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Frydman v. Cosmair Inc., District Court, Southern District of New York, United States of*?
.America, 25 July 1996, 94 Civ. 3772 LAP

FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 19, para. 2504
(E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999); Bernd Ehle, Commentary on Article I, in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON
THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS—COMMENTARY 26, 37 (R. Wolff
ed., 2012); Domenico Di Pietro, What Constitutes an Arbitral Award Under the New York Convention,
in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEW YORK
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Hall Steel Company v. Metalloyd Ltd., District Court, Eastern District of Michigan, Southern*"
Division, United States of America, 7 June 2007, 492 F. Supp. 2d 715, XXXIII Y.B. Com. ArB. 978
.(2008)

Drummond Ltd. v. Instituto Nacional de Concesiones—INCO et al., Supreme Court of Justice,(“)
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Resort Condominiums International Inc. v. Ray Bolwell and Resort Condominiums, Pty. Ltd., L.a.ﬂ ge|
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.B. BORN, INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 2935-36 (2014)
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.Fifth Civil Department, Bulgaria, 23 February 1999, 356/99, XXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 678 (2000)
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.Supreme Court of Queensland, Australia, 29 October 1993, XX Y.B. Com. ArB. 628 (1995)
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Drummond Ltd. v. Instituto Nacional de Concesiones—INCO et al., Supreme Court of Justice,(“)
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Travaux préparatoires, Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, Report by the"”)

Secretary-General, Annex I, Comments by Governments, E/2822, pp. 7, 10; Travaux préparatoires, United
Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Consideration of the Draft Convention on
Travaux Lyl 3! .the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, E/CONF.26/L.26
préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Activities of Inter-
Governmental and Non-Governmental Organizations in the Field of International Commercial Arbitration,

.Consolidated Report by the Secretary-General, E/CONF.26/4, p. 26
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Bayerisches Oberstes Landesgericht [BayObLG], Germany, 22 November 2002, 4 Z Sch 13/02,0
XXIX Y.B. CoMm. ArB. 754 (2004)

Gaetano Butera v. Pietro e Romano Pagnan, Court of Cassation, Italy, 18 September 1978,0%

4167, IV Y.B. Com. ArB. 296 (1979); Colella Legnami S.p.A. v. Carey Hirsch Lumber Company, Court
.of Cassation, Italy, 6 July 1982, 4039, IX Y.B. Com. ArB. 429 (1984)
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Colella Legnami S.p.A. v. Carey Hirsch Lumber Company, Court of Cassation, Italy, 6 July(m
(350! daa )3 pa) 1982, 4039, IX Y.B. Com. Ars. 429 (1984)
(vr)

Bernd Ehle, Commentary on Article I, in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION 1l
AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JUNE 1958—ComMMENTARY 26, 40 (R. Wolff
ed., 2012); ALBERT JAN VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958: TOWARDS A
UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 47 (1981); Domenico Di Pietro, What Constitutes an Arbitral Award
Under the New York Convention, in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL
ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEW YORK CONVENTION IN PracTICE 139, 148 (E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds.,

.2008); contra GARY B. BORN, INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 2925 (2014)
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Comments on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, Note by the Secretary-
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Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,"”)

Comments on Draft Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, Note
.by the Secretary-General, E/CONF.26/2, p. 3

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,"

.Summary Record of the Fifth Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.S5, p. 8

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,"’

Consideration of the Draft Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards
- Austria, Belgium, Federal Republic of Germany, France, Italy, Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland:
.amendment to article I, paragraph 1, of the draft Convention, E/CONF.26/L.6

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,"™

Consideration of the Draft Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards,
Report of Working Party No. 1 on article I, paragraph 1 and article II of the draft Convention (E/2704
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.Arbitration, Summary Record of the Sixth Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.6, p. 8
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Société Kis France et autres v. Société Générale et autres, Court of Appeal of Paris, France, )
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S.A.P1.C., Bridas Energy Internattonal Ltd., Intercontinental Oil and Gas Ventures, Ltd., and Bridas
Corp v. Government of Turkmenistan, Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit, United States of America, 21

.April 2006, 04-20842

Dallah Real Estate and Tourism Holding Company v. Ministry of Religious Affairs, Government™"
Sl L il of Pakistan, Supreme Court, England and Wales, 3 November 2010, UKSC 2009/0165
Gouvernement du Pakistan—Ministére :duui’ g guingll Joo L 3o 2 ol Gyl 2aSea &yl glalatl
des affaires religieuses v. société Dallah Real Estate and Tourism Holding Company, Court of Appeal
.of Paris, France, 17 February 2011, 09/28533, 09/28535 and 09/28541, 2011 Rev. Ars. 286

Court of Appeal of the Canton of Basel-Landschaft, Switzerland, 5 July 1994, 30-94/261;(””
Bobbie Brooks Inc. v. Lanificio Walter Banci s.a.s., Court of Appeal of Firenze, Italy, 8 October 1977,
IV Y.B. Com. Ars. 289 (1979)

.Louis Dreyfus S.p.A. v. Cereal Mangimi S.r.1., Court of Cassation, Italy, 19 May 2009, 11529
.Del Medico & C. SAS v. Iberprotein SI, Court of Cassation, Italy, 16 June 2011, 13231(™*)
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.Bundesgerichtshof [BGH], Germany, 3 December 1992, IIl ZR 30/91""

Domenico Di Pietro, Validity of Arbitration Clauses Incorporated by Reference, in™
ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEwW YORK
.ConveNTION 1958 1N Pracrice 355 (E. Gaillard,D. Di Pietro eds., 2008)

Owners & Parties Interested in the Vessel M.V. Baltic Confidence, et al. v. State Trading Corp‘(w)
of India, et al. (India), Supreme Court, India, 20 August 2001, Special Leave Petition (civil) 17183 of
2001; Tradax Export SA v. Amoco Iran Oil Company, Federal Tribunal, Switzerland,7 February 1984;
.X S.A. v. Y Ltd., Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 12 January 1989, 5P.249/1988

Gas Authority of India Ltd. v. SPIE-CAPAG SA and ors, High Court of Delhi, India, 157"
.October 1993, Suit No. 1440; IA No. 5206

Copape Produtos de Pétroleo LTDA. v. Glencore LTD., District Court, Southern District of ™
.New York, United States of America, 8 February 2012, 11 Civ. 5744 LAK

Société Bomar Oil N.V. v. Entreprise tunisienne d’activités pétrolieres (ETAP), Court of ™)
Appeal of Versailles, France, 23 January 1991, upheld by Société Bomar Oil N.V. v. Entreprise tunisienne
SA L.Afl iy .dactivités pétrolieres (ETAP), Court of Cassation, France, 9 November 1993, 91-15.194
Groupama transports v. Société MS Régine Hans und Klaus Heinrich KG, Court of Appeal of Basse
.Terre, France, 18 April 2005
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Del Medico & C. SAS v. Iberprotein SI, Court of Cassation, Italy, 16 June 2011, 13231; Copape'™
Produtos de Pétroleo LTDA. v. Glencore LTD., District Court, Southern District of New York, United
States of America, 8 February 2012, 11 Civ. 5744 LAK; Standard Bent Glass Corp. v. Glassrobots
OY [Fin.], Court of Appeals, Third Circuit, United States of America, 20 June 2003, 02-2169; S4
Groupama transports v. Société MS Régine Hans und Klaus Heinrich KG, Court of Cassation, France,
21 November 2006, 05-21.818; Court of Appeal of the Canton of Basel-Landschaft, Switzerland, 5 July
1994, 30-94/261; Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Cologne, Germany, 16 December 1992, XXI Y.B. Com.
.ARB. 535 (1996)
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Owners & Parties Interested in the Vessel M.V. Baltic Confidence, et al. v. State Trading Corp.
of India, et al. (India), Supreme Court, India, 20 August 2001, Special Leave Petition (civil) 17183
Tradax Export SA v. Amoco Iran Oil Company, Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 7 LA:I‘ ailg .of 2001
February 1984; Welex A.G. v. Rosa Maritime Ltd., Court of Appeal, England and Wales, 3 July 2003,
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CIA Lind & Co. Scandinavia AB in Liquidation’s bankruptcy Estate v. Erik Lind, District!™
Court, Middle District of Florida, Tampa Division, United States of America, 7 April 2009, 8:08-cv-
1380-T-30TGW; China Nanhai Oil Joint Service Corporation Shenzhen Branch v. Gee Tai Holdings
Co. Ltd., High Court, Supreme Court of Hong Kong, Hong Kong, 13 July 1994, 1992 No. MP 2411;
.Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Schleswig, Germany, 30 March 2000, 16 SchH 05/99

.L’Aiglon S/A v. Téxtil Unido S/A, Superior Court of Justice, Brazil, 18 May 2005, SEC 856"

Commonwealth Development Corp v. Montague, Supreme Court of Queensland, Australia, 27"
.June 2000, Appeal No. 8159 of 1999; DC No. 29 of 1999



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas <A

Liwaldy @Sl e (ol ,LYI dablgl @Slell Lgdss Sl Apaa¥l o 32155 lling —YY
L Aueal Lle ogalatl ST umy M) Mamplgll e (BIS JUIs" @oudi e 2eSLa) ALY
(™) Lgin "l 3" lia IS 13 Lag ol LY

"giSa slasl” L:?;‘ Sy e

d\#i’l@ng&éLQ\éLdfdngjﬂﬁslaﬂ(\)@lﬁdls;ul‘a}ﬁ -Y$
Gib e Lyl A5 4555l Wile S| B "SI prer @Sl S Jesd ol
St

"eNa NS iaa -\

3l S pren” @Samill Il o Ol 1LY e I (1) B8 U ess Yo
Lealils Wgaiis (45859 Lot Lan w3 of alas "alads &l

cipid my bl oia cdgls S Leie At Llaall e s Qb sue @lling —Y1
oSl il ZBLEY Cidga o Ll cpuanl gl Laliss LLiall it e 2 "cladLal"

OF cemy LY ET 3568 19 2 Lilall 2l cly S@lada" 2l [y i saly -V
cualsg 5ol dedlie 2y olay M lia Sy Leale i @il | Jles
AaSonll iy @Sl 2in Lgd of Wlise danie (o Aelia 3929 O ] AeSell
o § Ll st (V) Lol sl 2wl ol [] geen” 3oke I &Y Ll
2 hgy 1Y Al daSame aly (Jillby T plgll Lalines 7Aooy 3L
s @Sl dog pd yEud (GuSall i Ay Lo WLt B &l Fiona Trust duzd
693 Jlee¥! Jlay e Lasbiaely BLLIN A 0685 o Jlais! Hliels QlSadl 53 il
@S s N Lgi 33Nl e Las aeSlie & Allal I cdpnil 1B cdalasl

(. Lg call Lguuis

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,™

Comments by Governments and Organizations on the Draft Convention on the Recognition and
.Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, Comments by the United Kingdom, E/2822/Add.4,Annex I, p. 5

Reinmar Wolff, Commentary on Article II, in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE Recoen-™

TION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JUNE 1958—CoMMENTARY 85, 128-132
(R. Wolff ed., 2012); ICCA’s GUIDE TO THE INTERPRETATION OF THE 1958 NEw YORK CONVENTION: A
.HaNDBOOK FOR JUDGEs 45 (P. Sanders ed., 2011)

Guangdong Agriculture Ltd. v. Conagra International Far East Company Ltd., High Court,(™
.Supreme Court of Hong Kong, Hong Kong, 24 September 1992, HCA003032/1992

Seeley International Pty Ltd. v. Electra Air, Federal Court, Australia, 29 January 2008, SAD(™)
.157 of 2007

()

Fiona Trust & Holding Corp. v. Privalov, Court of Appeal, England and Wales, 24 January
2007, 2006 2353 A3 QBCMEF, upheld by Fili Shipping Co. Ltd. and others v. Premium Nafta Products
.Ltd. and others, House of Lords, England and Wales, 17 October 2007
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Kaverit Steel and Crane v. Kone Corp., Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench, Canada, 14 May
1991, AJN® 450 and Kaverit Steel v. Kone Corp., Court of Appeal of Alberta, Canada, 16 January
.1992, ABCA 7

Dorothee Schramm, Elliott Geisinger, Philippe Pinsolle, Article II, in RECOGNITION anp™

ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEW YORK CONVENTION
37, 69-73 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); Albert Jan van den Berg, The New York Convention
of 1958: An Overview, in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL
AwaRrDS: THE NEw YORK CONVENTION 1958 IN PrAcTICE 39, 53 (E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008);
Jan Paulsson, Arbitrability, Still Through a Glass Darkly, in ARBITRATION IN THE NEXT DECADE 95, 96

.(ICC Pub. No. 612E, 1999)

Misr Insurance Company v. Alexandria Shipping Agencies Company, Court of Cassation, "™

(3ewy yu& 3> ,3) Egypt, 23 December 1991, 547/51

Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 21 March 1995, 5C.215/1994/lit; Supreme Court, Austria, 1707
November 1971, I Y.B. Com. Ars. 183 (1976)
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Compagnia Generale Construzioni "COGECO" S.p.A. v. Piersanti, Court of Cassation, Italy,
.27 April 1979, XVI Y.B. Com. Ars. 229 (1996)

.Colvi N.V. v. Interdica, Supreme Court, Belgium, 15 October 2004, C.02.0216.N"™
Scherk v. Alberto-Culver Company, Supreme Court, United States of America, 17 June 1974,("“
73-781; Rhone Mediterranee Compagnia Francese v. Lauro, Court of Appeals, Third Circuit, United

.States of America, 6 July 1983, 82-3523
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Mitsubishi Motors Corp v. Soler Chrysler-Plymouth, Supreme Court, United States of America,
.2 July 1985, 3-1569

Scherk v. Alberto-Culver Company, Supreme Court, United States of America, 17 June 1974,(“')
.73-781

Lindo v. NCL, Ltd., Court of Appeals, Eleventh Circuit, United States of America, 29 August'™"
2011, 10-10367

Société Nationale Algérienne Pour La Recherche, La Production and others v. Distrigas Corp.,(m)

.District Court, District of Massachusetts, United States of America, 17 March 1987, 86-2014-Y

Lindo v. NCL, Ltd., Court of Appeals, Eleventh Circuit, United States of America, 29 August(m)
2011, 10-10367; Jane Doe v. Princess Cruise Lines, LTD., a foreign corporation, d.b.a. Princess Cruises,
.Court of Appeals, Eleventh Circuit, United States of America, 23 September 2011, 10-10809
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Becker Autoradio United States.A., Inc. v. Becker Autoradiowerk GmbH, Court of Appeals,
Third Circuit, United States of America, 17 July 1978, 77-2566, 77-2567; Travelport Global Distribution
Systems B.V. v. Bellview Airlines Limited, District Court, Southern District of New York, United States
.of America, 10 September 2012, 12 Civ. 3483(DLC)
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Mitsubishi Motors Corp v. Soler C"hrysler—Plymouth, Supreme Court, ;@ .Sl 3aplo (e Bgeaill AbLB cule jLAL
GARY B. BORN, INTERNATIONAL pgl dxgy »bailg .United States of America, 2 July 1985, 437 United States. 614
.COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 769, 778 (2009)
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Enforcement Procedure (Articles III and IV), in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS
AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEw YorRk CONVENTION IN PracTICE 597
(E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008); Loukas A. Mistelis, Domenico D. Pietro, New York Convention, Article
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.(L.A. Mistelis ed., 2010)
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ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEW YORK CONVENTION
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P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); Maxi Scherer, Article III (Recognition and Enforcement of Arbitral
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(1993); WTB—Walter Thosti Boswau Bauaktiengesellschaft v. Costruire Coop. sri, Court of Cassation,
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District Court of Jerusalem, Israel, 13 January 2009, XXXIV Y.B. Com. ArB. 632 (2009); Adamas
Management & Services Inc. v. Aurado Energy Inc., Court of Queen’s Bench of New Brunswick, Canada,
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.(1993)
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OF 1958: TOWARDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 239 (1981); Andreas Borner, Article III, in
RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEW
York CONVENTION 115, 116 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); Maxi Scherer, Article III (Recognition
and Enforcement of Arbitral Awards; General Rule), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION AND
ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JUNE 1958—COMMENTARY 193, 202 (R. Wolff ed,,
.2012)
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Arbitration, Comments on Draft Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral
Awards, E/CONF.26/2, p. 4; Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International
Commercial Arbitration, Consideration of other measures for increasing the effectiveness of arbitration
in the settlement of private law disputes, E/CONF.26/6, p. 12; Travaux préparatoires, United Nations
Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Consideration of the draft convention on the
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(United States), District Court, Western District of Texas, United States of America, 4 December 2009,
.A-09-CA-488-SS, XXXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 507 (2010)

Artemis Shipping & Navigation Co. S.A. v. Tormar Shipping AS, District Court, Eastern District™"
.217-of Louisiana, United States of America, 9 December 2003, 03



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @) 3y Cal e a@la Jas At

o w3y ™SS saalall algadl Y L (Bl dabslia cAiall 3unall 20 Lag) uaill
T samag ™ LestsS s MaSan ay gty "l laly Ty selSIl @Sls Lagis
Cabats C Ly gty C Vol ©LalTs Tl ay Y 500 1 a1

Yugraneft Corporation v. Rexx Management Corporation, Supreme Court, Canada, 20"

May 2010, 2010 SCC 19

(vav)

African Petroleum Consultants (APC) v. Société Nationale de Raffinage, High Court of Fako
.Division, OHADA, Cameroon, 15 May 2002, HCF/91/M/2001-2002

ECONERG Ltd. (Croatia) v. National Electricity Company AD JE i e ‘)’5‘3‘(*“)
(Bulgaria), Supreme Court of Appeal, Civil Collegium, Fifth Civil Department, Bulgaria, 23 February
1999, XXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 641 (2000)

F&G A.S.R. v. K, 5.p., Supreme Administrative Court, Czech «JEl| Jure e sl ()
.Republic, 29 March 2001, XXXVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 363 (2013)

Merck & Co. Inc. (United States), Merck Frosst Canada Inc. (Canada), «JE) s Sle U
Frosst Laboratories Inc. (Colombia) v. Tecnoquimicas SA (Colombia), Supreme Court of Justice,
Colombia, 24 March 1999, XXVI Y.B. Com. ArB.755 (2001); Merck & Co. Inc. (United States), Merck
Frosst Canada Ind. & Frosst Laboratories Inc. (Colombia) v. Tecnoquimicas S.A. (Colombia), Supreme
Court of Justice, Colombia, 1 March 1999, E-7474; Sunward Overseas SA v. Servicios Maritimos
Limitada Semar (Ltda.)(Colombia), Supreme Court of Justice, Colombia, 20 November 1992, XX Y.B.
CoM. ARB. 651 (1995); Petrotesting Colombia S.A. et al. v. Ross Energy S.A., Supreme Court of Justice,
.Colombia, 27 July 2011, XXXVII Y.B. Com. Ars. 200 (2012)

Omnipol v. Samiram, Court of Appeal of Cairo, Egypt, 30 May 2005, «JEl| Juw e ‘)E‘(rw)
.10/122

‘(Y\A)

Gater Assets Ltd. v. Nak Naftogaz Ukrainiy, Court of Appeal, England «JE! Juwes Lo oy
.and Wales, 17 October 2007, A3/2007/0738

S.A. Recam Sonofadex v. S.N.C. Cantieri Rizzardi de Gianfranco «JE! Juw e A)Jb-'n‘(m)
Rizzardi, Court of Appeal of Orleans, France, 5 October 2000; Société 1.4.1.G.C.—Inter-Arab Invest-
ment Guarantee Corporation v. Société B.A.IL—Banque arabe et internationale d’investissement SA
(BAIl), Court of Appeal of Paris, France, 23 October 1997, 96/80232; Société Acteurs Auteurs Associés
(A.A.A.) v. Société Hemdale Film Corporation, Court of First Instance of Paris, France, 22 November
.1989, 10247/89

Bundesgerichtshof [BGH], Germany, 4 October 2005, VII ZB 09/05; «JLll Joww e o il
.Bundesgerichtshof [BGH], Germany, 4 October 2005, VII ZB 8/05

Not indicated v. Not indicated, Court of First Instance of Piracus, JEl! Juw e ‘)—'b-““.\)
Greece, 1968, 1 Y.B. Com. Ars. 185 (1976); Greek Buyer v. Ukrainian Seller, Court of Appeal of Athens,
.Greece, 18 July 2011, XXXVII Y.B. Com. Ars. 234 (2012)

Orient Middle East Lines Ltd., Bombay and others (India) v. M/s Brace «JE! S Lo A)Jé-"‘(w)
Transport Corporation of Monrovia and another (Liberia), High Court of Gujarat, India, 19 April 1985,
XIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 648 (1989)

WTB—Walter Thosti Boswau Bauaktiengesellschaft (Germany) v. «JE| Juws Sl o JUMIRY
.Costruire Coop. srl (Italy), Court of Cassation, Italy, 7 June 1995, 6426

Zhe-jiang Provincial Light Industrial Products Import & Export Corp. «JE) S e ‘)1"4-"‘(&‘”
(China) v. Takeyari K. K. (Japan), District Court of Okayama, Civil Section II, Japan, 14 July 1993,
XXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 744 (1997)



INY LI 3a\

w58 2l sl A Laad gl osales w83 7 Lileaaly VgL 1y C ) liitsag
G Lglalyd 481,21 aelsall Gy @Sl

Lo lie 2 @St oyl Ll 3l 3las Lo Lgie alll LLadll e sae 2y —YY
Cal el @lais (2BLEY) 2 | yuan 335l5) "oy pa" Lol delsall Gany Crumg Sauis OIS 1)
Geladi (ibagll onilsall 2 53)l5) "Bdl ! aclyd” al Laluany duia ¥ @Kol @bl 3
Aaianig eyl ,all sig cal,ue¥l Lle

31 G gy (335 o3 (3 1 "5 W1 e gl e iy 431 @Slmll iy 3y VY
s e ilagll ilgall 2 Ly Jyaall liall (g Jines Ly Lis Tyuis 25l
aily Ll Ty "85 ,2 W1 el s iy 51 Alag¥) (aadll 3eSme iy (JLL)
AeSma alal Sl 1d 9o all (S Tase AL 33U gy ¢ 3ulad O BeSmall Sy ¥

G Aan¥l 35atl @lel ¥ 5ild e Te s 435S @)

Oseas dadsd Ly ALY o) 2 el o ol 2 saelatl Jeally -Ye
S e lad LaliaBy @Sl iyl ,a B1uedl Lle Aadaill 351 ¥l aelyall
slel pas pfadd" o oy AL 3L dd Loy A BLEY Lol S 2 uS)) Lladl Sl )83

Société d’Etudes et de Commerce SA (France) v. Weyl Beef Products «JEA) Joew o ksl ¢
.BV, Court of First Instance of Amelo, Netherlands, 19 July 2000, XXVI Y.B. Com. Ars. 827 (2001)

T S.A. v. S. S.A., Court of Appeal of Lisbon, Portugal, 8 June 2010, XXXVIII Y.B* ™
.Com. Ars. 438 (2013)

Union Naval de Levante S.A. (Spain) v. Bisba Comercial Inc. (Panama), . JGL) Jurw e ‘).E,_}I(w)
Supreme Court, Spain, 9 October 2003, XXX Y.B. Com. ArB. 623 (2005); Saroc, S.p.A. (Italy) v. Sahece,
S.A. (Spain), Supreme Court, Plenary Session, Spain, 4 March 2003, XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 571 (2007);
Union Naval de Levante S.A. (Spain) v. Bisba Comercial Inc. (Panama), Supreme Court, Spain, 9 October
2003, XXX Y.B. Com. Ars. 623 (2005); Mr. Genaro (Spain), Mr. Carmelo (Spain) and Agraria del
Tormes S.A. (Spain) v. Majeriforeningen Danish Dairy Board (Denmark), Court of Appeal of Zamora,
.Spain, 27 November 2009, XXXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 454 (2010)

William W. Park, Respecting the New York Convention, 18(2) ICC BuLL. . JUl! Joeww e ‘)1'4_'.1(1./\)
65, 70 (2007); ALBERT JAN VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958: TOWARDS
A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 236 (1981); FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL
COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 982, para. 1671 (E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999); Andreas Bormer, Article
111, in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE
New York ConvenTiON 115, 117 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); Maxi Scherer, Article
1II (Recognition and Enforcement of Arbitral Awards; General Rule), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON
THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JUNE 1958—COMMENTARY
193, 197 (R. Wolff ed., 2012); Emilia Onyema, Formalities of the Enforcement Procedure (Articles III
and IV), in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE
New York CONVENTION IN PracTicE 597, 603 (E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008); Ramona Martinez,
Recognition and Enforcement of International Arbitral Awards Under the United Nations Convention of
1958: The “Refusal” Provisions, 24 INT’L Law 487, 496 (1990); ICCA’'s GUIDE TO THE INTERPRETATION
oF THE 1958 NEw YOrk CONVENTION: A HANDBOOK FOR JUDGES 69 (P. Sanders ed., 2011)

Privilegiata Fabbrica Maraschino Excelsior Girolamo Luxardo SpA v. Agrarcommerz AG,(M)

Societa La LAg‘ 3 Court of Cassation, Italy, 15 January 1992, XVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 427 (1993)
Naviera Grancebaco S.A. (Panama) v. Ditta Italgrani (Italy), Court of First Instance of Naples, Italy,
.30 June 1976, IV Y.B. Com. Ars. 277 (1979)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @) 3y Cal e a@la Jas A

LSt ‘_")Lu." LS (e1: ) " LaJ‘ m‘.\il u.nzt.c}u.n M}w &4}\./-\..\;‘}&3 cdia duaall
O Obeias 5 il dias coud LaSatl" §1 1 I 5M Gadas e (3 5ulSY) Ll
"3l Jo (o Lo yud B aciall gl (udd ga 3001 2 aal) mgill ()5S

450 ¥ Laaelgd Gaodanl 3ualaall Joull Zul 30U o gen ALl A9, L) (53559 —YO
ol Cye Algs 2 o2uily @S ol yh alyieW le ablgll ASISal 7yl Il gl
ey o Aol B 33gmge bl el saels I sl G Wos 2 Lagundyg 3a3lanll
Als el Sgen peun ¥ Lgie flul) 280LaaN Bolguad! 1 sy 13,39 gl 2 535250

) =W ol e las

Yugraneft Corporation. v. Rexx Management Corporation, Supreme Court, Canada, 20 May(“')
.2010, 2010 SCC 19

IPCO v. Nigerian National Petroleum Corp., High Court of Justice Queen’s Bench DiVision,(w)

5301 B Sl Ll 3amill li¥gll @Slows el .England and Wales, 17 April 2008, 2004 Folio 1031
Zeevi Holdings Ltd. v. The : ylail .503Lall Joud) (oMl calized @Sloell 2450 o | ualsd audas b 2311
Republic of Bulgaria, District Court, Southern District of New York, United States of America, 29 March
2011, 09 Civ. 8856 (RJS), XXXVI Y.B. Com. ArB. 464 (2011); Monegasque de Reassurances S.A.M.
(Monde Re) v. Nak Naftogaz of Ukraine and State of Ukraine, Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, United
States of America, 15 November 2002, 017947, 01-9153; TermoRio S.A. E.S.P. (Colombia), LeaseCo
Group and others v. Electranta S.P. (Colombia), et al., Court of Appeals, District of Columbia Circuit,

.United States of America, 25 May 2007, 06-7058, XXXIII Y.B. Com. ArB. 955 (2008)

3 G il Sl ¥sll 2 6,3y Sl 2 Lealan (e e oo (JEL Jonns e
«_'\_n‘z'jl‘ ALaSoms ulaid b)bla .9_ Y‘ J‘)"” A.n.a.u e..\.c ulc 4.4]‘ ._\.u.ul‘ (Q_SAJ‘ dLu‘ ua_u L5~'\-H P_.S_-,v_d‘
URB 3 Cundy (A4Sl daeMa pue ‘-LLAJ )Le.: A4Sl ! )L;.m\ Ja).ur AL salal Lg.a.u]cu )Ual 2 az=dll
elig W 5l ,al (b 40lSal | pae ool Lle o Sl 513 AEE Gle cudalgh ALS] ! deSel Ll L;};_m
).Taﬂ LSl | das Ya ‘a..\.c |..\.|.A Lg.u.' e u.u_‘ U"Jtﬁ AML‘u‘}“ O Aealadl 35010 i L@J.c ua}aa.d.‘ A_iLLLuy| ‘_,la
Zeevi Holdings Ltd. (in receivership) (Israel) v. The Republic of Bulgaria, District Court of Jerusalem,
Israel, 13 January 2009, XXXIV Y.B. Com. ArB. 632 (2009) and Zeevi Holdings Ltd. v. The Republic of
Bulgaria, District Court, Southern District of New York, United States of America, 29 March 2011, 09
LeSmll Zes Mo pote e Gldail aliuey 3l Loy .Civ. 8856 (RJS), XXXVI Y.B. Comt. Ars. 464 (2011)
LAYV Aaladly VY 5 paal a2 &l sl Gladl Jumatl GBI Bl Congas



AV LI 3a\

leg)) @S\asll Cajls (ya Gadail) —0
aclgd A BaUL 3l Led Lgie aldl Lloall fe wyaall 2. (@Slell csids =Y

LY @Sl iyl ya Gl el @iy Ll Lgla yds 20 555 33ame 38050

(iw).u. ....3

Oplall lgial ane ¥l cdsls Gl Lgie Al LLadll (e Julb sae I anse ¥y -V
Sl b5 5 ol eVl e Tapasd Galals 280 ] aelsh & le 3adlaie Al ilogll
ey (o) e lsall oha Gld 2 iy 4 il @Slell oy a3y Ladgasy LY
@Sl iyl ya Bl me¥l Gle aadaill 80,01 delsall Luin ¥ @Sl eyl Ll
e Lo jle e 303lall ol ST 5 palatl ol 3aSme caSTy ' ladaiy aul=ll
S LS O lanany auin ¥ @Sl @yl ya Gl ne¥l @lai srame A8l yal delsd
aclsd sudlaie Ayl ibagll Osilall cpeumty ¥ Lesie i ohypugs LaLE1 Lle (sales
Galad ahy laliuaBy uia Y @Sl obla BlueYl le il 3iame 38,2

7 3l @Samtll ilyl,3 @lals Gl 4512 Y1 aelsal

Privilegiata Fabbrica Maraschino Excelsior Girolamo Luxardo SpA JEl| Juw e ‘)Ja_}l(m)

v. Agrarcommerz AG, Court of Cassation, Italy, 15 January 1992, XVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 427 (1993);
ECONERG Ltd. (Croatia) v. National Electricity Company AD (Bulgaria), Supreme Court of Appeal,
Civil Collegium, Fifth Civil Department, Bulgaria, 23 February 1999, XXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 641 (2000);
F&G A.S.R. v. K, 5.p., Supreme Administrative Court, Czech Republic, 29 March 2001, XXXVIII Y.B.
CoM. ARB. 363 (2013); Société d’Etudes et de Commerce SA (France) v. Weyl Beef Products BV, Court
of First Instance of Amelo, Netherlands, 19 July 2000, XXVI Y.B. Com. Ars. 827 (2001); Union Naval
de Levante S.A. v. Bisba Comercial Inc., Supreme Court, Spain, 9 October 2003, XXX Y.B. CoM. ARB.
623 (2005); Brace Transport Corporation of Monrovia, Bermuda v. Orient Middle East Lines Ltd. and
ors, High Court of Gujarat, India, 19 April 1985, AIR 1986 Guj 62; Romanian Company v. Panamanian
Company, Supreme Court, Romania, 3 June 1984, XIV Y.B. Com. ArB. 691 (1989); WTB—Walter Thosti
Boswau Bauaktiengesellschaft (Germany) v. Costruire Coop. srl (Italy), Court of Cassation, Italy, 7 June
1995, 6426; Contract party v. Contract party, Supreme Appeal Court, Cassation Circuit, Kuwait, 21
November 1988, XXII Y.B. CoM. ArB. 748 (1997); Al Ahram Beverages Company v. Société Frangaise
d’Etudes et de Construction, Court of Appeal of Tanta, Egypt, 17 November 2009, 42/42; Abdel Wahed
Hassan Suleiman v. Danish Dairy and Agriculture Seelizer Company, Court of Appeal of Cairo, Egypt,
25 September 2005; Omnipol v. Samiram, Court of Appeal of Cairo, Egypt, 30 May 2005, 10/122; El
Nasr Company for Fertilizers & Chemical Industries (SEMADCO) v. John Brown Deutsche Engineering,
Court of Cassation, Egypt, 10 January 2005, 966/73; Orient Middle East Lines Ltd., Bombay and others
(India) v. M/s Brace Transport Corporation of Monrovia and another (Liberia), High Court of Gujarat,

India, 19 April 1985, XIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 648 (1989)

Orient Middle East Lines Ltd., Bombay and others (India) v. M/s Brace Transport Cor/)omtz'on(m)

of Monrovia and another (Liberia), High Court of Gujarat, India, 19 April 1985, XIV Y.B. Com. ARB.

gLl s L] Shal cils ol A eSl [Glall] gilalt i of 131" 4l Gadgll 2l il; 1648 (1989)
AN 4l e gl ALl 1) [, A e W1 cnilsally Asall el a W (sils)

Ahmed Mostapha Shawky v. Andersen Worldwide & Wahid El Din Abdel Ghaffar Megahed(m)

& Emad Hafez Ragheb & Nabil Istanboly Akram Istanboly, Court of Appeal of Cairo, Egypt, 23 May
2001, 25/116

FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL «JUEll Jiew Sle )Jb_"(m)
ARBITRATION 982, para. 1671 (E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999); Emilia Onyema, Formalities of the
Enforcement Procedure (Articles III and IV), in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND IN-
TERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS—THE NEW YORK CONVENTION IN PrRAcTICE 597, 603 (E. Gaillard, D.
Di Pietro eds., 2008); ALBERT JAN VAN DEN BERG, THE NEw YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958:
.TowarRDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 238 (1981)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas AN

L Ll A5Laall 3ylguadl 2 Blmll 3512 W1 clsall (ye Aalina loil cails uBy —VA
A a UL Glan Lo

2 il il el susl Al selsd @Slall cals (LLaaN e sue 2.9 -Y4
LSl ey JUL e o Lalaiiy duin V) @Sl @l )l ya (Bl e ¥ cdlal sles
s olan @ HInitl Lamiel| AaSontl 3555 ol @Il 3aLelt Lang oy 0] LiLagy 2 Lulal
(1), ileg 01 oysilalt 380 0 aelgalt Lany Laiamy duin ¥ @Sotl cl )l 1 (ol yie Yl
b 2 bl Aeanell AeSoll sgasd Alae ST e pmalSIl 2 AaSma cdan ( Jillyy

(£VA)

aadait) aslanll 3,5 & @Skt oy Bl sl olay Leie e g,a] Llab 25 Y-
Oplal Lgalaty 380 ol Bucld oiudBy uinl @3 SlE ale¥l (b goles e
Letlaaly LY (ol yreadd sy 1S 20 Lilad) AeSmll s (JEL s o il
e Bad 139 2585 Ol 3uBlatll Joull zlewad| ABLEYI cpa G yall" &I A1 &y
@Slome caids L VG132 oz e lalualy i V) @Sl @l a Bl el
Auibgll 2812 Yl aelgall 2 aslall ol sl astally gty Ly, 2

LAY e BB 550D e Lgia S s

Romanian Company v. Panamanian Company, Supreme Court, Romania, 3 June 1984, Xy

.Y.B. Com. Ars. 691 (1989)

(£)4)

African Petroleum Consultants (APC) v. Société Nationale de Raffinage, High Court of Fako
e il g5l alial Lle ¢35y Division, OHADA, Cameroon, 15 May 2002, HCF/91/M/2001-2002
Court of Appeal of Porto, Portugal, 21 June 2005, 0427126; Brace Transport Corporation «JEd) Jurw
of Monrovia, Bermuda v. Orient Middle East Lines Ltd. and ors, High Court of Gujarat, India, 19 April
1985, AIR 1986 Guj 62; Centrotex, S.A. (Czech Republic) v. Agencia Gestora de Negocios, S.A. (Agensa)

.(Spain), Supreme Court, Spain, 13 November 2001, XXXI Y.B. Com. Ars. 834 (2006)

Yugraneft Corporation. v. Rexx Management Corporation, Supreme Court, Canada, 20 May(m)

.2010, 2010 SCC 19

OAO Ryazan Metal Ceramics Instrumentation Plant (Russian Federation), Constitutional*"”
.Court, Russian Federation, 2 November 2011, 1479-0-0/2011

Brace Transport Corporation of Monrovia, Bermuda v. Orient Middle East Lines Ltd. and"™
.ors, High Court of Gujarat, India, 19 April 1985, AIR 1986 Guj 62

The Government of Kuwait v. Sir Frederick Snow & Partners and Others (United Kingdom(m)
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), Court of Appeal, United Kingdom, 17 March 1983, IX Y.B.
.Com. ArB. 451 (1984)



N LA 3a)

sl a Galue¥ eldls 2 80l daiell LeSoll suasd G el Osales 4S5 )
Jilws o dgaiilly cal el ulc aadail) aslal ol gl ladasy Al @ Sall
E1 3 laal]l Jgalt dibogll ol gall Lgalas O iuky 35152

aelall @Slell Lo cads 6,31 28 i Aliel Lgie jlull A5Ladl Golguad! ey VY
A o Lganny (LaluaBy duin Y @Sl Syl ,a alnedl Lo Aibogll 4512

. (tY0)

:.\.Ld..;.!j ‘ 3.'..\1‘ MLM) (#¥8) . ‘\.\J‘ uLdUa.A ) Aslat | .J.c‘}a_ﬂ Lg.mj u\.a.\al‘

67 2 Lol ll ZoLasd! Lliaby ™, LeSnl) Zas e pote Tasay (7 el Hlan da s

Maxi Scherer, Article IIl (Recognition and Enforcement of Arbitral Awards; General )-I'Al‘(m)
Rule), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL
Awarps oF 10 June 1958—CoMMENTARY 193, 199-202 (R. Wolff ed., 2012); Andreas Borner, Article 111,
in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEW
York ConvenTION 115, 122-27 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); ALBERT JAN VAN DEN BERG,
THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958: TOWARDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 240
United Nation Commission on International Trade Law, Report on the survey relating La_v‘ Silg (1981).
to the legislative implementation of the Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign
.Arbitral Awards (New York, 1958), A/CN.9/656/Add.1, at 2/3

Artemis Shipping & Navigation Co. SA v. Tormar Shipping AS, District « JEl! Jeew Sl U
.Court, Eastern District of Louisiana, United States of America, 9 December 2003, 03-217

Rumanian Firm C. v. German (F.R.) party Landgericht [LG] Hamburg, Oberlandesgericht : )-‘bi‘(m)
Iaa 4551 43y [OLG] Hamburg, Germany, 27 March 1974, 27 March 1975, II Y.B. Con. Ars. 240 (1977)
Andreas Borner, Article ITI, in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF «JUll Jure le « yIail azall 2 41 )
FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEW YOrRk ConveNTION 115, 130-31 (H
Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); Maxi Scherer, Article III (Recognition and Enforcement of Arbitral
Awards; General Rule), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN
AWlatl sole sty placd!” &1 65 g1 ARBITRAL AwARDS: COMMENTARY 193, 203-04 (R. Wolff ed. ,2012)
" L.aL»J‘} A st Catlsey dgait! 3‘ ol yne ¥l alel ol IS dslatly ﬁj_aujl 9l

(eY1)

Zeevi Holdings Ltd. v. The Republic of Bulgaria, District Court, Southern District of New
.York, United States of America, 29 March 2011, 09 Civ. 8856 (RJS), XXXVI Y.B. Com. Ars. 464 (2011)
Monegasque de Reassurances S.A.M. (Monde Re) v. Nak Naftogaz of Ukraine and State of e
Ukraine, Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, United States of America, 15 November 2002, 01-7947, 01-
American Law Institute, Restatement of  JUll Juw e a3l conalall (ya 388 00Enl puuds 1ag L9153
the Law—The United States Law of International Commercial Arbitration, Tentative Draft No. 4 (April
17, 2015); George A. Bermann, ‘Domesticating’ the New York Convention: the Impact of the Federal
Arbitration Act, 2(2) ]. INT. Disp. SETTLEMENT 317, 326 (2011); Maxi Scherer, Article III (Recognition
and Enforcement of Arbitral Awards; General Rule), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION
AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JuNE 1958—ComMENTARY 193, 203 (R. Wolff
ed., 2012); William W. Park, Respecting the New York Convention, 18(2) ICC BuLL. 65, 68-72 (2007);
Dimitri Santoro, Forum Non Conveniens: A Valid Defense under the New York Convention?, 21 ASA
Burr. 713, 723 (2003)

Bundesgerichtshof [BGH], Germany, 4 October 2005, VII ZB 09/05; «JBll Jueaw e o it ™)
.Bundesgerichtshof, Germany, 4 October 2005, VII ZB 8/05



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @) 3y Cal e a@la Jas -

Wi KN Vv )JS;‘ Jaj).:u uaJmf ‘Ej‘ ‘J.u_u".’_. >
R ST Gplins 5l agu ol
Audoell @Sl byl y30 b AeW e o, Las
LAJ.m.u'..”'"u.\.c‘;‘

@Sl 5l 5 Calme ¥ le (ol ¥ Sl e LI 3301 (e A0 Al a3 —YY
sliel ol aguy gl iy 1auis T dog i Ladass Sle ol 28LaY1 ol Lgle 3udais 3|
e gl Al @Sl @byl dy Bl e e (o548 Les 5y [1ST canslias 1] Slel
LSy Y e lgall wasd 2 4 sl suslaatl Joudl dlalis (ye 3aclall ol asig " Lalyas
O ot LSy gyl 2 Lalgany duin Y @Sl @byl ,a Galuedl Lle aadail
o "Ll gl Aalall” aelay 4l HLal! coml 1as Cpe Gaall o sl Jae)
ailiae s "aaal) BIL Bauad alsl il G b (e Libagll @Shall pie g T 5 aull ae”

(7). aaazutly (ol ie ¥l Al yo 2 LgLdiS Conemy 33152

@l as el (e 3ublaitl Syl picd @ 5L (e 25l Alesd) &1 ey Ve
e sads J3l dogyd Goys e 3u3lall Joudl gher Lo Gad el cAuin ) @Sl
@Sl @153 e Ay yall dog il (ye Laluaiiy Auin ¥ @Sl @l Cal eyl
3,58 dee e LBy Wygsd ABLEI A2ls Gayd Gl Aasuisill W LS5, Alall
eyl i Gl me ¥l Gle dadaill 380 a ¥ aeleall o Gollas @llin (sSs ol 39 s Laslas

O Laogany dulelly Lgie 2uin Y @Sl

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial )_!‘a_}l(m)

Ceanieiwl uBg . Arbitration, Summary Records of the Tenth Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.10, pp. 3 and 7
040 "ol Taa" o "2 30U 2 st plas” 5l "G iuedd @S e 6531 @ililie duibogll @Skell
Rosneft (Russian Federation) v. Yukos Capital s.a.r.l. (Luxembourg), Supreme Court, Netherlands, 25
June 2010, XXXV Y.B. Com. ArB. 423 (2010); Catz International B.V. v. Gilan Trading KFT, Provisions
Judge of the District Court of Rotterdam and Court of Appeal of The Hague, Netherlands, 28 February
2011 and 20 December 2011, XXXVII Y.B. Com. Ars. 271 (2012); Supreme Court of Justice, Portugal,
19 March 2009, 299/09; Supreme Court of Justice, Portugal, 22 April 2004, 04B705; Gater Assets
Ltd. v. Nak Naftogaz Ukrainiy, Court of Appeal, England and Wales, 17 October 2007, A3/2007/0738;
Monegasque de Reassurances S.A.M. (Monde Re) v. Nak Naftogaz of Ukraine and State of Ukraine,
.Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, United States of America, 15 November 2002, 01-7947, 01-9153

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, """
Comments on the Draft Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards,
E/CONF.26/2, p. 4; Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial
Arbitration, Consideration of the Draft Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign
Arbitral Awards—Amendment to article II of the Draft Convention (United Kingdom), E/CONF.26/L.11;
Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Summary
Records of the Tenth Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.10, p. 3; Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference
on International Commercial Arbitration, Consideration of the Draft Convention on the Recognition and
Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards—Proposed amendment to the United Kingdom amendment to
.Article II of the draft Convention (Israel), E/CONF.26/L.21

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial (™

Arbitration, Summary Records of the Tenth Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.10, p. 5; Travaux préparatoires,
United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Summary Records of the Eleventh
.Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.11, p. 5



A\ LI 3a\

AaSoma ol (JEL S lad Lgie gl 350l Galsedl 2 Lol 4S50 61,01 1my —YO
BB R e e VT E RS PALE RN & adlagl ol
LSl e yal puimy raSll (o dadst day abil Guwed gt 2 Llall @Sl

O 2in Y1 @ Samttl @lhlya Gle Gulad W1 iy coludin

LS Y aelsall G s ¥ 2B sl (e 0B Alead) 5T 90k siles uShag —¥1
aylas (0585 Ol 359 puially i Laialiy Apin V1 @Somill @l s b ae ¥l e Aagdait
C1 a il @Samtll @l)153 Gle Aadaill 2802 ¥ selsal

Caball & agusl ol by, E e -

e Gy Jobin @l " Canslaall” 51 Tagu 1" ol "dog yall" Caypa3 ABLEVI 2 5,0 Y YV
colmtlhatl olgl Gaul Siall Lgie Aldl LLaal fye lax Ju3

Ao @S 51, 1Al le Gyl Lgd oo ytel Gl Lgie i) Lladl) gus| Gaa —YA
asgie O 2olisy AaSma ol ("alaaly” @Sl 3% Lgis 3 U1 @Somtll oIS 1 Gl
Slelyal 2oladl claail” 1) iy 28LaY 2 50l [Caslas 6] "sliel 5l agu)’
Luad e Agpall A5l ISl 1Y Coa Y @Sl 51,3 adB e odeY)

(™) 3in Y1 @Kot

alall dogridly 281 a Y aelsdll I sy il Gle "dagya! mllaas ,0b a3y -TA
o, Bae gangll Gl 1Y (3 Blaal] Wgall ibogll ogilall o gay Buaiilly bl el
G 33V (e dwalsdl 30U Congay Suaiilly 3l yie !

(YY)

Ditte Frey, Milota and Seitelberger v. Ditte F. Cuccaro e figli, Court of Appeal of Naples,
Jtaly, 13 December 1974, I Y.B. Com. Ars. 193 (1976)

FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL «JUd! Jurw e« dayl™)
ARBITRATION 982, para. 1671 (E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999); Andreas Borner, Article 111, in
RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE
New York ConventioN 115, 119 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010)

Shipowner (Malta) v. Contractor, Supreme Court, Greece, 2007, XXXIII Y.B. Com. Arg.(™
.565 (2008)

Maxi Scherer, Article Il (Recognition and Enforcement of Arbitral Awards; General »31¢™
Rule), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL
.Awarps of 10 June 1958—ComMmEeNTARY 193, 205 (R. Wolff ed., 2012)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @) 3y Cal e a@la Jas ax

bl @S\l ol (ya Gadal\ —0
(™) Lgie 3l LLaal (e sae 2 2 33U1 (ye 2001 Alenl caf -

@Sl 5l 53 Bl eVl e Aigas dog 5 (o 58 @Sl ity Lliadll Joany 2y —¢)
S S e et) @Stll iyl )3 le Gudais ¥ Ll ol oo ladgaig agia Yl
A lims ¥ a0 5153 pad calay sl b ylall G 2005 50 Lal) ReSnll cod
@Sl eyl le Baat ¥ doyadl 1 5Y LAl g Gile Galtel Ll Syl
2 pasilly Gyalall (M i ueld (e GT 2yailsell Liall 2l wl 5y . 4t
ouds 1 31 3 elgi of la (e A Y1 @Sl @l 1 )3 Juas e azalsll 53
eSome ily (Jilly VN uilga 2550 lall Byl @ Samill iyl a0 Anlia jud ALY
@Sl 153 3B @A Gl (6 el Bpleitly Aiall clasl 11 (gils alSal &1 2y yuns
e @rall @Sl g3 Laispay Ul dog pidl cpa 13uis ST Uog yd (0 533 AV
3y Al Y1 Gaadas (sl Gle ey ey y3 Laiuaing dulml) @ Samtll @l s Bl ie Yl
Llllae O 158 figa 2 AaSome cly LS U™ onang Luinl @sed HlE Gl uedl Ll
O 1aads ST Wbyl (o 5dy O Ol e i) @S5 5152 2ualdd lesd @uudiy (31

Glencore Grain Rotterdam B.V. v. Shivnath Rai Harnarain Company, G| Jiww e ¢).!’a_'|1(”\)
Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit, United States of America, 26 March 2002, 01-15539; Company Y v.
State X and Company Z, Court of Appeal, Berlin, Germany, 10 August 2006, XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 363
(2007); B. v. A., Court of Appeal of Lisbon, Portugal, 12 July 2012, XXXVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 443 (2013);
Xilam Films v. Lnk-Video S.A4, Court of Appeal of Lisbon, Portugal, 12 July 2012, 7328/10.0TBOER.L1-1;
Court of Appeal of Coimbra, Portugal, 19 January 2010, 70/09.6TBCBR.C1; Court of Appeal of Evora,
Portugal, 31 January 2008, 1141/06-2; Court of Appeal of Porto, Portugal, 26 October 2004, 0325170;
Court of Appeal of Porto, Portugal, 2 October 2001, 0120965; OAO Rosneft (Russian Federation) v.
Yukos Capital s.a.r.l. (Luxembourg), Supreme Court, First Chamber, Netherlands, 25 June 2010, XXXV
Y.B. Com. ArB. 423 (2010); S.4. (Belgium) v. B Sociedade Nacional, S.A., Supreme Court of Justice,
.Portugal, 19 March 2009, 299/09, XXXVI Y.B. Com. Ars. 313 (2011)

S.A. (Belgium) v. B Sociedade Nacional, S.A., Supreme Court of Justice, Portugal, 19 March“™

2009, XXXVI Y.B. Com. Ars. 313 (2011)

(£¥A)

OAO Rosneft (Russian Federation) v. Yukos Capital s.a.rl. (Luxembourg), Supreme Court,
Netherlands, 25 June 2010, XXXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 423 (2010)

Al Ahram Beverages Company v. Société Frangaise d’Etudes et de Construction, Court oft™

Appeal of Tanta, Egypt, 17 November 2009, 42/42; Omnipol v. Samiram, Court of Appeal of Cairo,
Egypt, 30 May 2005, 10/122; Abdel Wahed Hassan Suleiman v. Danish Dairy and Agriculture Seelizer
Company, Court of Appeal of Cairo, Egypt, 25 September 2005; EI Nasr Company for Fertilizers
& Chemical Industries (SEMADCO) v. John Brown Deutsche Engineering, Court of Cassation, Egypt,
10 January 2005, 966/73; John Brown Deutsche Engineering v. El Nasr Company for Fertilizers &
Chemical Industries (SEMADCO), 32/119, Court of Appeal of Cairo, Egypt, 6 August 2003, 32/119;
.United Engineering Industrial v. Mirco Trading SI, Court of Appeal of Cairo, Egypt, 27 July 2003, 7/120



Ay A 3\

‘_g:.\.“ “Aladt” w}' )‘ _.\.m.u ‘ L;._\.” A1) Mj a1 | Jaj |
S O 2 e o
(“)"u”a.ul‘dl'&.zuy Ulmp.&:u)‘ﬁ..\.m.ud\

@l a2l me¥l e dadaitl dog il Sl gadl @Sl iy (5,30 Llad 2. —£Y
aa el ] a1l e Aadaitl dog yadl cye lsais JST Laluaig duin Yl @ ol
(@S 51 et 3l 2 Aggasdl cilel U alusiad 5 & yewgen eSme oy (JUL Jpus
i) Loyl ausis of oSe alal,tl wls &1 Gulad Gle 2l 301 Galley ¥ uia
Galaill ogilatt & samill ¥l @Slms susl ey (il 72yl @Sl @il 53
LS @Saill 51,3 Lggd s ) Aabslall LALEE samy 1 Adall @Sl il ] )3 e
Calyne¥ 2] Dosdne” (udd Auin Y @il @byl 22 Lol dile Le M5 Lo Sl
J olll el Jalad [ASell] Gle cergs A pud [Laduany Y @Sl o)l ,a
OSas Sl AeSall cdany ung 7wl s w Jeall I Lo [ilost! Lgigsle]
bl 2 @Smill HlSa e il Lgwds A aid) Guasd Al el Jie 2 bl LS

TK. Bulkhandling GmbH v. Meridian Success International Ltd., Court of First Instance, )

.High Court of Hong Kong Special Administrative Division, 28 November 1990, 1998 No. MP 4765
Shandong Hongri Acron Chemical Joint Stock Company Limited v. PetroChina International LA-" il
(Hong Kong) Corporation Limited, Court of Appeal, Hong Kong, 13 June 2011, 25 July 2011 and 11
August 2011, XXXVI Y.B. Com. Ars. 287 (2011)

Monegasque de Reassurances S.A.M. (Monde Re) v. Nak Nafiogaz :ds=all ( JUEll S e BUS
of Ukraine and State of Ukraine, Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, United States of America, 15
AeSel) das Mo pue Toe &1 3ot ub‘:’;ﬂ @Sles gusl L@-ﬁub &4l November 2002, 01-7947, 01-9153
Al @ Sotll el e Loyl Gy 0 11 1583 a3 @mll 513 e 1o 38T Loy i (500 Y

N. Z. v. I. (Romania), Court of Appeal of Basel- Stadt SW1tzerland 27 February 1989, ()
Gouvernement de la Fédération Ly UM ITEU T S t)‘ua)uj XVII Y.B. Com. Ars. 581 (1992)
de Russie v. Compagnie Noga d’importation et d’exportation, Court of Appeal of Paris, France, 22
.March 2001, 2001/208101

Canada Inc. (f/k/a Nora Beverages, Inc.) v. North Country Natural Spring Water Ltd., District"*"”
.Court, Eastern District Pennsylvania, United States of America, 21 October 2002, 02-1416






Anal 1 Balt

«J)Jaj‘ ‘a}ag LR.E.‘L.J‘ salt! 2 uzujs...\l‘ ._H.a_ﬁd‘j d‘)l:y‘ e Jyan=ll -\
:‘:,.la Le (&24ah cedlatl SR cdy cagattly cal e by ‘:g..\.”

dJalan dia Mﬁi M‘ d}miﬁ\ Ccas dule E:\.‘m uLaig‘ )‘).EJ‘ C\)

a3 ialinn s B yguo j Lol saltl 2 4\,5]‘; BYAY U.L.aiﬂ syl (&)
Jgea!
G Al a1 AT CBYR Faly HsS ALl BLaY! gl HeSall @Sl IS ie Y
aady of oxgaty sl all ol e ¥l ey @A Bylall le cang ol patl dd pusd
oy Calbga (ya Bosinn B Ul (483 O g AU olagy (RSN (Ll Lex 3
.‘:,Laﬁj‘ ‘:,.UJLﬂj.L'J Sian ol ;a.\::n(qaujlnu.nﬁ‘

A Y Jlaa Y
35l 2 VA0A ale 2 5uanall Lgiipay !0l 5oUL 2alall 3y, YaeW 553
Ay
Clagal) (po Bty \alaly AuisW @€omll sl yay Gl e a@lal ¢k
‘.Q\-Ayé:ll\j
-3l /2704 2adgll i ol @Sl enlpl )3 duain Al mlll jupm o
aa8glly E/2822 Wadsll (e ALy Jo¥I iyl slaluamy Agin Y @ ol
.E/CONF.26/3/Add.1 dad4lle ‘E/CONF.26/3
@Sl Jlma 2 ApagSadl e clelaitly Al ApegSadl clalaill alaail .
"E/CONF.26/4 4a8sll alall cradld asand 5y sdgall (gl

a0



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas an

tolel) (ool @Sl iy Basill @\ yaige

{E/CONF.26/L.17 35lis1l a8l g piue e LasSm 3589 (o oidie dyand o
.E/CONF.26/L.34 ‘E/CONF.26/L.31

aa el aalay ijﬁﬁw@\_‘»“j Ayl HI1 AL gl @)L&Au:\.‘ R PP
.E/CONF.26/L.33/Rev.1

Aadgll ABLEY poydia Llo LagSs DgBy (4o Aeade Aolos| cdbaai
.E/CONF.26/L.40

48,40 i 8l ) ABLEY) g ydia (pe Aiwalily Aayl g BULIN Sl6ll a3 e
.E/CONF.26/L.43 4adell -2l alalall

.E/CONF.26/L.48 4adgll : ya33l! Lasaciel Sl slgll ad o

Lt 4,8 LS Lladaly duin¥l =il by, lneyl aalsl o .
.E/CONF.26/8 E/CONF.26/L.61 liadell :Lidge a2 lnll

R RCEIIIIWA P
danl g 3 pdue AL g 5y de ALy 5 1 de oladl @ladoell 35 gll jsl=tl o
@Sl liy Busill @Vl a5l cppdally Ay 3yde Anlully 3 de
E/CONF.26/ ¢E/CONF.26/SR.12 ¢E/CONF.26/SR.11 Giligll : gl (gylnll
.E/CONF.26/SR.23 {E/CONF.26/SR.17 tE/CONF.26/SR.14 SR.13

sl @Sl @iyl B iy Adall Al Lol Zul=ll jasll ja=tl .
.E/AC.42/SR.7 dzgsl|

i Sl pdsll a1 (351 ol e @uim)

(http://www.uncitral.org/uncitral/ar/index.html

30l Lol il i 11 Y1y BSLaa 3ylpeadly By yamocd) Jacdl Lo ¢35 3L1)
(http://newyorkconvention1958.org : Il Sl



v EWRIRIE I

4
delde

O el Lggagion O comy GU1 2SI dog ) 3BLEYI (e Aal Il 3ol o )
5o Lgie o,ally A Balalt Lang olualiy @aSmttl Hlyds Bl ie¥ Lle Jguasd! Ja
e Jgaml Geall Gl Gl Gle By pall AV 2alll AeSms Gle (o O Oles

) (97 Sl g3y fias” uazilly bl e ¥l

2 QU e I Ayl 3l Coug (ABLEM Aleladl Ll we Lislsy -
e Jpmml] 35 Ll @laill ol 2 Lagladul eall le cnsty OIS L3 3SAN dag il
LA..\,_m.Gj HS.-,L"J‘ Q‘)‘}E_} d‘\,ﬁmﬁ”

2 idgh LS aala¥l slael Jd spanlly Bl yued) alel & ) claal ey Y
Carin 2alal b yal azs Oz st damt) el doys 00l s e 3T g
Leiler 2 Dygal o2l by ol @Sl Hlya iy (o201 Cojlall audy ol VATV diud
s Al ALl 2 LAlg mual w3 @Sl 51,3 G sy 6ol Al gl e 2l
O s e @Samitl 5153 ST bl Olald) @lane 2 Llee oSall (e oSy oy 1 a2
Al eall le OIS @5 ey tAgibogll @Slatl ‘am deaitly eVl oYl Gl g
B qSomitl (1S 4 gy @201 ALl 251,30 3aD ey of eaSmill 1B 2uad by
aud Ol 1AYY L o A3 eds 1l L Gilg @Sl 153 51 bl I aslsyly
Gyl Gile Gle oIS el amy CY gAY @liiidl e desiie degama el

i scue 0h3aBy @Sl Hlpa Gl el Lle sl cdlay ()

Emilia Onyema, Formalities of the Enforcement Procedure (Articles III and 1V), in**

ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEW YORK
.CONVENTION IN PrRACTICE 597, 605 (E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008)

=Y @l yaall Jdul 2 (@) (V) Aewelsdl 35U Glaall Juadll il ¢

Jan Kleinheisterkamp, Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, in )—T'ni‘(m)

Max Pranck ENCYCLOPEDIA OF PUBLIC INTERNATIONAL Law paras. 9-12 (www.mpepil.com/, last up-

dated 2008); Dirk Otto, Article IV, in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS:

A GrLoBaL COMMENTARY ON THE NEw YORK CoONVENTION 143, 145 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al.
.eds., 2010)

NAYY B Cads 33LEI e ¢ 3alL sl Y

. . . (£¢A)
Dirk Otto, Article IV, in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS:

A GroBaL COMMENTARY ON THE NEw YOrRk CoNveNnTION 143, 145 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al.
eds., 2010); Reinmar Wolff, Commentary on Article IV, in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNI-
TION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JuNE 1958—ComMENTARY 207, 209 (R.
.Wolff ed., 2012)

Uen 2 oo olidions @y el a3l GU1) VAYY 2iad G 38La1 e (¥) £ 3l il
058" of ety e el by Lo gag ccdgiad 0 ()5 (V) ) 3ol 20 5350901 Buaalia¥ dogpitl &1 (g0l
O e 33 1A 05" Oly Mule Gulaill (AN Crgan pman @S5 Blask Mae Hue B @Sl 53
Osal Lo ol lall Lgade a1 Gl 33 Lol cl€in ull ol @Sttt BLaS1 2 Lgule Gogunill @ Sauill Biga
(Ml alelyal @iy gl



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas AN

@Sl 5158 G Geall ol of uaiay il doyidl ohses A@lal eyl g -t
agalasl 255,050 dog padly 4wl Bugads Usg p Ryl 1 3alell Jo¥1 g pill puingy Sl
YJ‘ o).)LLU «_mb-j uLcha.U JM:. )S.a.” ERVY Oe u.\zd‘ 5 aasd (te: )‘\QYV A oo
u.njua_d\_u tsl.ﬁjc_n\_u‘ Ja‘)_u.u‘ u.u_oo._s_m_u ga.ﬂ}: ‘ds\_p)_x.m&;_d\ ._LL.J‘ %4&460\ 3\
el e doynad T suitsell Cagaitl gty Vel JalS Ll Jud s elal) @
3L ol (W—‘ Lax 3 39 puall e (cllASH) c».S-u” 3Lty @Sl 1,5 Sy addy o
oo ooyl Byl Lle @Satll GlSe ol 2 LiLg Gad @Sl 5153 O @bl see
a:!LGJ 1973 (wr);%;.,\.u}@.” CJ:"E'U 6'):.;‘ dg499 «L..,\,;‘ u;‘L.ajLa.l‘ JM}) ._\ﬂ.a.al“j \_éu‘)lcY‘
2158 &1 eatl ey ol ol ma¥l Al 5l e 28l Ball (o 23S (ol

(to7) Sl @Sl

@Samill 5l a8 Gl el by sl eall Gle dojaad (V) aalydl 33U Saey -0
e $sll Lo @Sl 153 ol Cppaiially 2T AeSma GBlsy Ol o2uaBi
1) Ll 35l 2 adl Hlatl Lo¥l 3Laly (Jsuo ¥l o dis Aaiums s 1) Jpuol
Ol i) Olia S ‘d 150 ‘(v) Ay, 35UL Sacy (oo cvun die Bdims Lmudd
audy ol e all Gle doyiad a5l Cal e ¥l 4 Calad (A1 Al Frany Zaly )y

el A 3

Casin 231 B)lae 53 JBl Loy 585 RBLEY e A1 53U Blo @ ey
NS::J\ Ol pas Bl ueNl fpainig A g pus EA AP T Py gn.\:v Uliag NAYY dd
(ioi).~ < y Le &HL LA.*““‘Q -“.~.;y‘

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,m‘)

Report of the Committee on the Enforcement of International Arbitral Awards, E/2704, E/AC.42/4/
.Rev.1, Annex, p. 3

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,(w)

Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, Comments by Governments on the draft
.Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, E/CONF.26/3/Add.1, para. 7

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,(m)

Summary Record of the Twelfth Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.12, p. 4; Travaux préparatoires, United Nations

,Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Summary Record of the Seventeenth Meeting
.E/CONF‘26/SR.17, p.2

ALBERT JAN ).’a.'l ‘—‘)}-15—” :usLmY ‘_;)_S.ﬂ u‘)\}u}” _b“ ;ﬂASﬁ a)j.n DJLA.AQLD JJ.M (A~ ‘(NY)

VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958: TowaRDs A UNIFORM JupiciaL

INTERPRETATION (1981), 247; Emmanuel Gaillard, The Relationship of the New York Convention

with Other Treaties and with Domestic Law, in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEW YORK CONVENTION IN Practick 69, 87 (E. Gaillard, D.
.Di Pietro eds., 2008)

AWLaLl (ol gl M o2 39al I gVl 3ls e (1) YO 3aU1 ST PEIEIEY BYE Attt
jlﬁjﬁt‘.‘uﬁumb }'ﬂ mm‘;bj).u.”uﬁ))zdj\' -\ﬁl.cﬁ'_uj_x&‘m\.m‘ﬂ ml)ﬂa;l.aﬁ



a EWRIRIE I

duatdly (ol eV 2 gadl ol ,mal —all

@Sl 1 pas bl e B Lis yide Las JU i ead! &1 yoad 0 duibag @Slma il -V
Al 3312 Legadl SLadl cuuiieadl sy Uls ohuaiy

Gyl audy Ul 4l 3lgg 13S0y (ol AaSoms oy (JUL Jupas led A
32ai1) 1447 aled @Sl G933 e (1) VY 33l gy il ol Bl yne ¥l by
die s e gl Jood! s Sl @il 5153 (RBLEYI (e Anl ) 3Ll
Lis Jlip 4l Jgen¥! Coun s Bims W 5f Lo¥| @Sill 3laily Jouo¥! Cann
Cal,ae ¥l (mdy AeSoll el (Gag (emms ¥ clld dasg 0 2ty ol me ¥l 2 Lis yide
Bl pein g ALl &1 2adiully ol ,5e W1 e inyiall G plall el 131 91 szl
iyl ye (V) daelsdl 35U ye 3 pilie Suiadl) @Sl (g3l e (V) VY 3L
ol aaSme oy (il OV (2BLEY) e 3558000 3L el Lgaad Gillay Ul
Opnieal | @i e uatiay duaiill Callay g1 oyl JalS e 1blsll ccall T Aoyl
Gaatel ady M aGnl @Sl 513 Als (o Wadey Anl )l sl 2 yslall

CN qisd gl (oLl somil) l¥slly Liluw! Loiag sy Jss (e @Sl

Jajj.&_”u.nzl:')mz\.cjm —;.L.q
LeSma o Lagasnd Geall Gl oy O Gl ! (V) Al saltl 205, -4
s 35l LoVl @Sl 5153 Leay coiiBiy @Saill Sl 5 bl el @ i dpaill

Yukos Oil Co. v. Dardana Ltd., Court of Appeal, England and Wales, 18 April 2002, [2002]““)

.EWCA Civ 543
. o 8}1‘(“\)

WTB—Walter Thosti Boswau Bauaktiengesellschaft v. Costruire Coop. srl, Court of Cassation,
taly, 7 June 1995, 6426

Buyer v. Seller, High Court of Tokyo, Japan, 27 January 1994, XX J&! Juw le A)J&s-'v‘(m)
Y.B. Com. Ars. 742 (1995); Cominco France S. A. v. Soquiber S. L., High Court of Justice, Spain, 24
March 1982, VIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 408 (1983); Czarina, L.L.C. v. W.F. Poe Syndicate, Court of Appeals,
ALBERT JaN Laul a3l Eleventh Circuit, United States of America, 4 February 2004, 358 F.3d 1286
VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958: TowaRDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL
INTERPRETATION 247-48; Emilia Onyema, Formalities of the Enforcement Procedure (Articles Il and
1V), in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEW
.York CONVENTION IN PracTICE 597, 605 (E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008)

(tov)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas .-

LS 3ol 2 4l SLall SLa¥! Glally (JywY! o die 3Bns e 91) Jood
Lo alliwe Llastl oye LL..\“J:.m 2 condge udg L (Jso¥! Cown die Buas Ard gl)
Il il 131 Legian ;3 U138y (V) Fasl,dl 3300 2 Lol HLall ol aimadl olS 131
le¥l Gle Jgastl Jal o Legaandi eall Gle comy Gl Gyl (o

) Luant! gl

Olaid! Lea el 00 35U 20 cugliall i S @Sketl 2 dle cund upy Y-
ohaBy @Sl Hlds el Lle Jpamll Lagarid Gedall Gids ol 21 Glags sl
cagaill Cdbay gl Caylatl e o Y 4] Adlag¥! (i)l AeSome culy (JEL e e
cazd (Jilly O qSmtll Blasly LWl @Samill 5153 Sy s oo Al ) 530G Slae
o Sl Cllay 21 o ytall any oo doyias ¥ Aal 1 3501 Ol Adlewdl Lal) 28t
Do Al Lbal) AeSnll 5,83 U Lagg .olses gy die @uSoill (3lasly @Sl 51 )3
OSI agal le o yall Cajlall Lgandy peas Y Llminl Sladiadl G sl @u
JaT oe cdoyiad ¥ il ligadl 2 Lall 2l ily LS 1) gl sl s i3
E g, 3l 2 Legad] HLadl guaiieall Sgu peall audy of cpaill Gle Jsas|

C dids it —lailgay cliesitly Luadll Lgia— 30 Jos o @Slea candl 13y

i 386 Coaga—cgeul! Lle s il ol C)_u_’.‘ sl I sl adlis gMay -V
G> Lo Jgmtl Jq.\ e dgalss| " ):.\ 4J.s|3 Loliwe sl oy Sl—avy aid
Ao lis Goya 5 g 1y 1zl s oans g M onang @Sl ) 5 Bl el

Lb () L@Aﬁ)ﬁ Aol el i u}c.\il po u‘ ol ynil A0lal 2,1y A alasy

(£04)

Tortora Amedeo v. Tolimar S.A., Court of Cassation, Italy, 27 June 1983, 4399, X Y.B.
.Com. Ars. 470 (1985)

Kil Management A/S (Denmark) v. J. Garcia Carrion, SA (Spain), Supreme Court, Civil“"

.Chamber, Spain, 28 March 2000, 1724 of 1998, XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 518 (2007)

Ll ,Lly (Supreme Court, Greece, 1973, Case No. 926, I Y.B. Com. Ars. 186 (1976 ,31“™)
.Court of Appeal of Athens, Greece, 1972, Case No. 2768, I Y.B. Com. Ars. 186 (1976)

Supreme Court, Austria, 21 February 1978, X Y.B. Com. Ars. 418 (1985); Presse Office »2531"™
S.A. v. Centro Editorial Hoy S.A., High Court of Justice, Eighteenth Civil Court of First Instance for
the Federal District of Mexico, Mexico, 24 February 1977, IV Y.B. Com. Ars. 301 (1979); Palm and
Vegetable Oils SDN. BHD. v. Algemene Oliehandel International B.V., President of the Court of Utrecht,
oy Yee (OSas 4.ds‘ L_;b u\ﬂ @Uamj .(Netherlands, 22 November 1984, XI Y.B. Com. Ars. 521 (1986
e J5 ‘Q.AS_‘LJ‘ )l)g AL salead! Jie dgalos] cludinee @ud aue Il duanlly Bl el (a3 sl
ECONERG Ltd. v. National Electricity Company «'s4) u-\s ol aadaill @ K=t uelgd PRV
AD, Supreme Court of Appeal, Civil Collegium, Fifth Civil Department, Bulgaria, 23 February 1999,
356/99, XXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 641 (2000); Glencore Grain Ltd. v. TSS Grain Millers Ltd., High Court
.of Mombasa, Kenya, 5 July 2002, Civil Suit No. 388 of 2000, XXXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 666 (2009)

Travaux preparatmrev United Nations Conference on International Commercial )Ja-v‘(m)
2 z geriyl J-w) Arbitration, Summary Record of the Seventeenth Meetlng, E/CONF.26/SR.17, pp 6-7
(Mcatgiw! 13 das M slell 2 ddl dog ! & alsy &l Alaly Byuiies AT @ad peall Ll ds il ol



A 2N 3

ohaBy @Sl lpd Ble¥ ol e il oslie G juwdill (pdles STy —)Y
90, g0 33U 2 g8 31 Gl S s O ool le doyaid ¥

O0sS A Cpaiiadl sl Leull andy ol LSes oIS 13) Lo allis —@en
LagalS ¥ dayl 5011 22

@l By g CosSall Guiiiead | "ad” Geal) asdy of Zal 1 Bl o yias )Y
Lo al Loyl aal,l sall i of peall Gle qom OIS 13] Lo allis @Slatl alal
gy yIST g Gudad S OIS 13]

(V) a0 30 20 haosd) loded) -

el aud o Gle cipunl @Shall ey O I Lgie Al A8Laall Golgeadl i -Vt
> @Slms cazialy g 20 (1) Anl 33U 2 dide poguaill gl le (paiiad| SIS
b @Sl 51,3 ekl @l aue (e ! le oiudlly @Sl 5l d bl el e

(U s Lagin paimn optideas 9l) Slo¥l @Sitl Ll gl Jsuo¥ Cacen
ol @il peall al® aued i el @Slell coundy Llasll jas 25 -0
@Slatl caniny JEL Jaw la (V) anl ) 33001 agna W Loy LegalS ol it
e S35l @ Smtll 513 iy @ el Gl pulad e duaially (3l Vl el Al
2 gan) ailey) Ll aaSatl cundy (Jilliy 7 gluall @S=ull lal 5l Jeadl
¥l gusl 29 3| 31 30U 2 04 )eS A Cpadial) el Lgd audy @ G ¥Ls]
() (V) Zalpdl 331 2 adl latl @Sl Bl aniy @ Geall &Y panll b3
Loy a3 caud Lead) Y 3uaill Bl cundy i3l Al 25 TV ABLEY (e
pady o Al LS (@Saill byl )3 (pe Aalige judy Baume e Lewd Anl Il saLL

Emilia Onyema, Formalities on the Enforcement Procedure (Articles Il and 1V), )Jb-'n‘(m)

in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEwW

York CONVENTION IN PrAcTICE 597, 605 (E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008); Dirk Otto, Article

IV, in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON

THE NEw YORK CoNVENTION 143, 148 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); ALBERT JAN

VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958: TowARDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL
INTERPRETATION 248 (1981)

Jassica S.A. v. Ditta Polojaz, Court of Cassation, Italy, 12 February 1987, 1526, XVII v.B.0™

Israel Portland Cement Works (Nesher) Ltd. v. Moccia Irme SpA, Lae‘ skaily .Com. Ars. 525 (1992)

Court of Cassation, Italy, 19 December 1991, 13665, XVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 419 (1993); Globtrade
taliana srl v. East Point Trading Ltd., Court of Cassation, Italy, 8 October 2008, 24856

()

Glencore Grain Limited (United Kingdom) v. Sociedad Ibérica de Molturacion, S.A. (Spain),
.Supreme Court, Spain, 14 January 2003, 16508/2003, XXX Y.B. Com. Ars. 605 (2005)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas \ oY

sl (zv\)‘.S -1 Qleyj-”j (i'\/\).* 1 UAJS%(QSL"U‘ sy oS (21\/). < =1 éLaJ‘
Al U 2 Cgllas 9o LS |uiiiwe el Lgd andy o eVl 2

Lo ol @ ! eV 2 aliyls (g e ST l_z@uj.uu_gud\ @Slell cudiely -V
Lle mtju s 48l Jgn¥ Canim Bims ol J3o¥l Cenam (Fige iall el &1 el
2 ) Ll G0 s B Dailly ol e e (el oyl Sy o 13) Sail
@0l Gle caill Lle 3l by ALl fys) ReSma le Ay yaa (6 3] By
i 1 Bl il . @Sl 5153 (e Btime yu B aud 3 OIS Geall Gl (e
Leie cluiiue @oudn Blall SISAI by il Lle ‘aj)U‘ Oy S| {;)La)l___u.ﬂ‘}:t.ﬂa] pac

el gl (A Jome Bl ,me ¥l g pd (5SS Y

51 ¥ @ Smill 3Ll andy @ eall &1 @2 duail Sle 30 @Slee cblyy —1V
30150 LT alSoly plain¥ 2 (V) Rapladl 33U1 2 Gl (3ol Tae le YL
(s_\)(\) 3.._.\)_H 3L o9y ﬁs_gl” &LAJ‘ u.c..\l‘ ‘:..\.E_v u‘ L_;ija.“fccwtu‘ g}.&_uc

s o iz ¥ U ogilant &1 1 e

(¥ s 3500 5 o sl aad) o

() sl 01 5300 2 5laht doyatl 03] Lo Lrgs Olea¥l pams 2 @Slall sl —VA
L S e (V) Al 3501 2 Legad) HLaL! Gpufineld Zax 3 el aniy ob
Cpiead] slael Lgd @iy Gl ¥l 2 Apg pen pud Aan i) Lailygll @Slanll sy iie

Satico Shipping Company Limited (Cyprus) v. Maderas Iglesias (Spain), Supreme Court,(m)

.Civil Chamber, Spain, 1 April 2003, 2009 of 2001, XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 582 (2007)

(£1A)

Hanjin Shipping Co., Ltd. v. Guangdong Fuhong Oil Co., Ltd., Supreme People’s Court,
China, 2 June 2006, [2005] Min Si Ta Zi No. 53; Concordia Trading B.V. v. Nantong Gangde Oil Co.,
.Ltd., Supreme People’s Court, China, 3 August 2009, [2009] Min Si Ta Zi No. 22

Czarina, L.L.C. v. W.F. Poe Syndicate, Court of Appeals, Eleventh Circuit, United JUNla
States of America, 4 February 2004, 358 F.3d 1286; Guang Dong Light Headgear Factory Co. v. ACI
Int’l, Inc, District Court, District of Kansas, United States of America, 10 May 2005, 03-4165-JAR

Commercial Court of Zurich, Switzerland, 20 April 1990, 21, XVII Y.B. Com. Ars. 584(%)

(1992); Inter Maritime Management SA v. Russin & Vecchi, Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 9 January

1995, XXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 789 (1997); Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 4 October 2010, 4A_124/2010;
.Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 10 October 2011, SA 427/2011

Commercial Court of Zurich, Switzerland, 20 April 1990, 21, XVII Y.B. Com. Ars. 58407
.(1992)

Bayerisches Oberstes Landesgericht [BayObLG], Germany, 11 August 2000, 4 Z Sch )l':s-'v‘(m)
05/00; Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Miinchen, Germany, 15 March 2006, 34 Sch 06/05; Kammergericht
[KG], Germany, 10 August 2006, 20 Sch 07/04; Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Celle, Germany, 14 December
.2006, 8 Sch 14/05; Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Miinchen, Germany, 23 February 2007, 34 Sch 31/06
A bl o000 Glatl fimatl JI1 ey Lty dast 31 ouislll o dlatl Jos )L..M)_Si dasdlia Lle i)UaMJ}
SAYT @l el JSud 2



\-Y EWRIRIE I

ASLAIN alsyiel dalaic AeSma lo Bungyes B 29 M lgagan il gl
ST Sl Lea S (@Sl 3Lisly @Sl 5153 (e (niBluan (i el aud
2l Lgla) ) Ladl aeSall dojuas @by U Auuilsgll Il Legd cnien 3 as o
23 gl 33Ul Lo 1 ) casaling Gaiinell Bas )3 @ud (A5IS Ay & 5uISGY!

(sv0) .

d> M‘)‘ﬁ\'@@"a‘:’ﬂ‘ .l L@LEJ‘;;}‘A%‘MT Z.JMJ‘).':LQS:&AQ“)LQS -4
BARIPUR-POGIPURT- I | - PP Tl Ty

Al @Slell @l (V) Rl 3l caser usliall Cpaiidl 2l 2 LSy Y-
bl Fan 5 eall audy O 3ygp aue ABLEY (pa (1) Zaladl 33l I sl
Gl dog 8 punied ¥ Feail) ciles 3 G @St oy (Sl O ¥gune yiad s

Y (7)) dal 01 331 2 3,050

[Sac ! &2 -7y RN (@2 C&ju -Jla

cay" e Lesd GupsSall cpadied!) el audy of Gle Sl e Al 5l Gl —YY
aui ¥ il el oISl oIS 13] Lee 5l 58y [ssenl gy cdy] "Clall @us
el alelyal e 3aY A e 2 Gy sk ol Seeall gy ey casllall aadill

2GSl gustlall cpaiial @us aue ol e G 2l @Slell @iy -YY
Gl ye¥l s (it I @k of se ) 4 pa ) gl cdgll a2 el sslll

vY)

China Packaging Design Corporation v. SCA Recycling Reukema Trading B.V., Court of"
ily First Instance of Zutphen, Netherlands, 11 November 1998, XXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 724 (1999)
LoJack Equipment Ireland Ltd. (Ireland) v. A, Commercial Court of Amsterdam, Netherlands, 18 Lag‘

June 2009, 411230/KG RK 08-3652, XXXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 715 (2009)

China Packaging Design Corporation v. SCA Recycling Reukema Trading B.V., Court of ™
First Instance of Zutphen, Netherlands, 11 November 1998, XXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 724 (1999)

SPP (Middle East) Ltd. v. The Arab Republic of Egypt, President of the District Court of"" "
.Amsterdam, Netherlands, 12 July 1984, X Y.B. Com. Ars. 487 (1985)

Pulsarr Industrial Research B.V. (Netherlands) v. Nils H. Nilsen A.S. (Norway), Enforcement""™
.Court of Varde, Norway, 10 July 2002, XXVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 821 (2003)

Bayerisches Oberstes Landesgericht [BayObLG], Germany, 11 August 2000, 4 Z Sch 05/00;(M)

K Trading Company (Syria) v. Bayerischen Motoren Werke AG (Germany), Bayerisches Oberstes Lan-

desgericht [BayObLG], Germany, 23 September 2004, 4Z Sch 005-04; Kammergericht [KG], Germany,
.10 August 2006, 20 Sch 07/04

Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Schleswig, Germany, 15 July 2003, 16 Sch 01/03; Bundesgerichtshof{ o
.[BGH], Germany, 25 September 2003, III ZB 68/02



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @) 3y Cal e a@la Jas Vot

@S=il 53 @as O Lajlael o b 2Ua) @Slall zgs &1 gay 1 izl
cagll 2y il el ial Pleey gulel GSlal byd @Sl glasly
2 azme Sges g2y 098 Jem ¥ @ Gey duaidll Gl alds 20 55 Y pusllall

(€2

)é)‘j C;ﬂj

IMs sllall cpaiieadl andy of gelato el &1 6391 @Slall @lane iy VY
alal Ly yee 2008 2 Llall Condd] BaSme coindh (JU Juraw e L 2gaial) clel o)
el 5 il by ails Aalalie 2 Llall LSl 4] (S iipat! (Sl
aue i 4 Ll Coddl LeSma oy 7 @Sttt Ll (e BBiune B andy @
Lulul ozl lel auey 2abl clS Lol elufied] §Y Gsu o ¥ 5eull (20,
Of Cogyball el Jia B 6 oYl iy 43l wilyy olually @Samill ) 5 (Bl el (ad

Aghne A4ie) 5,50 Oyt 2 Aaal) Sl akid| @y Geall by

e 1o Ll @ 1zghly )5 mtl cl¥gily 170 piaggun B @Slnll caiely -Vt
Sseall by By iall diidl @ud ade Dl 2 @Sxill 5153 2048 le Lagae cadlyy
el ¥ I 32 cdy 2 Ll

(£va)

Lezina Shipping Co. SA v. Casillo Grani snc, Court of Appeal of Bari, Italy, 19 March il
1991, XXI Y.B. Com. ArB. 585 (1996); Israel Portland Cement Works (Nesher) Ltd. v. Moccia Irme
SpA4, Court of Cassation, Italy, 19 December 1991, 13665, XVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 419 (1993); s.r.l
Ditta Michele Tavella v. Palmco Oil Mill L.D.N. B.M.D., Court of Cassation, Italy, 12 November 1992,
12187, XIX Y.B. Com. ArB. 692 (1994); srl Campomarzio Impianti v. Lampart Vegypary Gepgyar, Court
of Cassation, Italy, 20 September 1995, 9980, XXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 698 (1999); Microware s.r.l. in

iquidation v. Indicia Diagnostics S.A, Court of Cassation, Italy, 23 July 2009, 17291

Lezina Shipping Co. SA v. Casillo Grani snc, Court of Appeal of Bari, Italy, 19 March™"”
1991, XXI Y.B. Com. Ars. 585 (1996)

s.r.l. Campomarzio Impianti v. Lampart Vegypary Gepgyar, Court of Cassation, 20 Septemberm\)

1995, Italy, 9980, XXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 698 (1999)(overruling Israel Portland Cement Works (Nesher)

Ltd. v. Moccia Irme SpA, Court of Cassation, Italy, 19 December 1991, 13665, XVIII Y.B. Com. Ars.
419 (1993))

Wei Mao International (Hong Kong) Co. Ltd. (Hong Kong SAR) v. Shanxi Tianli Industrial™"
.Co. Ltd. (China PR), Supreme People’s Court, China, 5 July 2004

.Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 8 December 2003, 4P.173/2003/ech"""

(eAL)

China National Building Material Investment Co. Ltd. v. BNK International, District Court,
.Western District of Texas, Austin Division, United States of America, 3 December 2009, A-09-CA-488-SS

(eA0)

Renusagar Power Company v. General Electric Company, High Court of Bombay, India,
.12 October 1989



N0 EPREUIENIN)

(DY (V) anal 1 aalt

dde BBhume LaYI" @il 51,3 auid ol el e (V) (1) anl 01 5slll do iz —Yo
ol Lle Jpamdl Jal cpe "Jso ! Coun 3oaline die e o) deil] Jpo¥! o
-olualiy 5l yally

Bl (Y (1) Bl 3l lay Leie () A5ladll Gilsad! alslin Le @aly —Y1
Gbees VSl 5153 Legulul Gle eall audy il geinally (KAl Alag !
.‘_33.,\.4@:‘.”5 éﬂ]}lﬂ

@ peall ald bl ual -~

" .'s .,” )‘)B"

\Q_).S.id\ Y Ogana |
Sl )5 dianiy O s L Ol B3ume dagya gl e Aal 01 5001 ¥ YV
AL oliall (e loae @Skl cuely udy . Juaially cal e W Liwlia juuad S

"NS_‘L.J‘ )‘)3“ BJL.LC ‘SL Lg]Uaa)Ln % LJLW daSxn &)bi RPN NS_-L"J‘ )1)5 -YA
AaSeel| cillasMag daoall s 20 Loy cdiap ‘Q‘S'i‘j‘ BB ‘_,J‘;ﬂ.:ﬁ dal 0 sl 20
G sslall Sl ,al Julasy

slead & Llazll gosl 20 3Ly cglugs 2 Ll LSl ey .Y sleal -Y4
Aenall Gl 2 aall Gle (o yiall bkl pbsg @Sl 1,8 2 ,S0E Gl oy b ,LYI
@Sl 5153 Bl Cemmy dansl ud @Sl 51532 dule e aall aniaall @u¥I Sl
e el alaziuly oy Seaidl Gle (o ytall Bylall ) Jedlly el Ol (e iy

(£AA)

@Sl 5153 2556808 (4985 o) iy LY clawd G ) cpalall sl sy Y-
B sanlt Shle @Sl 1) (sSy i eall deads gl

s (5315 )1y oMl @Sttt 5153 culagie atlaal 3l 3w
D SA (Spain) v. W GmbH (Austria), Supreme Court, Austria, 26 April 2006, 30b211/05h,""”
XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 259 (2007)

LKT Industrial Berhad (Malaysia) v. Chun, Supreme Court of New South Wales, Australia,(w)
.13 September 2004, 50174

. . . (£A8)
Dirk Otto, Article IV, in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS:

A GroBaL COMMENTARY ON THE NEw YOrk CoNveNnTION 143, 154 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al.
.eds., 2010)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas X

com OIS 13) L QLL WSl o BlE) G a3l 5ls . cgiladgy el slewd -1
u\S ‘.\‘ LA5 u\.oSzL‘ e u\.u_\&}nj ;Lc.m‘ uc.\l‘ daday L§~‘-” ‘Q.AS&J‘ )‘)_0. U’““A"" U‘
Lu.n:~ (“'G"L’-‘—o'}’ Ao (ya d—'}‘” S

O® e ui—w.a_\lzn ool i—utuxs.:u\ ;Ja):ul‘ condnles Gl 8 24 Y
denstl 2 ML!QJMS.‘;A&A‘);‘_\J} mw‘wszqﬂ( 31‘)«4\4_‘554.” (a..\.ai‘ (Q_S_'x_d‘
() Leatl tpe Lauall Ladll le Adige craSomll puen cladss (5S35 Ol 35950 <o Is3!
..\.m.u‘\.nSz“ &..uaﬂ)j u_.\.dﬁ_).al.‘aﬁas:u)‘)ﬂ.\.‘.a.uw‘ k_l.\.nﬁ_uc..\l‘uﬂa..xﬁj
ULEJ}A ERpll] uu&::l\ SlaBgi fpe dadd (ragdss U‘ S «.ua.\;>u\ da ‘Q,S:LJ\ BB
— tm\:- 3 “}J‘ u‘ ..\.\.a.u.” P u‘) L;._\J‘—UJUaAY‘ U}-‘L"J‘ u‘ LSl g..Ja}Yﬁ
6)_&‘2‘ u}.sl_a_” o uas_o uLS 4.!‘ >~ .9_ L‘Lﬂ_lj.ﬂ L_!L’-Lﬂ}l—” bm u}s..r u‘ ulc ua_u

~gJUaa?” uyLa—U L&ﬂ#‘ﬂ S L‘“b 4—*%‘)1‘

Slal 2 alis @S 5153 duaid gees AHUT AaSme cazdy AL Auadll 2, TV
G @Sl 153 B G Lt Glewd Galally gl 35latl 2 leingS @S A
selsall Congar il AeSall cdan¥y ) ppe€anll slond (aisn 05 @ eall Lgaud
et ¥ @il 513 oM ol 3555 (5eS Il Aimll ol cUld 2 dy Ll
e (1385 Oof dolyail 2 550 Y clld & eSnll ey Bimlll Luy lae creSonll slowd
slosal 13 2 Loy (Lol @Samttl 180 Lol dasllan cia 01 5LL1 o gy ¢ oSl 53

peab-.@wqms-ﬂ‘

ol 553 2 nall Ll & g Asloo¥! Al caably (gl el cpag -YE
(ool daud ! @Sl 5153 2 ST 5l 2855 3959 ane e il Gle Yot ale 2
Byl 1 3L dog 5 Cagiany @ Geatd! Sl Suaiill Gl (o yiall 3Ll s 3aSmtl cuidai g
s W g 4l ASnll g oim g aSmtl] B iy (ye Ladga S 5 )3 e Y
5o ABLEY e (oall ST 1t Tl Threas Bl 01 33l ooy IS dog 81

B, Samtll iyl )3 2B s

SODIME—Societa Distillerie Meridionali v. Schuurmans & Van Ginneken BV, Court of( =)
.Cassation, Italy, 14 March 1995, 2919, XXI Y.B. Com. Ars. 607 (1996)

.Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Ko6ln, Germany, 10 June 1976, IV Y.B. Com. Ars. 258 (1979)““)

Lgliwadll Lulatl 3ot al, Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 4 October 2010, 4A7124/2010(m)
DA Gle @aunl gdgi ane i Sl 13] el Bulel e a3l @Sl 153 ol ie ¥l Sl ¢y &
.Supreme Court, Austria, 13 April 2011, 3 Ob 154/10h 3!



-V EWRIRIE I

@S o)\ 2 K —o

LPSOUIIPYSEANE S AL

£
ol e e oIS 13 Lee J3lus , 81 Adlan¥l @Sl Llo b )@ oiund 2 -Y0
Olay il @Smill Ll caliaygatl olay Siledl @Sl 153 I Balsl caudy o
Lgaily el eV Lle Jpasd! Jal Cpe 3 gheal
a1 I caals o aa daill Ligle 2 (ol deSome ey oV unall 2 Y1
(il @Sl 5158 e Silgill @Sl 5153 Jund (il Gl gyl Jb 2 Sy Y
4 ilia G oy alially o dpaiall (B G301 L ylall

by (205 Eas oY AeSll 53 (anill deSma cundy OGN Luadll 2y YV
@Sl 5153 pa Gl @Sl 1B e B andy @ Geadl G Gulad le dpaml
53 audy Ul Zagl ) 3al) dog i gy pead) §1 (aaill deSma cilyy 0. Ll
@Sl 5153 2a i IS 13] Le Yo o s G3aY) 2aSmlly 1 OIS @il ¢ SLgit) @ Smt]
A peadl Ol il Glad as o o OSar G35l @Sl 5153 e Jaas Sl

A7) Aaalad! 3311 o (V) Bewalsl 33U Congay Sl (a8, 35Sl

PP PRI U

Ols i Al 33U1 dogrd Gagi eall Gl oslie 1syle Ly @Slell cyl YA
() 3gm g Il 2 alliell ST auzy o

Jal e il aitl e i yall Coylall gy 2 Byglicedl] Llall 3aSell cuylaiy —YA
4,30 Aalll @ Sil] Aol Hiagll Ryl solio @3 Sl e Lle Sy
@y oreSall waY Gllall @l @am Lyl peadl a30 coiany ddgall 55l
ey @Sl 5158 e Jale adiud allell Gl ST ol i) Lgasy 2 dSnll

(£ay)

.Court of Appeal of Bologna, Italy, 4 February 1993, XIX Y.B. Com. Ars. 700 (1994)

WTB—Walter Thosti Boswau Bauaktiengesellschaft v. Costruire Coop. srl, Court of Cassation,(m)

taly, 7 June 1995, 6426
el M e Aadaill @Sl delsd b o Lo @Samill 5153 e e o callinll gl 1 JSa, ¥

FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 768, para. 1404 sl
.(E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas \<A

sl O oed il (adgall 35l 3 ya) Anylull @ Soil) Agll Aiggll oyl (e aaian
), @Sl 5153 (e e jar Gud 01 I s (1,00 1aa @as

goay UMY (1" @ad et Gle pud 4T sliagy 2 Ll AeSell &y LS ¢
@St 5l 53 05303 cpn (V) (V) A 3alall Jitias @ e adl Sl il le o yiall 3 lall
% el aady O Anl ) 33U e Gle oo yady 201) VAT i gl Agin Yl
Cundyg opaSomll anl suel sl LB Gl audy @f Y (die 2w 5l GLoYI @Sl
Adgudl 3lmtll 3 530 Aaglll @ Smtll aelsat Lay (i 4l o Sle (gl 1as 2eSal
soblall @Sll 5158 Sla @3 g BaleWl @Sl 153 jgaus (gl Glls 2 alll

G el LLal ousg 9o aule VL

@.&3)\)33@5:-@3 ey

Sl 2 AeSme @il @S> sliiel (Sas OIS 3] Lagd & pungen LaSme iyl —£)
uum:g‘j Ol Jum 4950 «;‘;\)j (ZM).J:LA_Z’:.U Lols Leoled s“:‘i"': BIBY: ._x;S;t’u 3userd |
LYl AeSma @S I Ialil 3483 5153 Sl ool Sy ¥ 4l Gl Y AaSel daylil!
Of damil] @l¥ell 2 Gulaill "mead) Tuse” Comgay (BaSmall (S aily 5305 5l
socitl b¥ell dsxs §¢§> ey G sosll wbi¥ell 2 1hslo (Q,_AS.’-: e oSe
@y el Tase Gle pady ¥ @ pumpad) 0pilal & @l @3 Jasly Led @Sitl 51534
LS Lauanll s @€ 5153 I 2uaill adi O (sl O33LAN Congas (i
oy pid Jiiey @ dslial @Sl 5158 Huis sl okl G Gl AeSna cdasy
Y djmiz" (SN 333.‘45 Mj U.LA;Y‘ ‘Q:S_‘L.A.” é\.a]‘ ﬁ_&.ﬁe (d 4_;“ AINES :Lu‘)ﬂ a1l

.(MS&J* “‘)‘J\B

ég_.ualﬂﬂ &333_” _;L)

Grellaial Cay a3 @S g Aalal By sl Jlaa) ol Ayl 1 33U1 (32 5,0y —£Y
.[‘5& ‘:gi] " “ uj [ég}ﬂ ‘:g;‘] ”4._\.\.& ‘-.éﬁ "

D S.A. (Spain) v. W GmbH (Austria), Supreme Court, Austria, 26 April 2006, 30b211/05h,(m)
XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 259 (2007)

el yieS "BV @S 513"y "B (1" mllaias il sliess 2 Lall AaSomll i ga™
VLl " pllaine anis o LeiS)

(£3A)

General Electric Company v. Renusagar Power Company, High Court of Bombay, India,21
.October 1988

(£38)

Debt Collection and Bankruptcy Chamber of the Court of Appeal of the Republic and Canton
.of Ticino, Switzerland, 27 November 2008, 14.2008.78



Vo EWRIRIE I

:,z‘.‘a.‘al@_)m;a:u.d Lg,‘@uléy‘:;‘.ﬂ Ablnatl silaedl fya lus Julb sue cIling —tY
_,\T.’S;L“M g—‘-’é Ghgll f;‘ Aglia’ daSxn ‘;‘;‘J Jag [‘_'éi\.‘a.n] "aaiaay [55}4:] "dde &i\.@.ﬂ“
Ll ddee 3o Guoadtl G Lgwdt BSall @iy Camm s neSall aladg & Lle

(a.‘).d.‘.a;Y‘é..da - . LA . ‘:)-4 - . 51

5;‘3 u_}.gizl\ oledgi des .\.nS;\S ole 6}!4.]4 Gl lee u‘ ole Osalall 3ame -8t
() a1 b Lot Leoall Aagl S Lle 2T Guoean!

055001 Ll Lo 5Ll gy Ve (1) (1) a1 55000 5la) 2 oSt eyl —t0
Lnj Ld.’..\.ta.l.” 3‘/3 3 "3.1.” Sl Lzl AJaLdb Ld_lu\-la.d‘ 3‘/3 d""ﬁ'"” ddqal ‘da.b“
d‘}“ ﬁf-'s"""” I8 Bouat 5y pus Il oIS 51

Sdail) gl -\
Al ogilat (g @ Saitl lasl g @i o VAYY diad Cagin A3Lal cdsyzal —¢1
OFlaN Gle pain ¥ Sl () (V) @m0 aaltl Cadsey 7 ‘&w\ D% 4 s il
By L) Fmcmiel| Amlll ey sy a5 L1 A2 Lo Mg - Gl g sl @bty 5201
Comingly ABLEYI 2 Calins g slatie) @ygpall (e ST e liin¥ly alad¥l uloall
M|1M1wuu‘ a.LAua_'r_vLuﬂcuj‘ @fmwym‘_sfdmm 4l 2l
il Joo¥! o dule Bma” 55k & il C9. " uamll of Cal ,ie ! 4 g sl
ale [Blns" Ghlie gugaill Gaa s @ cduwds cagll 2. t c).@g.dl s plal wis
A Moo Satill AaSma eia gerogil (idlS " Jguad! G Businsy "Aail] Jpuo¥! G

O Limited (Cyprus) v. M Corp. (formerly A, Inc.) (United States) and others, Supreme Court,(c“)
.Austria, 3 September 2008, 30b35/08f, XXXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 409 (2009)

Glencore Grain Ltd. v. TSS Grain Millers Ltd., High Court of Lag‘ Haily Ldwa c—};l‘(m)
Mombasa, Kenya, 5 July 2002, Civil Suit No. 388 of 2000, XXXIV Y.B. Com. Ars. 666 (2009); Federal
.Tribunal, Switzerland, 4 October 2010, 4A_124/2010

o (e0)
FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 970, il

para. 1675 (E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999); ALBERT JAN VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION
CONVENTION OF 1958: TowaRDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 251 (1981); Dirk Otto, Article
IV, in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE
New York ConvenTiON 143, 177 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010); ICCA’s GUIDE TO THE
INTERPRETATION OF THE 1958 NEw YorRk CONVENTION: A HANDBOOK FOR JUDGES 72, 74 (P. Sanders ed.,
2011); Maxi Scherer, Article IV (Formal Requirements for the Recognition and Enforcement of Arbitral
Awards), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL

.AwarDS OF 10 JuNE 1958—ComMENTARY 207, 210 (R. Wolff ed., 2012)

NAYY B Cada 33LE1 e (V) ¢ 3all e
Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,(O.z)

Report of the Committee on the Enforcement of International Arbitral Awards, E/2704, E/AC.42/4/
Rev.1, p. 14

. . c:2.)1‘(0«0)



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @) 3y Cal e a@la Jas -

J}AY‘MDMBJ.‘AA MML@)UUJL@J‘ ua.d\ﬁ_Ja.a.c-‘ zt_:_w‘j@).v
Gubaitl oygalatt .S_L'x_y ‘dj S }m’ﬁ\ Cous 3oaiaa" g "daidl

736 slael C,ﬁ Skl Gaaadlly Gagll @laill gilall Lle il pue usﬂﬁ A
Sld ol aas b @Sl )53 Lgud Hos ! el (g3l & quLzl‘ua.uubm JAoloa
aaill L;ﬂsyn.s;(\) Aay 0 3alell Jlma¥l e 3 (aed) oST Lady (38su) dulec Lo

.ﬁm\)n)z Lead oo ll Agall sl o camall Wgs oygilat L) ey

s

gl ygolat d.uj.dl 5 Ol ;uln.d‘ ol Ladias oo &l MU.‘ I ‘—"Jj —¢tA
O iy aadaill aelsall G adla¥l @Skell ol (Jutlyy il Le cttad il
C) amll Was acled ()3

Gl oyttt &g adaill Gsilatl susd Y Woses walal S g il dsma ey -84
4 oo G ALl i Comges Liign @Sl 51,3 auk of 2 Ayl il ey
O gl Sl aaSmll cialinly Y el age el sl ALl ogila ol @Sl 153
Shgrotl Ol e velon 08 Janll Agud cnlaniall of cnwlagbadl cnliall Ciols
coeall il Gle

OeeM oo (luasily Ayl 1 33U gy o tall (ySias 4T calall (yo 3 g1y ey =0
@Sl 5153 dg saus Gl ALl gils Cngay Babsill dog pid Siias o QRPN Ay s\
O il 4 Clad gl aldl ogila

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,(o'\)

Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, Comments by Governments on the draft
Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, E/CONF.26/3, p. 3;
Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Activities of
Inter-Governmental and Non-Governmental Organizations in the Field of International Commercial

.Arbitration, Consolidated Report by the Secretary-General, E/CONF.26/4, p. 29

.Oberlandesgericht [OLG] Schleswig, Germany, 15 July 2003, 16 Sch 01/03°™

Globtrade Italiana srl v. East Point Trading Ltd., Court of Cassation, Italy, 8 October )E‘(OAA)
AODIMF—Someta Dzvtzllerze Meridionali v. Schuurmans & Van Ginneken BV, Court »kil 2008, 24856
u‘ sl adlag! ‘-\-AS-'A-M—") .of Cassation, Italy, 14 March 1995, 2919, XXI Y.B. Com. Ars. 607 (1996)
Renato Ma- )JA_J (g&'x_d‘ )l)s Lg_d PEY-) u.d‘ 4]5.).]‘ uj.lb ujs_v u‘ u—u./.l }d‘ u.lL d.da.u L_;..\J‘ u}.'\.a.ﬂ
.rino Navegacio s.a. v. Chim-Metal s.r.l, Court of Appeal of Milan, Italy, 21 December 1979, VII Y.B
ECONERG Ltd. v. National Electricity Company AD, Case No. 356/99, Lyl ;I35 .Com. Ars. 338 (1982)
Supreme Court of Appeal, Civil Collegium, Fifth Civil Department, Bulgaria, 23 February 1999, 356/99,
XXV Y.B. Com. Ars. 641 (2000); Renusagar Power Company v. General Electric Company, High Court
.of Bombay, India, 12 October 1989

.Supreme Court, Austria, 11 June 1969, 3, II Y.B. Com. Ars. 232 (1977)(M)

. . . (o)
Dirk Otto, Article IV, in RECOGINITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS:

A GroBaL COMMENTARY ON THE NEw York ConveNnTiON 143, 145 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al.
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.FOR JupnGEs 75 (P. Sanders ed., 2011)
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Tourism Holding Company v. Ministry of Religious Affairs, Government of Pakistan, High Court of
Justice, England and Wales, 1 August 2008, [2008] EWHC 1901, Annex 6; Denmark Skibstekniske
Konsulenter A/S I Likvidation (formerly known as Knud E Hansen A/S) v. Ultrapolis 3000 Investments
Ltd. (formerly known as Ultrapolis 3000 Theme Park Investments Ltd.), High Court, Singapore, 9 April

.2010, 108, 2010 S.L.R. 661

Sojuznefteexport (SNE) v. Joc Oil Ltd., Court of Appeal of Bermuda, Bermuda, 7 July(m)

1989, XV Y.B. Com. Ars. 384 (1990)

Jassica Jassica S.A. v. Ditta Polojaz, Court of Cassation, Italy, 12 February 1987, 1526,(m)
XVII Y.B. CoMm. ArB. 525 (1992)
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Union Générale de Cinéma, SA (France) v. X Y Z Desarrollos, SA (Spain), Supreme Court,
Civil Chamber, Spain, 11 April 2000, 3536 of 1998, XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 525 (2007); Strategic Bulk
Carriers Inc. (Liberia) v. Sociedad Ibérica de Molturacion, SA (Spain), Supreme Court, Civil Chamber,

.Spain, 26 February 2002, 153 of 2001, XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 550 (2007)

Seller v. Buyer, Supreme Court, Austria, 22 May 1991, XXI Y.B. Com. Ars. 521 (1996)“”)
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préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration, Summary Record of

.the Eleventh Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.11, p. 12

(ot1)
FoUuCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 968,

para. 1673 (E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999); ICCA’s GUIDE TO THE INTERPRETATION OF THE 1958
New York CONVENTION: A HANDBOOK FOR JupGes 75 (P. Sanders ed., 2011); Dirk Otto, Article 1V, in
RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEW

.York ConvenTION 143, 167 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds., 2010)
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Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,(m)

Summary Records of the Seventeenth meeting of the United Nations Conference on International Com-
.mercial Arbitration, United Nations document E/CONF.26/SR.17, pp. 6-7

Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,(m)

Summary Records of the Seventeenth meeting of the United Nations Conference on International
.Commercial Arbitration, United Nations document E/CONF.26/SR.17, p. 7
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.Court of Appeal of the Canton of Zug, Switzerland, 27 February 1998, JZ 1997/104.161
.Supreme Court, Austria, 13 April 2011, 3 Ob 154/10h(m)
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Travaux préparatoires, United Nations Conference on International Commercial Arbitration,”"’

Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards, Comments by Governments on the draft
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Travaux préparatoires, Memorandum by the Secretary General, E/2840, « JUl| Jwws uln USIA
Albert Jan van den Berg, Summary of Court Decisions on the N.Y. Convention, \-m-" bl p. 2, para. 4
in THE NEw YORK CONVENTION OF 1958, ASA SpeciaL Series No. 9, para. 508 (M. Blessing ed., 1996);
Consorcio Rive S.A. de C.V. (Mexico) v. Briggs of Cancun, Inc. (United States), Court of Appeals, Fifth
Circuit, United States of America, 26 November 2003, 01-30553, (citing Parsons & Whittemore Overseas
Co. v. Société Generale de L’Industrie du Papier (RAKTA), Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, United
.States of America, 23 December 1974, 508 F.2d 969, 975)

Maxi Scherer, Violation of Due Process, Article V(1)(b), in NEw YORK CONVENTION ON BUAY
THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JUNE 1958—COMMENTARY
279, paras. 132-35 (R. olff ed., 2012)
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Travaux préparatoires, Summary Records of the United Nations Conference on International "
.Commercial Arbitration, Twenty-third Meeting, E/CONF.26/SR.23, p. 15
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FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 1001- kil

03, para. 1698 (E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1999); ALBERT JAN VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION
CONVENTION OF 1958: TowaRDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 297 (1981); Andrés Jana, Angie
Armer et al., Article V(1)(h), in RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS: A
GrLoBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEw YOrRK CoNVENTION 231, 233 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento et al. eds.,
2010); Pierre A. Karrer, Must an Arbitral Tribunal Really Ensure that its Award is Enforceable?, in
GLOBAL REFLECTIONS ON INTERNATIONAL LaAw, COMMERCE AND DISPUTE RESOLUTION, LIBER AMICORUM

.IN HONOUR oF RoOBERT BRINER 431 (G. Asken et al. eds., 2005)

X v. Y, Bundesgericht [BLG], Switzerland, 4 October 2010, JEl! Juw e ‘)j;‘;,l(v“)
4A _124/2010; OOO Sandora (Ukraine) v.OOO Euro-Import Group (Russian Federation), Federal
Arbitrazh Court, Moscow District, Russian Federation, 12 November 2010, A40-51459/10-63-440;
Camera di esecuzione e fallimenti del Tribunale d’appello, Repubblica ¢ Cantone Ticino, Switzerland,
22 February 2010, 14.2009.104; OAO Byerezastroymaterialy (Belarus) v. Individual Entreprenueur D.V.
Goryelov (Russian Federation), Federal Arbitrazh Court, North Caucasus District, Russian Federation
Federation, 14 September 2009, No. A01-342/2009; Consorcio Rive S.A. de C.V. (Mexico) v. Briggs of
Cancun, Inc. (United States), Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit, United States of America, 26 November
2003, 01-30553; Geotech Lizenz A.G. v. Evergreen Systems, Inc., District Court, Eastern District of New
York, United States of America, 27 October 1988, CV 88-1406 (697 F. Supp 1248 (E.D.N.Y. 1988);
Union Générale de Cinéma SA (France) v. XYZ Desarrollos, SA (Spain), Supreme Court, Spain, 11 April
2000, XXXII Y.B. Com. ArB. 525 (2007); M.F. Global Inc., et al. v. Elio D. Cattan, et al., District
Court, Western District of Pennsylvania, United States of America, 6 March 2006, 04cv0593; Karaha
Bodas Co. (Cayman Islands) v. Perusahaan Pertambangan Minyak Dan Gas Bumi Negara (Indonesia),
.Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit, United States of America, 23 March 2004, 02-20042, 03-20602
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AWwARDS: A GLOBAL COMMENTARY ON THE NEW YORK CoNVENTION 231, 235 (H. Kronke, P. Nacimiento
.et al. eds., 2010)
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TS Haimalu Co., Ltd. v. Daging PoPeyes Food Co., Ltd., Supreme People’s Court, China,(w)
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.Supreme People’s Court, China, 14 December 2006, Min Si Ta Zi No. 36

Egyptian Concrete Company & Hashem Ali Maher v. STC Finance & Ismail Ibrahim”™
Mahmoud Thabet & Sabishi Trading and Contracting Company, Court of Cassation, Egypt, 27 March
.1996, 2660/59

Kammergericht [KG], Berlin, Germany, 17 April 2008, 20 Sch 02/08"™



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas \oA

o2 G Byl le mamiall smill Sle ala @ HUas Y G cldl s plis )
(vea) «

Aol g AV oa (1585 oy UVl Lle B0V @ Camyg cuaiily ol me¥! Lle

dasll Gle adaf @ HUas ¥ O ldl siens Bl Lad Baslio yules @Slatll cadey —1Y
S @l @I Sl Gle Bl 5y A1 ] AaSoma ity (JEL Js lod rumecal]
Ju sl OIS Leiy 3159¥1 gy Lo Lase &1 Jali) codlomw iyl Losie Lallas @ Silly
e By AuSnay Al il AaSmae candy LS el e ol 2 s 4]
@ty Juuyl 5L Sl g le g Laie T2 W1 Jguo M LG g939 S Gaglind] » g

Ol (Se e il @ad e uaiilly Blme! Gle g yiall Goylall oSt oy

Ao ool el dgalse 2 lalay @Sad al)ld Bl el @ Slatl anl g -y
LYl Jraw @t dendi HUad Yl b 6530 @lilael slel pe M3 e ol Lay!
alebabs @le le CalLY Lgs cols el 2 Gl Juas 1y 440 3S5Lally @Sl I
B Joa las M @ emtll clel pal 235l e 35018 cilS @8 ey bl gl
O Slela ¥l 2 dlies 3S5Lie @2 HUad Yl 3L potas (8l 283 By BeSoma cuady
)l edl Lenle oiuaBly @il 1,5 (bl ue ¥l (R0 (e A peniges BeSoma cuaital LS
ol LS i (i pe (ye et 3 ottt T ol AaSall GV LY LS ae
OSe @ DUas ¥ EL elesl e 1y oapaiy @S s 3l e ¥l Al Lilall 2l
Ob ety Lo Blrane Sl @ules e¥lay] 13 2 Loy Joraad) 2 ilia oIS Y LalS

() Lals oIS syl

(v-A)
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.2006, 8 Sch 14/05; 4 v. B, Federal Tribunal, Switzerland, 16 December 2011, SA_441/2011
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Egyptian Saudi Hotels Company v. Kurt & Daves Corporation, Court of Cassation, Egypt,(w)
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COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION 3697-98 (2014); ALBERT JAN vAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION
CONVENTION OF 1958: TOWARDS A UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION 152-53 (1981); ICCA’s GUIDE TO
THE INTERPRETATION OF THE 1958 NEw YOrRK CONVENTION: A HANDBOOK FOR JUDGES 105 (P. Sanders
ed., 2011); David Quinke, Article V(2)(a), in THE NEwW YORK CONVENTION ON THE RECOGNITION AND
ENFORCEMENT OF FOREIGN ARBITRAL AWARDS OF 10 JUNE 1958—ComMENTARY 380, 388-89, paras.

438-40 (R. Wolff ed., 2012)



AN (YY) malzal 300

Sedaill =Ly

Sl Gal,ne¥l (aa ) ol AeSmall e 41 Lle (V) (Y) daelsd! a3l ol -VY
e @Sl 5158 sgaue I el Gl AL paiage OIS 131 oiua G Oly @S

Lo 2y @Sl Goyb e Lgusad Sy 3l guslsll plsil AalaY! susd ¥y -t
Bagpeds (Sl (e OIS 13 Lo el Seaiall 2eSoma M) e oo 3laad (V) (¥) et 3510
03galiy 51 Al ol el dgd clad Al "aldl L] (glal Lade” @Sty 2 3Ll pounge
O3B Y AL 1l Lgiilgd Gadat Gle sudlaall Joull @Slme conss (Bipall ola e <Ly
Ae 5Ll Bged (S OIS 13 Lo wpass 2 paT ild & ol @Samtll 4 (62 21 oLl
0. etl Gl e

s 2 Batie Lrggd (V) (1) Bwalsdl alall Lgauudas 2 @Slanll cincie] 3y —V0
el (JEL G lad Lgiilgd uatiaey @Sl Gasbe (e Leses (S Gl el 5L
5,8 e o asie e 3al dejlie eas LlSa] 2 el de (Lilgnd 2 Ll 2Sanl
(V) 3l Bliad cpain s Ao 3Lkl IS 13] Lo (Sl sl (ye s 3Ly Al
il sl ale 3Ll Gan &l Gle pa ) Lilgid B ysgand (sslamtll @Sl (gil3 ye
J92 2 @Slee cads udy el S W3 Al e Adla! alelitly el
0 2l Lgiolsd 2 ables alSal 1 aliat (V) (Y) fwslsdl 3301 53]

ablat eale Lt Lgilay i Lb‘).m daea Y u—‘“ 3aslant! Jgud! ‘QSL‘ZA Gaeiely =V
5ygalaii 2 Ldatl deSetl cudus o t"fl‘ LLsat ‘5»‘;0;:5\.&@\_7_@4&5;»_4”
oLl ual oIS 13) Le Jso Ae3lie Aygutd @Soxitl 1 egmlll (Sl (po oIS 13] Lo
Lmliall juolic (po junic e gshaiy ;¥ 130 Lo 2 il ("3 1l Abudl duasall”

Société O.A.0. NPO Saturn v. Société Unimpex Entreprises, Court of «JEd! Jorw e t)-'b-’v‘(wv)
Appeal of Paris, France, October 2009, 07/17049; Bankruptcy estate of Kommandiittiyhtié Finexim O.
Ivanoff (Finexim) v. Ferromet Aussenhandelsunternehmen, Supreme Court, Finland, 27 February 1989,
S88/310; ED & F Man (Hong Kong) Co., Ltd. v. China National Sugar & Wines Group Corp., Supreme
People’s Court, China, 1 July 2003, Min Si Ta Zi No. 3; Aloe Vera of America, Inc. v. Asianic Food (S)
Pte Ltd. and Another, Supreme Court of Singapore, High Court, Singapore, 10 May 2006, OS 762/2004,
RA 327/2005, XXXII Y.B. Com. Ars. 489 (2007); Construction Company Z v. State X, Kammergericht
.[KG] Berlin, Germany, 11 June 2009, 20 Sch 04/07

KM v. JSC, Supreme Court, Lithuania, 21 February 2011, XXXVIII Y.B. Com. Ars. 4140
.(2013)

RVS- P O ‘Quaglza v. Daros, Court of Genoa, Italy, 30 April 1980 «JEL| e Sl )-"’-"“.M)
alst dt)xayu BYe &l Laslis RSN RLEY a.mlﬁulc o=B Al L_,.IUa_.‘ﬂ Loudl alel 2 W eild e AT as UL
lal| ealeStly g 31 Jlmiily Tl Jlga ¥ Llindy 3aledl cole 3Ll Ll (@Sl ) Lgile 3Lia
Hemofarm DD, MAG International Trade Holding DD, Suram Media 3 ‘e leia¥) Hlaiall Siliay Jaally
Ltd. v. Jinan Yongmng Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd., Supreme People’s Court, China, 2 June 2008, Min Si
A samsll a3l 5T e al G il 2 @S0l 09il3 (e ¥ 53U wgidul G Ta Zi No. 11
Skt ol Lg);>>'l abLSIy ooy Lae¥l m\&guy‘ﬁ cnabolal! oo cle 3L oo @Sl Gk e Lgngus San
NIV PRERPIE Al



\aluahs dpin ) @Sl @ 2 Cal el a@la Jas XY

22 alall i ya Ao Ll ol 2 Amlall Gl 392 aue Bl ol 1By L 2elll
(“Y‘).‘Q_Li‘&d‘ 51,3 2uas e cuablgg ft%)A u_\.sl LeSma (ye yolad!

G Vsl aaatily Gl me¥l le ilosl el 2 sumill al¥sll @Sles cliasy -1V
A3l I alecai¥l (o ghiall Gieall auadth I s Il (V) () Zeslsdl 3altl
O, todl @il I e gell e qmaall &1 ol ygu

lax 33 gu0me 368 (Sou0 3Bl Joull @Slowa puiad @ pill gl e il B pumyy VA
Y (7) el 35Lalt il @ Santll Gaplo (ye Lgingess S 301 cile Lt ¢lsil e
Lo 2 gy il g pantl (alain ¥ @Slaall Gud ] 2 Fiaill olod¥ swy 1oy
Ao ool me¥l LS aa oKl 2 Joudl @laal Syl yul) 2zl cleJUL (e B o
(Sles ool st wo Gl s Tunss @Sl Gk e Lgedl) 26186 ane Gulud

O " @ Samtll 1 s goelll pumits 2 @Slomall Aygall 3l 1 Copun” (Bl LYl

33U Zakatl 53umel) ASLadll lsadl 2 el Ll e U plgil @i Sasy )4
gloal Wiy Lol Ly Alntl] cule 3Lt} 3% Lea cyiale onin I (V) (Y) Zewalsnl!
e Lengud A0Sl aue bl By, 2 @ Slell @l il 3kl 2 alesld)

Agibagll Leiilsd cox gy @Sl Goybe

PVY) VL (IPER DS G

Leramlsl 05So Al ale 3L Baguass (e 4l Lle Lagec sualatl Jaull @Sles gam -Y-
Seats oy ane (1) (1) Leldl 53UL Slee ais il cuSmill Gaylo (e 5)lai ol
Al elejlia e Al @ Sl @ilyl,3

Aloe Vera of America, Inc. v. Asianic Food (S) Pte Ltd. and Another, Supreme Court of "™
Singapore, High Court, Singapore, 10 May 2006, OS 762/2004, RA 327/2005, XXXII Y.B. Com. ARB.
489 (2007)

Mitsubishi Motors Corp v. Soler Chrysler-Plymouth, Supreme Court, United States of Amer-""™
ica, 20 December 1983, 473 United States. 614, XI Y.B COM. ARB 555 (1986); McDermott International
Inc. v. Underwriters at Lloyd’s, United States District Court, E.D. Louisiana, May 29 1996, Civ.A. No.
91—841; Saudi Iron And Steel Co. v. Stemcor USA Inc, United States District Court, Southern District
of New York, 17 October 1997, 97 CIV. 5976 (DLC), XXIII Y.B. 1082 Com. Ars. (1998); Parsons
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