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ABSTRACT

This thesis examines the role of jurisdiction in arbitration, focusing on its pivotal
importance in international commerce dispute resolution. Specifically, it analyzes
the Permanent Court of Arbitration case No. 2015-40 between IMFA and the
Republic of Indonesia, where jurisdictional challenges were central. Despite
unresolved jurisdictional objections from the respondent, the tribunal proceeded to
address substantive case issues. This investigation assesses the implications of such
Jjurisdictional ambiguities on the enforceability of arbitration awards. Utilizing a
qualitative methodology, the study draws on existing literature and the principles
of party autonomy and kompetenz-kompetenz. It argues that overlooking
Jurisdictional objections due to ambiguous outcomes not only is technically feasible
but also sets a precarious precedent.justice, all of which are explained in these

regulations.
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