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Edition No. 1

Dispute Resolution Options in Asia
Expanding the Menu: Arbitration, Mediation and
Singapore’s New International Commercial Court
Introduction
In recent years, the international dispute resolution landscape in Asia has
evolved at a rapid pace. In particular, Singapore and Hong Kong have
emerged as leading global centres for dispute resolution, and have been at
the forefront of many institutional and legislative developments. There have
been significant developments across Asia including major legislative
changes, arbitration rules revisions, and the opening of new state-of- the-art
facilities for mediation and arbitration. This article focuses on Singapore
and Hong Kong.
A Rise up the Rankings: Seats and Institutions
The choice of arbitral seat is a key decision for the successful resolution of
any dispute. As a general rule, if a party is not willing to litigate in the
courts of a particular jurisdiction, it should be wary of seating its arbitration
there – because it is those courts which will supervise and support (or
undermine) the arbitral process and rule on the validity of an arbitral award,
if challenged. It is therefore not a good idea to experiment with seats.
In its 2015 survey, the Queen Mary School of International Arbitration
ranks Hong Kong and Singapore as the third and fourth most preferred and
widely used seats in International Arbitration globally, behind the traditional
arbitration hubs of London and Paris. Singapore has also been voted the
most improved arbitral seat over the past five years, with Hong Kong
coming in second place. This was based on factors such as better hearing
facilities, availability of quality arbitrators who are familiar with the seat,
better local arbitral institutions and improvements to the national arbitration
law.
In the same 2015 survey, HKIAC and SIAC are ranked as the third and
fourth most preferred arbitral institutions, behind the institutional leaders for
the past 10 years, the ICC and LCIA. HKIAC has been voted the most
improved arbitral institution over the last five years, with SIAC coming in
second place. This was based on factors such as reputation and recognition,
efficiency, administration and the introduction of innovative features in the
arbitral rules.
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This increasing preference of HKIAC and SIAC is
borne out by the steady rise in cases filed annually at
each institution. SIAC has seen the number of new
cases rise from 99 in 2008 to 222 in 2014. The
number of new fully administered cases filed at
HKIAC has risen from 16 in 2010 to 110 in 2014.
New features to the HKIAC and SIAC
Arbitration Rules
In both Singapore and Hong Kong, there has been
a pattern of regular revisions to the arbitral rules
and laws to pioneer new developments, and to take
account of international best practices developed
elsewhere.
SIAC substantially revised its rules in 2010 (and
further tweaked them in 2013, when it introduced
the SIAC Court of Arbitration) and HKIAC
conducted a major revision of its rules in 2013.
Among the “innovative features” introduced into
the SIAC and HKIAC Arbitration Rules were
provisions for emergency arbitrators, an expedited
procedure, and guidelines on the use of arbitral
secretaries.
Emergency Arbitrators
In July 2010, SIAC became the first arbitral
institution based in Asia to introduce emergency
arbitrator provisions. HKIAC followed in 2013.
These provisions allow a party to seek interim
relief from an emergency arbitrator prior to the
constitution of the tribunal and without having to
resort to the courts. The SIAC Rules provide for
the appointment of an emergency arbitrator within
one business day and the HKIAC Rules provide for
such an appointment to be made within two days.
As of October 1, 2015, a total of 46 applications
for emergency arbitrator relief had been filed with
SIAC (27 of which were granted). The procedure
has a good track record in terms of both speed and
effectiveness: SIAC emergency arbitrator orders or
awards have been issued, on average, around 8 to
10 days after hearingWKHSDUWLHV, and in some
cases only two days after doing so.
The availability of emergency arbitrator relief is
particularly useful in situations where interim relief

from a court is either not available or would be
ineffective, where confidentiality is a key concern,
or where a creative interim solution is sought. The
high degree of voluntary compliance with orders
and awards of emergency arbitrators has been
attributed to the fact that parties do not want to lose
credibility before the main tribunal.
Expedited Procedure
Another innovation introduced by SIAC in 2010 is
the expedited procedure. This is a procedure
which provides for the arbitration to be determined
by a sole arbitrator within six months after being
appointed, with a reasoned award in summary
form.
Either party may apply for the adoption of the
emergency procedure where: (i) the amount in
dispute does not exceed SGD 5 million (approx.
USD 3.6 million); (ii) the parties agree, or (iii) in
cases of exceptional urgency. A similar provision
is contained in the HKIAC Rules.
In Singapore, the expedited procedure has proved
popular, with SIAC reporting a total of 216
applications since 2010 (of which 132 were
granted). Singapore courts have demonstrated a
willingness to uphold the application of the
expedited procedure, even where the arbitration
agreement was entered into before the expedited
procedure was introduced into the SIAC Rules.
Guidelines on Use of Arbitral Secretaries
HKIAC and SIAC have also responded to concerns
regarding the use of tribunal secretaries. In an
effort to more clearly define the role of arbitral
secretaries, HKIAC has issued detailed provisions
and is also offering the services of members of the
HKIAC Secretariat to act as tribunal secretaries,
while SIAC has introduced a practice note on the
appointment of arbitral secretaries.
Developments in Mediation and Litigation
Looking beyond arbitration, Singapore has recently
sought to expand its menu of international dispute
resolution offerings, with the launch of the
Singapore International Mediation Centre
(“SIMC”) and the Singapore International
Commercial Court (“SICC”) in the last year.
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These developments reflect a deliberate strategy by
the Singapore government to build on its success as
a hub for international arbitration by expanding its
“product lines”. The stated goal is that the SIMC
and SICC should be complementary of
international arbitration and the SIAC.
Singapore International Mediation Centre
The SIMC was launched in November 2014 and
provides mediation services targeted at parties in
cross-border commercial disputes, particularly
those doing business in Asia. The SIMC maintains
an international panel of mediators, as well as a
panel of technical experts who can be appointed to
assist the mediator in the conduct of the mediation.
An innovative feature of the SIMC is its interaction
with the SIAC through a new “Arb-Med-Arb”
protocol (“AMA Protocol”). The AMA Protocol
provides for the use of mediation during the
arbitral process, as follows: (i) a dispute will first
be filed with the SIAC and the tribunal constituted;
(ii) after the exchange of the Notice of Arbitration
and Response to the Notice of Arbitration, the
arbitration will be stayed pending the outcome of
mediation at SIMC, to be completed within eight
weeks; (iii) if a settlement is reached, the parties
may request that the terms of the settlement be
recorded by the tribunal in the form of a consent
award; if not, the arbitration will resume.
Singapore International Commercial Court
The SICC was launched in January 2015, and
received its first case in May 2015 (transferred
from the Singapore High Court). The SICC
operates as a division of the Singapore High Court,
with appeals to be heard by the Court of Appeal.
Key features of the SICC include: (i) international
judges, (ii) jurisdiction to hear international
commercial disputes, (iii) power to join third
parties, (iv) representation by foreign lawyers, (v)
exclusion or limitation of right of appeal (by
agreement), (vi) establishment of foreign law by
submissions from counsel, (vii) not bound by
domestic rules of evidence, (viii) more limited
discovery / disclosure, and (ix) confidentiality.

Thus, the SICC shares some of the perceived
advantages of international arbitration, but also
some of the advantages of domestic court
litigation. At the same time, the SICC lacks key
features of arbitration, such as the parties’ ability to
nominate their arbitrator(s), and crucially, the
relative ease of enforcement of arbitral awards.
The SICC is an innovative development, offering
parties a hybrid alternative – an Asia-based dispute
resolution mechanism which is neither traditional
domestic court litigation nor international
arbitration. Ultimately, the success of the SICC
will be measured by the demand for its services.
Looking Forward
As regards upcoming developments, SIAC is
currently revising its arbitration rules to implement
changes to provisions on consolidation and joinder,
emergency arbitrators and expedited procedures
and investment arbitration, with the revised rules to
be released in mid-2016.
In addition, Hong Kong’s Law Reform
Commission recently recommended that Hong
Kong amend its laws to expressly permit third
party funding of arbitration, and develop
appropriate standards for funders.
About the Authors
Simon Dunbar (Partner) and Jia Lin Hoe
(Associate) are members of the firm’s International
Arbitration group in Singapore.
The Singapore IA team is led by John Savage
(Singapore Managing Partner), who has
represented clients in more than 150 international
arbitrations in Asia and around the world for more
than 20 years. In addition to his work as counsel,
John has been a director of the SIAC since 2009
and is one of two Vice-Presidents of the SIAC
Court of Arbitration.
Both the team and John have been recognised as
elite international arbitration practitioners in the
region, earning top tier rankings in Chambers
Asia-Pacific 2015 and Chambers Singapore 2015.
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Resources & Links
The following is a selection, with links, of recent King & Spalding publications in the
Dispute Resolution and Crisis Management space.

Legal Updates
Arbitration: US courts adopt different approaches
regarding recognition of ICSID awards

Litigation: D.C. Circuit Upholds Privilege Claims
Regarding Internal Investigation Documents

Arbitration: Recent NY Decisions Bolster Right
to Discovery in Aid of JudgmentsDQG$ZDUGV

Anti-Trust: Federal Trade Commission and DOJ
Bring Novel Antitrust Merger Challenges

Energy: US Rulings on ICSID Enforcement Create
Uncertainty for Energy and Oil & Gas Investors

Investigations: True Cooperation: DOJ’s
“Reshaped Conversation” and its Consequences

Energy: Consequential Loss in Energy Commodity
Contracts

Investigations: DOJ Prioritizes Individual
Accountability for Corporate Wrongdoing

Trade: 7UDQV3DFL¿F3DUWQHUVKLS$JUHHPHQW
Negotiations Conclude After Marathon Session

Investigations: DOJ Loses Argument for FCPA
Jurisdiction Based Merely on Accessory Liability

King & Spalding News
E-learn: State AG Investigations, Enforcement and
Collaboration: What You Need To Know

Recognition: National Law Journal Names Chris
Wray a Regulatory and Compliance “Trailblazer”

E-learn: What Can You Do When Your Competitor
Is Gaining An Illegal Advantage?

Recognition: Benchmark names Four Partners
among Top 250 Women in Litigation

Upcoming Event: Quarterly Energy Forum: From
Climate Change to Anti-Corruption

Recognition: Benchmark names King & Spalding
Among Top Litigation Practices in the U.S.

Recognition: National Law Journal Ranks King &
6SDOGLQJ1RRQLWV³,QÀXHQFH´/LVW

Recognition: Chambers UK Recognises King &
Spalding London Practice in 2016 Rankings

4

Global Contacts (with links to curricula vitae)
The Tokyo Team

Chris Bailey

John McClenahan

Rupert Lewi

Mark Davies

Global Disputes

Managing Partner

M&A / Projects

Finance / M&A / Funds

Select International Arbitration Partners

Ed Kehoe

Guillermo Aguilar-Alvarez

Reggie Smith

Doak Bishop

New York

New York

Houston

Houston

Stuart Isaacs QC

Tom Sprange QC

Eric Schwartz

James Castello

London

London

Paris

Paris

John Savage

Adrian Cole

Ilia Rachkov

Jan Schaefer

Singapore

Dubai

Moscow

Frankfurt

Select Other Global Disputes Partners

Chris Wray

Carol Wood

Steve Orava

Tracie Renfroe

Investigations
Atlanta

Toxic Tort
Houston

International Trade
Geneva

Product Liability
Houston

Jeff Spigel

Richard Marooney

Drew Hruska

Zack Harmon

Antitrust
Washington, D.C.

Financial Institutions
New York

Regulatory
0RVFRZ

White Collar
Washington, D.C.

Abu Dhabi · Atlanta · Austin · Charlotte · Dubai · Frankfurt · Geneva · Houston · London · Moscow · New York · Paris
5L\DGK DI¿OLDWHGRI¿FH Â6DQ)UDQFLVFRÂ6LOLFRQ9DOOH\Â6LQJDSRUHÂ7RN\RÂ:DVKLQJWRQ'&

5

2015 ᖺ 12 ᭶

➨1ྕ

ᮏ 12 ᭶ྕ࡛ࡣࠊᙜົᡤࡢ
ࢢ࣮ࣟࣂ࣭ࣝࢿࢵࢺ࣮࣡ࢡ
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ࢪ࠾ࡅࡿ⣮தゎỴࡢ㑅ᢥ⫥
㑅ᢥ⫥ࡢᣑ㸸௰ࠊㄪࠊࡑࡋ࡚ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝࡢ
᪂ࡓ࡞ᅜ㝿ၟุᡤ
ࡣࡌࡵ
㏆ᖺࠊࢪ࠾ࡅࡿᅜ㝿⣮தゎỴࡢ≧ἣࡀᛴ㏿㐍ࡋ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ≉ࠊ
ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝ㤶 ࡀࠊ⣮தゎỴࡢᑟⓗ࡞ࢢ࣮ࣟࣂ࣭ࣝࢭࣥࢱ࣮ࡋ࡚
ᾋୖࡋ࡚࠾ࡾࠊከࡃࡢ⤌⧊ୖ࠾ࡼࡧἲไᐃୖࡢ㐍ᒎࡢ᭱๓⥺࡞ࡗ࡚࠸ࡲ
ࡍࠋᖜ࡞ἲᨵṇࠊ௰つ๎ࡢᨵゞࠊࡑࡋ࡚ㄪࡸ௰ࡢࡓࡵࡢ᪂ࡓ࡞᭱
ඛ➃ࡢタࡢ㛤タࢆྵࡵࠊࢪయ࡛㔜せ࡞㐍ᒎࡀ࠶ࡾࡲࡋࡓࠋᮏ✏࡛
ࡣࠊࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝ㤶 ࢆྲྀࡾୖࡆࡲࡍࠋ
ホ౯ࡢྥୖ㸸௰ᆅ࠾ࡼࡧ௰ᶵ㛵
௰ᆅࡢ㑅ᢥࡣࠊ⣮தゎỴᡂຌࡍࡿࡓࡵࡢ㔜࡞Ỵᐃ㡯࡛ࡍࠋཎ๎
ࡋ࡚ࠊᙜ⪅ࡀࠊ࠶ࡿἲᇦࡢุᡤ࠾ࡅࡿッゴࢆᮃࡲ࡞࠸ሙྜࠊࡑࡢᆅ
ࢆ௰ᆅࡍࡿࡇࡣៅ㔜࡞ࡿࡁ࡛ࡍࠋ࡞ࡐ࡞ࡽࠊ௰ุ᩿ࡢ᭷ຠ
ᛶ␗㆟ࡀၐ࠼ࡽࢀࡓ㝿ᙜヱ㡯㛵ࡍࡿ௰ᡭ⥆࠾ࡼࡧつ๎ࢆ┘╩
ࡋࠊࡑࢀࢆᨭᣢࡍࡿ㸦࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣࠊྎ↓ࡋࡍࡿ㸧ࡢࡣࠊࡑࡢᆅࡢุᡤ࡛
࠶ࡿࡽ࡛ࡍࠋࡋࡓࡀࡗ࡚ࠊ௰ᆅࡘ࠸࡚ᐇ㦂ⓗ࡞ヨࡳࢆࡍࡿࡢࡣࠊᚓ
⟇࡛ࡣ࠶ࡾࡲࡏࢇࠋ
ࣟࣥࢻࣥᏛࢡ࣮࣭࣓࣮ࣥࣜᰯࡢᅜ㝿௰⛉ࡣࠊࡑࡢ 2015 ᖺࡢㄪᰝ
࠾࠸࡚ࠊᅜ㝿௰࠾࠸࡚᭱ࡶዲࡲࡋࡃᗈࡃ⏝࠸ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ௰ᆅࡋ࡚ࠊ
ఏ⤫ⓗ௰ࡢ୰ᚰᆅ࡛࠶ࡿࣟࣥࢻࣥࣃࣜ⥆ࡁࠊ㤶 ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝ
ࢆ➨ 3 ➨ 4 ࡋ࡚ホ౯ࡋࡲࡋࡓࠋࡲࡓࠊࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝࡣࠊ㐣ཤ 5 ᖺ
㛫࠾࠸࡚᭱ࡶᨵၿࡉࢀࡓ௰ᆅࡋ࡚ᢞ⚊ࡼࡾ㑅ฟࡉࢀࠊ㤶 ࡣ➨ 2
࡛ࡋࡓࠋࡇࢀࡣࠊࣄࣜࣥࢢタഛࡢྥୖࠊ௰ᆅ⢭㏻ࡍࡿ㉁ࡢ㧗࠸௰
ேࡀ⏝ྍ⬟࡛࠶ࡿࡇࠊ⌧ᆅ௰ᶵ㛵ࡢྥୖࠊᅜෆ௰ἲࡢᨵၿ➼ࡢ
せᅉᇶ࡙ࡃࡶࡢ࡛ࡍࠋ
ྠࡌ 2015 ᖺࡢㄪᰝ࠾࠸࡚ࠊ᭱ࡶᮃࡲࡋ࠸௰ᶵ㛵ࡋ࡚ࠊ㐣ཤ 10 ᖺ
࠾࠸࡚࣮ࣜࢲ࣮ⓗ࡞ᶵ㛵࡛࠶ࡗࡓ ICC㸦ᅜ㝿ၟᴗ㆟ᡤ㸧 LCIA㸦ࣟࣥࢻ
ࣥᅜ㝿௰ุᡤ㸧⥆ࡁࠊ HKIAC㸦㤶 ᅜ㝿௰ࢭࣥࢱ࣮㸧 SIAC
㸦ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝᅜ㝿௰ࢭࣥࢱ࣮㸧ࡀ➨ 3 ➨ 4 㑅ࡤࢀࡲࡋࡓࠋ
HKIAC ࡣࠊ㐣ཤ 5 ᖺ㛫࡛᭱ࡶᨵၿࡉࢀࡓ௰ᶵ㛵ࡋ࡚ᢞ⚊ࡼࡾ㑅ฟࡉ
ࢀࠊSIAC ࡀ➨ 2 ࡛ࡋࡓࠋࡇࢀࡣࠊホุࡸㄆ▱ᗘࠊຠ⋡ࠊ㐠Ⴀࠊ࠾ࡼࡧ௰
つ๎࠾ࡅࡿ㠉᪂ⓗ࡞ᶵ⬟ࡢᑟධ➼ࡢせᅉᇶ࡙࠸࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ
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ࡇࡢࡼ࠺࡞ HKIAC  SIAC ࡢேẼࡢୖ᪼ࡣࠊྛᶵ㛵
࠾ࡅࡿᖺ㛫ᡭ⥆㛤ጞ௳ᩘࡢᏳᐃࡋࡓቑຍࡼࡗ࡚
ࡅࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋSIAC ࠾ࡅࡿ᪂つ௳ᩘࡣࠊ
2008 ᖺࡢ 99 ௳ࡽ 2014 ᖺࡣ 222 ௳ቑຍࡋࡲࡋ
ࡓࠋHKIAC ࠾ࡅࡿᖺ㛫ᡭ⥆㛤ጞ௳ᩘࡣࠊ2010 ᖺࡢ
16 ௳ࡽ 2014 ᖺࡣ 110 ௳ୖ᪼ࡋࡲࡋࡓࠋ
HKIAC  SIAC ࡢ௰つ๎࠾ࡅࡿ᪂ࡓ࡞ᶵ⬟
ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝ㤶 ࡢ୧᪉࠾࠸࡚ࠊ௰つ๎࠾
ࡼࡧἲᚊࡘ࠸࡚ࠊ᪂ࡓ࡞ᒎ㛤ࢆࡶࡓࡽࡋࠊࡢ
ᆅᇦ࡛⪃ࡉࢀࡓᅜ㝿ⓗ࡞᭱ၿࡢᐇົࢆᫎࡍࡿ
ࡓࡵࠊ୍㐃ࡢつ๎ୖࡢᨵṇࡀ⾜ࢃࢀࡲࡋࡓࠋ
SIAC ࡣࠊ2010 ᖺつ๎ࢆᖜᨵゞࡋ㸦2013 ᖺ
ࡶᚤㄪᩚࢆຍ࠼ࠊࡑࡢ㝿 SIAC ௰ุᡤࡀㄌ
⏕ࡋࡲࡋࡓࠋ㸧ࠊHKIAC ࡣ 2013 ᖺつ๎ࡢᖜ
࡞ᨵゞࢆᐇࡋࡲࡋࡓࠋSIAC  HKIAC ࡢ௰つ
๎ᑟධࡉࢀࡓࠕ㠉᪂ⓗ࡞ᶵ⬟ࠖࡢ୍ࡘࡀࠊ⥭ᛴ
௰ேࡢつᐃࠊ⡆᫆ᡭ⥆ࠊ࠾ࡼࡧ௰ົᐁࡢ
⏝㛵ࡍࡿ࢞ࢻ࡛ࣛࣥࡍࠋ

⥭ᛴ௰ே
2010 ᖺ 7 ᭶ࠊSIAC ࡣࠊ⥭ᛴ௰ேつᐃࢆᑟධࡋࡓ
ࢪ࡛᭱ึࡢ௰ᶵ㛵࡞ࡾࡲࡋࡓࠋ2013 ᖺ
ࡣ HKIAC ࡶࡇࢀ⥆ࡁࡲࡋࡓࠋ

ࡿ௰ᘐࢆ๓ಙ⏝ࢆኻ࠸ࡓࡃ࡞࠸࠸࠺ᐇ
ࡼࡿࡶࡢ࡛ࡍࠋ

⡆᫆ᡭ⥆
2010 ᖺ SIAC ࡼࡗ࡚ᑟධࡉࢀࡓูࡢ㠉᪂ⓗ࡞
ᡭẁࡣࠊ⡆᫆ᡭ⥆࡛ࡍࠋࡇࢀࡣࠊ௰ࡀ 1 ྡࡢࡳ
ࡢ௰ேࡼࡗ࡚ࠊ௵ᚋ 6 ࣨ᭶௨ෆࠊ⡆␎ⓗ
࡞ᙧᘧࡼࡿ⌮⏤ࡁࡢᐃࢆࡶࡗ࡚Ỵࡏࡽࢀࡿ
࠸࠺ᡭ⥆࡛ࡍࠋ
࠸ࡎࢀࡢᙜ⪅ࡶࠊ(i) ⣮தࡢ㔠㢠ࡀ 5 ⓒࢩࣥ࢞
࣏࣮ࣝࢻࣝ㸦⣙ 360 ⡿ࢻࣝ㸧ࢆୖᅇࡽ࡞࠸ࠊ
(ii) ୧ᙜ⪅ࡀྜពࡍࡿࠊࡲࡓࡣ(iii) እⓗ࡞⥭
ᛴែ࡛࠶ࡿሙྜࠊ⥭ᛴᡭ⥆ࡢ᥇⏝ࢆ⏦ㄳࡍࡿ
ࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡲࡍࠋྠᵝࡢつᐃࡀࠊHKIAC つ๎ࡶ
ྵࡲࢀ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ
ࢩ࣏࣮࡛ࣥ࢞ࣝࡣࠊ⡆᫆ᡭ⥆ࡢホุࡣⰋࡃࠊSIAC
ࡣࠊ2010 ᖺ௨㝆ྜィ 216 ௳ࡢ⏦ㄳࡀ࠶ࡗࡓ㸦ࡑࡢ
࠺ࡕࠊ132 ௳࡛ᡭ⥆ࡀㄆࡵࡽࢀࡓ㸧ሗ࿌ࡋ࡚࠸ࡲ
ࡍࠋࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝࡢุᡤࡣࠊ⡆᫆ᡭ⥆ࡀ SIAC つ
๎ᑟධࡉࢀࡿ๓௰㛵ࡍࡿྜពࡀ࡞ࡉࢀࡓ
ሙྜ࡛࠶ࡗ࡚ࡶࠊ⡆᫆ᡭ⥆ࡢ᥇⏝ࢆㄆࡵࡿពྥࢆ
♧ࡋ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ

௰ົᐁࡢ⏝㛵ࡍࡿ࢞ࢻࣛࣥ
ࡇࡢつᐃࡼࡾࠊᙜ⪅ࡣࠊ௰ᘐࡀタ⨨ࡉࢀࡿ
๓ࠊุᡤࡢ⏦❧࡚ࢆせࡉࡎࠊ⥭ᛴ௰ே
ᑐࡋ࡚ࠊᬻᐃⓗ࡞ᩆ῭ࢆồࡵࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡲࡍࠋ
SIAC つ๎ࡣࠊ1 Ⴀᴗ᪥௨ෆࡢ⥭ᛴ௰ேࡢ௵ࢆ
ᐃࡵ࡚࠾ࡾࠊHKIAC つ๎ࡣࠊ2 ᪥௨ෆࡢ௵ࢆᐃ
ࡵ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ
2015 ᖺ 10 ᭶ 1 ᪥⌧ᅾࠊ⥭ᛴ௰ேࡼࡿᩆ῭ࢆồ
ࡵ࡚ྜィ 46 ௳ࡢ⏦ㄳࡀ⾜ࢃࢀࡲࡋࡓ㸦࠺ࡕࠊ27 ௳
࠾࠸࡚ᩆ῭ࡀ࠼ࡽࢀࡲࡋࡓ㸧ࠋࡇࡢᡭ⥆ࡣࠊ
ࢫࣆ࣮ࢻຠᯝࡢ୧㠃࡛Ⰻ࠸⤖ᯝࢆṧࡋ࡚࠸ࡲ
ࡍ㸸SIAC ⥭ᛴ௰ே௧ࡲࡓࡣᐃࡣࠊࣄࣜࣥ
ࢢᚋࠊᖹᆒ࡛࠾࠾ࡼࡑ 8 ᪥ࡽ 10 ᪥ᚋⓎࡏࡽࢀ
࡚࠾ࡾࠊࢃࡎ 2 ᪥ᚋⓎࡏࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿሙྜࡶ࠶
ࡾࡲࡍࠋ
⥭ᛴ௰ேࡼࡿᩆ῭ࡀ⏝࡛ࡁࡿࡇࡣࠊ≉ࠊ
ุᡤࡼࡿᬻᐃⓗ࡞ᩆ῭ࡀ⏝࡛ࡁ࡞࠸ࠊᙺ
❧ࡓ࡞࠸ሙྜࠊ⛎ᐦಖᣢࡀ㔜せ࡞ሙྜࠊ࠶ࡿ࠸
ࡣࡢ࡞࠸ᬻᐃⓗ࡞ゎỴ⟇ࡀồࡵࡽࢀࡿሙྜ᭷
⏝࡛ࡍࠋ⥭ᛴ௰ேࡢ௧ࡸᐃ⮬Ⓨⓗᛂࡌ
ࡿ㢖ᗘࡀ㧗࠸ࡢࡣࠊᙜ⪅ࡀࠊせ࡞தⅬ㛵ࡍ

HKIAC  SIAC ࡣࠊ௰ᘐࡢົᐁࡢ⏝㛵ࡍ
ࡿᠱᛕࡶᑐฎࡋ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ௰ົᐁࡢᙺࢆ
ࡼࡾ᫂☜つᐃࡍࡿヨࡳࡋ࡚ࠊHKIAC ࡣヲ⣽࡞
つᐃࢆᐃࡵࠊࡲࡓࠊHKIAC ົᒁࡢ⫋ဨ௰ᘐ
ົᐁࡢ௵ົࢆ⾜ࢃࡏ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ୍᪉ࠊSIAC ࡣࠊ
௰ົᐁࡢ௵ࡘ࠸࡚ᐇົୖࡢᢅ࠸ࢆⓎ⾲ࡋ
࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ
ㄪ࠾ࡼࡧッゴ࠾ࡅࡿ㐍ᒎ
௰௨እ┠ࢆྥࡅࡿࠊࢩ࣏࣮࡛ࣥ࢞ࣝࡣࠊ᭱
㏆ࠊᅜ㝿⣮தゎỴ⟇ࡢᥦ౪ࢆᣑࡋࡼ࠺ࡋ࡚࠾
ࡾࠊᖺࠊࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝᅜ㝿ㄪࢭࣥࢱ࣮
㸦ࠕSIMCࠖ㸧࠾ࡼࡧࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝᅜ㝿ၟุᡤ
㸦ࠕSICCࠖ㸧ࢆ㛤タࡋࡲࡋࡓࠋ
ࡇࢀࡽࡢ㐍ᒎࡣࠊࠕၟရࣛࣥࠖࢆᣑࡍࡿࡇ
ࡼࡾᅜ㝿௰ࡢ୰ᚰᆅࡋ࡚ࡢᡂຌࢆ✚ࡳ㔜
ࡡ࡚࠸ࡃࡓࡵࡢࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝᨻᗓࡼࡿពᅗⓗ࡞
ᡓ␎ࡀ⌧ࢀ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ┠ᶆࡋ࡚ࠊSIMC  SICC
ࡀᅜ㝿௰࠾ࡼࡧ SIAC ࢆ⿵࠺ࡶࡢ࡞ࡿࡇࡀᥖ
ࡆࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ
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ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝᅜ㝿ㄪࢭࣥࢱ࣮
SIMC ࡣࠊ2014 ᖺ 11 ᭶㛤タࡉࢀࠊ≉ࢪ
࠾࠸࡚ࣅࢪࢿࢫࢆႠࡴࢡࣟࢫ࣮࣎ࢲ࣮ࡢၟ⣮த
ࡢᙜ⪅ࢆࢱ࣮ࢤࢵࢺࡋࡓㄪࢧ࣮ࣅࢫࢆᥦ౪
ࡋ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋSIMC ࡣࠊᅜ㝿ⓗ࡞ㄪேࣃࢿࣝࠊ࠾
ࡼࡧㄪ㝿ࡋ࡚ㄪேࡢ⿵బࡋ࡚௵ྍ⬟࡞
ᢏ⾡ᑓ㛛ᐙࡢࣃࢿࣝࢆ᭷ࡋ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ
SIMC ࡢ㠉᪂ⓗ࡞ᶵ⬟ࡣࠊ᪂ࡓ࡞ࠕArb-Med-Arbࠖ
ࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝ㸦ࠕAMA ࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࠖ㸧ࡼࡿ SIAC
ࡢ㛵ࢃࡾ࡛ࡍࠋAMA ࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡣࠊḟࡢࡼ࠺࡞
௰ᡭ⥆୰ࡢㄪࡢ⏝ࢆᐃࡵ࡚࠸ࡲࡍ㸸(i) ࡲࡎࠊ
SIAC ᑐࡋ࡚ಀதࡘ࠸࡚ࡢ⏦❧࡚ࡀ࡞ࡉࢀࠊ௰
ᘐࡀタ⨨ࡉࢀࡲࡍࠋ(ii) ௰㏻▱௰㏻▱ᛂ⟅
᭩ࡀࡉࢀࡓᚋࠊSIMC ࠾ࡅࡿㄪࡢ⤖ᯝࡀฟ
ࡿࡲ࡛ࡢ㛫㸦8 㐌㛫௨ෆ㸧ࠊ௰ᡭ⥆ࡣ୍
Ṇࡉࢀࡲࡍࠋ(iii) ゎࡀᡂ❧ࡋࡓሙྜࡣࠊ୧
ᙜ⪅ࡣࠊゎ᮲㡯ࡀࠊྠពᐃࡢᙧ࡛௰ᘐ
ࡼࡗ࡚グ㘓ࡉࢀࡿࡇࢆồࡵࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࠊゎ
ࡀᡂ❧ࡋ࡞ࡗࡓሙྜࡣࠊ௰ࡀ㛤ࡉࢀࡲࡍࠋ

ྰࡣࠊࡑࡢࢧ࣮ࣅࢫࡢ㟂せࡼࡗุ࡚᩿ࡉࢀࡿࡇ
࡛ࡋࡻ࠺ࠋ
ᑗ᮶ྥࡅ࡚
ᚋࡢᒎ㛤ࡋ࡚ࡣࠊSIAC ࡣࠊ⤫ྜࡸేྜࠊ⥭ᛴ
௰ேࠊ࠾ࡼࡧ⡆᫆ᡭ⥆ࠊ࡞ࡽࡧᢞ㈨ࡘ࠸࡚
ࡢ௰㛵ࡍࡿつᐃࡢኚ᭦ࢆᐇࡍࡿࡓࡵࠊ௰
つ๎ࡢᨵṇࢆ⌧ᅾ⾜ࡗ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࢁ࠶ࡾࠊᨵṇᚋ
ࡢつ๎ࡣ 2016 ᖺ༙ࡤⓎ⾲ࡉࢀࡿணᐃ࡛ࡍࠋ
ࡲࡓࠊ㤶 ࡢἲᨵ㠉ጤဨࡀ᭱㏆ࠊ➨୕⪅ࡼࡿ
௰㈨㔠ᥦ౪ࢆ᫂☜チྍࡋࠊ㈨㔠ᥦ౪⪅ࡘ࠸
࡚ࡢ㐺ษ࡞ᇶ‽ࢆタᐃࡍࡿࡓࡵࡢἲᚊࡢᨵṇࢆ᥎
ዡࡋࡲࡋࡓࠋ
ⴭ⪅ࡘ࠸࡚

ࢧ࣭ࣔࣥࢲࣥࣂ࣮㸦ࣃ࣮ࢺࢼ࣮㸧࠾ࡼࡧࢪ࣭
࣭࣮ࣜࣥ࣍㸦ࢯࢩ࢚࣮ࢺ㸧ࡣࠊࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝ
࠾ࡅࡿᙜົᡤࡢᅜ㝿௰ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉࡢ࣓ࣥࣂ࣮࡛
ࡍࠋ

ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝᅜ㝿ၟุᡤ
SICC ࡣࠊ2015 ᖺ 1 ᭶㛤タࡉࢀࠊ2015 ᖺ 5 ᭶᭱
ึࡢ௳ࢆ㸦ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝ㧗➼ุᡤࡽࡢ⛣㏦
ࡼࡾ㸧ཷ⌮ࡋࡲࡋࡓࠋSICC ࡣࠊࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝ㧗
➼ุᡤࡢ୍㒊㛛ࡋ࡚㐠Ⴀࡉࢀ࡚࠾ࡾࠊ᥍ッࡣࠊ
᥍ッุᡤࡼࡗ࡚ᑂ⌮ࡉࢀࡲࡍࠋ
SICC ࡢせ࡞≉㛗ࡋ࡚ࠊḟࡢࡼ࠺࡞Ⅼࡀᣲࡆࡽ
ࢀࡲࡍ㸸(i) ᅜ㝿ⓗ࡞ุᐁࠊ(ii) ᅜ㝿ၟ⣮தࢆᑂ
⌮ࡍࡿࡓࡵࡢ⟶㎄ᶒࠊ(iii) ➨୕⪅ࢆཧຍࡉࡏࡿᶒ
㝈ࠊ(iv) እᅜᘚㆤኈࡼࡿ௦⌮ࠊ(v)㸦ྜពࡼࡿ㸧
ୖッᶒࡢ㝖ࡲࡓࡣไ㝈ࠊ(vi) ᘚㆤኈࡢᥦฟ≀ࡼ
ࡿእᅜἲࡢド᫂ࠊ(vii) ドᣐ㛵ࡍࡿᅜෆつ๎ᣊ
᮰ࡉࢀ࡞࠸ࡇࠊ(viii) ࡼࡾ㝈ᐃⓗ࡞ドᣐ㛤♧ᡭ⥆
㸭㛤♧ࠊ࠾ࡼࡧ(ix) ⛎ᐦಖᣢࠋ

ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝࡢᅜ㝿௰ࢳ࣮࣒ࡣࠊࢪ࣭ࣙࣥࢧ࣋
࣮ࢪ㸦ࢩ࣏࣮ࣥ࢞ࣝࡢ࣐ࢿ࣮ࢪࣥࢢ࣭ࣃ࣮ࢺࢼ࣮㸧
ࡀ⋡࠸࡚࠾ࡾࠊྠẶࡣࠊ20 ᖺ௨ୖࢃࡓࡾࠊࢪ
࠾ࡼࡧୡ⏺࠾ࡅࡿ 150 ௳㉸ࡢᅜ㝿௰௳࠾
࠸࡚ࢡࣛࣥࢺࡢ௦⌮ࢆົࡵ࡚ࡁࡲࡋࡓࠋᘚㆤ
ኈࡋ࡚ࡢᴗົຍ࠼࡚ࠊྠẶࡣ 2009 ᖺ௨᮶ࠊ
SIAC ࡢ⌮ࢆົࡵ࡚࠾ࡾࠊSIAC ௰ุᡤࡢ 2 ྡ
ࡢᡤ㛗ࡢ࠺ࡕࡢ୍ே࡛ࡶ࠶ࡾࡲࡍࠋ
ྠࢳ࣮࣒ࡶྠẶࡶࠊᆅᇦ࠾ࡅࡿࢺࢵࣉࡢᅜ㝿௰
ᑓ㛛ᐙࡋ࡚ㄆࡵࡽࢀ࡚࠾ࡾࠊChambers AsiaPacific 2015 ࠾ࡼࡧ Chambers Singapore 2015 ࠾࠸
࡚ୖࣛࣥࢡࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ

ࡇࡢࡼ࠺ࠊSICC ࡣࠊᅜ㝿௰ࡢ㛗ᡤࡋ࡚ㄆ㆑
ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿⅬࡤࡾ࡛࡞ࡃࠊᅜෆุᡤ࠾ࡅࡿ
ッゴࡢ㛗ᡤࡶවࡡഛ࠼࡚࠸ࡲࡍࠋ୍᪉ࠊᙜ⪅ࡀ
௰ேࢆᣦྡ࡛ࡁࡿⅬࠊࡑࡋ࡚⫢ᚰ࡞ࡇࡋ࡚ࠊ
௰ุ᩿ࡀẚ㍑ⓗ⡆༢ᇳ⾜࡛ࡁࡿ࡞ࡢ௰ࡢ
せ࡞ᶵ⬟ࡣࠊSICC ࡣഛ࠼࡚࠸ࡲࡏࢇࠋ
SICC ࡣ㠉᪂ⓗ࡞㐍ᒎ࡛࠶ࡾࠊᙜ⪅ࣁࣈࣜࢵ
ࢻ࡞㑅ᢥ⫥ࠊࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊᚑ᮶ᆺࡢᅜෆࡢุᡤ
࠾ࡅࡿッゴ࡛ࡶᅜ㝿௰࡛ࡶ࡞࠸ࢪ࡛ࡢ⣮த
ゎỴᡭẁࢆࡶࡓࡽࡋࡲࡍࠋ᭱⤊ⓗࡣࠊSICC ࡢᡂ
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㈨ᩱ㸤ࣜࣥࢡ
௨ୗࡣࠊ⣮தゎỴ࣭༴ᶵ⟶⌮㛵ࡍࡿࢥ࣮ࢼ࣮࠾ࡅࡿ᭱㏆ࡢ.LQJ 6SDOGLQJࡢⓎ⾲グ
ࡽ㑅ࡾࡍࡄࡗࡓࡶࡢ࡛ࡍ㸦ୗグࣜࣥࢡࢆࡈཧ↷ࡃࡔࡉ࠸㸧ࠋ

ἲົࢵࣉࢹ࣮ࢺ
௰䠖⡿ᅜุᡤ䛜㻵㻯㻿㻵㻰ᐃ䛾ㄆᐃ䛻㛵䛧䛶␗
䛺䜛䜰䝥䝻䞊䝏䜢᥇⏝

ッゴ䠖㻰㻯ᕠᅇุᡤ䛜䚸♫ෆㄪᰝᩥ᭩䛻㛵䛩䜛
≉ᶒ䛾ᙇ䜢ᨭᣢ

௰䠖᭱㏆䛾㻺㼅䛷䛾Ỵᐃ䛻䜘䜚䚸ุỴ䜔ᐃ䜢⿵
ຓ䛩䜛䛯䜑䚸ドᣐ㛤♧ᡭ⥆䛻ᑐ䛩䜛ᶒ䜢ቑᙉ

䝖䝷䝇䝖䠖㻲㼀㻯䛸㻰㻻㻶䛜䚸ྜే䛻ᑐ䛩䜛䝖䝷䝇䝖
䛾᪂䛯䛺␗㆟⏦❧䛶䜢ᥦ㉳

䜶䝛䝹䜼䞊䠖㻵㻯㻿㻵㻰䛻䜘䜛ᇳ⾜䛻㛵䛩䜛㐃㑥䛾ุ
᩿䛜䚸䜶䝛䝹䜼䞊䛚䜘䜃▼Ἔ䞉䜺䝇䜈䛾ᢞ㈨ᐙ䛻
☜ᐇᛶ䜢ṧ䛩

ㄪᰝ䠖┿䛾༠ຊ䠖㻰㻻㻶䛾䛂⏕䛥䜜䛯ᑐヰ䛃䛸䛭䛾
⤖ᯝ

䜶䝛䝹䜼䞊䠖䜶䝛䝹䜼䞊ၟရዎ⣙䛻䛚䛡䜛⤖ᯝ
ᦆᐖ

ㄪᰝ䠖㻰㻻㻶䛜䚸ᴗ䛻䜘䜛ṇ䛻䛴䛔䛶ಶே䛾ㄝ
᫂㈐௵䜢㔜ど

ྲྀᘬ䠖㼀㻼㻼༠ᐃ΅䛜䚸䝬䝷䝋䞁༠㆟䛾ᚋ䛻Ỵ╔

ㄪᰝ䠖㻰㻻㻶䛜䚸ᖏⓗ㈐௵䛾䜏䛻ᇶ䛵䛟㻲㻯㻼㻭䛾
⟶㎄ᶒ䛻㛵䛩䜛㆟ㄽ䛻䛚䛔䛶ᩋ䜜䜛

ᙜົᡤࢽ࣮ࣗࢫ
䠡䝷䞊䝙䞁䜾䠖ᕞ䛻䜘䜛㻭㻳ㄪᰝ䚸ᇳ⾜䛚䜘䜃༠ຊ䠖
▱䛳䛶䛚䛟䜉䛝䛣䛸

ホ౯䠖㻺㼍㼠㼕㼛㼚㼍㼘㻌㻸㼍㼣㻌㻶㼛㼡㼞㼚㼍㼘䛜䚸䜽䝸䝇䞉䝺䜲䜢つไ
䛚䜘䜃䝁䞁䝥䝷䜲䜰䞁䝇䛾ศ㔝䛾䛂ඛ㥑⪅䛃䛸ホ䛩

䠡䝷䞊䝙䞁䜾䠖➇ྜᴗ⪅䛜㐪ἲ䛺౽┈䜢ᚓ䛶䛔䜛
ሙྜ䛻ఱ䛜䛷䛝䜛䛛䠛

ホ౯䠖㻮㼑㼚㼏㼔㼙㼍㼞㼗䛜䚸ッゴศ㔝䛾䝖䝑䝥㻞㻡㻜䛾ዪᛶ
ᘚㆤኈ䛛䜙㻠ྡ䛾䝟䞊䝖䝘䞊䜢㑅ฟ

䜲䝧䞁䝖ண࿌䠖ᅄ༙ᮇ䜶䝛䝹䜼䞊䞉䝣䜷䞊䝷䝮䠖Ẽ
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