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Following the flurry of arbitrations initiated by investors against Argentina based upon Argentine
government actions during that country’ s 2001-2002 economic crisis, one might have expected the
U.S. government’s extensive market interventions during the 2008 global financial crisis to lead
similarly to investor claims. The United States bailed out Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, in the
process acquiring the right to dilute significantly the companies existing shares. It also provided
large sums of capital to severa U.S. banks and car manufacturers. But foreign investor claims have
yet to materialize (at least not publicly). While a variety of factors may be at work, the absence of
such claims raises some interesting questions, none with obvious answers.

It may be that the U.S. financial crisisis so factually distinct from the Argentine crisis that the
comparison is not a fair one. Perhaps the Argentine government’s clear promises regarding the
applicable regulatory framework have no parallels in the U.S. context, rendering any fair and
equitable treatment claim less viable.

Or perhaps the explanation is not based upon a factual or legal distinction, but rather it lies with
pragmatic considerations. The United States remains the preeminent global economic superpower.
In applying the fair and equitable treatment standard and determining the applicability of the
necessity defense, would a panel of arbitrators use its discretion to give the United States more
leeway than other states? Are investors simply afraid to upset their existing relationship with the
U.S. government? Perhaps WTO dispute settlement (which actually involves a different standard
for the necessity defense), not investor-state arbitration, is the appropriate forum where subsidy-
related issues could be addressed at the state-to-state level —in which case the question would be
out of investors' hands?

In a perfect world, international legal standards are applied evenly, irrespective of the identity of
the respondent. Yet, much as U.S. federal judges make decisions fully aware of institutional
limitations that may affect the implementation of those decisions by other branches of government,
arbitrators make decisions in the global context of sophisticated actors participating in a complex,
interconnected economy. While these are not questions that can be answered definitively, we can
learn more about the role of international arbitration as it is applied to a variety of political and
economic scenarios, including the global financial crisis. Asfirst noted in this blog by Luke Eric
Peterson (Whither the New Financial Crisis Claims?, February 5, 2009), we are still waiting for the
initiation of financial crisis claims.

Lucy Reed and Phillip Riblett

Kluwer Arbitration Blog -1/2- 22.02.2023


https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/2010/03/11/the-consequences-of-market-intervention-by-lucy-reed-and-phillip-riblett/

To make sure you do not miss out on regular updates from the Kluwer Arbitration Blog, please
subscribe here. To submit a proposal for a blog post, please consult our Editorial Guidelines.

Profile Navigator and Relationship Indicator
Includes 7,300+ profiles of arbitrators, expert witnesses, counsels & 13,500+ relationships to
uncover potential conflicts of interest.

Learn how Kluwer Arbitration can support you.

Learn more about the
newly-updated
Profile Navigator and

Relationship Indicator

‘u'ﬁ Wolters Kluwer

This entry was posted on Thursday, March 11th, 2010 at 4:31 pm and is filed under Arbitration
Proceedings, Investment Arbitration, North America

You can follow any responses to this entry through the Comments (RSS) feed. You can leave a
response, or trackback from your own site.

Kluwer Arbitration Blog -2/2- 22.02.2023


https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/newsletter/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/editorial-policy-guidelines/
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom-cta_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom-cta_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom-cta_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluwerarbitration/practical-tools?utm_source=arbitrationblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-bottom_ka-practical-tools_1122#PrReTools
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/arbitration-proceedings/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/arbitration-proceedings/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/investment-arbitration/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/category/north-america/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/comments/feed/
https://arbitrationblog.kluwerarbitration.com/2010/03/11/the-consequences-of-market-intervention-by-lucy-reed-and-phillip-riblett/trackback/

	Kluwer Arbitration Blog
	The Consequences Of Market Intervention


