
    
    
    
        
            
            
                
            

            
        
    


    
        Skip to main content
        
        

        
            
                Advertisement

                

            

        

        
    
        
            
                
                    
                        [image: SpringerLink]
                    
                
            
        


        
            
                
    
        Log in
    


            
        
    


    
        
            
                
                    
                        
                            
                        Menu
                    
                


                
                    
                        
                            Find a journal
                        
                    
                        
                            Publish with us
                        
                    
                        
                            Track your research
                        
                    
                


                
                    
                        
                            
                                
                                    
                                Search
                            
                        

                    
                    
                        
 
  
   
  Cart
 


                    
                

            

        
    




        

    

        
    
        
            
                
                    
    
        
            	
                        Home






	
                        Handbook of International Investment Law and Policy

	
                        Living reference work entry

Prevention of ISDS Disputes: From Early Resolution to Limited Access


                    	Living reference work entry
	First Online: 19 June 2020



                    	
                             pp 1–21
                        
	
                            Cite this living reference work entry
                        


                    
                    

                    
                        
                            
                        

                    
                

                
                    
                        
                                
                                    
                                    [image: Book cover]
                                
                                
                                Handbook of International Investment Law and Policy
                        
                        
                    
                

            
        
    

    

    
        
            

            
                
                    
                        
                            	Yulia Levashova4,5 


                            
                            
                            
                                
    
        	
                    
                        
                    393 Accesses

                
	
                        
                            
                        1
                        
                            
                                Altmetric
                            
                        

                    


    



                            

                        

                        
                    
                


                
                    Abstract
The dispute prevention is currently one of the central themes in the investor-state dispute settlement (ISDS) reform led by the UNCITRAL Working Group III (WG). Many states have already included various dispute prevention methods in their International Investment Agreements (IIAs). For example, in Korea or Brazil, the Ombudsman system was set up with the purpose of addressing investors’ grievances before they mature into a legal dispute. These national bodies are quite effective for the purpose of dispute prevention, especially if they contain an institutionalized framework that has a system for coordination between various levels of governments and a system for communication with an investor. Another method of dispute prevention is to strengthen the cooperation of state parties through joint committees and commissions. Inter-state efforts to prevent disputes also include the possibility to establish an Advisory Centre on International Investment Law. This initiative is currently investigated within the UNCITRAL reform process. Another category of preventive methods discussed in this chapter is based on a system of filtration of certain types of disputes. Some states in their IIAs have imposed additional conditions for investors’ access to ISDS. The goal of this chapter is to discuss various options for dispute prevention and to assess their implications for the ISDS reform.
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