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1.4 &

AASEERE B 43 I71e 39 FAARste Sdist shaA 1 9o =7kE
dAE WErEQ G Fo(regionalism)7t 7H&3 Ha Sle AFolth £ AHFHEE
(FTA: Free Trade Agreement)S 4102 3t X9FoE 19959 WTO AA| W o|F
o3 Fi=ln glon ol d FAl 20000l EolA ©]§ &8 JIPHT it
et AAS FTA &gz vig =4 243 22 glov e 7t S o
g vetel FTAS Fx5ta lolh AR AAFTe] FTA, 53] wZ3e] FTA AZ= A3
IR F e FAEAES A 71 gok fElveEt FTAE 53 4€ < 3le 9
ojutFolvt fEl7k Aslol & AR E AA gk &, ARFAEHAEe MG 79
9 Well A il A= T Fatel tis] AAk & JFES Fa glov] £
Aol o YREL Hutstd ExANA £31E dRS AF 2 EHE BAdsta Fa
2 FAAE B3 & YA AFAL wlEdEo] ok

oldl 3 -1l FTA AZAFF A & olf73tE B doFd ARE 59 shir} vz %
AA-=712E B-A ) A A =(ASDS: Investor-State Dispute Settlement)o]th. € ZE 227} £2}
FAF ARE AN 25E AV F de7t s HolA oAl B, FH] ui
8] Agdthe HollA FUNEF A9 & AL EUY A 2ok 53], fAYee
7 # A o2 BIT(BIT :Bilateral Investment Treaty)t} FTA 5 A FEF S Bol MZAz o} =
E 3% dtolA] ISDSs} 1 thide] @ FAR Rude d7e 2 durt dvn &+
et obge IFAFA FH NYPAFE=REL ISDS € FAA E59F Hoe dFE
9] A FALAH Do B AFE0IUT

gz B =RdMe A5A AR durse] v Tk dA st 3
FE AUR AT+ e AA ISDSe] #F AT furt =53 A2 A
FA¥Y o] ISDSE o|8How mAstm g ISDSO el Hu IAFE R FA
A Aol $83 FAA B isdedd, 544, st a9
W93, +8 T34 #d9 ICSID FARFALS WHelg EAsta old Wi AlAMA
€ ANt #d FrgIelu AAA, F7Id T @AAAA FF FTA AZAo|
FAEAALA B2 =8°] HAH FR

1) $evtEks 2004. 4. 1. §F - 23 FTA 2&, 2005. 4. 16. & - A7/I¥XE FTAZRES &4 2 714w, 2005.
9. 13. - FBARFEQER EFTASY AR 84 2 7hM, ¢ - o] FTAE 33 8|E&Folxn g - 13
A3 FTAE 84 A9 9.
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I. F2z2-=71 2R AAEASDS) ML

1. F22-57F S8 ZAAIRS] o9 ¢ £

FAA-Z7E RANBARE AT FARL SARAT FR 2A2 Agte] 3]
Ve A FARAT PHE AU FAAAE Soo] SohigATE B
oD diHoz TAFAYYE ATATANGE WAFAT FAG
2 Qste] yste PAS AdsE S50 At B goh 3 e FAY
BFBITS) % AAFAYHRTA)LS Fabaet B2 BAAE ¢4 I 529 3
4e ARen O gdel AAF A FAZ AVG ¢ UES e 292
ATk

FAA-T7} RANDARY B 59 AR, A, AT FARe 2PN} o}
9 93 S Aclel AF FARAT AYE JU2 FAEA ANE 8T ¥ 5
ke Aolch. oA Rzt zopld Pyl zevos dsel TR 4L 47
AQel A4 AdF FE Yz ¥eE F4Y 5 99tk 2o FRAAEAYA
BITYINHE 29 Fat Ajgle] A FARAT TS A2 AAFEE T &
e FAE vhsm Stk BA, FANAE FALA ddTE Aol AR, FA

>

Aol A el FAT} e Aoz BFAte Folth Aurdoz FAA}
o AN geiAE AT} glolol s w =

AA-T7L BANBA T gloides =
zo A 2e gloh UA, Fx}

o] b & gtk el

ol SJate] FAF} Y Ao HEY

FAF R A%o] QAL A5 Sof)

oy
&

o
P
jaleA

2. ZABHAIAZ & Fals} Talate] Ah

A FAH(international investment)et HA71QF o] FAGF] that A - 72 FHoqo o
7t AR Y Ee FEY Aol & IVRRH RARATZ odHE AL ofn
0i9) eiFelel TR Yael s EAge FAHE AT ATkO ol T A

2) e, “F22p-F7F EANAA T} AAERY B9, TRy @aza A%, , WA, 2008, p.526.

3) AN, FAA-TE FARYAAE L ARAAA A4, 2007, pd.

4) Won-Mog Choi, “The Present and Future of the Investor-State Dispute Settlement Paradigm”, Journal of
International Economic Law, 2007. 9, p.3.

5) Somnarajah, M, The Intemnational Law on Foreign Investment, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1994, p.4.

6) A58, TAAAE, , WAL 2001, p754.
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FAE Bl FARSY RARNTL AR olog st FAA dRAME A
A Az, A€ F5, AgAge] 14, 3 ?1 } grge 7321]7—‘1 o9& A
qdg & ga) FARXT dAAME Jlgeld B AWAFGEe A, A S
F4, T 28%E 2 A A T2 B3 z}%A AAERE 14@} F e
o2 3 Fatel W9} /Mde ICSIDY L] BIA 0% F8F 847 Ha Ut
%, ICSID ok AG=7 g ALz 39 Lo FAZFE A ST HEY B4
o AAg FHtzm ey 1 BFeA N8 84 A EAEA @ Bole
FANA AAE Zdetsta gok FARPRE T g A3 NS dAHeR F
Aol WeE HA siXste Aol
FAFER] FARA FAAbe AQLTH HALE EFIT FAAY FHLE B F
A2t BAEHY H4g e o] HeA ARE dddle F83 71Fe] 0w
gA AdQe FHoz FARFRI FARY FHE ZAAste JlEeR e AL
dutd ez e ATt F4EE fE=7Ee] et ¥9 BITA = ¢ A
T FAL o]Feq B A= 1 FAAR AFse A7 sled ICSDD 3
A252 A2 buelA AFE olF IFARAE Foke Y dBdA WAdHe ABE
ZAZ ICSIDE] FARFFIE FAAAZ ] gitke o2 ZstE stz 3lel BITS
ICSID EoF 7t $Eo] A= A7 Ut
HAFAAY] SRR YoM = F2 FAV He
Bdgoltt. ICSID FARFFE M9 72 w4
a3 Bddte AL Bo gtk

Wl MAT SA§H27ke

Ae
W &7 FARCE 4948

3. ZMFFIHA(FTA) AollA 3% ISDS

(1) &-w] FTA10)

g-u] FTAE dW¥dAizo] Bz e Exld tistd 3 =X E FosdA @) F
G- A T AW AR} APl AYIAY fAsE X 28n b) LAY
TE AW YR AYriFo R e ARS YAt v R Ho] AHFAY
A 2Xgatt #3351 dn WA, HIFoe 99 HLd$-7] F(minimum
standard of treatment)o] Wisle] FASHA ZABEHA WE TASD ZHI of-H(fair

7) John H. Jackson, William J. Davey, Alan O. Sykes, Jr., Legal Problems of Economic Relations, St., Paul,
Minn, 1995, p.85.

8) Brewer, Thoma L, The Global Race for Foreign Direct Investment, Prospects for the Future, Stockholm:
Springer-Verlag, 1993, p.181.

9) Champion Trading v. egyptA}Z}, Hussein Nuaman Soufraki v. The United Arab EmiratesA}7.

10) -7 FTA A11HEFAD A1E AlL1E A3E, A1L3ZE, A114F, A1LSZE, A1LeZ, AILTE
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r“°

and equitable treatment) 9} ZE-F K59} ehM o] F(full protection and security)E EFA|7)
I glew FAstn THI UE AlTste dFE AAY F2 HEAAL FEE Ay
Aol Ao whel Pl RIAL e HYA AdAztd glojAe FolE RsA| ok
g A FIVE ¥t FAH sz Sk

n)'

(2) -4 FTA

B A A-Aste] dPAtRel Fald EE FAA dete] AgsAY fAse
ZAZFag AFstn QIA1022 A13)) 3k-1) FTASH 7ol HAd9-7]Fd st Al
Al Fa2 MEAAA TAE Dol wel P} DAL B PyE AgEsje] glejAel
BeE FA8A ol oRE zFFTtE 7L itk

(3) I-A7IEZ FTA

@-0] FTAS hbb] 2 g yel 235k st Patio] SA% Tt Txjol Hheto]
AdelAt fAete 2Anw AFsn YRA1022 ALY HANSAZ et
TN TRE USE ATY ATE P4 AR EE 9H dnabdel Holg
AatA oF ARE TYVGE FHL T Uth E 7 FAEe FAR B
F7etn doigel Yol WA % PR 23 BE 579 BIW ol Ux
ABole) B2 et g A AR FARA Rolshe peuct BelsA
P $E AF A dolN B PAE FARIA PAdtkn kel Aol
o 2ol ol AT FAAAA WEH S 2D SWs| FRIHR ek

N -{11 o

4. FAFAEA] HZ2AA

(1) SAFAEA=L H2 7%

ATFAAG} FAFA ] FARAS 54 F7be SubdS B aldshe A
BL AR EAsty] W] FAFA ] T8 ‘jﬂiﬂﬁ’i“'”) 7k ARIzEe] &
o] vlFo]l HA A wat BApae] dibg kR dte FAAEsE F8sH) HA

AP B ALACO)7E LA o] 192230l ARIZES FA MRS Meldr] s ¥

1) BE RAA ohIT ARk & AN APERIE A=A ARHQ BAE ) Y 947 E
oje) g,

12) LHH“J—% E2 4939 wyen mn FARATY TWHE BE FARGE FARATY AP
A9l WRAA} S5YoR SHTALE o) AFe] 0@ T, AW FALAT Syl
ASAE A% ) BAs) WEBAD At A AAN A ARE B A AT 5 gl T

B Aue HANAIRE] 57 AlHEm, by A4 EAGAA Aot sl Fupgelel steiet
= FARAY B2MA9 BAY 5 A4sn o
13) Schultsz J.C, Van Den Berg, The Art of Arbitration, Dortdrecht: Kluwer Law International, 1984, p.175.
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3 25718 Y (International Court of Arbitration)o] 19653 H]AY} ZF3oA | &
dA9E B3l 37k} AR EA7EA #EsHA HUh

19653 34 18Uo] ZAFH 3 1966. 10. 14.0] HFE F7}9} g I7p T FA
EAd] &3 ¥ K Convention on the Settlement of Investment Disputes between States
and Nations of Other States)ol] 2j3] ¥z} hE Atz Z9Izle] ExzHE LA
WE 2L 24 TE A9 sl siZste %A T4 45 2 A (nternational Centre
for Settlement of Investment Disputes: ICSID)7} Aggozn £ P AL=7te /AN
2 Jlgel the AFRE YUz ICSDe] RS ARG 5+ A sl A TA
B3 E 3 FAEANEAEEANY 715S FRsHA =HJTh9

o5d el BITIX & ICSID ko) wal ICSID A= 248 RAE FAsn
Itk =@ 54 2719 23 ¥ UNCITRAL FATACN we 34 w& 243
FA718e FAZ A2 AE 18 B Utk

(2) ICSIDe} FA)

D) #gsd

ICSID #& o1& ICSID EeF A25% A18 A1z FAH Utk F, ICSIDY] FA)
g AFH] HdiMe Y A5z Ade] B AA, BAIANAE] FE RS
ICSIDol| 3 HE3l7]2 MB Fosta EAl, FAldlA APH o2 AT HETS 4ol
of 3t AA, LHBAAIL Foke] A Fzololof st Fue thE Atz el
of vk 59 8% BT FEHolof 3tk ¢ A 8o FAHE Aide
ICSID AMF=& B3l Aldel didt #3do] gloke o2 FALAES ARG, 24,
AL 25 AgzolAY BF FAAR] -9 ICSID #¥o] nXA| o} F
AxAo] ARH) ICSIDA BT + e FAQ dide P A Idstn
At 2 Ao AR e ¥ AT 2L o dAY FIo B ERLS
vk o2 ICSID FHeore] A4 el &34 ofdch. &, A4 £ AAZS o3z 2
2 T3t ol9e FET FHAE EAL tiido] ofYth

2) FAE%

ICSID ZAE 434 she BARE ARIANA FAGIe) ARH Felo) 37,
PAAHA S BEE ¢ D AR, ZTAAS NN FANHAE ABselok BTk
ARZAES AFE Al U@ ANBL AR FAT, SARAA 2 2o P2

14) 13, T=AYL , YWEAL 2000, p.633.
15) g Az, A2z,
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Fel £Ao] ICSIDY) BAAE x| 4RE B,
GAA Lol FAel Mo BHS ARSAU FIAAT} DAE 71710 ol gl
2% 4%, ICSID $golalgle] olge B8 AR Lwe] a4o) we) of
23 2A0¢ Astelol Boh1) ofey AH F AFSHAU S FA)
& @ARE AT £UP AL YA W
Aol WelA7] Aol sl o8 BN TAAEo|
£ A8 2 WAAU A el eyl gt el
#3440 HgAzag ek Ak

ICSIDAA Weldl FARA B G2 R Aol el AR

rk(l Eo{l

3) FARA] F&

ICSID & A52%ol= FAWEFol s Heid FARY S HaEA) e 73
st itk FARF ] HAAME AA, FARPEIL AdE] FHEA FddE H B
A, FARYFIE 2Rl B3-S Pad Bojythe A AR, FAACAA HH3 2ol
AT A YA, Z1EAQ HAAE S FosA wteiiths A oAlA, A B
BolFE BAIBHA & A Solv

TARPHLAAGA7E FeEW ICSID 2940418 AL AU FolA 3919 FA)
AE sty 5HAIE AR FARES N FAUAL SEA LI oA A9
W BABARE oY BAYFAIRY 24 Irb IRlololw oF Hrt

SABGl HEHH FoF A52E Aego] o3l 7L 2L TARY R 28 o
€ AR Wed w7 JPBE + glod g AR FES *“'ﬂv}. gl
AL O BARRY 23 Wt A2 FARYFA A FAS AHS ¢+ Uk
é, SARF ) AR} HadE AL PASL 2AALE A A]Z}sﬂo]: o gl

&ad BFole AsrE TR TR Aol FALNE AMY S Aok

16) o ABBX(FATHR L TA) APFIAo] A 522 EX ¢22E 90|t}

17) Yot A30%, A38x.

18) &4, “SAFAL AN ZAEH Y] Axel B3 A7, "EIPpRAES =R, aagsty, 1991,12, p.119.
19) 7&%*’3, ‘ICSID] & FAFARANE”, "HeaAete =g, o)3toixiehsti, 2001, p.23.

20) ot A53% A1k

21) ¥k A4z A1

22) gor A2z A1

23) @< A56x A6
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. $xp=t B A2 QA ICSID FAHA A 24

1. 2= B399 s

FARR A BAA B5E AT g AAE Baxyge st ok ol
ZYE T WIS, HIAF0¢, T FHE3 U, B fle 7854, TR
2xzgel B ATEo] URE FARYAAZA ThEoiAn Sk

W= o) -$-(national treatment) 2} 3 &) o} $-(most-favored-nation treatment)i= E5F &)=
A ERAE ARAoR dse AL PG Ag weFESl WIAGSE
TAFe] AEE FA e FOZ GATTY WTOA Agd 5L AFd A A

2 44 929 9E HFA FAA) B B esh vng LA FE Bgelk
28, FAZULE AFA FAR U@ A3F FAE BE deuc HEHA o
$8 34 2¢ AL UL Yo BE PR BE AT TRt vwg AU

o
o
QL
K
ol
ot
et
=
Ho
S
E.
2
2
E.
5
o
g
0
fr

i
&
2
fir
H
3
e
oy
L
ox
S
N
N

s &
e €524 AFH gtz 3 WEE F2 APEAT S #Hsl AESY sith o
gy A2 FAEAAA FAREE= FHn FHE difel g 2 WEd HeE &
thste] a4, H&3tx glem olg B FAFAT TS AA 3= Al St
s ok SR FHE dte AZ Eo AV HI AFE o WEF deivt
BEHA FHEAA = 23Ut

4~8-(expropriation)?)-2 2] A 4=8(direct expropriation)¥} 7Hd<=8(indirect expropriation)
oz FEYL & Utk FHEF L B FARFC] Afele vnd ALHA FEsio
FARGFo o] BN A I Aego] ok ofd whe] HHFE] Aol
€ FAARY FAdSH AA Ras] gEd Be e $d Fololth o
< FARFAEE EW, FARFEE QAR It #ARESS AANARA HF+E
o #gety] A 7EE thh A &M, HEslm ok

Of

2) 58 FT7PE ALY Aol 27 WBeAY o Ao b 4T TG HAE 4
e Aol 3BE RAYS selol Brhs Aol AW QT gtk
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2. Wulehs 93

(1) FEA) == x}9)25)26)

1) Marvin Roy Feldman v. ®lAl = A}7A27)

AHRJAL vIFdA Ful g Fhste] WA o Bojste Fo3|Atolt) wAFoN &
AR Ol FAtet lE AAAe] FAG A A7 B AFHFS wol gont
0F AFEF ALIAD XY IR Lo} g wR ) FAAEL AFVFL
Asse wn doe olg uFvae 43S Ava zAgn T

FAWYFE AHAT WA= GAL Pablanorlh sl ALl Sol glol ELAR A}
AEsdd FARAEE AHQ

o}y

2
Aol givta AT & = Aol g apgel deA
€ 19973 109, 119 ¥ @ < AF8FS 2 gtz olrl 199%. 6.5 1997. 97}
A BEEE AFe oA dEEigE AAE 2ot Pablanoile 9 717HESE HFL—%
EE @aigvhe AMS QFsda wE A i 19989 FHIE ¥l ¥ £
d 2% HLsg oy Pablanorlol Al HalAQ A dHm S2S 37} &) = A}
Ax st mEd FARYFE ol AR ulFe] WAR FARE IU FF
737 A Q] PablanoAtel 4171 SALE AP o ol NAFTA A|11x28739] o7
€ etatditia B s

25) S.D. Myers v. AUtk Az 414212 PCB HZEE AUDERE nl=3 e38lo]09) 29 FFoE F£¢
atod Hels gk vt ARI) PCB #7129 tin] 5 2R, AHAe AHAT AADA g
T At dAE B3Ey) 918 o2 NAFTA A11022¢) Y= $ % ulsiginin T"J?F}?&‘:}
Yt A%= PCB AZES tinj4E FIAE vt gAld daliE HedE Reg o] ofny 4
ol 4L doly BFolel: FEEWAAN HFIeE & gon A ANFERES BIE] 919
Folgx shastgch -a-ZH«T‘lr%i%’-‘: AUt A PCB #H7|E AHIAEE 93t e A gAQ
Chemsecurity 9} Cintecol2hz A& wadidos Bgm, A3<2lo] o|F Fals Al s AAAAd )
Aew g o5 YAt 5”3%’- FEE AR AN FEFAZANE AR Zesigy Wa g)
At ok FARAEE Ao JEe) PCB 31]7]5—4 ol eEEAzAE AUt AAE BaEs) 943
I=E 7 Aoz Ry wabd WSt ¥ ¢utsignin sgstach

26) International Thunderbird Gaming v. HAl3 A}A: ’\‘1’3 o1& AlYatgdol] EAMEE AUt sALE, HA| 3ol A
ADIHE 257 st A Fgel FAY AT Yo JelN FEHEA] AAm WFERY £
A AR AR AN 99 Atk AHAL 27 EAA AYAGHS 2hEE o)F o
Aa AR A Aol AHEFHE AV Az HS uke Aojmz Za] 27 EAY gE AHe] dge
A e L AUt AHAL WAz AR JAFAFHL oFRaA AU FUT A shelA
Yt HAE FAAELS dUE ALt Yok WU g FAt FANALE 243
ol g A AL A GNE ARE ANE GAS T I8 A WaME 598 232 3
SR I Abdatel tiE ddAg HES 4F Zapl A Folry IWo] AsHUT AAEA
AAGAAR H2F 8P 2XE AT AL oPdm Bm AAIL WEUWS 9 FAg AFEA
@tk

27) Marvin Roy Feldman v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/99/1, 2002. 12. 16.

28) NAFTA A|1102Z(=0$) A13 : Each Party shall accord to investors of another Party treatment no
less favorable than it accords, in like circumstances, to its own investors, with respect to the establishment,
acquisition, expansion, management, conduct, operation, and sale or other disposition of investment.
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2) Pope & Talbot v. 7]uich Apz429)

AL AUtilA AALE £9ste nIF7Ides AVt AEAE AN o=
Aoz FYstd 72E & F gujstn YUtk A Ve vEFFE A5A
293 #Hsle] FFE AUt o] Yol wE} Avtie vFoRE FE}E AEA
o sl 48 AEE ZFste B AN £EAE EHEAC AFAL ol F
8 2 $2A0AE A8 FHE 9 A9 Avtie g2 lFe] FFAAA 424
EFE F AoE ol I FE FEtE At ti@ AHEX A Esti NAFTA
A1102z2] WY $-E AWt Zolztn F4HT

oldl Wg FARHRE vwAIAES YA AAAH vw 7Hsd W= AR
' 1 Ade AUt gA7E opdEk AFRE diidel o e 50070 o339 Aunt
QA7) vlmwhdolgtn ARsT olE JAY vlwshd AHAL B dF-E T2 3l
A gohm ddstEA AFe] F4E AF A F3doh

(2) Apel 24

929 £ EAE 4AT W, BARAT] TAYFAM AFA FAR B
AR PG A% Wtoz WINAS 94 AR Aok WIAGSS 93
SR FAo] tistel WZRe] Hla) ARHA HE A Rolo} Boke LA TR
Aoz o AxdAel AYA AL WINAS A ANL BYSE J1ETF T2
A % SAjo] U@ Madgelsa & 4 Utk

FABARE NIAUSO] Belo] Bt J1EoE UPE NAFTA A110229 3
43 gAstn ok 3, FAVPEE 394 AEAGEL AA WIAAS A Bk
2 Utk R WA BAE uadde BFeE e %A T4 EE FAY vad
ol He URT FAR Eb Tt FAHCE T EE FAUAE 2HsE Aol
% % AAE Al ¥ 99 T4 BE FAS I TR Ee FA4 2
Apgol EAFEAE AR A AARE 1A Be7t AP A YD
ARl eA Bl ek, 1@ AEH deE APAT BY B Aol JeAE A
Esigc.

W2ARSE AR AT FAA B Tl @ vlamigel He WF T4 % ¥
A &, Z0Y MRS ZRRE BAZ FARA Yelde) Aol HAn e A
@ %o shbolch Pope & Talbot v. Frkeh ARBONN FARYRE WAV 9]
32 e AANE A2 B Ee FAd U@ AY EE AR I

29) Pope $ Talbot Inc. v. Canada, UNCITRAL, 2000. 6. 26.
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eHI e g W= TR e FAge Hlart

A TEE AN EE BAX ddelM gFdta g WET Faxte $a7t 2
Ot Aotk & FARY R v adAs St A va sbed W= A
Qg 470 A9 At JA7} ohde e A gl 5007 ol AAvket At Wl

dgolekn AgadM AQde WIuo o] BP APA S WL YA goka A
Aslm A1 FA4L 71zhstg)

22 Feldman v. A5 AR N SRR e 133 vaddoz g 2
A%} Bujol HE wfr. 195 GHsm AN FRoh A4 BAE AEos R
o WFR S ke Atk 9 F A MRS 910 gwrlEeR
40 AE 97 A4 AE N ges $99 A9 EE BA4 994 dE 5
B2 WA FARE B 29S¢ + Aok

—_—

mlo

\

3. A5+ dF

(D FA8A A4

1) ADF Group Inc. v. USA A}FA32)

OlgoA e FHE AUAFE Xddel 1422 ALTAE AL v AAE
AL 2 Bt oL tulZEH(Buy America Provision)S T3 itk AAge sk
AR mFd ABALE Fa AR o] IAke WA Yol Tl e AP FALA §)
=3P FJagch AHAL NFE ARE JRAoR AEAES @ FHE OF
WA NAFTA 711032 HaZ0 9238 Agaact 2, A3 olZ-Luho} %
AR A2z A3 a), (0)39e} vlF-dAaEY ol FAFAFY A2x 33 b)ME A&
SHAA AR A FH 3 g 2 $dg BE 9 ekARA o 7ot Hodxm ol e H
Aol 2= NAFTA A1105%9 HAr|Euee 7egeE =dd oo dxo)gla =33}
Aot

ARG AT 2Y8E 5 U FAEHY Rozxge d8she Aol 7be
stehal 1SRGt 22ivh NAFTA A|1103% o) $o w2 BA-2 NAFTA #1108
Z(FE F de) AT FRreEe] Afede Lol wiAdoky S Slo] o

i

31) Marvin Roy feldman v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/99/1, 2002. 12. 16. H<¢to] @3 FA.

32) ADF Group Inc. v. USA, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/00/1, 2003. 1. 9. 5]»’5«4;“

) vl-euiilel FAFARY ARE AIF @ 2 ATHE BE Aol o] WAL I o)
g 2% 9 obdg Rojdtojof 3lu, ofd Hfolx AW A EL?LQ‘” FEEGE B s
A 0}‘4%3}- () 2 Adxe i 9o Fabof tiF 3, £%4, DEigt HE 3o
IOAPEAR Wy o g olF #Edl M= ohHh

34) vlE-of 2Bt AR A2z A3E (b) 4 A ojyd AT Fxiol Wi A, &4, 74,
olgolv} -, HE, T T APl el Bgelstn AP Yyo R olF dEdide ofyHr)
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Ade ol FRagel Awsol AHAY AAZUHT AW FYE wolBolA Uk
oo ARle AAITUS 2Pl g 96S AFeb] SOt zRAG Bl
AT 7t 4454 gong 4A HASUE AN Bk Lt

2) Emilio Agustin Maffezini v. Spain A}713%)

of2dElY AU AAQA Maffezini= 2#|Q1e] ZejAlot Ao setAFe] A4t 2
wilE A% J19e APseln sty Bo] TAsAch A ok2dEl v 2w
Ztel FAFAFEA AozoE FTAFAE WA Ase 94 TUEdel A2dto
187040l BA#H7 Fox AHA F& AT FANH] sMesivtn Fsn Utk
Maffezinit= ©|2{3 FolE SH3L7] 93t ol2AE -2 b FAFARA A4z
THE JaA= 2o wet Ul A2 da glo] uE FAFALY ] 7Hsst=
F A da-20d T FAFARFC 28 EAANEA2TS 2AS SAFTANY
< stk

FARFHE o ARIF 2L ol Aol UM MaffezinidAls 2#U-Ae 3t
FAFAFEH Y BRAANZZTE 988 & Y3 ICSID| ARAE A5 A 23
Heol E4S AZI¥ dart gl #4515 c)360

(@) A EH

HeAZee) 9He 9 T A vhel A3T FAAL FA} vE o
2T BelA e U$E Roldvhe e GATT ol ¥ Ha=ul$ 299 384
of AU HAZUS 2Pl UF FHAN TrU A$WAE FAREG 73
e Aot Wgel BUue] A B AT Aolrk Utk old@ FH ThR
oz sl HATYeo BE FARYel FUHA P 4 39 shbt ¥z 9
t}.37)

g2 FAWPAAE FAF0S 292 B AAH R52ge 288 F A=A
del =del YAtk WY FAVPRE HATUS 2] ARH Brage Byl
delE Aol Yok AL ANNIE AAThW tiREe] TATARA AZDANA

35) Emilio Agustin Maffezini v. Spain, ICSID Case No. ARB/97/7, 2000. 1. 25. #A.

36) ¥ A9 FARARE iz 23E WA FHFANAE HHIZu$ 3o AT gleo] &F sME 4
At FE SEtEA HIYIU S 238 AL nEslodol & FoAlgdez A, HEIusy ¥
Ae FF BAol Aol st E4, HHZUS 2L § 237 € 5T dAEAY 59
HFe Aol St TAT HEHthe TEAT] U2 (ejusdem generis principle)ell A 7F &= Al
A, I 7L Fozde) AAzAczA 9 Al FFAALE Fad AR HEEH
A ¢ g1 & A G

37) Report of the International Law Commission to the General Assembly on the Work of its Thirtieth Session,
(1978) Yearbook of the International Law Commission, A/CN.4/SER.A/1978/Add.1(Part 2) and Most-
Favoured-Nation Clause, Yearbook of the International Law Commission, 1970, Vol. II, pp.201-213.
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£ HAa 98 442 A9 Belsle] Agao] gou A2 AW ARldA 23
FO$ 29 BRNRAANE 488 ¢ dtkz AFeA =] BASAT o
B AR 2go] BANAAANE 489 ¢ AeAsh Bdske] PR A
& At Al @sheE Al R Yol AW R aat gl

9 Maffezini Aol HaAZS 2o 0@ 24 4L D Simens v. o}
AEY AWAE G o] HThO 9] Maffezinish Simens T Al FAwPe] 2
B 4R SN wdtel Hn ol ¥k HAFOSE BANBIAANA B8
Ao wold: ¢ Anx FHANTh ol F AATUe rlEd AaARe de F
ARBAN JI £ Wk QoiD o FABYAE 2tk AVAQ He
& RS of AR H2PYL AL
Italstrade S.p.A. v. Jordan APZA4DE 5 &= 9ith

ol AHde FAAFFE AT S2Po] BAYNAE P HHo2T 489 F 3=
7 AESTE B ARel SARH R Maffezini AL FABA F7F A g FoAHg)
%= %?L‘TSP"’ AA Ae=d-8 2384 94 X A5 AR HAEAH 9
ol dig EAEE o8 F dda $8 AE BAEEL g AR B
ARz €] 'E‘Zg% Maffezini AFdFe= th20hs 24 ool FHlFdl¢ 23s EANER-A
of AgATIE AL AR

= T Plama Consortiom v. B7ke}o} AN EARAAAANA a5

i

2,

38) Technicas Medioambientales Tecmed S.A. v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/00/2, 2003. 5. 29. 4.
ARS FARARE P £FAEEAYG B olfB AL WorgAaEEe] WA FelE
ool & al4lAl Apgtelgta A He=ulS 23S 58 FhR Ll AL QAT FARARE
ke AZER A BRF Fobo] PAAHQ AGE wzA] FFAbEtel g9 AH JFo
Z&o] AgEthe A& WAstoltt 1 o] BFo] Bl FAHoR FAEA && AL FoF FAA
=0 Fefrt §lA &L o FAEojof gtk wEla olefgk WHol £ FAHES IS A&
of MAHE AT wotoh wrin WAL

39) Simens v. Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/02/8, 2004. 8. 3. &0 #s ZA

40) Simens Abz1o)| A Maffezini *}74*} pRVHA R ol 2 E Y-S 7 % 54@ ol FALAL 371 g
A olzAElY UM 18190 EASANNE TR Fn alu} Simensi= o}#& AAz20E 37
7] A8 = =3, %%ﬂ‘ﬂ FAANAA A TN AAY oot YPEE FAT of2
eI e T SARAEA ] H4g TN ’-ﬁxﬂ'giﬂ A& ok FARAF = Maffezini ARzl
A R FARARY AR oAE Zo] FUA oleid EAHA WFFA digk 2L TP
A AFet glE BEe dFFoln oF Fxpaiel Fxjol izt gif-o AR Feoly HIHFU 2¥¢E
B AT 5 e o)) AR-Folr}, olEjd AEBL Maffezini AbANA FAdge A3 A
sk

41) o] AR AARIR) ojgelel AL FAFAFHA Wt FAANHEL FAAT FARARYE A
¢ 2ARAAA] 4asE AL AdeA A AR, olPeel 22w FxPEAF P 2
Aoz el WA BAL Ao FAE TAFH AR 3 REor grkn BWE FAsI YTk 2
205 1 FARAY AT a2p-vlagke] FAFEAYY Ao 1CSIDe) g FANH

o] 7}%%‘—% %‘”51 A1) ICSID gk FANH S F3esly) Hste] a=Zc-olgdEo} dAFAEA

e A8dte FAQNAE 59t Salini Costruttori S.p.A. and Italstrade S.p.A. v. Jordan,

B/02/13 2004. 11. 9. #of| TE A, 2006. 1. 31 BA,

AT Alo|Ze| Bl or b °E1H~XP?§” < BA AL JAJTh L F Ao

g

1

_{

r;mg

ICSID Case No.
42) o) AL oA
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71E9 HE&EAZE AA3 A o] AR FARFRE HFAS J1EH BEE
F 7R Bd & AR, FII0E 2FPo] dife] BE Rop ALHEA A, old
5= 271kt AZE vE IAFARRY ERAEAAE A eeeA] B A
Edgth AA FARHEE HIAINE 2P Alo|Za-Brlelol 2 FRFAEA ol
w2} ICSIDe| EAE AZlsted s Fo& 3 Aoz A & gk AHsAch
5, TAVF T Maffezini AFz13} Salini AldelAe] HIZWHE vigstHA F 7kx @&
HellA ol#E AASAE AR, FAY 71EH AAzDe FAREY FATdTS= &
< AxsEA “SWgdAY FAEAMAY o2 g FAFe s HFstool e AE
FEstEA vl ZYE Aotk FRAFAEF AA UM FAZAE I ARl
FAFARR A LT FALAY i T Astn FAAL ol s9EHE FA
o7t AEE. ATl 7 Q8o 93 A 3Kincorporation by reference)® & WAoo 2
AU AR HE oo i) o4le] AF & A m FHA HEFul¢ 27
= 5% 4&o dig) F3H A E ANEHAT EA, ol EAHZARA o 38
A 2Fs7] A% ARAR HFol APhe FE A F, FARFRE ] AF
AgA M e UNCITRAL SAE A8t th2 FAFAYPH e ICSID FAE 74
3ta vk oW Zlo] f 3 el wHESHA “HEAIUS 2FL At FAAt
7b Z12EgolA A s ePdrhe =g W3] FEstn JA ¥E @ HIAZuS =
FE T3 tE FAoA FHsn e AR TE R EYNEAEAE Q8FoEN
Az F Uk A A

4. A% FHE A+

(1) FAFA A=l

1) Metalclad Corporation v. Mexico A}743)

AU vI=3AE WA oM AZIEAARIE 8 T4 RY $US T YA
ol Fedolgts AIAE Ayt Miﬂlﬂ Ao da) Tt 2 WA
2 FERF AASE Wl FA Fu ALEAE AHEAATE AU ALEAS
Bk AL FAREIE AS YA Slo} FHAJol B NAFTA A11052(F

EE‘lé-%ﬂEP} Ao FAFAYANME T8 B 2AT FAZ AZE 5 dn 29 Al hsiA
= ICSIDY ZABIAL AT YA tty. agn JHF 23S 2+ Aok e Agiub Aokzo] Exia}
7} T FA i3] A3E R @ Fel did Rt Bl gi¢-g stdMe ohldrin A
AT AHAL o] HIHFS 2ol AT Fel BAY BE PAYL ICSID AL F Y=F
3 Ad=-ErtEol 3 YAFAPAE 94389 FAHNYE &k Plama Consortium Ltd. v. Bulgaria,
ICSID Case No. ARB/03/24, 2005. 2. 8. T&oj} 23t ZAA.,
43) Metalclad Corporation v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/97/1, 2000. 8. 30. 4.
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A7) ths) NAFTA AE3 944 2
FH8s BEAT AdRs FAA

A AL0SEAN WY HorE0S 9T A¥E PAYGD Bkeh oo Wt F

2) Methanex v. USA A}7144)
AHAL AUt 71 e vaeg Aikstd e Bisted em gich AEY

o F#RRE sl A/ MIBEY AH8S FAshe 2AE #Asidch o MTBEY
FURE WTLRA MBS ANsE AHAL Aol BAL welth Axde e

!
Fuol YR 2AE WFAS BIskn UL ] AP 22 oW AE

al
FARARE AR Rl FUS TR A, HPA AE ge HIH BgE
2 Q5 5 A o] AAINE TABEE 4 A
$ ooz A3dE we AuF 27 YAn WS B Dol
= ieke A vimste] Aol Urkn ¥ 4 givkn FRSRA 434
o
o

=)

b

AN THY UtE B4 oM 9% SANE FPSHL IR T 9%
g ekl Ao we AN tUd YA FRST dNT $U8 89 &
Usol g AL ohit#) 53], 42 NAFTA #esh Bustel e =g ¥z 1
=2e TH%a THE BT WET WA ANT A ohiW TABSY ¥ 9FH
t HarEeo 2 A9 =

7} gt Ao
A FAREA AP FAE T ZHeE oo #3k ) &2 Waste Management Inc. v.

Mexico AF4N31} Tecmed Medioambientales S.A. v. Mexico AF7148)S Zajx] Al Ed,

3)

2

44) Methanex v. United States of America, UNCITRAL, 2001. 1. 15. &3
2005. 8. 3. FHRAH(NAFTA).

45) Noillard= “FH3AT TP 99 7)FL FARANN Tsa gk RS P O TR A4
Fepoll Mo BARE FEbr] A% 22y a4z FAgrh TS THE USe 939 g4 FA
BARY #HAHE S LA ) P. Juillard, “L’evolution des sources du droit des investissements”,
Recueil des Cours, tome 250, 1994. p.83.

46) HA715 ¢ YA (minimum standard of treatment)o]g F T L 9]l TExpxatol Al FAPHAA ARE A
YubE e A4 Fosteol gt 4L 2T F, o=dde] U@ g2 F&3E TARSY A9
Mder =7b7b e} Hohd #@agz) Adagle] 9=d® 2 Aitel] did] die o EFslojol ¥ Hi

@) 9458 B

| B3 A3, 20028 7. FERA,
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BE A7t Aol Roln AHoz B ¥ B 2dm AdHoln FAAA
s Hol AL AFHQ] WAL ¥4 AL, AEE GRS AT s AHE op)
2 Ax2 Pdxe] 2Zo] BAY A% 5o sk FARelA JaE oG el
£ 2HST 29E Ut FaE Aoz ¥ 4 ok AE AN Yok

ae o] AarlEUee Q71 D] A7 J%Elt— #74 Zo| shit 1926
do] 27 Neer APW)OIE} Neer Abdol M A@iE FREAZL #2712 e Ao
2 sy FadE FraAst aRugAY adddAY IR dxgoz BAg
A RE AGAY AVPE wolE ABE DU 5 9 Axe TAAA D4
2 nAe dgel g A% AgHE Aoz A¥stdc g FPsn TR o
£ 92U 3 A dial AR w2t AE H271Z9 i 222 Ao
STk el I FAVYRI} o] J12E WA A¥HE BYS WA Be =VE
o7l ST AF NAFTA A4RAALHs} o8 AR =2 F =S e
AN A S BE)E k50

39, 30 AL U$E WA s dPelE TABEY) Edsle A2
NEos AF ol ohiet YA, e PP AREL TP ZE ¥ T
AR WAEE skl WA ANEAY 2E FAHsn 3RS o
Moz A3etn Yok Mame FAd @ FHtn THD U dWY wE P &
Auge 49 47 AT 2w 59, FHHL TP der A2FUS
Ss EWAoln 3l FYYARY QY AAL /128 Fof A0S B2
7] g A2 lERes SN Qe AR o
FAWPRE B IR deE WA A Ao

47) Waste Management Inc. v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/00/3, 2004. 4. 30. Z 23,

48) Tecmed Medioambientales S.A. v. Mexico, ICSID Case No. ARB(AF)/00/2, 2003. 5. 29. #A.

49) United Nations, Reports of international Arbitral Awards, 1926, IV, p.60. o] ApAL u|=A {7} Paul Neer
e Bt AARE JUE oA =3FALe] AL Paul Neer: HAZAAH 359
o 2 4ol m3AG: TFe A2 AR AAAE Slasten] 3} A2t dens S
4e selob drkm FAAATh AAE AR FFo] WFAUL YalF AEL Tetatn Hushiy
A Aol 1 AAZ =)o) &r& SARE ALIEE A0 AL ohie BHAAL,

50) Ak AE AL FRY 4SS TAUY AL FUPel Fahel HNstelok drke A7t throl
oh Mot Am FHF USE AT AR FAH 71 Fe) met 2XY T8 PAgvin 4
319031, (Mo, Some Aspect of the Australia-China Investment Protection Treaty, Journal of World Trade Law,
No. 3, 1991(25), pp.43-80.) Kohona® F 59 UA5AFARENA AT Y IFAH b AIFsin
TR Y= FAEA HA7|E0 ALste W& weictn 319 2 ) (Kohona, Investment Protection
Agreement: An Australian Perspective, Journal of World Trade Law, 1987(21), pp.79-103.) Sacerdotiv= “AH %
A 5 A TR FEE dfe 2e FABRSY VIFEd o mR3gern G
Sacerdoti, Bilateral Treaties and Multilateral Instruments on Investment Protection, Recueil des Cours, Tome
269, 1997, p.347)..

51) F.A. Mann, British Treaties for the Formation and Protection of Investment, British Yearbook of International
Law 24, 1981, p.244.
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5. &

(1) ZA A A} 8]52)53)

1) Metalclad corporation v. Mexico ARz

AR CFENE AEAANGE Ae) ANz edolzhe IAE Asshn
271 AYAEE AFstgod gAm FHRIL AMNE YWFA gm Ak

HEAA TR APt ALEAS Weta olgdt 2Ae Fod APt FgtAch

FAVYRE NAFTA 4 Fgolt BAGAT0 A0 sk TAAe] AAAS
FRIAALY M2 olAsE A Lol Yulan JeAols AHH Ao o B

=3
B3 oloo] Pt R oPdAFE LFARRH

SR ohjzh FARAZE JalAE e

AR EE YD RRAN Ao s} FFAA AR AAH olelel ol gL e
EAE oplete Aol olgel Y@ edd, $uA BYE TPEvkm EA HA=
FRR A4 BHshst AARAAT g R ALEA BY2AE FAFE AT

3 ARt

2) World Duty Free v. ALVIA}ASH
ARQL 5 FAAZ A AR Yoz @ Zupab ZAZIA AAEE A
A, F9ste A% AZsAT AFAL ALAd Aol o] HEHA 2005 2 S

52) Wena Hotels v. o]FE Ajzd: A1AR1E AxYAR o]AE F7149Q oFE IPEdat 2709 e )
A719ciA%E At Qe FHARIE F9stT UAT Aol TEE A FHA o]
AE 39 2933 AGuAd Bete] BAo] BT 2ld F oWE Y5 AYo] Beislo] A
Q9 27 24 S FAs T &HEE ZAR Tohgm 1d slel €L Bk HASE AlAde] wAIEy )

Qe olYE /Y oIYE FYsdel AW FEE FUs U Yoz Auam AUEH

2 A 39 AL oWE AW FANY A4S 1Y B4P Aclehy AN FABEY

e AR7} A ANS BhEE A9WY e o A £FAE ABAGA oW

E BT AL Aol o) YWALR WolEAAT Utk VAN F8L A} B

Aol e el HES FIshe 99 Tk FAHLR 2449 ARE Bl daaHel T

WA A= 2 4 oty QAT WEA o] AN o]ME ARt o]FIE FdE e

HAZ E9E FARL 19 Fbhol BAoR Phad sdlve WoE ASHER $2d AL
HOE o2 glo] e sRtan daA SauiArE, ozl AH 52 ¥Feld 2T FS uidet
2t 2783k Wena Hotel Ltd. v. Egypt, ICSID Case No. ARB/98/4, 1999. 6. 29. #&to)| T3t AA,
2000. 12. 8. ¥<to] #3 oA,

53) Eudoro Amando Olguin v. m}e}to] AL AANL #HF FAZ gebgold] FAHE F§3|Ale] Fx}
Stk 1 F sebate] A¥E FEALY A BAR AAN AT AAAo] FAT FHIARE B
Hol &4% AUk AHAL ICSID FANHE stdA siEde] FRE ENFFIAE EE Ao
L o) E AL s Ao FHENE JFer ot FEEAY £ HBIdtn FFATh A
AR ALY FEAF 90 T thate] 80 Ay F8ME AR HIHA P47} o]
of ekl #AE delzke Bl tha) £8& F4sE AL Rosivin HA AHAY FHE 7
2}t Eudoro Armando Olguin v. Paraguay, ICSID Case No. ARB/98/5, 2000. 8. 8. 3tol @t AR,
2001. 7. 26. =94,

54) World Duty Free Company Ltd. v. Kenya, ICSID Case No. ARB/00/7. 2006. 10. 4. )94,
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i [e) (<]
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T3 AAAL] ARAE TE ARdolgtn 2R AL AURFE
Rk AHAL ARG EAHZ 2Pl wa} ICSIDe] FANAE sHEM AFE R
ZAE EYAY F8 AP FFsIA

—_—

(2) A4
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A= ek ol2d AL BAE PR FAA ddH #dHEA o= FEAAE
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55) sl 77k A At o) ARAE ARIAY £{HAE ojHEE AR ol YutHo=
7hge dFo R A= & sidolth 9= ANE FHHAY FAHeR AUAL BAAA
ANZAY 3ue 293 GFE M AgHeE wAAsIE JHSED AW MRS e
oy F7ke) FAZA} afAke) Aol e WA ololg W A Be FAG EHE 2
DHSE 5oz UE 4 UL

56) OECD Working Papers on Intemational Investment, Indirect Expropriation and the Right to Regulate in
International Investment Law, 2004. 9. p.10.
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Poad W PRTAR 949 ¢ Aok Bow, FREA7 FARe 39S Ao
FFE AL ASolE 5 go FARE BAL TAAA ¢

1. WZo$

FTARF T WERIG S-S ddsly] 98l 8% 247t He TYE APE(ike
circumstance) 59 71Fe] #ate] WA FAStL Ae @k oA WU 9
W R AR e 2 FAWFR] 2AA 3 o SAREEE 4 ARRMEE o J4E
AES L ith A7 FARF R BgS B, Yo ovE ¢ de FEx
Aot YEAL ZXWRE opE} I A FEH AT R AMEA 2A
b ERE F dde AE JdFsn gtk =22 SRR E 3
71 918 vladAE FAste BAPET e ApEe] Qe AlE ARXA AT
& AM7E e AES D S

olglgt AP izl NEA Ao we} FARYRER A7 A7}t it A F =
W, vt S #Aske] Methanex AoA AR R= Avct WEg A4
Aot Bl 32 vE olghg AA7F obd wWiehE AAGAHE Hol vha FA A
W, S.D. Myers ARl FARY R U2 EE PCB H7 &S vl5o2 $513te
Aol vwFAR FvtielA PCB H71&E XAl FARSIL Je AAZ Rop o

WA alAetdnh 9 AtelelA BokRe] FARARE 45 Aoldx EFetn ol
155 A48 slo} =9 Fxpabel vxle AAA 2dE xstdA FEHQA 71E
< Fogy 3tn glom FRFA gHAE nystn Yok & FAWFRE =<
A2k W=Q el apEo] Qle A fol= Ao g e A5 IBHE A
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o gt a2y HASol¢ 2] 2 olgHI Y&ol= E7stn LAY ofwq]
W Fe7t Bt FHYAE ddsA oA Frie Helth 5, dFFdelM=
°of 239 AL e AANG e AR P st dF Fof
Me 2 deelM 83 d= Held HeHe AR A= stk ols ¥
st 2 FARFAE T3 Uehd e FAIH4oE 88 AT 239 7l
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WA T AEe] HEASy 23l HEHAE kot olg tE FoklAde Aol
7Pedttte A Qsta Sl

AEAoR HIFU ¢ 2F2 FARHAA dFstn e FAA B3 E Ho 8
o 7152 TAL F 71 Wl LA e Aol dashs Aeole HAFTS
ZFolq 2% F& £ Fstd & Bast ok

3. A% T ¢

AL TBY hee 1B Aol dubA oule i FLE ool FAst
o B2 AYde A dAded ]l:— F2 SAREF Aol TAA tth w2
g ool el SAREY 4 HAoIEdTE
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o EF B34 59 48 W A9 A4 fdAE $Pon 3R Al 0
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AL Y WL BT FAWPR VUG 2As T FYoE e
AR FrhlNE FARER FPE B2sel FH W& B stele Aws
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S8} AENZASS e AGE F3 U 4 GE Bezge Awel W2 33
s FHE el I e ohle A B8 sn Yok

57) vlFre] A2 AZE FTA ALSE(HAVEUD) @ L 2 AFFL Exle) sl TR FHS u$o) &
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Investor Protection Principle as a Legal Basis of

Investor - State Dispute Settlement(ISDS)
Kyung-Bae Kim

South Korea has investment agreements such as FTAs, BITs with several countries. Up
to now, no single case has been registered against the Korean government on breach of
investment agreements, but it is likely that the number of such cases would increase.
Therefore, an investor-state dispute settlement system, an arbitral procedure by which a
foreign investor may seek compensation of damage against the host country, is gaining its
importance. The provision of the ISDS has been one of the hottest issues in Korea while
the Kor-US FTA was being signed.

In this respect, with the growing number of regional agreements such as BITs and
FTAs, a careful scrutiny on the ISDS is necessary for Korea. I have therefore studied
theoretically subjects including the National Treatment(NT), the Most-Favored Nation(MFN),
Fair and Equitable Treatment and Expropriation - those that have been the objects of
protection on investors. And I have analyzed ICSID arbitral awards and provided
implications.

In the ICSID arbitral awards, the Fair and Equitable Treatment turned out to be the
most recognized violation on investors by the host State in terms of investor protection.
On the other hand, Indirect Expropriation - a matter of which public anxiety was shown
led by civic groups - was not generally recognized in arbitral awards. This study is
written for sake of governments, local autonomous entities and public enterprises that are

in charge of FTAs and BITs.

Key Words : ISDS, Investment, Investor, FTA, ICSID, national treatment, most-favored-

nation treatment, fair and equitable treatment, expropriation



