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d’origine, 1997 REV. ARB. 329; Emmanuel Gaillard, Enforcement of Awards Set Aside in the Country of
Origin: The French Experience, in IMPROVING THE EFFICIENCY OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND
AWARDS: 40 YEARS OF APPLICATION OF THE NEW YORK CONVENTION (A.J. van den Berg ed., 1999);
Emmanuel Gaillard, The Urgency of Not Revising the New York Convention, in ICCA CONGRESS
SERIES NO. 14, 50 YEARS OF THE NEW YORK CONVENTION: ICCA INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION
.CONFERENCE 689 (A.J. van den Berg ed., 2009)
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York Convention with other Treaties and with Domestic Law, in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION
AGREEMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRAL AWARDS: THE NEW YORK CONVENTION IN PRACTICE
.(E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008), at 70
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Italian party v. Swiss company, Bezirksgericht, Zurich, Switzerland, 14 February 2003 (6)

ALBERT JAN VAN DEN BERG, THE NEW YORK ARBITRATION CONVENTION OF 1958: TOWARDS A @)

UNIFORM JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION (1981), at 333-34; Emmanuel Gaillard, The Relationship of the
New York Convention with other Treaties and with Domestic Law, in ENFORCEMENT OF ARBITRATION
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Société Pabalk Ticaret Sirketi v. Société Anonyme Norsolor, Court of Cassation, France, 83-11.355,9 (10)
dgor g e K,gll%}\ Vf\s‘-\ wdezse) . October 1984, with English translation in 24 ILM 360 (1985)
Bundergerichtshof, Germany, I1I ZB 50/05, 23 February 2006, SchiedsVZ 2006, 161. : kil . i
Sudan Oil Seeds Co. Ltd. %23l O 4> coda Jjb-lj‘ A9 F aﬂf‘”‘i}"”‘n L) 2514 Y) LSd) sl
(UK.) v. Tracomin S.A. (Switz.) Federal Supreme Court, Switzerland, 5 November 1985, Arréts du Tribunal
.Fédéral (1985) 111 Ib 253

Société Pabalk Ticaret Sirketi v. Société Anonyme Norsolor, Court of Cassation, France, 83-11.355,9 (11)
.October 1984, with English translation in 24 ILM 360 (1985) at 363
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Bundesgerichtshof, Germany, 111 ZB 18/05, 21 September 2005; Bundesgerichtshof, Germany, IIl ZB  (12)
L&J #‘ .50/05, 23 February 2006; Bundesgerichtshof, Germany, 111 ZB 68/02, 25 September 2003
Albert Jan Van den Berg, The German Arbitration Act 1998 and the New York Convention 1958, in
.LIBER AMICORUM KARL-HEINZ BOCKSTIEGEL (Robert Briner et al. eds., 2001)

Oberlandesgericht, Celle, 8 Sch 06/06, 31 May 2007; Oberlandesgericht, Karlsruhe, 9 Sch ey Jl. (13)
02/07, 14 September 2007; Oberlandesgericht, Koln, Germany, 9 Sch 01-03, 23 April 2004;
.Oberlandesgericht, Miinchen, Germany, 34 Sch 31/06, 23 February 2007

JULIAN LEW AND LOUKAS A. MISTELIS, COMPARATIVE INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL (14)
ARBITRATION, at 697-698 (2003); FOUCHARD GAILLARD GOLDMAN ON INTERNATIONAL
.COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION, at 350 (E. Gaillard, J. Savage eds., 1996)

-Oberlandesgericht, K6In, Germany, 9 Sch 01-03, 23 April 2004 (15)

Chromalloy Aeroservices Inc. v. Ministry of Defence of the Republic of Egypt, 939 F. Supp. 907 (16)
.(D.D.C.1996)

Denysiana SA v. Jassica SA, Federal Supreme Court, Switzerland, March 14, 1984, Arréts du Tribunal (17)
.Fédéral 110 Ib 191, 194
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Holding, Court of Cassation, France, 05-18053, 29 June 2007, 2007 REV. ARB. 507; Direction
Generate de I’Aviation Civile de I’'Emiral de Dubai v. International Bechtel Co., LLP, Court of Appeal,
.Paris, France, 29 September 2005, 2006 REV. ARB. 695

PT Putrabali Adyamulia v. S.A. Rena Holding, Court of Cassation, France, 05-18053, 29 June 2007, (51)
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The American Experience, in ICCA CONGRESS SERIES NO. 9, IMPROVING THE EFFICIENCY
OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS AND AWARDS: 40 YEARS OF APPLICATION OF THE NEW
YORK CONVENTION 528 (A.J. van den Berg ed., 1998); See 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 PRACTICE (E. Gaillard, D. Di Pietro eds., 2008), at 80-86; Georgios C.
Petrochilos, Enforcing Awards Annulled In Their State Of Origin Under The New York Convention, 48
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Oberlandesgericht, Rostock, Germany, 1 Sch 03/99, 28 October 1999. See Klaus Sachs, The (54)

Enforcement of Awards Nullified in the Country of Origin: The German Experience, in ICCA
CONGRESS SERIES NO. 9, IMPROVING THE EFFICIENCY OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS
AND AWARDS: 40 YEARS OF APPLICATION OF THE NEW YORK CONVENTION 552 (A.J. van
.den Berg ed., 1998)
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