpoatial88. Exttpémo-
VIOl GE OPIGUEVEG HOVO EVPOTAIKEG Ydpec: otnv Ecbovia, omv loravia ard to
1985189, oty [optoyario amod to 1982, atnv EALGSG oM 0mtd TNV emoyn 1oYvog
tov Opyavicpod tev Awkaotnpiov] 90 kot VToyPeMTIKE, e PNTI] CLVTOYLOTIKY
pOOuomn, omd 101975191.

2235. A. Scalia, The Dissenting Opinion 1994, J.Sup. Ct.Hist. 33. Kari-Heinz Millgramm, Separate
Opinion und Sondervotum in der Rechtsprechung des Supreme Court of the United States und des
Bundesverfassungsgerichts 1985. T'a tv dapopd dissenting opinion Sondervotum BAzn. M. Kau,
United States Supreme Court und Bundesverfassungsgericht, (2007), 467 em.

184 Katalin Ketemen, Dissenting Opinions in Constitutional Courts, German law Journal, Vol. 14,
No 8 (2013), 1345-1371 (1371)

185 BA. v yapoxtmpiotiky epdon tov Jauernig/Hess, Zivilprozessrecht, 30. Aufl. (2011), § 7,Rr.
11.: “Entscheidend fur das Urteil ist nicht die personliche Rechtsauffassung des Richters, sondern
die desGerichts.”

186 Richard M. Mosk/Tom Ginsburg, Dissenting Opinions In International Arbitration, MEA-
LEY’S International Arbitration Report, Vol. 15,(2000), 26-41(26).

187 BA. xvping K. Zraudrn, H Oepelioon tov vopukodv kpicemv, H. exd. (2009), 279 ex., kot M.
Kapdon, To yvoctohoytkd TpofAna TG oxECEMS ATOUKOD KOt YEVIKOD GTOV DIOYOYIKO SIKOVIKO
ovALoyiopo, Emf. dlocopia, Akadnuio AOnvav, 1995/1996, 58-70.

188 ulia Laffranque, Dissenting Opinion and Judicial Independence, JURIDICA INTERNATIONAL
VI11/2003, 162172 (165).

189 2tnv Katalin Kelemen, Dissenting Opinions in Constitutional Courts, German law Journal, Vol. 14,
No 8 (2013), 1345-1371 (1351).

190 ApBp. 86 Opyavicpov Atkactpiov kot apBp. 177 IToAtikng Atkovopiog.

191 4. Toazoog, Zvvtaypoatiko Aikoio, Topog B, devtepn ékdoon (1993), oer.487 vnd o).



INoe v EAAGSa kpioun givarl n caeng kot anepippaotn emttayr] tov apdpov 93
7op. 3 TOL ZVVTAYUATOG TTOV OEV EMITPENEL OAL, OAAG EMPAAEL KAOE OIKOGTIKT
ATOPOOT] VO, ElvaL EI0KA KoL EUTEPICTATOUEVO OLTIOAOYNIEVT] KOL 1] YVOUN TNG
peloyneiog vo dNPoctedeTol voypemTik®gl92. Me v didtaén tov dpbpov 93
mop. 3 TOv ZVVTAYHOTOG, TOL OVOUEIGPTNTO EUTEPLEXEL TPOOSO KOl OeGUIKO
EKONUOKPOTIGUO 6TO BEpa TG pnetoyneiagl93 n dotdTON KoL 1) AvaypaQn o€
KGOE SIKOOTIKN OOQOoN TNG LEWOYNPIOG EIVOL GUVTOYLOTIKG KOTOYVPOUEVT,

Ot 6pot kot ot TpoimobEcelg yio TNV epapuoyn g dtdtaéng tov apbpov 93 map.

3 1oV Zuvtayparog £xovv avatedei oTov Koo vopoBitn .

H ocvuvtaypotikn emtayn yuo Ty DTOYPE®TIKY ONUOGIELGN TG YVOUNG TNG LEL-
oynolog avaeEpeTatl pnté LOVO G€ SIKOGTIKEG AmOPACELS Kol £ival EKPPOGT TNG
apYNG TG SLPAVELNS IOV EEEOIKEVETAL GTO ZVUVTAYLA LE TIG aPYEG TNG ONUOCTL-

192 BA. Mzekiopiong ['dpyog, Meioymeieg kot SnpoctoTnTo TOV TPOKTIKMOY LEOYN QLG OTLS OT0-
QAOEIS TOV TOMTIKOV Kol TowikdV dikactnpiov, Apu 31( 1977), 237-242. Twwpyog PRyog, To
TPOPAN O TG SikaoTIKNG petoyneiag, EAAAW 27(1986), 1384-1391 kar em> avtig 'ovpyovpdkne/
Belg, Etapio Awootikov Meketodv. To mpdPinuo g dikaotikng petoynoeiog, Ipoktikd
apdp 7. NoB 1989, 213 610 omoio 1 Etarpio Atkaotikdv Meletdv vrootpiletl 6Tt o1 petoyneieg
npénel va givor enovopes. Kootag Mréng, H mapdieiyn kataydpiong g yvoung g LEoYneiog
MG avoupeTIKOG Adyoc, Ak, 18, 533- 537. Xapdlaumos XpvoavOaxns , opatnprnoes otnv AIl
1635/1987, Aik. 20, 632-637. Xpiotopopog Xpiotopopions, H mapafioacn tov dikactikov omxoppn-
ov NoB 40 (1992 ), 666-672. N. Bacthokdkng. H petoynoeia o€ dikaotikéc amopdoels, EAAvikn
Awcoootvn 32 (1991), 1451-1462 pe 511660TIKN 0VAADGN TOV HELOYNOIOV G€ 0moPacels Tov A.TT
(1455-1461). X. Motbiog, [Tapopuntikés petoynoeieg, EAMAW 1992, 1441.

193 'Etot N. Baothokdkng, H peioyneio oe dikootikég amopdoels, EAAnvikr Awatocivn 32
(1991), 1451- 1462 (1453).

194 'Eto1 N. Baoihaxdxng, H peioyneio og dikaotikés anopdoeic, EAAnvikf Awcatocdvn 32 (1991)
1451-1462 (1453).

195 ApOp. 35 tov v. 184/1975 (cvpemva pe o onoio o€ kdbe dikaoTiKn amdPacn Katay®piletot
VIOYPEDMTIKG GTO OUTIOAOYIKO TNG 1) YVOUN TNG TuYOV vapyovons HEOYNQLoS, «umd Tov TOTOV
mg oppiforiog, tnpovpévng g dikaotikig deovtoroyiog. Ev tn dtatvrdost g petoyneovong
YVOUNG AVOQEPETAL O OPLOUOG TOV LEIOYNPOVVTOV SIKAGTAOV, AVED LVELOG TOV OVOLATMV OUTOVY),
70 GpBpo 36 TOL CWVTOD VOOV, KOTA TO OTOi0 1 «KaTG TO TPonyoduevov Gpbpov petoyneio
Katoywpiletor €1g KOV TPAKTIKOV (TPOKTIKOV UEOYNPIOG) €1G TO OTOIOV OVOPEPOVTOL TO
OVOUOTO TOV HELOYNPOVVTOV, 01 0TTOI01 SIKOOVVTOL KOL £1G EKTEVEGTEPAUY AVATTLEWY TNG YVDUNG
TOV €V T® TPAKTIK®, ...»,BA. yio v epunveia tov apbp. 35 kot 36 tov v. 184/1975 N. Baosiloka-
Kng, om. map. oel.1453. A. Todtoog,Zuvtaypotiko Aikato, topog B, devtepn éxdoon (1993), oel.
487 vm6 d). Na v §1tov v. 184/1988 PAm. kot to GpOHpo40 tov v. 2172/1993 cdupwva pe to
07010 «OTIG OIKAGTIKES AmOPATELS Kot To. BovAevpoto kataympilovtol vaoypemTikdg 1 YVOUN TG
TUYOV LELOYNOIOG KO TO, OVOLLOTO TV SIKAGTMV TOL HEOYNovVY. [0 trv epunveia tov apbp. 40
BAm. E@beocal 921/1995, Yrepdomion 1996, 830, AEeIlep 153/1994, AdopNopobd 1995, 924,
21E 996/1994, AAu 1994, 1097, pe onpeiopa A. Mrapdovtoov (1098 en.) = EAEnayy 1994, 626
= Aoyiomg 1994, 936 = NoB 1995, 453 = ToX 1994, 895 (kpivel tov vopo mov opilel avapopd e
peoyneiog cvvraypatikd), Miktd Opkwotd Eeeteio Ip0Kns 9/1994, TlowvXpov 1994, 1289, pe
nmapatnpfoelg Nikov Todin (1290-1293), ATl 858/2004, TTotvAoy2004,1092
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OTNTOG, TNG ITIOAOYNOTG TOV SIKAGTIKMV AITOPACEMY KOl TV KOTOYOPWOOT| TNG
YVOUNG TNG LEOYMOLOG, S10QAVELNG, TOV EPUNVEVETAL KOl ®G Beciukd avtifapo
GTO KOT> apyV AVEAEYKTO TG OKOOTIKNG Agttovpyiagl96 . Yo v évvola auth
OmOTELEL KO TUN O TOL EAANVIKOD VOUIKOD ToALTIopov. H cuvtaypatikn exitoym
EPUNVEDTNKE OO TO SIKOGTIPLE OTL OPOPA KoL TIG OLOUTNTIKEG OTOPACELS GTIC
omoleg TPEMEL VoL AvaLQEPETAL 1 YVOUT TNG petoyneiagl97 .

Q61660 av BE®@PNCOVLE OTL T GLVTOYLOTIKY VT EXLTOYN EIGAYEL L0 YEVIKOTEPT
SIKOLLKT 0py1] Y10 TNV GVTILETAOTLIOT TOV HEWOYNPLOV 6Ty EALGS, te dedopévo
TPMOTOV ATL 01 JoTNTEG dgv elvan moAtelakd dpyoaval98 , adhd WudTEG GTOVG
0m010VG, TPOGVELEL HIKOLOOOTIKT dVVATOTNTA 1) CLUE®VIN TV Hep®V199 |, dev-
TEPOV OTL 1 dloutnoia el ®G POCIKO TNG TAEOVEKTNLLO TNV LUCTIKOTNTO TNG dloit-
TiKNG Sdikaciac200 Kot Tpitov 0Tt e TV cupeovia mept dttnoiog To Lépm
Uropohv akoAVTOS va topattnfovv and v vmapén artioAoykov201 (apbp. 892
map. 2, €d0¢. 2 KIToAA, kot apOp. 31 wap. 2 tov v. 2735/1999), 1 emtayn avty
TPEMEL VO eQaplocdel oty dlontnoios LOVo ovOAOYIKA Kot va gpunvevdel yio
TIG OOUTNTIKES OMOPAGEL GUGTUATIKA VIO TNV EVVOLd TG OLVOTOTNTOG Kot OYL
NG VIOYPEMTIKOTNTOG TNG OVOPOPAS LG ATOKAIVOLGOS YVOUNG GE SLOLTNTIKES
OTOPACELS OAMV TOV JITNTIKOV JIKAGTNPI®V TOv €Y0ovV TNV £dpa TOVG GTNV
EALG50202 .

To, pépn UwopovV Le TNV GLUPOVIC TOVE VO KATAGTHGOLV TNV OTOKAIVOLGO YV®-
Un 6TV St Gio, aVemiTpERT.

Yy leppavia ot poévor SikacTtéG Tov £X0VV KATé VOUO TO Sikoimpo Vo KoTo-

196 'Etot A. Todroog, Zuvtaypotikd Aikato, topog B, devtepn éxdoon (1993), oer.487/488 vrd
Tov apop. 6.

197 E@beo 1324/2000, App 2000, 1134, (113510).

198 EpA® 7313/1987, EALAvN 30 (1989), 771, n omoia avapépet OTL 1} EXAPKELN TOV GLTIOAOYLDV
TOV SOLTNTIKOV OTOPACEDV TPETEL VO NV KPIVETOL QVGTNPE, OTTMS Ol OTOPACEIS TV TOKTIKMV
SIKOGTNPIOV, EVOYEL KAl TOV EVOEYOLEVOL MG SOUTNTEG VO EYOVV OPLOTEL TPOGOTAL U EYOVTO
VOUIKES YVAGELS.

199 X1. Kovooving, Awutneio. Epunveia kat’ apbpo, 2004, oeh. 24-25.

200 Xt. Kovsoving, Awutnocio, Epunveia kot’ appo, (2004), cer.50.

201 Xt. Koveoding, Atwmoia, Epunveio kat’ apOpo, (2004), dpbpo 892. cer. 100, vrd 10. A.
Kovtoovpddng, H artioloyia otig dtotntikég amopdoets, [Ipoopopd otov I. Miyyaniidn Novdpo,
top. B., (1987), 141em. (152-161 d1kooc0YKPITIKA).

202 Tnv dmmoyn 6tL 0 GpOpo 93 111 1 Zuvt. avagépetor LOVO OTIS SIKOOTIKEG ATOPAGELS , OYL OUMOG
KOl OTIG OTOPAGELS TOV dotNTIK®OV dikaotnpiov BA. 21. Kovoovng, Avuteia, Epunveia kot’
apBpo, (2004), dpbpo 892. cel. 100, vd 10. M. Mopyapitg/A.Mopyapitn, Epunveia Kodika
ToArtikng Awovopiog,topog 11, apOpo 892 apifu. 9 ot) ced 476. BAn. kot ok€Welg 6T0 eVUEP®TIKO
onpeiopo exi g EpA® 10861/1981 tov K. [Mavaydmovrov, A 14(1983), 73 (74 vrd 2).



YOPNOOLV GTNV ATOPACT] KOl VO, dNUOGIEDGOVV TNV OTOKAIVOLGO YVAUT TOLG
glvor ot dkaeTég ToL Zvvtaypotikod Akaotnpiov’®. Me v petoyneio Tovg
OTOGTOGIOTOIOVVTAL ONUOGLY, ard TNV YVhuUn TG TAsoyneiag®. To Zvvtaypo-
TiK6 Awcaoctipro ¢ leppaviag amorlappavel otig TAEEIC TOV TOMT®V 0ALG KoL
Sebvag, vynAn avayvoplon®. Zmy oxetikn Pioypaeio xproonotovvTal ot
opot Minderheitsvotum (yneog g petoymeiog), 1 Minderheitsmeinung (yvo-
un g peoynoeiog) 1 abweichende Meinung (amoxAivovso yvoun). To idto to
Teppovikd Tovtoypatikd Atkaotiplo xpnoiomotel tov 6po Sondervotum?® wg
VIEPKEIEVT Evvola pe TNV omoia exepdaleTol gite M dla@wvia vOg 1 TEPIGGO-
tépov dikaotov (dissenting opinion®®’) gite 1 GLUPOVIC TOVG UE TO ATOTELEGHLOL
Kot 1 amdKMon Tovg amd TIg orttoAoyieg (concurring opinion®®). Tov 160 6po
(Sondervotum) ypnoiponolodv ®G GLVAOVLUO TPog Tov Opo dissenting opinion
KoL OPIGUEVOL GVYYPAPEI® .

[Ipénel va onuembel OTL TO €MTPENTO TNG OMOKAIVOVGAG YVAOUNG GTLS ATOPd-

203 T'o v epunveia g § 30 I BVerfGG. BA. iwg Maunz/Schmidt-Bleibtreu/Klein/Bethge,
Bund esverfassungsgerichtsgesetz, 37 Erganzungslieferung 2012, § 30. Maunz/DOring, Grundge-
setzKommentar 64 Lieferung, 2012, GG Art 94, Rn. 17. IIpPA. kow LOckemann in Zoller, ZPO,29,
§ 195 Rr. 1. Schoch/Schmidt-ABman/ Pietner, Verwaltungsgerichtsordnung 18. Auf. 2009, § 55
Rn 67. Karl-Georg Zierlein, Die Erfahrungen mit dem Sondervotum beim Bundesverfassungs-
gericht, DOV,1981, 83ff, 87. Karl-Georg Zierlein, Sondervoten beim BVerfG, NjW 1993, 1048-
1050. Hans Georg Rupp, Zur frage der dissenting opinion in FS fur Leibholz, 1966 Bd. 2, 53Iff.
Christian Eggeling, Das Sondervotum in der Verfassungsgerichtsbarkeit der neuen Bundeslander,
2006. T v TpoPANUOTIK TG EVOEXOUEVIG EMEKTACNG TG LEOYNPIOG GE AALOVG SIKOVOLLLKOVG
KOJIKEG Kot SKaoTAPLY, PAN. TV Told ahAd akdun enikapn €pevva tov Zweigert, «Empfiehlt
es sich, die Bekanntgabe der abweichendem Meinung des Oberstimmenten Richters (dissenting
opinion), in den deutschen Verfahrensordnungen zuzulassen?». Gutachten zum 47.DJT, Bd. 1, Teil
D, 1968. Rolf Lamprecht, Richter contra Richter-Abweichende Meinungen und ihre Bedeutung fur
die Rechtskultur, 1992. Rolf Lomprecht, Fragwurdige Schweigepflicht Pladoyer fur ein Recht zur
“Dissenting Opinion” bei den Obergerichten, ZRP 2010, 117-119. BA. Iotopwin avadpoun otnv
Katalin Kelemen, Dissenting Opinions in Constitutional Courts, German law Journal, Vol. 14, No 8
(2013), 1345-1371 (1347-1348).

204 BA. Udo-Dietrich Steiner, Die Bedeutung der Dissenting Opinion fiir den rechtspolitischen
Diskurs. Bereits die Ankundigung kann die Kompromissfahigkeit des Senats belegen. ZRP 2007,
245-246.

205 "o TV £KQPALOT EUTIGTOCVVIG TMV TOALTMV GTO ZVVTOYHOTIKO Atkaotipto PA. TOAD TpdSaT
Renate Kocher, Das Bollwek, FAZ, Mit. 22.08. 12, Nr. 195, S. 10.

206 Schlaich/Korioth, Das Bundesverfassungsgericht, 8 Auf. 2010, Rn. 51-53. Tw v dt-
apopd dissenting opinion - Sondervotum PA. tdpa M, Kau, United States Supreme Court und
Bundesverfassungsgericht, (2007), 467 en.

207 BVerfGE30, 1 (33).

208 BVerfGE42, 64(79).

209 BAéne. yapoxmpiotikd: Lorcher v. G/Lorcher H. /Lorcher T.r Das Schiedsverfahren national/
international nach neuem Recht (1998), apiOu. 272.
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oelg Tov [epuavicod Xvvroypatikod Atkaotnpiov cvuPadilet pe aviioyeg pvb-
picelg kot GAAoV evpomaikdv yopmvl. H Ionavio emtpénet T1¢ amokAivovoeg
YVOUES KO HOAMOTO Ol LOVO GTO ZUVTOYHOTIKO TNng AKOoTNPlo OAAG KOl GE
OA0 1O J1KO10J0TIKO GVOTNUe?!!. ATOKAMVOVGES YVMUEG 6TO TUVTOYUATIKO TNG
Awaotiplo enttpénet kot 1 [oproyokio?!?. Metd v katdppevon ToL VIAPKTOD
GOGLOMGHOD 01 TEPIGGOTEPES YDPeS TN Kevipikng kot Avatoikng Evponng vi-
obétnoav Eva EUTAOVTIGUEVO KOl GE OPIOUEVO GTLLEIN TPOTOTONUEVO YEPUAVIKO
HovTéAo yio ta Zuvtoypatikd toug Atkaotipa’’. Eionyayoy £tot 10 enttpentd
NG KOTAYMPIoTG Kol SNUOGIELGTG LELOYNPIKNG YVOUNG, LOVO OUMG GTA XVVTOY-
patikd toug Atkaompia. Katd ta Aowmd o1 yopeg g Kevrpukng kot Avatolkng
Evpdnng mapapévouy TpockorANUEVEG GTNV AToyT OTL Ol HELOYNQiEG Ogv glval
EMTPENTEG, EMEION LE QVTEG VITOCKATTETOL TO KUPOG TV dikactnpiov?!t. To emt-
TPEnTO NG peoyneiog oto Zuvtaypoatikd Awkactipla, eénysitotl Pe TNV SmAn
Aettovpyia mov emtelovyv, dNAdN va gival Opyavo amovoung TG SKaloGuvNg
Ko EUUEGOL SOLUOPPMOTES TOV TOATIKOV Piov. Xt [eppavia, AOy® TG LOOTIKO-
TNTOG TOV SLICKEWYEWDY, KAUTUYDPLOT TG OTOKAIVOVGAS YVdUNG dev TPpoPfAEneTaL
Kot 0gV EMTPEMETOL GE OMOPAGEIG TOV €KdidovTaL o€ aoTikEg vrobécel*s. To
avTo 1oYVEL KO Yo ekeiveg TV Atoikntik®v Atkaotnpiov?'®. H dnupocicvon og
(emoTNUOVIKA) TEPLOSIKE OO TOVG OIKOGTES EMIGTILOVIK®Y GUUBOADY TOVG Y10
0épato oV amoTELECAV TEPIEYOUEVO LLOG U TPOPAETOUEVNC KOL [UT) ETITPETOLIE-
wvng dissenting opinion tovg, eivor mhvtog exttpenti?’.

210 Zta Zvvtaypoatikd Awaoctipla g Fodiag , g Itakiag, g OMavdiag, Tov Belyiov, tov
Aovéepfovpyov kat g AvoTpiog ot ATOKAIVOVGES YVMLES EIVOL AVETITPETTES.

211 Katalin Kelemen, Dissenting Opinions in Constitutional Courts, German law journal, Vol. 14,
No 8 (2013), 1345-1371 (1348-1349). [1pPA. mapaxdto keipevo kot vroonu. 279.

212 Kotolin Kelemen, Dissenting Opinions in Constitutional Courts, German law Journal, Vol. 14, No
8(2013), 1345-1371 (1349).

213 v Katalin Kelemen, Dissenting Opinions in Constitutional Courts, German law Journal, Vol.
14, No 8(2013), 1345-1371 (1350).

214 Erou Julia Laffranque, Dissenting Opinion and Judicial Independence, JURIDICA INTERNATIONAL
VII1/2003, 162172 (165).

215 'Etot, Zimmermann, Munchener Kommentar ZPO (2008), Vorbemerkung zu den §§ 192 ff, I
Rdr. 1. T'a to TpoPAnpa oty dtotneio BAT. oty cuvéyeto vd VI

216 Kimmel, BeckOK VwGO § 55,Rn 37., Ingeborg Berggreen-Merkel, Die dissenting opinion
in der Verwaltung: zum Problem der Offentlichkeit staatlicher Entscheidungsvorgange (1972).
217 Eyerman/Schmidt, VwGO §55Rn. 17. Kissel/Mayer,GVG § 193 Rn. 11.



VI. H dissenting opinion ot emilekteg £0vikég owmtnTikéS vopoleoicg
Teppavia

Otav o I'eppavédg vopobétng avabedpnoe To dikoto g dontnoiag, pe TpOGANY
tov TpoTVTTOL VOOV UNCITRAL yia ) dwotnoia, mpog tov onoio eivat mpoca-
vatoMopéVo 10 Aékato Ke@AAo Tov ['eppavikod Kmdika [ToAtikng Atkovopiog
oL PLOULEL TNV ecmTEPIKN Ko TNV d1ebvn dwotncia 18, donoe, OTMS TPo ETDOV
ékave kot n Emtponn yo v Atebvi) Awaitneio mov elye cvotabel oto ICC ya
v €épevva Tov emtpentol NG dissenting opinion® 10 EPMOTNL TOV EXITPENTOV
NG amoKAlvovcag yvo UG oppOBcTo, e TV aittodoyio 6tim dissenting opinion
glval katd Vv emkpatéoteprn oy Bewpia yvoun emtpenti219. O npdtvmog
vopoc UNCITRAL ywo ) dwotnoia, dev avapépel pntd tig dissenting opinions.
Ao TV o1 Tov NOHoL avTANONKE EPUNVEVTIKE TO EMTPENTO TNG KATUYDPLION
NG OMOKAIVOLGAG YVOUNG otV dtotnTiky] andeacn220. Katd v amoyrn tov
gyKpitov kat debvdg yvootov kadnynt kot dwotnty RoifSchdtze n dissenting
opinion, givol -6To yepHOVIKS d1KOO Kot AoKOMN Kot amopddoektn221 516t pe

218 Wieczorek/Schutze, ZPO, 4 Aufl. 2014, § 102511,3 -4.

219 BMéne Kommission zur Neuordnung des Schiedsverfahrensrechts, Bericht mit einem Diskus-
sionsentwurf zur Neufassung des Zehnten Buches der ZPO (1994), ce). 181. Itis acaworoyieS yio mv
avabedpnon iov §§ 1025-1066 ZPO, dwapdalovpe: Nach Absatz 2 des § 1054 ist der Schiedsspruch
zu begrunden, sofern die Parteien keine andere Vereinbarung getroffen haben oder es sich um ein-
en Schiedsspruch mit vereinbarten Wortlaut handelt.... Die hiermit zusammenhangende Frage, ob
dem Schiedsspruch ein Sondervotum dissenting opinion beigefugt werden kann, bedurfte keiner
ausdrucklicher Regelung,fdr dos geitende Recht wird dies uberwiegend als zuiassig erachtet. Aus
diesem Qrund enthalt dos deutsche Recht keine Bestimmung. Lachmann J. P., Handbuch fur die
Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008) opOp. 1774, G.Lorcher/H.Lorcher Torsten, Das Schiedsverfahren na-
tional/international nach neuem Recht (1998), apifpu. 272.

220 Jacques Werner, Dissenting Opinions: Beyond Fears’, Journal of International Arbitration 9
No.4 (1992), 23 en. Calavros C., Das UNCITRAL Modellgesetz uber die Internationale Handelss-
chiedsgerichtsbarkeit, oeA. 139: «Art 311 schweigt auch dariiber, ob die “dissenting opinion” des
iiberstimmten Schiedsrichters im Schiedsspruch enthalten sein kann oder mufi. Ich wiirde dafiir
pladieren, daB die schriftliche Niederlegung abweichender Meinungensei es im Protokoll, sei es
im Schiedsspruch selbstohne weiteres erlaubt ist. Es ware iibrigens ein fast unertraglicher Formal-
ismus, wenn man aus dem Grundsatz des Beratungsgeheimnisses ein Verbot von “dissenting opin-
ion” ableiten wollte. Denn immerhin braucht der Name des Schiedsrichters, dessen abweichende
Meinung niedergelegt wird, nicht erwahnt zu werden. ». Schlosser P, Das Recht der internationalen
privaten Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit (1989), apOu. 691. Peter J Rees/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opin-
ions: Can they fulfil a Beneficial Role? Arblnt 25, 2009, 331 onp. 9. O UNCITRAL Model Law dgv
amayopebel Tig dissenting opinions, BAn. Topa S. L. Brekouiakis/L. Shore, UNCITRAL Model Law,
otov Topo L. >4. Misteiis (ed), Concise International Arbitration (2010), Art. 31, apiOp. 1. ogh. 639.
221 Wieczorek/Schutze, ZPO, 4 Aufl. 2014, § 1054, VI. 38. Schutze R. A., Schiedsgericht
undSchiedsverfahren (2012), apiOu. 436, 437. BAn. ko Miinchener Kommentar ZPO, (Munch),
(2013), § 1054,22 (kein Minderheitsvotum erlaubt.).



VTV ToPafLaleTol 1 HOGTIKOTNTO TG S1AoKeYNG222, eTELd UMOKOADTTOVTOL
01 eKQPachEiceS KOTA TNV SLACKEYT KOl YNPOPOPin ATOYELS TOV SLOLTNTAOV, TAOG
ynotoe dNAadn o kabe drotnmc223. Xt0 TAaiclo Tov YeEpUAVIKOD KoL VITo-
ompiletar oBevapd 4TI 1 LLOTIKOTNTO TG SIACKEYNG OTOTEAEL DEeMdON apyn
TOV YEPUOVIKOD O1K0iov224 Kot 6Tl 01 dlotnTéG vl VITOYPEDUEVOL VO TNPOVV
TN WOOTIKOTNTO TG O180KeYNc225 , 1 omoia 16y VEL Kot 6TV dtontntikn 6ikn226 .

Koatd v droyn tov Rolf Schutze n) St tikn andpaomn propel £k Tov mpoava-
@epBEVTOC AOYOL Vo TPOoGPANOEL EMITLYDG [LE AYy®YT OKLPOGEMG AOY® coPapol
SOKAGTIKOV 6QPAANaTog227. To pépn Hropoldv Le TNV GLUE®VIN TOVG VO OTo-
OEGUEVGOVY TOVG SLTNTEG GO TNV TNPNGT TOL ATOPPNTOL TNG dIoKeEYNG228 .

222 Wieczorek/Schdtze, ZPO, 4 Aufl. 2014, § 1054, VI. 38. Schutze R. A., Dissenting Opinions im
Schiedsverfahren FS Nakamura 1996, 525. Schutze R. A., Schiedsgericht und Schiedsverfahren
(2012), opBp. 437. Schutze, Das Zustandekommen des Schiedsspruchs, SchiedsVZ 2008, 1014,
(13 vwd IV). BAn. kau Lachmann J. P., Handbuch fur die Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008), apiBp. 1775.
223 Lachmann J. P., Handbuch fur die Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008), apBp. 1775 «Es deckt letz-
tlich auf, wer bei der Beratung bestimmte Ansichten vertreten hat. » Schutze R. A., Schiedsgericht
und Schiedsverfahren (2012), apifp. 437 (...wie er gestimmt hat...).

224 Tnv 6éom avt v augiopntovv ot Konrad/Fiunder, otov Schutze (ed.), Institutional Arbitra-
tion(2013), Art. 26, Rn. 333, «Therefore, one cannot say that a prohibition of dissenting opinions
exists as a legal principle of German lawy.

225 Geimer in Zoller, ZPO, 29. Aufl. (2012), § 1052, Rar. 5. Bockstiegel K-H /Kroll S-M/ Na-
cimiento P. Arbitration in Germany, The Model Law in Practice (2007), § 1052, Rar. 11 .Prutting,
in Pruttting/ Gehrlein, ZPO Kommentar, 2. Aufl. 2010, §1052 Rdr. 2, Prutting, FS Bockstiegel 629,
632

226 BAéne 1o o yeppoviko dikato RGZ 129, 115. BGHZ 23, 138-142=NIJW 57, 792 (kpivet ano-
padeKTN TNV €EETOON TOVL SLOLTNTH OG LAPTLPO Y10, TO VONLLOL TG SLOLTNTIKNG TOPACT|G OKOUN Kot
otav to pépn amdAla&ov Tov Sttt amd ™ pootikdmta g didokeyng) Gleiss, A. /Helm, H.:
Beratungsgeheimnis im Schiedsgerichtsverfahren: MDR 1969, 93 en. Printing, Zur Rechtsstellung
des Schiedsrichters dargestellt am richterlichen Beratungsgeheimnis, FS fur Karl Schwab (1990),
409 (417) Schutze R. A., Schiedsgericht und Schiedsverfahren (2012), apiBp.437. Tnv 6éon avth
,0Tt dnA. Toydet ko oy debv droutnoia, v apeefntovv ot Konrad/Hunder, otov Schutze
(ed.), Institutional Arbitration (2013), Art. 26, Rn. 333. «...cannot simply be applied by analogy to
international arbitrations...».

227 Wieczorek/Schutze, ZPO, 4 Aufl. 2014, § 1054, VI. 38. Schutze R. A., Schiedsgericht und
Schiedsverfahren (2012), apbp. 437, n ayoyn akvpdoemng otpiletar oty §1059 Abs. 2 Nr. 1
lit, d ZPO. Schutze R. A., Dissenting Opinions im Schiedsverfahren FS Nakamura 1996, 525 en.
BAzn. 6pwg Munchener Kommentar ZPO, (Munch), (2013), § 1052, 22 (...stellt aber keinen Ver-
fahrensverstoB dar, der zu einer Authebung hinfiihren wiirde ), Wilske/Markert, BeckOK ZPO,
15.01.2013, § 1052 III apBp. 16.

228 Wieczorek/Schutze, ZPO, 4 Aufl. 2014, § 1054, VI. 38. Schutze R. A., Schiedsgericht und
Schiedsverfahren (2012), apiBp. 437. Schutze R. A., Dissenting Opinions im Schiedsverfahren FS
Nakamura 1996, 525 en. SchOtze, Das Zustandekommen des Schiedsspruchs, SchiedsVZ 2008,
1014, (13 vrd IV). Me ) cupgovio Tov LepdV SLVOTH 1 GUUUETOXN TOV LEPDV 1| KL TPITOV 0T
Stbokeyn kot v yneogopia. ‘Etor, Schwab/Walter, Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit Kommentar, 7. Aufl.
2005, Kap. 19 apip. 2, oek. 179, Musielak (Voit), ZPO Kommentar, § 1052 I, apibp. 1,2.



Me v cvoppovia ovt 1 avakoivoon tng dissenting opinion oto pépn kabicta-
ton emrpentn229 . Mo avetnpodtepn dmoyn emtpénet tig dissenting opinions
VIO TOV OpO OTL TEPQ OO TV CLUEOVIO TOV LEPDOV VOICTATAL KOL 1| GOUPOVT
YVOUN TOV S0UTNTAV, 0QOV KOl 01 TEAEVTAIOL TPOGTATEVOVTOL OO T LVGTIKOTH -
T NG Odokeync230 . v tehevtaia TEPITTOON OPKEL 1] GOUP@VN YVOUN TNG
TAELOYN OO TOV dlonTnNTOV Ympic va givor avaykaio 1 opdoemvn andpacn231 .
Y& OpIoUEVES STNTIKEG ATOPACELS 1 Ppdon 0Tt dev otnpilovtat Ola Ta onpeio
G amOPACNS GE OLOP®VIN TOV dloTnTAV, Y®PIG Vo YIVOVTOL GTNV SIOLTNTIKN
ATOPUCT] OVOLUCTIKES OVOPOPES, VTOONADVEL TNV VITaPEN NTiag Stapwviag232 .

ToAAio

Tn pooTIKOTNTA TG SIUCKEYNS TOV SOUTTOV KoBlepdvel pntd, Yo TV €60-
tepkn dwtnoia, to apbpo 1479 NCPC (tov NoAhkod Kddwo ITolrtikng At-
Kovouiag) 6mmwg Tpomonombnke Kot oyvetl pe 1o Adraypa 2011-48 g 13 lo-
vovapiov 2011233 . Zouewva pe to apbpo 1480 NCPC 1 andpaomn ekdidetar pe
™V TAEOYNOio TOV SOTNTOV KOl VTOYPAPETOL 0d OAOVG TOVS dALTNTES. AV O
HELOYMPOV SLOLTNTAG OPVEITOL VO DITOYPAYEL TNV JTNTIKY 0mdPAcT] ot AdyoL
GpVNONG TOL KATOY®POVVTAL GTNV SloUTNTIKY amdeacn. [ v eykvpoTNTa TNG

229 Wieczorek/Schutze, ZPO, 4 Aufl. 2014, § 1054, V1. 38. Schutze R. A., in: Wieczorek/Schutze, §
1038 Rdnr. 2. SchOtze R. A., Schiedsgericht und Schiedsverfahren (2012), apiOu. 437. Lachmann
). P., Handbuch fur die Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008), apiOp, 1775. Zoller/Geimer, § 1054 opOp.
41, Nagel/Gottwald, Internationales Zivilprozessrecht, /. Aufl. (2013), § 18, Nmr.100 (..ein ijber-
stimmter Schiedsrichter darf ohne besondere Ermachtigung der Parteien kein dissenting opinion
bekanntgeben).

230 Etot Peltzer O. M., Die Dissenting Opinion in der Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit (2000), ce). 129: o
onoiog avapépet opbd 0Tt veicTatol advvapic TV STNTOV Vo EPTOSICOVV TOV LEWOYNPNCOVTO
Sttt va avakowvdacetl v dissenting opinion oto pépn (oeh. 129 and 3 o). Lachmann J. P,
Handbuch fur die Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008), apOp. 1775.

231 B, éto1 Westermann H-P, Das dissenting vote im Schiedsgerichtsverfahren SchiedsVZ 2009,
102-109,(104).BAn. 6powg Munchener Kommentar ZPO, (Munch), (2013), § 1052, 22 nov amoutel
OHOPMVT OTOPOCT] TOV SNTNTOV (...einstimmig..) XTov axdun un SMHOGLEVHEVO VITOUVIUATICHO
mg mapaypdpov 1054 tov épyov Stein/Jonas, Kommentar zur ZPO, mov £€0gce guyevikd voym pov,
(mpdrypoL Yo To 0moio ToV EVXUPIOTH £YKAPSLa Kat and avtn Vv 0€om), o P. Schlosser, vrootpilet
OTL 6TV €0mTEPIKN Srantnoio dev vrdpyet eBipukodg Kavovog mov Ha enétpene oTov StoutnTi TNV
KOTOy®PIoN AmOKAIVOVUGaAS YVAOUNG x0pig TNV fOVANGT TOV GUVISEAP®Y TOV, EO1UIKOS KavOVag TOV
vopiotatar oty Beopkn dtartnoio 6mov 1 amokiivovca yvodun eivor Tapadext pe v Bodinon
™G TAELOYNPLOG TOV ST TOV.

232 TIpPA. Lachmann J. P, Handbuch fur die Schiedsgerichtspraxis (2008), apOu. 1776.

233 Art. 1479 “Les deliberations des arbitres sont secretes”. Avtictoyyn pvbpion ywo v diebvi
Srutnoia dev veiotaton PAn. Conrad/Munch/Black-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbi-
tration, Standard Clauses and Forms Commentary, (2013), §4.4.18, 128.



SN TIKNG amd PG ApKel N LTOYPUPT] TOV dUTNTOV TNG TAEWOYNPlag234 . Ot
TOPOTAVED JATAEELS OEV EMTPEMOVY OTNV £0MTEPIKT dwottnoia e ['aAliog v
KOTOXMPIOT) TNV 1ot TIKN andPaon pog amokAiivovsos yvoung23s . Koatd v
amoyr LEPOVG TG YOAMKNG Bempiag 1 mopafiacn Tov amoppiToL TG S1ACKEYNS
oV gomTEPIKN doutncio, Bo pmopovse vo BepeMdoeL TV TPOGSHOTIKT gVOV-
VN TOL dloutNTh, dgvV amoTeEAel OGS KOBeALT AOYO TPOGPOANG TNG OLOUTNTIKNG
anoeoong kabocov dev vpiotatol avtictoyn pubuion ota apbpa 1484 Ko 1502
NCPC236 . Katd dAlovg n mapafiocn tov amoppntov g ddokeyns kabiotd
™V St Tiky amdeacn avtiBetn tpog v dnuocia 1aén237 .

Awpopetikn] gueoviletatl 1 Kotdotacon oty dedvn dartnoia. To dpbpo 1513
NCFC opilet, 6t1 av dev opiletor d10popeTikd 6Ty cLUeoVvia Tepl dtnoiag,
N dtowtnTikn amdeacn Aapupdvetal pe TAsoyneio ToV StT®V. YToYypapeTL
0o OAOVG TOVG OLTNTEG. AV O LELOYNPOV OPVEITAL VO DTOYPAWYEL, Ol GAAOL O1-
OTNTEG KOTOYOPOVY TO YEYOVOG TNG GPVNONG TNG LVITOYPOUPNG GTNV OLULTITIKY
amoQuoT). ATOKAIVOVGEG YVOUEG ElVaL EXITPERTES, OAAG TO KOOEGTMG TOVG Elval
aPéPato238 . Agv Bewpovvtal TN TNG SLNTNTIKNAG amdPacnc239 kot dgv mpé-
nel vo Topafiélovy to amdppnTo g didokeync240 .

234 To apBpo 1480 map. 3 NCPC opilet ta e&nc: «If a minority among them refuses to sign, the
award shall so state and shall have the same effect as if it had been signed by all the arbitratorsy.
BAéne and v molaotepn Biproypapio Schlosser P., Das Recht der internationalen privaten
Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit 2/7 €xd. (1989), apOu. 691. Jacques Werner, Dissenting Opinions: Beyond
Fears’, Journal of International Arbitration 9 No.4 (1992), 23 em.

235 BA. étot Yves Derains and Laurence Kiffer, National Report for France (2013) oto épyo Jan
Paulsson (ed), International Handbook on Commercial Arbitration, (Kluwer Law International
1984, Supplement No. 74, May 2013) pp. 1 98, ue nopamopnn otnv TGL Paris; 13:01: 1986 SA
Setec Batimmment (SETEC), v. Societe Industrielle et Commerciale des Charbonnages (SICCA),
et X, RevArb 1987,63.

236 B\. oxetikd Jean-louis Delvolve/Gerald H. Pointon/jean Roushe, French Arbitration Law and
practice, second edition, (2009), apBu. 338, cer. 182.

237 BA. And v moiodtepn Piproypaeia Bredin J. D,, Le Secret du Delibere Arbitral, ctov
topo Etudes offertes a Pierre Bellet (1991), oeh. 71-81 dicg 79-80. BAn. dpwg tdpa Jean-louis
Delvolve/Gerald H. Pointon/jean Roushe, French Arbitration Law and practice, second edition,
(2009), apBp. 337, oeh. 182.

238 'Etol ov Ywes Derains and Laurence Kiffer, National Report for France (2013) oto épyo Jan
Pauisson (ed), International Handbook on Commercial Arbitration, (Kluwer Law International
1984, Supplement No. 74, May 2013) ce). 1 98 (56 vm6 2 c).

239 'Etot Denis Bensaude, French Code of Civil Procedure, (Book IV), Article 1498 L. Mistel-
is(ed), Concise International Arbitration,(2010), 887-890(888).

240 'Etot ov Wes Derains and Laurence Kiffer, National Report for France (2013) oto £pyo Jan
Pauisson (ed), International Handbook on Commercial Arbitration, (Kluwer Law International
1984, Supplement No. 74, May 2013) cei. 1 98 (57 vnd 2 ¢), pe mapamounéc o€ Kpioun vopoloyio
TV YOAMKOV dtkaotnpiov otig onp. 212 kot 213.
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E\Betia

O pérog ™ EABetiag oty 01ebvn epmopikn| dtatnoio, AOY® TG YVOGTNS 0vde-
TEPOTNTAG TNG, Elval WiTEPA CNUAVTIKOS, SVGAVAAOYOC B EAeye KATOLOC TPOG
10 péyebog .

210 eAPeTid dikato dev pubuiletar prtd o 0ua Tov dissenting opinions. To 120
Kepdrato Tov Nopov yua to Idiwtikd Atebvég Aikato (IPRG) mov pvOuiler amd
7o 1989 1 d1e6vn dwtnoia oe 6An Vv emikpdrela g EAPetiag, dev mepiéyet

duaTaén Yo To TOPASEKTO TNG KATAYDPNONG KOl TV KOWOTOINGN 6To UEPT TNG
242

HELOYNPOVOOG YVOUNG™ .

To EABetikod Zoppmvo yio tn Awtneio’®, 1o onoio pvbule v eomtepikn| diot-
mota oty EABetia, katapynOnke petd v 6éom og 1oy Tov ehfeticot Kadika
[MoMtkng Auwcovopiog. Amo v 1.1.2011 ywo tar Stotntikd dikactiplo pe £dpa
v EAPetia, av dev minpovvtal o1 tpoiimobicelg diebBvoic dratnoiag, Kpioiueg
glvar ot drotdéetg tov eAPetikod Kmduca IToltikng Atkovopiog244 . Ztov npo-
opato ovtd Kmdwka 1o 0&pa tov emitpentod g omokAivouoag yvAUNG HEVEL
®OGOVTOS appLOLLGTO.

O1 EABetikoi Kavoveg yia ) Aebv Arartnoio®” evomoinoav tovg eni uépoug

Kavoveg Atoutnoiog dtapopwv erfetikdv Europikov Empeintmpiov, t€6nkay
og 1oy0 Vv 1.1.2004%* ko frav omnprypévorl otovg Kavoveg yio v Altawtnoio
¢ UNCITRAL tov 1976%". Avafempnnkay yio va avtamokpivovtol KaAdTepa
oTIg oOyypoveg avaykeg Tov Tovvio Tov 201228, Pyt didtaén ya to enttpentod

241 BA. Conrad/Mdnch/Biack-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbitration, Standard
Clauses and Forms Commentary,(2013), §16 1.1. 16.1, 756.

242 Andreas Furrer/Daniel Ginsberger/Markus Muiler-Chen, Handkommentar zum Schweizer
Privatrecht, «. Auf. 2012, 757. Wirth oto Honsell H. /VogtN. P. /Schnyder A, K. /BertiS.V. (Hrsg.),
Internationales Privatrecht (2007), Art. 189 apOu. 41. Conrad/Munch/Biack-Branch (eds.), In-
ternational Commercial Arbitration, Standard Clauses and Forms Commentary,(2013), §16
1.1.16.318.842.

243 Konkordat tng 27.3.1969.

244 BM. Andreas Furrer/Daniei Ginsberger/Markus Mdiier-Chen, Handkommentar zum Schweizer
Privatrecht, «.2. Auf. 2012, 709. “3. Teilder Schweizerischen ZPO.”

245 Swiss Rules of International Arbitration, (Swiss Rules), kot yeppavikd Internationale Schweiz-
erische Schiedsordnung. Kot épOpo epunveia toug BAIL tdpa otov Schutze (ed.), Institutional
Arbitration (2013), Chapter V, (Karrer), 361-412.

246 Conrad/Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbitration, Standard Clauses
and Forms Commentary,(2013), §16, 16.29, 762.

247 BA. Conrad/Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbitration, Standard
Clauses and Forms Commentary, §16, 16.35, 762.

248 H avabeswpnuévn £kdoon tov, og 1oy amod 1.6.1012, eivar tposPdoiun otnv dtevbuvon www.



wog dissenting opinion?* dev mepiéyetar ovte otovg EAPetikong Kavoveg yio v
Awutnoio. H ocion) wotdéco tov 120v Kepaiaiov tov Nopov yuo to I610tid
Atebvéc Atkano (IPRG) 600 kat tov eAPetikdv Kavovav yio tn Atebvi Atoutnoio
dev cLVETIEEPEL KATA TNV Aoy HEpovg NG Bewplag avoTnpd TO OVETITPENTO
pag dissenting opinion. I'tvetat dextd 6t o1 Kovoveg «dev Tig amaryopedovy Kot
OTL £vOg SLoUTNTNG TTOV JOPWVEL e TNV Aoy TG TAsoyneiog umopel va £xet
AGYOVG VO TPOETOLUAGEL KOl VO, KOVOTTOIOEL oTa LEPT TtV dissenting opinion
tou»?°. To EAPeticd Akvupotikd AKaoTiplo amo@avonke, eAéyyoviog TV ond-
@aon d1eBvoig dtartnoiag evoc dtontntikov dikactnpiov pe dpa tnv EABetia, ot1
N Kowomoinon pag dissenting opinion ot PEPT EMITPEMETOL LOVO OV TPOPAE-

TETOL OO TNV SLUP®Via TTepl doutnoiag, N AV GCUUP®VEL LE QLTH TO JLOTNTIKO

dkooTAPLo N N TAEOYN@io TV dtotnThv>!,

To d1o1TnTIKS S1KAGTAPLO UTOPEL GUVETDS, COUPMVO LE TNV VOLOLOYIO T®V A~
Petikdv dtkaoTpiny va 0moeacicel yio o emxttpento g dissenting opinion, ov
TO PEPT] OEV QIAYOPEVGAV LIE TNV GLUP®VIC TEPT dortnciog pnTé 6Tovg dlotTn-
TéC TV Kowomoinon ¢ dissenting opinion*?2, Tkomipo givor oty mEpinTmON
OUTH YloL EUVONTOVG AGYOLS, 1 amdQaoT Yo tnv dissenting opinion vo AneOet
0o TOVG SLTNTEG KaTh TNV Evapén e SOoKEYNG, GE GTAJI0 ONANOT OPYLKO

swissarbitration.org/sa/en/rules.php. ['ta v tedevtaio avabempnon BAn. Philipp Habegger/Anna
Masser, Die revidierte Schweizerische Schiedsgerichtsordnung (Swiss Rules), [IPRax 2012, 459-
464. Philipp Habegger, The Revised Swiss Rules of International ArbitrationAn Overview of the
Major Changes, ASA Bulletin 2/2012, 269-311. Bernd Ehle/Werner Jahnel, Revision der Swiss
Ruleserhohte Effizienz und Flexibility, SchiedsVZ.4/2012, 169-177. Julien Burda, Le nouveau
Reglement suisse d’arbitrage international, Journal du Droit International, Clunet, no. 3/2013,821-
856. Mia mpdopatn kot apbpo eppunveia tovg BA. tdpa otov Schutze (ed.), Institutional Arbitration
(2013), Chapter V, (Karrer), 361-412. Conrad/Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), International Commer-
cial Arbitration, Standard Clauses and Forms Commentary, § 16.

249 BA. Conrad/Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbitration, Standard
Clauses and Forms Commentary, §16, 16.318, 842.

250 'Etol Fabrizio La Spada oto Zuberbuhler T. /Muller K./Habegger P. (Eds.), Swiss Rules of
International Arbitration, Commentary, (2005), Art. 43 ap. 18.IIpBA. ko Besson aro Zuberbuhler
T./Muller K./ Habegger P. (Eds.), Swiss Rules of International Arbitration, Commentary, (2005),
Art.. 31 apif. 13 ko 25. TIpBA. Todpa Yo tovg EABeticovg Kavoveg yio t Aebvi Atoutnoio 6mog
woyvovv onpepa Conrad/ Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbitration, Stan-
dard Clauses and Forms Commentary, §16, 16.318, 842: (“This silence does not mean that dissent-
ing opinions are strictly prohibited”).

251 BAéme Urteil 4R 23/1991 g 11 Maiov 1992 ot vrndbeon D. vs. A, ASA Bulletin 1992, 381,
(386). BAn. Andreas Furrer/Daniel Ginsberger/Markus Muller-Chen, Handkommentar zum Sch-
weizer Privatrecht, «.2. Auf. 2012, 757.

252 Wirth ovo Honsell H./Vogt N. P. /Schnyder A. K. /Berti 5.1/. (Hrsg.), Internationales Privatrecht
(2007), Art. 189 apOu. 42. Heini A./KellerM./SiehrK./Vischerf./VolkevP. {Hrsg.), IPRG Kommen-
tar (1993), Ap.189 apOp. 18. Conrad/MiJnch/ Biack-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Ar-
bitration, Standard Clauses and Forms Commentary, §16, 16.318, 842.
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npv Sropavel N oynuaticdei n Tietoyneio®. Ashoyiopévn xpnon g dissenting
opinion wpoteivel o Blessing, o omolog vait pev Bewpet v avaxoivoon g amro-
KAVOLGOG YVOUNG TOV SLOLTNTH OC UTEPIOPIOTO SIKAIWLLO TOV TOV OTMOPPEEL OO
TNV TPOCOTIKOTNTE TOV, TANV OUWOG PPOVEL OTL «Evag doTnTNG OV TPEMEL VoL
Bewpel TpoTOPYIKO TOL £PYO TNV KOWOTOINGT GTO HEPOG TOV TOV J1OPIoE TNG
amoKAivovuGag YVOUNG Tov, MGTE Vo, amodeiEel TOG0 TOAD aywvicnke yio v
EMIKPATNON TNG GLUPEPOVGAG OTO UEPOG OV TOV d1dptoe Gmoyne»®*. H arnoyn
avTn, N omoia dtotvTdONKE oTN Bewpia TOL EAPETIKOD d1KOIOV, COUPOVA [LE TNV
omoia 1 dissenting opinion gival yevikdtepa enttpentn®?, d10TL amoppéel amd 1o
KOO0 TPOCOTIKOTNTOG TOV OLOUTNTN, VIEPEKTIUE TO OIKOUMUN TPOCOTIKO-
TNTOG TOV JTNTH G€ GYE0T UE TO VIOAOUTO GUUPEPOVTO TOV TPOCTUTEVEL 1)
HOGTIKOTNTO TG OLOIKAGIOG KOl TG SLUoKEYNS Kol Yo ToV AGY0 avTd OV TV
Bewpd mEloTIKN>®,

H mepieyopevn oty amdéeoon tov EABetikod Akvpmtikod apyn Tov EXTPETTOL
tov dissenting opinions dtav 6gv vpioToTAl PNTH ATOYOPELGT OO TO PEPT, OEV
EUTOOI0E TAVTMG OPIGHEVOVG GLYYPAPELS VO VTTOGTNPIEOVY, OTL 1] KOIWVOTOINGN
tov dissenting opinions 6T PEPT EMTPEMETOL OKOUT KL OTOV OEV VITAPYEL GLLL-
QPOVio TOV HEPOV. YOPIg va elval, HaAMoTa ovaykaio 1 TAEOYNEio TV HEADY
TOL dtoTnTIKoD dkactnpiovn®’.

OMovdio

Ot dissenting opinions &ival acvv0ioTO EOIVOUEVO GTNV OALOVIIKY| €VVO-
un té&n>*®. Zmv OAhovdia, Aertovpyel ed® kot 60 mepimov ypovia 10 YvmoTd
Netherlands Arbitration Institute (NAI) mov givor empopticpévo pe  dwotnoio

253 B\éne Poudret J.F./Besson S., Comparative Law of International Arbitration 2n ékdoon (2007),
apdu. 753.

254 Blessing M., Das neue Internationale Schiedsgerichtsrecht der Schweiz - Ein Fortschritt oder
ein Ruckschritt? otov topo: Bockstiegel (Ursg.) Die Internationale Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in der
Schweiz 11(1989), 72 en. (74).

255 Blessing M., Das neue Internationale Schiedsgerichtsrecht der Schweiz - Ein Fortschritt oder
ein Ruckschritt? otov topo: Bockstiegel fHrsg.) Die Internationale Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in der
Schweiz 11 (1989), 72 en. (74). Tnv droyn avt) cvppepiletar kot o Levy L., Dissenting Opinions
in International Arbitration in Switzerland ArbInt 1989,35 en. (41).

256 BMéne Berger B. /Kellerhals F., Internationale und interne Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in der
Schweiz (2006), op1B.1369.

257 'Etot La live P. / Poudret J.F. /Reymond C., Le droit de I’arbitrage interne et international en
Suisse (1989), Art. 189, ap. 17, ceh. 416-417.

258 BAéme étot van den Bend B. / Leijten M. / Ynzonides M. (ed): A guide to the NAI Arbitration
Rules: including a commentary on Dutch arbitration law (2009), ceA. 225 (...Uncommon phenom-
enon...).
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oe gumopikég vobéoelg. To OALavOIKO Ivetitovto Atoitneiog £xel Tovg O1KovE
tov Kavédvec Arontnoiag, ot oroiot puBuiovv tig datnciec mov de&dyovtal 6to
NAI259 . To épBpo 48 map. 4 twv

Kavovev Atarmnoiog tov NAIL opilet ta e&ng «Znv dontnTikn andeacn ogv yi-
VETOL UVEID TNG YVOUNG TOV UEWOYNPOVVTOG dtotnTh. X pia o1ebvn dotnoio
TAVTOG, 0 LELOYNPAOV UTOPEL VO KOVOTOMGEL TNV GTOW1] TOL GTOVS GALOLS dloit-
TéG Ko ota UéEPT e Eexmpiotd £yypaeo. To £yypapo avtd dev Bempeitarl Tunpa
NG SLOLTNTIKNG OmOPOGTO».

Ao v dudtaén TpokvmTel OTL € avTifesT) TPog TV E0MTEPIKN dtoTncio. 6TV
omoia 1 dissenting opinion dgv KATAY®PEITAL GTNV SLOUTNTIKY ATOPACT, OTN dle-
Bvn dwtnoia, 6mov 1 dissenting opinion gival o cuvnOGUEVYT, Elvarl EMLTPENTY|
katd Toug Kavoveg Awntneiog tov NAI 1 datdnwon piog dissenting opinion
OV KOLWVOTOLEITOL GE EEXYMPIOTO £YYPAPO GTOVG AAALOVS SLOUTNTEG Kol GTOL LEPT).
Ao 1 dissenting opinion dev Oswpeitar THNLo TG SLUTNTIKNG 0OPacns>, dev

unopei o0te va ektedeodet, 00T va akvpmOEl pe aymyn akvpoong®!.

Avotpia

To 6époa g dissenting opinion dev pvOuileton otov awotplakd KIToAA pnrd.
To emtpento Twv dissenting opinions avtiel 1 Osmpio omd TV GLGTNUATIKY EP-
unveia Tov akéAovbov datdéewmy Tov avotplakod KIToAA262: g § 604 mop.
1, mov emTpémeL, oV To PEPT OV OPLGAV OLOPOPETIKA, TNV EKOOCT) OLULTNTIKMV
amopdcemv Katd mAsioymeia, e § 604 mop. 2, Tov eMTPENEL TNV EKOOGT| Ol0iL-
TNTIKNG omdPaAoNG KOTd TASOYNeio oV Evag 1 TEPLOCOTEPOL SLUTNTEG OEV Ad-
Bouv pépog oy ymeoopia adikatordoynta, e § 606 map.1 Katd v omoia,
oV TO LLEPT) OEV OPLGOV JLOPOPETIKG, CLPKOVY O1 DITOYPAPES TNE TAELOYN LG TV
SoUTTOV, 0V 0 TPOESPOC 1 EVOG OLALTNTIG CNUEIDCEL GTNV OLOLTNTIKY OTOPAOT
TOVG AOYOLE EMAELYNG TG LITOYPAPNS Kol TG § 606 TTap.2 GOUP®VA LE TNV 0ol
N STNTIKY omdPaACT, AV TO, LEPT) OV OPLGOV SLOPOPETIKA, TPEMEL VA, TEPLEYEL

259 Van den Bend B. /Leijten M. / Ynzonides M. (ed): A guide to the NAI Arbitration Rules: includ-
ing a commentary on Dutch arbitration law (2009), ce). 5.

260 HR 5 Dec. 2008, NJ 2009, 6 (Bursa/Guris).

261 BAéne étot van den Bend B. / Leijten M. / Ynzonides M. (ed): A guide to the NAI Arbitra-
tion Rules: including a commentary on Dutch arbitration law (2009), ce). 225, Gerard J. Meijer/
Marike R.P. Paulsson, National Report for the Netherlands (2012) in Jan Paulsson (ed), Internation-
al Handbook on Commercial Arbitration (1984), Supplement No. 71, October 2012,43.

262 Schwarz F.T./Konrad C.W., The Vienna Rules. A Commentary on International Arbitration in
Austria (2009), apf. 26-029.
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artioroykd. H § 606 map.1 dev mpémetl naviwg kotd tov Paul Oberhammer®® va
avoi&el v TOAN Yo exteveig dissenting opinions®®*. Zvvendg 1 avapopd GTOVG
LOYoug EAMAELYNG TNG VTLOYPOPNG, TPETEL VO, Eiva Bpoydioyn®. Onmg dpmg Kot
va epunvevbei n ddtaln, PEPato givat, OTL dev amayopedeL TNV KOTAYDPLOT TOV
dissenting opinions®®.

Xe oyetkd mpodceatn omdPacy] Tov T0 AvoTplokd AKVPp®TIKO AlkaoTiplo267
acyoAOnke pe to emrpentd pog dissenting opinion SALTNTIKNAG ATOPUCTS, 1
omoia exdoOnKe pe faomn tovg kavoveg drotnoiog tov ICC kot g omoiog 1 ova-
yvoplon (mbnke oty Avotpia. To Avetprokd Akvpotikd Akaocthplo d&yxOnke
pNTa to emtpentod g dissenting opinion Kotd tovg kavoveg ICC, dwocapnvice
oumg 6t dissenting opinion 6gv amoTEAE] TUMLO TG SIUTNTIKAG ATOPACTG Kol
GLVETMOG dgv Bempnoe avaykaio va Ty AaPel vTOYN KoTd T dtdtkacio KNPLEN
NG EKTEAEGTOTNTAG. TNV TEAEVTOIO OTOPUCT) TTOL EY® VTTOYT| OV, TO AVGTPLOKO
Axvpotikd Atkastiplo Ekpive To OEpa av 1 EALEWYT VITOYPAPNG G€ OALOSUTY| Ol
a1TNTIKY amdPacn, g oroiag (ntnOnke n avayvodpion/ektéleon oty Avotpia,
wpookpovel 6to apbp. IV (a) me ZopuPacnc g Néag Yopkne. Epunvedovrag to
GpBpo 606 Tov avotplakod KIToAA 10 Avotplakd Akvupotikd AKasTAplo amo-
QavONKe OTL 01 VTTOYPUPES TOV SLOUTNTAOV TN TAELOYN QIO OPKOVV OV GTNV Jlail-
TNTIKN OTTOQOCT) CTUEIDVETOL O AOYOG TTOL EUTOSIGE TNV VITOYPOPN TNG KOl GVTO
emPefoiddnke appodiov. Tkomdc avtng g puOutong eivar 1 dSoPAAGN TG
EKTEAEGTOTNTOG TNG SLOTNTIKNG AmOPACNG. TOUTEPUVE, ETIONG, TO AVGTPLAKO
Axvpotikd 6T 1 EALelyn voypapng oev mapafialet To aplp. IV (a) g ZouPo-
ong ¢ Néag Yopkne 1 v dnuocta taén. To Awactipio dievkpivice exiong 6Tt
dev vpiotoaton vToypémon vo. emtcuvaedel 1 dissenting opinion 6TV SOLTNTIKY
ATOPUCT], O10TL OEV UMOTEAEL GLGTATIKO TUMLO TG OLOLTNTIKNG AmOPACT G KOt 1
un emovvayn g ogv mopafialet Tnv dnuocta taén.

2tovg Kavoveg g Biévvng (Vienna Rules) to dpBpo 36 map. 3, mov pubuilet
Oéuata VTOYPOPNG TNG OLOUTNTIKNAG ATOPACTS, TOPEYEL GTOV UEWOYNPHCOVTIO
SNt og TEPIMTOOTN £KO0ONG TNG OOUTNTIKNG ATOPUCTG UE TAEOYNPia, TO

263 Paul Oberhammer, Entwurf eines neuen Schiedsverfahrensrechts, (2002), 116, va avoi&et nv
wOAN Yo ekTeveig dissenting opinions.

264 BA. xou Kloiber-Rechtberger-Oberhammer-Haller, Das neue Schiedsrecht, Schiedsrechts An-
derungsgeseta 2006, (2006), 297.

265 'Etci Jenny Power, The Austrian Arbitration Act, 2006, 89.

266 Christoph Stippl/Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award-Rendering of the Award by Multipar-
tite Arbitral Tribunals: How to Overcome Lack of Unanimity? In Christian Klausegger/Peter Klein,
et al.(eds.) Austrian Arbitration Yearbook 2008,371-399 (3 93).

267 Oberster Gerichtshof Austria, 30b211/05h, 26 April 2006, YCA 2007, 295-265 (262 [12]: In
any case there is no obligation here to supply the dissenting opinion together with the request for
enforcement, because it is not a part of the arbitral award).
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dwaimpa va noet va yivel pvela otnv dtoutntikn amd@acn Ot outy| lvat amo-
TENeo O TAEIOYN QoGS

Av n lex arbitri dev opilel dapopetikd, 1 dissenting opinion, 6€ S10UTNTIKN OO~
Qoo Tov ekdidetal kotd tovg Kavdveg Atautnoiog e Biévwng, sivar emttpe-
269 , ®otdc0, otny Tpaén 1 dissenting opinion givat oravia270 . O dwotntg
7ov vréPade o dissenting opinion, UTopel va. TNV Koworomcel ota pépn. Emi-
doom g and

Tnv Ipappateio dev akorovBel?”!. Yoot pileton mdvimg amd ykpien yvoun272
ot 1 dissenting opinion oQ&ilel va TOPAUEVEL GTO TAAICIO HIOG OVTIKEYEVIKNG
éxBeong TG EVOALOKTIKNG GTOY™NG TOV HEWOYNPOVVTOG S10LTNTH, TOV SlopmVEL
LE TNV GToWT TG TAELOYN PG, Y0l TO TPOYLLOTIKG TEPIGTATIKA Kot TO dikoto. H
pootikdTTa TG Sdokeyng mopaPialetal, av o dwoutntg exbétel oty dissenting
opinion TOL T.). GUYKEKPLUEVEG EKPPAGELG TOV GAL®V SLOUTNTOV KoTd TN d1d.0KE-
yn 1 OTOKOADTTEL TOV TPOTO LE TOV 0010 KAOE S101TNTHG GYNUATIOE TNV OIKOVL-
K1 Tov memoifnon?”. Me tovg TEPLOPIGHONS KAl VITO TOLG OPOLE TTOV EKTIOEVTOL
TOPUTAVO KOTUANY® OTO GUUTEPOCHa 0Tl ol dissenting opinions emiTpEMOVTOL
KOTA TO 00GTPLOKO dikano®™,

Youndia

O Kavoveg tov Ivetitovtov Awtneiog tov Epmopikod Empeintnpiov g Xtok-

268 Schwarz F.T./Konrad C.W.,, The Vienna Rules. A Commentary on International Arbitration in
Austria (2009), apf. 27-015.

269 Schwarz F.T./Konrad C.W., The Vienna Rules. A Commentary on International Arbitration in
Austria (2009), ap0. 26-031. Liebsher; in Schutze, Institutionelle Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, Kommen-
tar, 2 Auf, 2011, IV. Art. 28, Rn. 9. Reiner, The 2001 Version of the Vienna Rules’ JintArb, (2001)
661,661-668 (665).

270 Christoph Stippi/Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award-Rendering of the Award by Multi-
partite Arbitral Tribunals: How to Overcome Lack of Unanimity? In Christian Klausegger/Peter
Klein, et al.(eds.) Austrian Arbitration Yearbook 2008,371-399 (3 96 pe onp. 140).

271 Liebsher, in Schutze, InstitutionelLe Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, Kommentar, 2 Auf. 2011, IV. Art.
28, Rn. 9. Reiner, The 2001 Version of the Vienna Rules’ JintArb, (2001) 661,661-668 (665).

272 Schwarz FET./Konrad C.W.,, The Vienna Rules. A Commentary on International Arbitration in
Austria (2009), apf. 2-033.

273 Christoph Stippi/Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award-Rendering of the Award by Multi-
partite Arbitral Tribunals: How to Overcome Lack of Unanimity? In Christian Klausegger/Peter
Klein, et al.(eds.) Austrian Arbitration Yearbook 2008,371-399 (397).

274 Christoph Stippl/Veit Ohlberger, Chapter IV: The Award-Rendering of the Award by Multi-
partite Arbitral Tribunals: How to Overcome Lack of Unanimity? In Christian Klausegger/Peter
Klein, et al. (eds.) Austrian Arbitration Yearbook 2008, 371-399 (397) (...dissenting opinions are
permissible under Austrian law).
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xOAUNG, o€ 1oy amo 1.1.2010, (Rules of the Arbitration Institute of the Stockholm
Chamber of Commerce SCC) dgv mepiéyovv 610 Gpbpo 35 pnm pvduon tov
dissenting opinion. To apBpo 35 emPdriet n dSrortnTikng amd@acn vo AapPaveton
pe migloyneio ko 0tav avt dev pumopet vo emtevydel v amdeacn Aappavet o
TPOESPOG TOV droTNTIKOV dkaotnpiov. Pnm avapopd oto {tnua g dissenting
opinion dgv mepthopfaverar oto apbpo 3577 . Eyohdlovtag to Gpbpo 30 twv
Kavovav tov Ivetitovtov Awtnoing tov Epropucov EmpeAntnpiov g Xtok-
¥OAUNG 0 Madsen276 avagpépet 6t “a dissenting arbitrator should be afforded an
opportunity to submit comments on the draft award” kot cuveyilel Tovilovtag v
GTOVOALATNTO TOV ATOPPNTOL TMV Slackéyewv mg e&ng: “What occurred during
the deliberations may be revealed if an arbitrator dissents from the view of the
majority and issues a dissenting opinion. It appears appropriate that a dissenting
opinion be formulated such that it does not undermine the credibility of the
award by unnecessarily revealing what happened during the deliberations “277. 0
Heuman?”® avagepopevog 6t vopukn mapdadoon g Tovndiag yio to {itnua tnhg

dissenting opinion vrootnpilel OTL OO OLTH UTOPOVLE VO OVTANGOVUE TNV
Béom OTL 0 pElOYN POV daTNTAG £)XEL TO dkaimpo va eriovuvayel v dissenting
opinion TOV GTNV SLAUTNTIKT OATOPUCT).

Tonmavia

Pnté mpoPrémetar 1o emitpentd g amokiivovcog yvoung?” otov Iomoavikd

Nopo yo v Ataurnoia 60/2003 énwe tpororomnke omd tov Nopo 11/2011.
To GpBpo 37 mop. 3 Spanish Arbitration Act opilel 6Tt 1 SOUTNTIKN ATOPACT
KotapTileTal yypaemg Kol VITOYPAPETOL OO aToKAIVOLGO YVduUN Tovc280 . Aev
VIAPYOLV KAVOVEG Y10, TOV TOTO TNG OTOKAIVOLGOC YvOUNG KaBOcov avth dev

275 Madsen F., Commercial Arbitration in Sweden, 3n gkd. (2007), 255.

276 Madsen F., Commercial Arbitration in Sweden, 3n €kd. (2007), 255.

277 Madsen F., Commercial Arbitration in Sweden, 3n gkd. (2007), 254-255.

278 Heuman L, Arbitration Law of Sweden: Practice and Procedure (2003), cg). 500 «the arbitra-
tor is entitled to have his opinion appended to the award.», O Ulf Franke oto National Report for
Sweden (2011) in Jan Pauisson (ed), International Handbook on Commercial Arbitration (1984),
Supplement No 66, September 2011, 1-28 (15), vrootnpilet 6T1 1 dev TePIEyet didtaén apopmca
70 Skoimpa 1 TNV VTOXPEMON EVOG SOUTNTN VO EKPPACEL OTOKAIVOUGH YVAOUN GTI SLOLTNTIKY
amoPact, Dempeitor OP®S YEVIKOTEPA OTL O SLOUTNTNG S1KOLOVTAL VO ETIGLVAYEL Lio amokAivovsa
YVOUN 6T SLOUTNTIKY OTOQOGCT). XNV TPAEN 0 LEOYNO®V STt EKOETEL EKTEVDS TOVG AOYOLS
g dwemviag tov. Kot og avt) v mepintmon n amokiivovso yvoun dev amotelel Tunpo e
St Tik)g andeaons, aAld emcuvanTETOL GUVHDMOG GE QVTY.

279 Patocchi/Niedemaier otov Schutze (ed.), Institutional Arbitration (2013), IIT Art. 33, Rn. 617.
280 BA. oxetwkd Arbitration Guide IBA Arbitration Committee, Spain, March 2012, o). 18,
Swféoo oto Awdiktvo.
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OmOTEAEL TUNLLO TNG OLOLTNTIKNG OTOPOCTG KOl OEV EIVOL EKTEAECTY).

VII. H dissenting opinion og Kaviveg Awmtnoiog Kévipov Ogopikov
AwTnol®v

H Ogopukn droawtnoio®®! dradpaparilet, 0nwg givorl yvootd, onpovtikd poro oty
olKovopia piog ympoc.

210 YVOOTOTEPO KEVTPO, DECUIKNG EUTOPIKNG SLOTNGIOG GLYKATOTACCOVTOL TO
Aebvég Eumopikd Empelntipro (ICC)*2, n Apepikavikn ‘Evoon Awitnoiog
(AAA)®, ue 1o Aebvég Kévpo g yro. Exidvon Awagopav (ICDR)284 , to At-
e0vég Aot tikd Awkactiplo tov Aovdivov (LCIA)285 kot to Kévipo Atebvoig
Awtneiog g Zrykamovpng (STAC)?S,

O1 Kavoveg Aroutnoiog mov puBpifovv pntd to emtpentod tov dissenting opinions
gtvon oyetika Alyot.

Kémoteg pvBpuiceic mepiéyovv A.y. to dpBpo 47 twv China International Economic
and Trade Arbitration Commission Arbitration Rules ( CIETAC)?*, 10 pOpo 44
twv Beijing Arbitration Commission Arbitration Rules ( BAC Rules), kat to dp-
Bpo 48(4) ¢ ZopPaong g Ovdotyktov mepi pvBuiceng twv oyeTlopévey Tpog
TG EMEVOVGELS OlopopmV, Hetald Kpatov kot vinkéwv aAlov Kpatdv, 6mmg
KupmOnke pe tov a.v. 608/1968.

Yopemva pe 1o apbpo 47 mop. S CIETAC, «Otav éva Tpiuerés dortntikd diKo-
oTNp1o ekdikdlel pio vrdbeon N andpacn ekdidetarn gite TapyMEEl gite pe TAglo-
ynoeio tov dtontntedv. Mio yypaen dissenting opinion UAAGGETAL GTOV PAKELO
g vdbeong Kot pmopel va TpocaptnOel oty STtk ATOPUCT|, OUMG OEV
QIOTEAEL TUTLLOL TG SLOLTNTIKNG OTOQa.oN S8,

281 TN v évvown PA. K. Kaldafipog, Aikoro g Awtneiog I: Ecotepikn Atoutnoia. Tedyog A:
Ewayoyn, B Exdoon,(2011),18en.71. ['klafivyg, Aebvég okovopkd Aikato, (2009), 715.

282 International Chamber of Commerce.

283 American Arbitration Association.

284 Centre for Dispute Resolution.

285 London Court of International Arbitration.

286 Singapore International Arbitral Centre.

287 g 1oy omd 1 Maiov 2005 ko petd Tig TeEevTOies Tpomonoioelg o€ 1oy amd 1 Maiov 2012.
To Biprio tov Raymond H M Leung (General Editor), China Arbitration Handbook, (2011),
avaeépetar otovg China International Economic and Trade Arbitration Commission Arbitration
Rules ( CIETAC) 6nwg ioyvav v 1n Maiov 2005.

288 Article 47(5) CIETAC «Where a case is examined by an arbitral tribunal composed of three
arbitrators, the award shall be rendered by all three arbitrators or a majority of the arbitrators. A
written dissenting opinion shall be docketed into the file and may be attached to the award, but it
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To apBpo 44(1) Tov BAC Rules opilet 611 «H amodgaom evog tpyielode dotnti-
KoV dkaotnpiov Aappdveton pe mhetoyneio. H dissenting opinion g petoynoi-
oG umopei va tebei otov drelo g VOO Y.

To apBpo 44(3) tov BAC Rules opilet 011 « H amdgaon vroypdepetot and kabe
péAOG tov dtontnTikod dkaotnpiov. O duemvdv dtontntig pmopel va emiélet
Vo Uy voypayet v omdeact. Evag dtontntg mov emAEyel va unyv vmoypayet
v amoeaon ekdidet dissenting opinion mov aroctélhetat ota uépn poli pe v

ot TIKN omOPaAcT OALG dEV AOTELEL TUALA TNG SLOUTNTIKNG OTOPAGTGH*™.

Eivar yevikd mopadektd Ot To SontnTikd Sikaotiplo, £ivol KaToAANAGTEPO ATd
TOL TOKTIKO TOALTIKG SIKAGTAPLO Y10, TNV EMIAVOT S1EBVOV €MeVOVTIKOV d10pO-
POV aVAUESH GE WOIDTEG EMEVOLTEG Ko EEva kpdtr. To dtotnTikd dikaotpla
7OV EMADOLY GLVNOMG EUTOPIKES SLOUPOPES OEV TPOGPEPOVY TNV TPOCTAGIN TOV
OTOLTOLV 01 1010pPLOUIES Lo ETEVOVTIKNG S10pOPAC OOV, EKTOC OO TO 1OIWTIKC,
draxvpevovor cuyvé kot dnuocta coueépovto’. To Aebvég «Kévrpov Aaxa-
voviopov TV Atagopav € Etevducemvy ( International Centre for Settlement of
Investment Disputes ICSID)*! eivai d1€6vi¢ d1akpatikdg opyavicudc opyavmong
SEBVAV emeVOLTIKOV d1aPop®dV292 . ATtoterel Evay 0md TOVE TEVTE OPYUVIGUOVG
nov ovvaroterovy 1o World Bank Group?®®. To ICSID dev givot dikaotiplo, 0£tet
oV 0160eon TV GUUPBAALOUEVOV KPATOV KOl TOV TOMTOV GAA®V cLUPBAALO-
UEVOV KpaTOV-IeADV TS ZopuPacng e Ovdoivyktov Kavoveg Atormoiog (tov
Kavovioud Awtmeiog tov) kot Oeonilet avtiotoryn dwoyeipton yio vobécelg ot-
eOvav emevdouTikav dtopopmv. Tt eivar exevouTiky dtapopd opiletar ato dpbpo
25 g «Zopupaong g Ovdotyktov mepi pubuicenc Tov oyeTlopévey TPOg TG
emevVONGELS dlopopdv, netald Kpoatomv kot vankdémv aliov Kpatdvy?**. H do-
NGi0l ETEVOVTIKMDV SLPOPOV EXEL TNV 1OIOLOPPIN OTL LOAOVOTL OPOPE IOIMTIKESG

shall not form a part of the award».

289 MpPA.Jingzou Tao, Arbitration Law and Practice in China, Third edition, (2012), aplBp. 462.
290 Christoph Schreuer, Investment Arbitration otov topo Carl Baubenbacher(ed.), Dispute Res-
olution (2009), 257-264 ( 258) “Another interesting feature of investments arbitration that distin-
guishes it from commercial arbitration is that is very often involves public interests”. BAm. kot
Stephan W. Schill, Crafting the International Economic Order: The Public Function of Investment
Treaty Arbitration and Its Significance for the Role of the Arbitrator, 23(2010) Leiden J. Intl. L.
401-430, (429... also concern the public interest,...).

291 M.Herdegen, Internationales Wirtschafsrecht, 9 Aufl. (2011), 319.

292 1. I'klafivig, Aebvég owovopkd Aikaro, (2009), 727.

293 K.A.Xtepdvov/Xp.B. I'kdptoov, Aebvég Owovopukd Aikato, ( 2006), 155 en. Patricia Na-
cimiento, Streitbeilegung nach MaBgabe der ICSID-Regeln, in: Ehlers/Wolffgang/Schroder
(Hrsg.), Rechtsfragen internationaler Investitionen, (2009), 171-186 (171).

294 Convention on the Settlement of Investment Disputes between States and National of Other
States.



drapopéc puBuileton Tig TEPLocdTEPEG POPES 0md TO S1eBvég dikano?®. Ot dwotn-
TIKEG OTOPAGELG ONUOGIEVOVTAL GYEOOV GTO GOHVOLD TOVG>.

To épBpo 48(4) g XvuPaons e Ovdoryktov mepi pvOuicemg Twv oyeTlopé-
VOV TPog tag enevOvoelg dtapopav, petath Kpatov kot vankdmv dilov Kpa-
TOV OTMG KLPOONKE L Tov a.v. 608/1968, kabng Kkt o apbpo 47 (3) twv ICSID-
Arbitration Rules®” opilovv mavopotdtuma, 6t «Ilav pélog tov Atkaotnpiov -
Koovtat Onwg fntnoet va mpocaptn o €1 TNV omdpacty k0t mepl TG yvdUNG
avtov eite ocvppepiletar v oy g TAgloyneiog eite un N amAn pvelo g
dwpmviag avtovy. Yoot piydnke 6Tl g duvatdtnrag avtng dev yivetor upela
xpnon>%. Te mpodceaTn OUMG HEAETN GTNPIYHEVT OE TPAYUATOLOYIKO VAIKO, O
Albert Jan van den Berg xatédeiée 011 1060010 22% twv 150 amopdoswv mov
ekd0ONKav otV emevoLTIKY dloutnoio mepieiyav anokiivovoeg yvouec™. T
va katadelel HOMoTa TNV EALELYT OVOETEPOTNTAG TOV OPICUEV®V OO TO LEPT
dtntnTodv dtevkpvilel 6TL OAeg oyeddv ot dissenting opinions TpoEpyoviol amnd

295 Christoph Schreuer, Investment Arbitration otov topo Carl Boubenbacher (ed.). Dispute Res-
olution (2009), 257-264 (257): “Also in most cases public international law is applied ”. W. Michael
Reisman,”Case Specific Mandates” versus “Systemic Implications”: How Should Investment Tri-
bunals Decide? The Freshfields Arbitration Lecture. Arb. Int 29 (2013), 131-152 (135: It is part
of public international law ...). Mio koA mpoc@at €n0MTTEIL GTO. GLOTNIIKGE SVVATE oTEio KoL
o115 advvapieg g dtmoiog tov ICSID BAn. o Katharina Diel-Gligor, Competing Regimes in
International Investment Arbitration: Choise Between the ICSID and Alternative Arbitral Systems,
The American Review of International Arbitration (ARIA), 2011/Vol. 22, No 4, 677-710, (680).
Katharina DielGligor, Systemic Deficienciew of ICSID Investment Arbitration? An Inspection of
the Annulment Mechanism, ctov and tovg Rudiger Wolfrum/Ina Gatzschmann (eds.), exdo0évta
topo, International Dispute Settlement: Room for Innovations? (2013) 359-392. K.A4.2tepavov/
Xp.B. T'képtoov, AeBvég Owovopkd Aikaro, (2006), 158 em.

296 BA. Stephan W. Schill, Crafting the International Economic Order: The Public Function of
Investment Treaty Arbitration and Its Significance for the Role of the Arbitrator, 23(2010) Leiden
J. Intl. L. 401- 430, (429, because awards in investment treaty arbitration often become public ...).
Manuel Conthe, Majority decision in complex arbitration cases: the role of issue-by-issue voting
in Miguel Angel Fernandez -Ballesteros and David Libros (eds), Spain Arbitration Review (2010),
Issue 8,13.

297 Rules of Procedure for Arbitration Proceedings, ce o0 amd 1 Iavovapiov 2003. Art.47 (3)
“Any member of the Tribunal may attach his individual opinion to the award, whether he dissents
from the majority or not, or a statement of his dissent.”

298 'Etot Lucy Reed/Jan Paulsson/Nigel Blackaby, Guide To ICSID Arbitration (2004),90 (...are
unusual). BAz. éuwg kou Stephan W. Schill, Crafting the International Economic Order: The Pub-
lic Function of Investment Treaty Arbitration and Its Significance for the Role of the Arbitrator,
23(2010) Leiden].Intl. L. 401-430, (428) mov Y10 Ad0YoLG Stapdvelas, cuBOANG otV avamTuén Tov
S1eBvoug dukaiov Kot SL@VANENS TOL INUOGLOV GUUPEPOVTOG GUVITYOPEL VTTEP TOV OLTIOAOYNUEVMV
OTOKAVOUGDV YVOUDV.

299 Albert Jan van den Berg, Dissenting Opinions by Party-Appointed Arbitrator in Investment
Arbitration. Mahnoush Arsanjani et al (eds.), Looking to the Future: Essays on International Law in
Honor of W. MichaelReisman, 821-843(824).
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St tég mov iyav opiobei and To péPog Tov NTTHONKe oTNV droTnTikn 6ikn*®.
To moc061d glvar LYNAO apEGPNTONKe dU®S N akpifeld Tov Kot M avticToryn
Béon g eldeimovcog ovdetepotntac. H extiunon ot n dissenting opinion
Sradpapatiel onpavtikd poOA0 oV gvicyvon g voppomroinong g debvoic
dratnoiog, ntépmg g enevovTikhg dtatnoiac dev eivar veepfoiikm.

O1 Kavoveg Arotnoiog tov ICC3*

To mpdPAnua twv dissenting opinions glye yivel avtikeipevo peléng Opadog
Epyaciag yio v Aebvn Ataitncio mov eiye cvotabei 1o 1985 and 1o Aebvég
Epmopikd Empeintmpro (ICC). Ta tehkd mopicpoto TG HEAETNG 060N KOV amd
Tov Tpdedpo tng Martin Hunter otnv dnpociotnte to 19883 H Oudda epyaocio
KaTEANEE 6TO GUUTEPUCHLO OTL Ol dLoTNTESG dkalovvToL va ekdmoovy dissenting
opinions TANV OLMC EKptve OTL To BENa TV dissenting opinions dev Ba NTaV OKO-
o vo, puduotel pe pnn dtdtaén otovg Kavoveg Atatneiog tov ICC yia va pnyv
evBappuvlel N TPOKTIK TOV HeEoYynNEeLov. Tlpoeavadg akoAovdmvtog avt v
glonynon ot Kavdovec Awaitneiog tov ICC dev avapépovtor pntd oe dissenting
opinions®®”, Avtd kaboAov dev onuaivel duwg o1l o dissenting opinions 610
TA0iG10 TV dttnoldv mov deEdyovtat pe Baon tovg ICC Rules 2012 eivan

300 Albert Jan van den Berg, Dissenting Opinions by Party-Appointed Arbitrators in Investment
Arbitration. Mahnoush Arsanjani et al (eds.), Looking to the Future: Essays on International Law in
Honor of W. Michael Reisman, 824.

301 Charles N. Brower/Charles B. Rosenberg, The Death of the TwoHeaded Nightingale: Why
the Paulsson-van den Berg Presumption that Party -Appointed Arbitrators are Untrustworthy is
Wrongheaded, Arbitration International, Vol. 29, (2013), 7-44, (27).

302 Charles N. Brower/Charles B. Rosenberg, The Death of the Two Headed Nightingale: Why
the Paulsson-van den Berg Presumption that Party -Appointed Arbitrators are Untrustworthy is
Wrongheaded, Arbitration International, Vol. 29, (2013), 7-44, (29).

303 Avagopd yivetal edw TpwTiotwg otovg ICC Rules 2012 kat povo emkoupka otoug ICC Rules
1998.

304 ICC, Final Report on Dissenting and Separate Opinions (of the ICC Commission on Interna-
tional Arbitration), ICC Bulletin (1991), 32-36. BAm. kat Schutze, Das Zustandekommen des
Schiedsspruchs, SchiedsVZ 2008, 1014,(14).

305 Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza, The Secreteriat’s Guide to ICC Arbitration
(2012), 3-1143: “The Rules do not mention dissenting opinions”.
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avemitpentec’®. To Awaotpo’” Tig enttpénet mpdvTog pio kabiepmpévn mpo-
KTIKY] IOV emtpénel 6T1g dissenting opinions va mdpovv d14popeg LOPPES, OTWS
evog EexploTto £yypaeov TOL TPOGOUOLALEL e TNV SUTNTIKY| amdPAoN 1| G-
vnbéotepa evog Eexmploto eyypdpov mov meplopileTol 6TV amdd0GN TG oo~
popeTikng ®éong tov SNty Yo To. OEpaTo Tov TPoKAAEsHy TNV Sapmvia, 1
piog vroonpeimong 1 Hog Tapaypaeov HEGH GTO KEIPEVO TNG OTOGAGNG 1) LG
EVOEIENG OTL 0 S10UTNTIG APVEITOL VO GUUE®VNGEL LE TNV TAELOYNQia XOPIiG Ypo-
) e€nynon g dissenting opinion, 1] TEA0G £vO. GUVTOUO NAEKTPOVIKO LVULLOL
N pia emotol) Tov eKEPAel T dapopetikn droyn®®. H popen g dissenting
opinion mowkiAAel kot eEoptdrol amd o €4V 0 dPwvmV drotntrg embopet, 1
Oyt va avakowvmBel | amokiivovsa yvoun Tov ota PEPT.

[poPinuatioudc iye yevynei vid 1o kabeotdg twv ICC Rules 1998 oyetikd pe
to av 1 dissenting opinion amotelel TUNUA TG SoTNTIKNG 0moPaonc”, ondte
00 eMEKELTO GTOV TUTIKO EVOEAEYN EAEYYO KOl EYKPLOT] TNG OLOLTITIKNG OTOPUAGTG
katd to apbp. 27 towv ICC Rules 1998. Av 1 dissenting opinion Tov EVE®UATO-
HEVN TNV SlotTIKY amoeaoT dVeKoAa Do pumopovoe va yivel 0ektd 0Tt dgv Oal
ereyyoToV TUTIKA Kot to apOpo 27 twv ICC Rules 1998%° . Otav mepiéyovray
oe EeymploTtd EyYpPapo TPOGUPTNUEVO GTNY amdPacT, TOTE 0mooTeEAAOTAY poli
UE TNV SloUTNTIKY OmOQOOT) TPOG TUTIKO EAEYY0 KaTd TO GpOp. 27 Kot var pev
dev gykpivovtav and 1o Akaotipo’!! Omme eykpivovtay 1 S1nTnTiKy omoQacn-,
Aappdvoviav dpmg vToyn Kot propovoe o Eaeyyog (tng dissenting opinion) va.
00N YNoel To AIKOGTPL0 Vo TPOPEl 68 GUGTACELS TPOG TOLE dLOLTNTEG TNG TAELO-
ynetag™™.

306 Epunvevovtag tovg Kavoveg Atautnoiog ICC to Edeteio Mapioiwv S€xtnke OtL oL autol Sev
amnattoly Tty unoypadn TN SlattnTkAg anddaong amnd 6Aoug Toug Stattntég, Sev amayopelouv
tnv dissenting opinion kat 6ev emBarouv TV Kowvomoinon tng teleutaiag ota pépn. CourdAp-
pel, 11 April 2002, no 2001/10769 & 2001/15479, ABC International (UK) v. Diverseylever Limited
(UK). YCA,XXVIII2003, 209-216 (213): “[4]... no provision in the Rules requires that the award be
signed by all arbitrators and forbids that a dissenting opinion by one of them be mentioned.” kat
“[6]... the fact that the dissenting opinion of Mr. Malouche was not sent to the parties does not
violate the [ICC] Rules of Arbitration.”

307 ICC-Court

308 Etal ol Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza, The Secreteriat’s Guide to ICC Arbitra-
tion(2012),3-1143:

309 Katnyopnuatikdg otL Sev amotelel turpa tng ICC Statntikng anodacng o Hans Smit, Dissent-
ing Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitration Bulletin Vol. 15/no. 12004,37-
41.(37).

310 EtoL Reiner/Jahnel, in Schutze, Institutionelle Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, Kommentar, 2 Auf. 2011,
1. Art.25,Rn. 9.

311 Derains/Schwartz, A Guide to the ICC Rules of Arbitration, 2 ed.( 2005),308 (.. is neither for-
mally scrutinized nor approved by it pursuant to Article 27..).

312 'EtoL Reiner/Jahnel, in Schutze, Institutionelle Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, Kommentar, 2 Auf. 2011,
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To épBpo 33 twv ICC Rules 2012 mov kaBopiletl Tov TpOTO TOL EUTEPICTATOE-
VOU EAEYYOL NG SLUTNTIKNG 0OPaonG amd To Atkaotpto’’ vat pev dev enttpé-
TEL GTO

Awootipro va eléy€el pia dissenting opinion!* 1 va mpofel oe vodei&elg yo
mv Peltioon g dissenting opinion®", n dissenting opinion, av vdpyet, Aol-
Bavetar dpwe, 6mmg kot Vo to Kabeotmg Twv ICC Rules 1998, vadym amd t0
Awootiplo tav kdvel oydla oty dtontnTikn omogacn®®. e mepintwon pog
dissenting opinion [ 1GYVPA VOLKE ETLXEPTLOTO TO AIKAGTAPLO UTOPEL VO G-
OTNGEL TNV GLUTEPIAN YN TOVG 6TV amdpacn T TAstoyneiog®!’.

To {nmua g xowvomoinong g dissenting opinion ota pépm, amopaciiotav
nohodtepa and 1o Atkaotipo®’® e v mietoynoeio tov dtutntodv'’. Znuepa
GLVNONG TPAKTIKY|

Tov Atkootnpiov givar n kowvomoinon g dissenting opinion ota pépn poll pe
TNV S1oUTNTIKN 0OQOoT) VIO TOV OpO OTL JEV TPOGKPOVEL GE KOVOVES OVOIYKOL-

OTIKOV d1Kaiov TG £0pOC TOL SLOLTNTIKOV SIKAGTNPIOV 1 GE SIKOOAOYNUEVES

QVTIPPNOELS TOV HELOYNPHGOVTOG Lot ) TOV dloutnTdv g mAsloyneiac’?,

VIO TOV OPO OTL LE TNV KOIWVOTOINGT| QLT OEV S1aKLPEVETOL 1] EKTEAEGTOTNTA TNG
drotntikng amdeacng®?.

IIl. Art. 25, Rn. 9. Hans Smit, Dissenting Opinions in Arbitration, ICC, International Court of Arbitra-
tion Bulletin Vol. 15/no. 12004,39.umd E.

313 Scrutiny of the Award by the Court

314 Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza, The Secreteriat’s Guide to ICC Arbitration
(2012),3- 1213. Nedden/Herzberg, ICC-SchO DIS-SchO, Praxiskommentar zu den Schiedsgericht-
sordnungen(2014), Art 31 ICCSchO, Art 33,497

315 Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza, The Secreteriat’s Guide to ICC Arbitration
(2012), 3-1145.

316 BA. Jacob Grierson/Annet van Hooft, Arbitrating under the 2012 ICC Rules, An Introductory
User’s Guide, (2012), 212 onu. 634.Ewot ot Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza, The Se-
creteriat’s Guide to ICC Arbitration (2012),3-1145.

317 ‘Etol ot Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza, The Secreteriat’s Guide to ICC Arbitra-
tion (2012),3-1213.

318 Schafer/Verbist/Imhoos, ICC Arbitration in Practice, 2005, 120.

319EtoL Reiner/Jahnel, in Schutze, Institutionelle Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, Kommentar, 2 Auf. 2011,
IV. Art. 25, Rn. 9.

320 Nedden/Herzberg, ICC-SchO DIS-SchO, Praxiskommentar zu den Schiedsgerichtsordnungen
(2014), Art 31 ICCSchO, Art 33,497 aplOL. 8.

321 BA. twpa Jason Fry/Simon Greenberg/Francesca Mazza , The Secreteriat’s Guide to ICC Ar-
bitration(2012),3-1147, kat umod to malald kabsotwg Schafer/Verbist/Imhoos, ICC Arbitration
in Practice, 2005, 120. Mia amokAivouoca yvwun Ue €MIOETIKO TteplexOUeVo Sev Kolvoroleital
oUUdWVA PE TNV TPAKTLKA Tou Awkaotnpiou (ICC-Court) ota pépn.
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Ot kavovec Atatnoieg tov London Center of International Arbitration LCIA

O1 Kavoveg Atntnoiog Tov London Center of International Arbitration dev me-
piEyovv pnt pvBuion 6cov agopd oty dissenting opinion®?. Av 1 £3po. Tov
drotnTikov dwkactnpiov ivol to Hvopévo Paciielo, ot dissenting opinions Oem-
POoHVTOL TOPASOCIOKE EMITPENTES S,

O Kavoveg Awotneiog tov [epipepetaxot Kévrpov Aiaitnaias ins Kuala Lumpur
(Kuala Lumpur Regional Centre for Arbitration (KLRCA Rules)

Ot Kavoveg Awtnoiog tov Ileprpepeiokod Kévipov Awtmoiog tng Kuala
Lumpur 6nmg 1oyvovy and v 12.7.2012, emPdAlovv TV eUTIGTELTIKOTNTO TG
drontntikng dadwkaciog (Kavovag 12). Ilpofiénovy emiong 0t 1 dStGoKEYT TOL
ST TIKOD SIKAGTNPIOL YIVETOL HVOTIKE .

Av to. pépn dev £YovV e TNV CLHEOVIO TEPT SoUTNOI0G ATOPUGIGEL SIUPOPETIKA,
N Tpocdptnon pog dissenting opinion od TOV LELOYNPOVVTO OL0LTNTH GTNV Ol-
OLTNTIKY OmOPOoT|, EIVOL ETTPENTY. AVTO AVTOTOKPIVETOL KOL TTPOG TNV TPAKTIKY|
TOV TOKTIKOV TOMTIKOV dtkaotnpiov T Molasiog, Tov akoAovBovv to ayyAt-
KO mPpOTLO3,

Ot Kavévec Arorneiog tov DIAC
(Dubai International Arbitration Centre)

Ot Kavoveg Atoutnoiag tov tov DIAC tov 2007 tpofAémouvv OtL av T HEPT 0V
opicovV eyyYpAE®G S1OPOPETIKA 1} OV TO SLULTNTIKO SIKAGTNPLO OEV AMOPAGIGEL Ot~
APOPETIKA, OAEC O GLVESPIAGELG TOV SLOUTNTIKOD SIKOOTNPIOV eival HVOTIKEC?.
Eumiotevtikn eivot kot 1 S1dokeyn yio Ty £€K60on NG SloutnTiknig oamdeoonc?’.
To 0o Tov emTPENTOL UIOG ATOKAIVOLGHG YVOUNG Oev puBuileTan amd Tovg
Kavoveg.

322 Peter J Rees/Patrick Rohn, Dissenting Opinions: Can they Fulfil a Beneficial Role? Arbint 25,
2009,331.

323 Konrad/Hunder, atov Schutze, Institutionelle Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, Kommentar, 2 Auf. 2011,
IIl. Art. 26, Rn. 333. Konrad/Hunder, otov Schutze (ed.), Institutional Arbitration (2013), Art. 26,
Rn. 332.

324 “in camera”. BA. Jacob Grierson/Annet van Hooft, Arbitrating under the 2012 ICC Rules, An
Introductory User’s Guide, (2012),212 onu. 634.

325 ‘Eto, Klotzen, in Schutze, Institutionelle Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit, Kommentar, 2 Auf. 2011, X.
Art. 6, Rn. 6.

326 Apbpo 28 (3) tov Kavovev Avuwneiog. Bin. Conrad/Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), Interna-
tional Commercial Arbitration, Standard Clauses and Forms Commentary,(2013), §8. 8.49,353.
327 BA. Conrad/Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbitration, Standard
Clauses and Forms Commentary,(2013), §13.13.44,654
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Ot Kavoveg Atatnoiog tov Kévipov AeBvoig Awtneiog g Xrykamobpng

O Kavoveg Atinciog tov Kévrpov AteBvoig Atantnoiog e Ziykamovpng SIAC
Rules( SIAC)328, 6mwg 1oyvovv amd v 1.7.2010, TpoPrémovv, av dev opilovv
T PEPT) SLUPOPETIKG, TNV EUTIGTEVTIKOTNTO TNG SL0SIKAGTOG, OV TEPIEXOVY OUMS
pvOuULIoN Y10 TO EMITPENTO TNG amoKAivovsag Yvdunc?.

Ot Kavévec Awaitneiog tng UNCITRAL
(UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 2010)

O1 Kavoveg Artnnoiog g UNCITRAL eivan to amotéhespa epymdovg epyooi-
ag evog AeBvoic Opyovicpol mov dev eivar Kévipo Beopikav Awtnowmv330.
[opovsiaovv o daitepo evdlapépov, 6Tt dev avtikatontpilovy Tov VOUKd To-
MTIGPO KATOW0G GLYKEPLUEVNG YDPOG 1] OIKOYEVELNG d1Kaiov, OAAG gival oo
StodikaoTik®v pubuicewv mov pmopovv va gpappodlovtol o ad hoc damnoieg
oe 0A0 Tov TAavnTn. Ot Kavoves epappolovion dtav mpoketral yo pio ad hoc
dwnoia, n omoia dev €xel vraybei oe Kavoveg Atoatnoiog kdmotov Kévipov
Oeopkdv At otdv. Ot Kavoveg G1omovy Yo To BEHa ToV EMTPENTOV NG OTTO-
KAivovoag yvoung. I'a v andvinon kpicwo Ba etvar kaBe popd to dikano g

£6pag ToL SroTnTIKoD dkaocTnpiov®!.

To apBpo 33(1) tov Kavovov mpoPrénet 6Tt 6Ta TOADUEAT SouTnTIKE SIKAGTN-
pta n St Tikn amdeact Aappdverot pe mistoynoeio tov dtrtntov. To apbpo
34(4) opiletl 6TL 0 peOYNE®OV dtoutnTNG Umopel va apvnbel va vmoypayel TV
otoutnTikn amdeacn. Eival capég 6tL 1 dpynon vroypaeng SnAMVEL AGLUE®OVI
TOL HELOYNQOVVTOG UE TIG OEoelg e TAsloyneiag. Zopuepmva e to apdpo 34(4),
OTOV 0 JLTNTYG apVEiTaL Vo VTTOYPAYEL EKTIBEVTAL 6TV SLOTNTIKY 0dPAoT), Ot

Adyot dpvnong g voypaeng tov. Kpioyn tval og kabe mepintmon 1 and@acn
332

¢ mAstoyneiog.

328 Arbitration Rules of Singapore International Arbitration Centre (SIAC Rules). Ytopvnuotiopo
Ttwv Kavovwy BAn. twpa otov Schutze (ed.),( Hirth), Institutional Arbitration (2013), IV, (617-670)
329 BA. Conrad/Munch/ Black-Branch (eds.), International Commercial Arbitration, Standard
Clauses and Forms Commentary, (2013), §14.14.46, 689. (“The tribunals deliberations are confi-
dential”).

330 Yropvnpoatiopd tov Kavovov BAt. tdpa otovg Patocchi/Niedemaier otov Schutze (ed.), In-
stitutional Arbitration (2013), III, (1007 1249), Sophi Nappert, Commentary on the UNCITRAL
Arbitration Rules 2010: A practitioner’s Guide (2012).

331 Patocchi/Niedemaier otov Schutze (ed.), Institutional Arbitration (2013), IIT Art. 33, Rn. 617,
oei. 1200.

332 Patocchi/Niedemaier otov Schutze (ed.), Institutional Arbitration (2013), IIT Art. 33, Rn. 617,
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VIIIL. Zoprepdopato.

Ot amavtioglg mov didovTatl d1efvig 6To EpMTNLA TOL EMTPENTOD T®V dissenting
pinions mowiiovv.

To emTpentd NG KATUYDPLIONG LG OTOKAIVOVGOC YVOUNG OTIC OIKOGTIKES OO~
PAacelg OIKOGTNPI®V TNG OYYAOLEPIKOVIKNG OKOYEVIOG dkaiov eival amdppota
ToV €Kel KPATOVVTOC VOLUKOD TOMTIGHOD GTO TANIGLO TOV OToiov 1 apyn NG Ot-
apavelog oadpapotiCel opaivovto poAo kot eppaviletal, oe oYM LE TNV OVTL-
UETMTLON TOV EMPVAAGGOVY GTO POPANLLOL TOL SIKOGTIPLOL TN NAEPMTIKNG OLKO-
vévelag dtkaiov, g pvouiomn ampodcokonTn Kot PielevBepn. ETot 10 emitpentod g
amoKAvovGag Yvoung amoterel 6To TANIGLO TNG SIKOGTIKNG KOt TNG OOLTNTIKNG
TPOKTIKNG TOV 0yYAOSAUEOVIKADV Y0pdV Kot TV HITA tov Kavova, evd 6to mhai-
G10 TOV NAEPOTIKOV SIKAIOV Ol UTOKAIVOVCEG YVOUEG GE OIKOOTIKES OTOPAGELS
glvor Kotd kavova ovemiTpentes, (e AMyec eEPECELS OTIC OTOIEC GLYKATAUAEYETOL
kot M EAAGSa. T Tig S1outnTikéc amopacelg YiveTal TG EVPOMTOIKES YMOPES Ol-
GKPION OVALESO GTNV ECMTEPIKT SLOUTNGIO LE KOVOVO TO OVETITPETTO TNG OITO-
KAVOLGOG YVOUNG KOl GE amopAcels d1eBvoig dlontnoiag e KpaTousa Taon 10
EMTPENTO NG,

Opiopévor povo and to toug Kavoveg Awrtneiog pvbuilovv expresses verbis to
EMUTPENTO TNG OmOKATIvovcag Yvoung. Epunventikd yivetor 0pwmg supotepa amo-
dekt6 0T M ol TV Kavovov Alotnociog dev GUVETGYETOL KOl TO OVETITPETTO
™me.

H amokAivovca yvoun amockonel vo EIGKOUIGEL 0TV SUCKEYT EMLYEPTLOTOL
v pio SlopopeTiky] amdeacn and ekeivn v omoia Bewpel  TAglOYNQio ®g
opbn. Agv mpénet va £el WG GTOYO TNG TNV TALPOYN EXLXEPNUATOV Y10 TNV TPO-
ofoAn M TNV Gpynom avayvodpiong /eKTELEONG TG SILTNTIKNG amdpaong®®.

E& autiog tg peyding dwagpopomoinong mov mopatnpsital debvog Kot tnv
OVTILETOTION TOV EMTPENTOV TNG OTOKAVOLCAG YVOUNG KOl THG CLLTOPOLLOP-
10060 GUVOETOTNTAG TOL GUVETAYETOL, GUVIGTATAL GTa, LEPT VO puBpicovy pnTd
LE GOPNVELN TO EMITPENTO LE TNV SVUP®Via Tepl dtotnoiag. Avtd duceaiilet
TNV OOUTNTIKN aOQOCT KoL TNV EKTEAECT] TNG amd YPovoPOpeS, arkpiPEg Kot Gom-
NG éxPaomng SIKAGTIKEG STOUALYES.

oeh. 1201. (The majority should, in any event, have the last word)
333 "Etot kau ot Patocchi/Niedemaier otov Schtuze (ed.), Institutional Arbitration (2013), IIT Art.
33 Rn 617, cgh. 1201.



