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The Évora Court of Appeal recently confirmed that interim measures ordered by a court
can assist arbitration.(1) The ruling also addressed the question of when a deadline to
file main proceedings is satisfied by arbitration.
Facts
Despite the existence of an arbitration agreement between the parties, the claimant
applied to the court for an interim measure against the defendant, which was granted.
The defendant appealed, but was unsuccessful.
The claimant then filed main proceedings with the arbitral tribunal in accordance with
the arbitration agreement and asked the court to maintain the interim measure.
Portugal's civil procedure states that an interim measure expires if the claimant fails to
file main proceedings within 30 days of notification of the relevant order.(2)
The defendant objected, stating that the 30-day deadline had elapsed and that therefore
the interim measure had already expired. However, the court disagreed and maintained
the interim measure.
The defendant appealed to the Évora Court of Appeal.
Decision
The appellate court upheld the first instance decision on two grounds.
First, the court stated that interim measures can support arbitration; there are no
grounds in law to argue otherwise.
Second, as the tribunal had not been constituted at the relevant time, the 30-day
deadline in respect of the main proceedings was satisfied by the claimant's request to
the other party to begin the formation of the tribunal.(3)
Comment
The decision is entirely consistent with Portuguese case law and academic opinion on
interim measures in support of arbitration, which support the view that a request for an
interim measure in court does not violate an arbitration agreement.(4) Rather, it is a
legitimate means of making arbitration a more effective dispute resolution method - an
opinion supported by Article 9 of the UN Commission on International Trade Law Model
Law on International Commercial Arbitration and by many international arbitration
experts.(5)
The key point of the decision relates to the 30-day deadline for filing main proceedings
and the fulfilment of this condition by arbitration. In this case, as the arbitral tribunal had
not been formed at the time, the only way of ensuring that the claimant could file main
proceedings within the deadline set by procedural law was to assume that such a
deadline is satisfied by a request for the formation of an arbitral tribunal. Therefore, the
appellate court's decision, although apparently unprecedented, was correct.
For further information on this topic please contact José Miguel Júdice or
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