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I. Procedural Background 

1. On November 23, 2022, the Claimants sent a letter to the Tribunal, requesting leave to 

introduce INTERPOL’s decision on Mexico’s Second Red Notice Application (the 

“Second INTERPOL Decision”) into the record of the arbitration pursuant to Article 18.3 

of Procedural Order No. 1.  

2. On November 28, 2022, the Tribunal invited the Respondent to comment on the Claimants’ 

request by December 2, 2022.  

3. On November 29, 2022, the Respondent asked the Tribunal for an extension of the deadline 

to submit its response to the Claimants’ request until December 6, 2022. The extension was 

authorized by the Tribunal on December 2, 2022.  

4. On December 6, 2022, the Respondent submitted its response to the Claimants’ request, 

arguing inter alia that the Claimants had failed to demonstrate exceptional circumstances 

justifying adding the Second INTERPOL Decision on the record.  

II. The Tribunal’s Analysis 

5. The Tribunal considers that any request for the submission of new evidence merits serious 

consideration. Consequently, the Tribunal has carefully analyzed Claimants’ request. 

6. First and foremost, the Tribunal emphasizes the central relevance of safeguarding the 

Parties’ rights and the equality of arms. 

7. Second, the Tribunal has considered the potential impact of the proposed evidence on the 

decision of the Tribunal. 

8. Third, the Tribunal has taken into account the current stage of the proceedings – when the 

Post-Hearing Briefs have been timely submitted by the Parties and discussed by the 

Arbitral Tribunal – and the risk to reopen a discussion whose substance was sufficiently 

debated during the Hearing and commented in the Post-Hearing Briefs. In particular, the 

Tribunal recalls that the Parties have agreed upon a post-Hearing phase of proceedings with 

only one round of simultaneous submissions.  



9. Therefore, the Claimants’ request cannot be admitted.

III. Order

10. On the basis of the foregoing considerations, the Tribunal rejects the Claimants’ request.

On behalf of the Tribunal, 

____________________________ 
Professor Diego P. Fernández Arroyo  
President of the Tribunal 
Date: 19 December 2022 
Seat of the arbitration: Toronto, Canada 

[Signed]
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