
IN THE MATTER OF AN ARBITRATION UNDER CHAPTER 
ELEVEN OF THE NORTH AMERICAN FREE TRADE AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

POPE & TALBOT, INC 

Claimant/Investor 

and 

THE GOVERNMENT OF CANADA 

Respondent/Party 

AWARD 

bY 

THE ARBITRAL TRIBUNAL 

The Honourable Lord Dervaird (Presiding Arbitrator) 
Mr Murray J Belman (Arbitrator) 

The Honourable Benjamin J Greenberg Q.C. (Arbitrator) 

In relation to 

PRELIMINARY MOTION BY GOVERNMENT OF CANADA 

TO 

DISMISS THE CLAIM BECAUSE IT FALLS OUTSIDE THE SCOPE 
AND COVERAGE OF NAFTA CHAPTER ELEVEN 

“MEASURES RELATING TO INVESTMENT” MOTION 



1. The Parties 

1. The Claimant is Pope & Talbot, Inc., 1500 S.W. First Avenue, Suite 200 Portland Oregon, 

a publicly traded corporation incorporated under the laws of the State cf Delaware in the 

USA. It has an Investment, Pope & Talbot Ltd., a corporation organised under the laws of 

the Province of British Columbia - which is a wholly owned subsidiary of another British 

Columbia corporation, Pope & Talbot International Limited, which is, in tum, a wholly 

owned subsidiary of the Claimant. The Investment is a wood products company that 

manufactures and sells softwood lumber. It harvests timber in the province of British 

Columbia and operates three sawmills and two forestry divisions there. 

2. The Respondent is the Government of Canada, Justice Building, 284 Wellington Street, 

Ottawa. 

3. The parties are hereafter referred to as the “Claimant,” the “1nvestor”or “Pope & Talbot” and 

the “Respondent” or “Canada” respectively. 

2. Summarv Descrbtion of the Diswte and the Proceediws 

4. This is an arbitration under Chapter 11 of NAFTA for settlement of a dispute between 

Canada as a NAFTA Party and Pope & Talbot as an Investor of another NAFTA Party 

(together with its Investment). 

5. Pope & Talbot claims that Canada has breached certain of its obligations in relation to 

investments set forth in NAFTA Chapter 11, Section A, and submits its claims to arbitration 

under Section B. 

6. For the purpose of the present motion only, Canada does not dispute the accuracy of Pope 

& Talbot’s pleadings on factual matters; consequently, the exposition of the facts set out in 
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