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12 Comparative Arbitration Practice and Public Policy in Arbitration, ICCA Congress Series No. 3, p.
147.

Bicea Congress Series No. 8, p. 121.
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UNCITRAL
1996 2GB(6) 1994
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52
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6.1
TOMAC

16 Article 2GB(6): “In conducting arbitration proceedings, an arbitral tribunal may decide whether
and to what extent it should itself take the initiative in ascertaining the facts and the law relevant to
those proceedings.”

7 Article 12(3): “An arbitral tribunal shall, unless the parties to an arbitration agreement have
(whether in the agreement or in any other documents in writing) agreed to the contrary, have power
to adopt if it thinks fit inquisitorial processes.”
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Hadley v Baxandale
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24 Chaplin v Hicks [1911] 2 KB 786 (CA).
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