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 Timeline for Pac Rim Cayman v. El Salvador Dispute 
 
01/24/1996 Mining Law enters into force, with a maximum exploration license period of 5 

years. (CL-210) 
 
07/10/1996 Kinross receives 3-year exploration license for El Dorado Norte. (C-326) 
 
07/23/1996 Kinross receives 3-year exploration license for El Dorado Sur. (C-317) 
 
09/10/1997 Pac Rim Cayman LLC ("PRC") is formed by Pacific Rim Mining Corp. 

("PRMC") as a holding company incorporated in the Cayman Islands.  (C-12) 
 
07/15/1999 Kinross obtains 2-year extension for both El Dorado exploration licenses. This 

brings the total time for both licenses to 5 years, the maximum at the time.  The 
expiration of the El Dorado licenses was thus going to be in July 2001. (C-329, C-
330) 

 
03/--/2000 Dayton Acquisitions, a subsidiary of Dayton Mining Corporation, merges with 

Mirage Resource Corporation, acquiring its Salvadoran interests. (Memorial, para. 
72) 

 
06/28/2001 Legislative Decree No. 456 extends all exploration licenses for that year until 

December 31, 2001. (CLA-211) 
 
07/11/2001 Amendment to the Mining Law enters into force, extending the maximum 

period of exploration from 5 to 8 years. (Memorial, para. 76) 
 
12/10/2001 Kinross obtains second 2-year extension for both El Dorado exploration 

licenses. (C-268, C-269) 
 
04/--/2002 PRMC merges with Dayton Mining Corporation, Inc., acquiring Kinross El 

Salvador and the El Dorado exploration licenses. (Memorial, para. 128) 
 
01/--/2003 Kinross El Salvador changes its name to Pacific Rim El Salvador, S.A. de C.V. 

("PRES"). (NOA, para. 50)  
 
12/18/2003 PRES obtains third extension of the El Dorado exploration licenses.  This 

extension is for one year, beginning January 1, 2004.  This brings the total 
length of the licenses period to eight years, the limit. (C-13) 

 
09/08/2004 PRES submits first Environmental Impact Study ("EIA") for El Dorado to the 

Salvadoran Ministry of the Environment ("MARN"). (Memorial, para. 175) 
 
12/15/2004 PRES writes to MARN letting the Minister know that more than 60 days have 

passed since original El Dorado EIA was submitted with no response and that 
the company is suffering damages as a result of this delay. (R-55) 

 



 

 
 

xii

12/22/2004 PRES submits its application for the exploitation concession to the Salvadoran 
Ministry of the Economy ("MINEC"). (R-2) 

 
01/01/2005 The El Dorado Norte and El Dorado Sur Exploration Licenses finally expire. 
 
01/21/2005 PRES submits a final Pre-Feasibility Study based only on the Minita deposit. (C-

9) 
 
02/01/2005 MARN responds to first El Dorado EIA with observations. (C-133) 
 
4/21/2005 PRES responds to MARN’s observations "Vol. IV." (C-136) 
 
5/05/2005 PRES's local counsel submits memorandum arguing that the land ownership or 

authorization requirement should not apply for underground mining 
concessions. (R-30) 

 
06/01/2005 Dorado Exploraciones SA de CV ("DOREX") is formed in El Salvador and 

added to PRC's corporate structure.  
 
06/28/2005 Bureau of Mines informs Pac Rim that the office of the Secretariat for 

Legislative and Judicial Affairs agrees with the interpretation of the Ministry of 
Economy and the Bureau of Mines regarding the land ownership or 
authorization requirement.  Fred Earnest reported to Tom Shrake that surface 
owner authorization was one of the main things missing from PRES's 
concession application and that obtaining it was "a nearly (if not totally) 
impossible task." (C-291) 

 
07/27/2005 Ericka Colindres leaves MARN unable to finalize MARN’s comments on the El 

Dorado EIA. (Memorial, para. 242) 
 
09/08/2005 Second EIA for El Dorado project submitted to MARN in response to 

comments and further observations from MARN in April and August 2005. (C-
8) 

 
09/23/2005 Public consultation period opens for El Dorado EIA. (C-152) 
 
09/28-29/2005 DOREX obtains exploration licenses for Huacuco, Pueblos, and Guaco. 

(Memorial, para. 210) 
 
09/--/2005 MINEC considered trying to amend the Mining Law to exclude underground 

mines from the land ownership or authorization requirement – what Pac Rim 
needed for its application to proceed – but this did not happen.  (R-35, C-400) 

 
10/--/2005 Dr. Robert Moran issues report concluding that the El Dorado exploitation EIA 

would not be acceptable to regulatory agencies in most developed countries. (C-
165) 
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01/--/2006 Ericka Colindres joins PRES as Supervisor of Environmental Protection. 
(Colindres Witness Statement, para. 3) 

 
01/16/2006 PRES submits EIA for Santa Rita exploration; the environmental permit for 

exploration is received in June. (Memorial, paras. 326, 329) 
 
02/17/2006 DOREX submits EIA for Huacuco exploration. (Memorial, para. 341) 
 
03/29/2006 MARN officials meet with F. Earnest, E. Colindres, and L. Medina of PRES to 

discuss observations from public comment period on El Dorado EIA. (C-163) 
 
06/--/2006 MARN official allegedly told Claimant that all mining projects are "en stop." (C-

168) 
 
07/5-6/2006 MARN revokes Commerce Group's environmental permits after inspection 

found lack of compliance with the terms of the permits. 
 
07/09/2006 Newspaper quotes Minister of Environment Barrera stating that the Ministry 

will not authorize any mining project that will harm the environment. (R-120) 
 
07/14/2006 MARN provides additional observations on El Dorado EIA. (C-169) 
 
08/11/2006 Dr. Manuel Pulgar-Vidal, hired as a consultant, submits his final report 

regarding mining in El Salvador, concluding that the country is currently not 
equipped to move forward with mining and recommending that the country 
complete a Strategic Environmental Evaluation before making a decision about 
whether or not to develop mining and, if so, under what conditions. (R-129) 

 
09/12/2006 PRES sends response to observations from public consultation. (C-170) 
 
10/02/2006 MINEC writes to PRES giving it 30 days to provide the documents missing 

from its exploitation concession application: documentation of land ownership 
or authorization, an environmental permit, and a technical, economic feasibility 
study. (R-4) 

 
10/25/2006 PRES sends responses to MARN’s “Final Observations.” (C-171) 
 
11/07/2006  PRES responds to MINEC's October 2nd letter, claiming just impediment with 

regard to the environment permit, but does not provide documentation of land 
ownership or authorization for the area requested or a feasibility study. (R-5) 

 
11/09/2006 Pac Rim admitted in a news release that it may not be able to get the concession 

until the Mining Law was changed. (C-309) 
 
12/04/2006 MINEC responds to PRES's November letter, giving PRES 30 days to turn in its 

Environmental Permit. (R-6) 
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12/05/2006 PRES submits water treatment plant proposal in response to Ministry's July 
observations. (C-174) 

 
12/13/2006 PRMC announces suspension of drilling at Santa Rita because of local 

opposition. (C-263)  The suspension continues into 2008. 
 
01/--/2007 The 30-day period under the law for PRES to respond to the Ministry of 

Economy's warning letters runs out without PRES having submitted the missing 
requirements. 

 
05/07/2007 At a meeting with Minister of Economy and Minister of Environment, all 

mining companies are told that "all mining activity in the country would be 
halted until such time as an Evaluación Ambiental Estratégica . . . of the mining 
industry was conducted." (Memorial, para. 298) 

 
06/24/2007 Minister of Environment Carlos Guerrero quoted in news report confirming that 

the Ministry would not be granting concessions until a study of the potential 
effects of mining was completed. (R-122) 

 
08/07/2007 DOREX submits EIA for Guaco. (Memorial, para. 350) 
 
08/17/2007 DOREX submits EIA for Pueblos. (Memorial, para. 350) 
 
10/24/2007 By this date, Claimant had hired its international arbitration counsel and C&M 

Capitolink became a registered lobbyist for Claimant in the United States. (R-
128, R-118) 

 
11/--/2007 Claimant supports a New Mining Law in El Salvador that would change the 

requirements it had not met to obtain an exploitation concession. (R-36)   
 
12/11/2007 PRC is de-registered in the Cayman Islands. (R-68) 
 
12/13/2007 Pac Rim Cayman LLC is registered as a limited liability company in Nevada. 

(R-69) 
 
03/11/2008 According to a press report, President Saca urges caution regarding mining 

exploitation, saying that the legislature should study the issue. (C-1) 
 
11/24/2008 PRES, on the verge of submitting its Notice of Intent, writes to MARN asking 

for the status of its environmental permit request. (Memorial, para. 302) 
 
12/04/2008 MARN responds to the request for a status update by sending observations 

regarding the water treatment plant. (C-180) 
 
12/09/2008 PRC files Notice of Intent to submit a claim to arbitration under CAFTA. 
 



 

 
 

xv

02/--/2009 PRMC decided to defer completion of the Feasibility Study that it had been 
working on since 2006. (R-20) 

04/30/2009 PRC files Notice of Arbitration. 

07/14/2009 Santa Rita exploration license expires. (R-23) 

07/17/2009 PRES attempts to request an extension of the four year Santa Rita exploration 
license. (R-23) 

07/20/2009 MINEC tells PRES that the Santa Rita license expired on the 14th and cannot be 
renewed after that date. (R-23) 

07/22/2009 DOREX reapplies for the expired Santa Rita exploration license. (Memorial, para. 
334) 
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of its Salvadoran subsidiaries but, in accordance with the Mining Law, no new license was 

granted.12  Claimant now has no rights to explore Santa Rita and no claims that any acts or 

omissions of the Government affected its rights to Santa Rita.  In addition, Claimant has not even 

attempted to describe its alleged rights or claims regarding the "early exploration properties" of 

Zamora/Cerro Colorado.13  Claimant, admittedly, had not been granted any rights to these areas. 

 

 

                                                 
12 Mining Law, Art. 27 (RL-7(bis)); Mining Regulations, Arts. 11, 17 (RL-8(bis)). 
13 Memorial, paras. 669, 687. 
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The map above shows the 
exploration areas identified by 
Claimant as part of its claims in this 
arbitration.  The 200 km2 area on the 
right, which Claimant labels "El 
Dorado" includes the Guaco, 
Huacuco, and Pueblos exploration 
license areas surrounding the 12.75 
km2 area of the requested concession 
(in light brown).  The deposits for 
which Claimant seeks damages are 
identified by name.  Claimant's Pre-
Feasibility Study was based on a 
proposal to mine only the Minita 
deposit. 
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The structure of the underground mine is located at the top of the 
map, showing the tunnels and spirals of the ramps.  The locations 
of the Minita and Minita 3 veins, taken from Claimant's 2005 Pre-
Feasibility Study, are shown in red and blue.  These locations have 
been georeferenced and superimposed on a portion of Map 5, 
which shows the location of the proposed underground mine in 
relation to the areas, outlined in pink, for which Pac Rim claims 
ownership or authorization. 
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IX. REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

4 71. El Salvador respectfully requests that the Tribunal: 

• Issue an Award stating that it lacks jurisdiction under the Investment Law of 
El Salvador and dismissing all claims for lack of jurisdiction; 

• Should the Tribunal find that it has jurisdiction over any claim, for the reasons 
stated above, issue an A ward dismissing all claims for lack of factual and 
legal merit; 

• Order Claimant to pay all costs and expenses of all phases of this arbitration, 
and reimburse El Salvador for its legal and expert fees and costs for all phases 
ofthis arbitration, plus interest from the time of the Award until payment is 
made, in an amount and at a rate to be established at the appropriate time; and 

• Grant El Salvador any other remedy that the Tribunal considers appropriate. 

Dated: January 10, 2014 
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