COUR PERMANENTE D’ARBITRAGE PERMANENT COURT OF ARBITRATION

IN THE MATTER OF AN ARBITRATION BEFORE A TRIBUNAL CONSTITUTED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH
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THE ARBITRATION RULES OF THE UNITED NATIONS COMMISSION ON
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The Tribunal’s Decision
Paragraph 4.1. of the Rules of Procedure dated 18 August 2015 provides:

When considering matters of evidence, the Tribunal may use, but shall not be bound by, the
Rules on the Taking of Evidence in International Arbitration issued by the International Bar
Association in 2010 (“IBA Rules”).

The Tribunal, having carefully considered the Parties’ arguments and objections in relation to the
document requests, rules on the Claimant’s document requests as set forth in Annex A and on the
Respondent’s document requests as set forth in Annex B to this Procedural Order. The requests
are granted insofar as the Tribunal considers that the documents identified are potentially relevant
and material to the outcome of these proceedings. The requests are denied insofar as the Tribunal
considers that the documents identified lack sufficient relevance to the case or materiality to its
outcome.

The Tribunal denies the Respondent’s requests regarding the form in which electronic documents
must be produced in these proceedings (including provision of the documents with all extracted
metadata fields).

The Tribunal reiterates that the documents that have been found relevant to the case and material
to the outcome, and whose production the Tribunal has thus ordered, should be produced
unredacted, with the sole exception of those documents subject to additional confidentiality

obligations arising from the English court proceedings ||
I (¢ Respondent’s request in this part is granted.

The Tribunal sees no reason to revisit its decision on the removal of redactions concerning

exhibits filed || NG pursuant to Paragraph 2.2 of

Procedural Order No. 14. Therefore, the Respondent’s request in this part is denied.

With respect to the Additional Exhibits, the Tribunal is of the view that the Respondent has not
demonstrated the relevance and materiality of the redacted information in the Additional
Exhibits. Therefore, the Respondent’s request in this part is denied.

The Parties are ordered to produce to the other Party the documents indicated in the respective
Annexes to this Procedural Order by Tuesday, 3 August 2021.

Date: 20 July 2021
Place of Arbitration: The Hague, the Netherlands

On behalf of the Tribunal
Professor Pierre-Marie Dupuy
Presiding Arbitrator
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ANNEX A
Request No. Tribunal Decision
Request No. 1 Denied
Request No. 2 Denied
Request No. 3 Denied
Request No. 4 Denied
Request No. 5 Denied
Request No. 6 Denied
Request No. 7 Granted
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Request No. Tribunal Decision
Request No. 19 Granted
Request No. 20 Granted
Request No. 21 Granted
Request No. 22 Granted
Request No. 23 Denied
Request No. 24 Denied
Request No. 25 Denied
Request No. 26 Denied
Request No. 27 Granted
Request No. 28 Granted
Request No. 29 Granted

Request No. 30

Voluntarily produced by the Claimant

Request No. 31 Denied
Request No. 32 Denied
Request No. 33 Denied
Request No. 34 Denied

Request No. 35

Voluntarily produced by the Claimant

Request No. 36 Denied
Request No. 37 Denied
Request No. 38 Denied
Request No. 39 Denied
Request No. 40 Denied
Request No. 41 Denied
Request No. 42 Denied
Request No. 43 Denied
Request No. 44 Granted
Request No. 45 Denied
Request No. 46 Denied
Request No. 47 Denied
Request No. 48 Denied
Request No. 49 Denied
Request No. 50 Denied
Request No. 51 Denied
Request No. 52 Denied
Request No. 53 Denied
Request No. 54 Denied
Request No. 55 Denied
Request No. 56 Denied
Request No. 57 Denied
Request No. 58 Denied
Request No. 59 Denied
Request No. 60 Denied
Request No. 61 Denied
Request No. 62 Denied
Request No. 63 Denied
Request No. 64 Denied
Request No. 65 Denied
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Request No. 66 Denied
Request No. 67 Denied
Request No. 68 Denied
Request No. 69 Denied
Request No. 70 Denied
Request No. 71 Denied
Request No. 72 Denied
Request No. 73 Denied
Request No. 74 Denied
Request No. 75 Denied
Request No. 76 Denied
Request No. 77 Denied
Request No. 78 Denied
Request No. 79 Denied
Request No. 80 Denied
Request No. 81 Denied
Request No. 82 Denied
Request No. 83 Denied
Request No. 84 Denied
Request No. 85 Denied
Request No. 86 Denied
Request No. 87 Denied
Request No. 88 Denied
Request No. 89 Denied
Request No. 90 Denied
Request No. 91 Denied
Request No. 92 Denied
Request No. 93 Denied
Request No. 94 Denied
Request No. 95 Denied
Request No. 96 Denied




