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There is an old saying 
that being right and 
being proven to be 
right at court are two 
different things.
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I. 
Foreword
  The third Activity Report of the Max Planck Institute (MPI) 
Luxembourg for Procedural Law presents the main outcomes of its 
scientific research for the years 2019 and 2020. In less than a decade, the 
Institute has become a truly international institution where researchers, 
guests, and visitors convene to debate innovative and fundamental 
questions of procedural law and dispute resolution. The Institute has 
established itself as a prominent and well-respected research institution 
and has integrated into the wider research and academic communities 
not only in the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg and Europe, but also globally. 

  The Activity report covers two years, during which the Institute saw 
the arrival of many new researchers and the departure of previous ones 
to follow rising carrier paths. With the coming of new collaborators, the 
life cycle begins again, with new energy and impulses to look at projects 
afresh, reinforcing the dynamics of the Institute. The researchers who 
have now departed have gone on to be ambassadors for the Institute 
in universities and institutions in Europe and overseas, thus contributing 
to increasing the reputation of the MPI Luxembourg worldwide. This is 
certainly testimony to the excellence of the support and training they 
received during their time at the MPI Luxembourg.

  2019 was a landmark year for two of the Institute’s overarching 
research projects: the Max Planck Encyclopedia of International 
Procedural Law (MPEiPro) began being published online and its official 
launch took place at the annual conference of the European Society of 
International Law in Athens in September; Comparative Procedural Law 
and Justice (CPLJ) started in October 2019. 

  The COVID-19 pandemic certainly had an impact on the Institute’s 
research agenda and required precautionary measures, but it did not 
stop the research activities of the MPI: conferences and seminars were 
rescheduled and some of them were replaced by webinars; department 
meetings took place via video conference apps; teaching was provided 
via online platforms, and a new monthly newsletter improved the 
Institute’s internal communication and team spirit. Several publication 
projects were also successfully completed. 

  Ambitious scientific research requires a solid organisational 
framework. The Institute’s Library, Administration and Scientific Support 
provide invaluable and reliable assistance, and were able to adapt very 
quickly and efficiently to the new, unprecedented circumstances. Their 
support has greatly facilitated the continuous operation of the Institute.

  None of the Institute’s activities would have been possible without 
the strong support of the researchers and staff. The Management Board 
is extremely grateful for their commitment.

Hélène	Ruiz	Fabri,	Burkhard	Hess	and	Berglind	Fridriks
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Good answers lead 
to better questions, 
and this cycle never 
ends.
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II. 
Highlights
The Forum on Procedural Law of the 
Court of Justice of the European Union: 
A Successful Collaboration between 
the Departments

  First held in 2019, the Forum on Procedural Law of the 
Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) is a joint initiative 
of both Research Departments co-organised with Professor 
Daniel Sarmiento (Complutense University of Madrid). The goal 
of the Forum is twofold. First, it tackles cutting-edge procedural 
issues that have arisen in the case law of the Court. Second,  
the ‘Forum’ is so named because it encourages open dialogues 
among specialists of EU and procedural law to foster comparison 
with other domestic or international courts. In this regard,  
the Forum profits from the expertise of the two Departments  
and from the proximity of the MPI to the CJEU. 

  The proceedings of the first Forum were published in a 
special issue of the MPI Luxembourg for Procedural Law Research 
Paper Series. The second Forum took place in February 2020 – 
another special issue is being prepared.
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Launch of the Max Planck Encyclopedia 
of International Procedural Law

  In September 2019, the publication of the Max Planck 
Encyclopedia of International Procedural Law (MPEiPro) began, 
with 170 articles available online. The Encyclopedia was officially 
launched at the Annual Conference of the European Society of 
International Law held in Athens on September 13. 

  MPEiPro is accessible on the Oxford Public International 
Law (OPIL) portal. This unprecedented publication provides 
practitioners, scholars, legal advisers, policymakers, and 
observers of international relations and global governance with 
access to the most comprehensive resource on international 
procedural law, updated monthly with new additions (about 
300 published articles by the end of 2020). It is the result of an 
on-going initiative launched in 2015, which brings together 75 
leading academics and practitioners on its Scientific Advisory 
Board, in addition to the hundreds of authors involved and the 
researchers of the Department of International Law and Dispute 
Resolution.

  The official launch was a very proud moment for Prof. 
Hélène Ruiz Fabri, the General Editor, as well as the entire 
research team present in Athens that day.
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Comparative Procedural Law and Justice: 
A Core Research Project Supported by the 
Luxembourg National Research Fund (FNR)

  In October 2019, the FNR granted Prof. Hess substantial 
funding for the project ‘Comparative Procedural Law and Justice’ 
(CPLJ) in the framework of the OPEN programme. CPLJ is 
envisaged as a comparative study of civil procedural law and 
civil dispute resolution schemes in the contemporary world, with 
a view to understanding different forms of dispute resolution in 
their respective political, economic, and cultural contexts. The 
aim is to set the epistemic framework for comparative research 
in this field in the forthcoming years.

  Close to 100 researchers representing different geographic 
legal systems from around the world have agreed to participate 
in the project in order to create a unique network of experts 
based in Luxembourg and across the globe. The participants 
collaborate in 15 different teams on an online platform that 
permits direct meetings and the exchange of documents. CPLJ 
will be the core research project of Department of European and 
Comparative Procedural Law in the years 2020-2024.

Ms Berglind Fridriks 
– New Chief Operating Officer

  In March 2020,  Berglind Fridriks joined the Institute as Chief 
Operating Officer (COO) and Spokesperson. She is also a Member 
of the Management Board. Ms Fridriks is a Luxembourgish 
citizen with Icelandic roots. Over the past 20 years she has built 
up a proven track record for delivering high quality management 
support to business leaders in multiple countries. Her linguistic 
capabilities (fluent in English, French, German, Luxembourgish, 
and Icelandic) are a real added value when working in a multi-
linguistic environment and facing cultural sensitivities. 

  She is a much-appreciated operational and strategic 
solution provider, who always strives for ‘excellence in service 
delivery’, for an optimal balance within service/costs, and 
ensures that fixed objectives are met in the agreed time-frame. 
Her considerable experience working in the private legal sector, 
especially her work as HR Director for two ‘magic circle’ law firms 
in Luxembourg, is a great asset to the Institute. She also covered 
the role of Head of Marketing and was in charge of media 
strategy.

  Since taking up her post, Ms Fridriks' efforts to manage 
and guide all Institute-wide operational matters has been 
one of her key missions to strengthen the organisational and 
governance structure of the Institute, as well as developing 
and implementing an effective and transparent communication 
plan. These realignments are part of the Institute’s continuous 
improvements and will ensure ongoing excellence in delivering 
support services for the research at the MPI Luxembourg.
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A Resilient Institute in Times of Crisis

  Since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, the Institute has 
taken measures to protect members of staff and guests whilst 
ensuring the continuity of its research and scientific activities. 
In particular, technological tools have been used to organise 
collaborative work, team meetings and for scientific events, 
including online symposia in collaboration with other research 
institutions.

  The Institute has facilitated work-from-home arrangements 
and reduced on-site working. At the same time, on-site staff have 
been able to avail themselves of all the necessary material and 
space to work safely. In addition, the Institute organised a free 
vaccination programme to help fight seasonal influenza.

  During this time, an increased focus was placed on 
communication, in order to deliver organisational information 
to employees and foster a sense of ‘belonging to the Institute’ 
whilst being physically separate from it. These arrangements 
also favoured the integration of newly arrived collaborators.

  The transition to a work-from-home based system presented 
challenges for staff. The Management Board took special care to 
maintain a healthy work-life balance and to promote well-being 
and mental health initiatives for the Institute’s employees. 

Otto Hahn Medal and Success to the 
Prestigious ‘Agrégation de Droit Public’ 
for now Prof. Dr Edoardo Stoppioni

  For the first time, on 17 June 2020, a researcher from the 
Department of International Law and Dispute Resolution became 
the recipient of the Otto Hahn Medal, endowed annually by the 
Max Planck Society.

  The accolade serves as recognition for achievements 
in connection with recipients’ doctoral work and is intended to 
motivate gifted junior researchers to pursue future university 
or research careers. Edoardo Stoppioni received the 2019 Otto 
Hahn Medal for his outstanding research applying discourse 
analysis to investment awards and decisions of the World Trade 
Organisation dispute settlement system, to unveil the narratives 
used by adjudicators when exercising power in the international 
legal order. This serves as a critical assessment of the 
neoliberal and hegemonic structures of international economic 
adjudication. 

  After having passed the very selective French ‘Agrégation 
de droit public’, Edoardo Stoppioni left the Institute for a 
tenured position of Professor in Public Law at the University of 
Strasbourg. He is the first researcher from the MPI Luxembourg 
to qualify directly as ‘Full Professor’. Prof. Stoppioni continues to 
collaborate in several of the Institute’s research projects.
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A Prestigious Call of Chair for 
Dr jur habil Björn Laukemann

  In September 2020, Björn Laukemann, Senior Research 
Fellow of the Department of European and Comparative 
Procedural Law, was offered a Chair in Civil and Procedural Law 
at the Faculty of Law of the University of Tübingen. 

  In autumn 2019, he completed his habilitation thesis on 
‘statisches und dynamisches Sachenrecht’ (static and dynamic 
in property law). 

  In February 2020, Dr Laukemann became a ‘Privatdozent’ 
at the Faculty of Law of the University of Heidelberg, and was 
awarded the venia legendi for private law, civil procedure, private 
international law, and comparative law. Dr Laukemann is the 
first researcher from the MPI Luxembourg to achieve this level 
of qualification at a German university. He envisages close 
cooperation with the Institute in the years to come.

A New Max Planck Fellow

  In November 2020, the Institute welcomed Prof. Pierre-
Henri Conac of the University of Luxembourg as Max Planck 
Fellow for a five-year period.

  The Max Planck Fellow Programme promotes cooperation 
between outstanding university professors and Max Planck 
Society (‘Max-Planck-Gesellschaft’ — MPG) researchers, entailing 
the supervision of a small working group at the Institute. Prof. 
Conac will work on the regime of administrative pecuniary 
and non-pecuniary sanctions in financial markets’ law in the 
European Union and will contribute significantly to the expertise 
of the Luxembourg financial centre in this field. His research will 
examine the effectiveness of financial sanctions, taking stock 
of a fragmented and, in some areas, practically incoherent legal 
landscape in this area. 

  The project will analyse the differences between 
substantive and procedural rules to determine which provisions 
could benefit from greater harmonisation, in order to simplify and 
increase the effectiveness of enforcement. This has the potential 
to impact regulatory practice and legislative developments 
in the European Union, leading to a review of the system of 
administrative sanctions and accompanying procedures.
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To further promote 
ambitious and 
innovative research 
projects, the Institute 
is endowed with a 
multidimensional 
scientific strategy.
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III. 
Scientific Strategy

1.	 Shaping	the	Dynamics	of	Procedural	Law
 ‘Procedure’ does not only cover 
adjudication, but generally every form of 
decision-making and dispute settlement. 
In the last decade, it has undergone 
considerable change, especially because 
of globalisation and digitalisation. At 
the same time, there has also been 
resistance to that change. Online 
courts and remote arbitration using 
communication platforms have become 
widespread phenomena. Litigants may 
choose between different forms of 
dispute resolution, such as accelerated 
settlement procedures, instead of going 
to court. Resort to artificial intelligence 
(AI) in dispute resolution enhances 
efficiency but raises new questions of 
accountability and judicial independence. 
Whereas some international actors, like 
the European Union or the World Bank, 
evaluate and compare national justice 
systems with regard to efficiency and 
independence, and recommend the use 
of information technology (IT) and AI 
tools, national judges are still reluctant 
to accept digitalised and automatic 
procedures. 

 However, the COVID-19 pandemic 
has disrupted dispute resolution, which 
has sometimes shifted to written 
procedures, whereas oral hearings, 
where maintained, have become virtual. 
The pandemic has enhanced the use 
and the acceptance of IT in dispute 
resolution – ‘remote courts’ have become 
a keyword to describe the current 
transformation. The landscape is even 
more complex at the international level 
where (almost) paperless international 
courts already coexisted with more 
traditional procedural practices in other 
courts, tribunals or dispute settlement 
systems; the pandemic has resulted in 
more dematerialised procedures. The 
shift to fully or partially virtual hearings 
has triggered specific challenges 
related, for example, to time zones 
or cybersecurity, and a process of 
continuing procedural learning which 
makes difficult to imagine that things will 
ever revert to what they were before. In 
addition, this is taking place in a general 
context where international courts and 
other dispute settlement systems face 
both contradictory and related trends: a 
pushback or contestation of legitimacy 
and reform processes, as well as great 
expectations of international adjudication 
as a way to deal with challenges such as 
climate change, or reparation of historical 
events.

 The Institute is responding to 
these developments with an evolutive 
and refined research agenda combining 
various research formats. Its strategy 
builds on mid- and long-term projects, 
but is open and flexible to absorbing the 
most recent developments and emerging 
trends. 
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2.	 Collaborating	in	Exploring	All	Forms	of	Dispute	Resolution
 Researchers from the MPI 
Luxembourg use their expertise 
to examine different sets of legal 
proceedings, ranging from judicial 
settlement to arbitration, mass claims 
processing, online dispute resolution, 
conflict-management processes, and 
mediation. The research agenda 
assesses the accuracy of various 
theoretical and historical schools of 
thought in international and European 
law with regard to procedural issues. 
It sheds light on the influence of 
international procedural law on the 
development of private and public 
international law. It sets out to do so 
by taking into account the concept of 
procedural law in its widest sense and 
by using a synoptic method that unites 
theoretical, historical, and practical 
perspectives on dispute settlement.

 The Institute’s research profile 
allows the frequently drawn distinction 
between public and private law to be 
overcome by bringing together different 
fields of law. Each Department has a 
distinct field of research, with areas 
of overlap that facilitate collaborative 
research, including projects on the 
digitalisation of justice or the future of 
international arbitration. 

 The long-term strategy is based 
on several multi-annual projects that 
aim to explore the research fields of the 
Institute. 

 The Max Planck Encyclopedia of 
International Procedural Law (MPEiPro) 
maps out international adjudication at 
large and, as a living body, incorporates 
new topics as it progresses. The online 
encyclopedia already consists of 
300 entries at the end of 2020, with 
approximately 700 authors involved in 
the project. Publication is planned to 
go at the steady pace of 150 additional 
articles per year and be completed in 
2024. 

 ‘Comparative Procedural Law and 
Justice’ (CPLJ) addresses comparative 
civil procedural law from a global 
perspective. More than 100 scholars 
from all parts of the world are working on 
an online platform exploring the present 
state of affairs and the future challenges 
facing this core research field. The project 
will result in a compendium, which will be 
available online in 2024. Both overarching 
projects place the Institute at the centre 
of the current epistemic debates, making 
the MPI Luxembourg a forum in which the 
fundamental questions of procedural law 
are raised and discussed. 

 Regarding mid-term planning, 
several projects on current developments 
like digitalisation, commercial courts, 
and blockchain, have resulted in a series 
of conferences, organised by both 
Departments. The annual ‘Forum on 
Procedural Law of the Court of Justice of 
the European Union’ is another platform 
where the Institute’s researchers discuss 
procedural issues in recent case law of 
the Court with practitioners and judges. 
Emerging topics, such as the role of 
state-owned actors or intergenerational 
justice, have begun to be investigated 
and will be on the Institute’s agenda for 
the next two years.
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3.	 Identifying	and	Tackling	Ambitious	and	Innovative	Research	Questions
 The MPI Luxembourg aims 
to identify the key trends and most 
pressing questions arising in the field of 
procedural law, so that these issues may 
be tackled from diverse perspectives 
and research methodologies. One 
such topic is the emergence of digital 
justice. This includes, among others, 
online dispute resolution, the procedural 
dimensions of the interrelation between 
dispute resolution and information 
technology, as well as the procedural 
law and human rights aspects of AI in 
dispute resolution and decision-making. 
A project which adopts this approach is 
a series of conferences on the impacts 
of digitalisation and automation on 
adjudication. The first conference on 
Open Justice was held in February 2018 
and the proceedings were published in 
2019. The second conference on Digital 
Justice, postponed due to Covid19, will 
take place in 2021 and a third addressing 
Cyber Justice is planned for 2022.

 The meteoric rise of blockchain 
has also had an impact on the dispute 
resolution landscape. Researchers from 
the Department of International Law and 
Dispute Resolution developed the series 
of workshops ‘Blockchain Technologies 
and Procedural Law’ in 2019 and 2020 
in order to better understand the legal 
issues raised by this technology as well 
as its potentialities. The proceedings will 
be published at the beginning of 2021 in 
the Stanford Journal of Blockchain Law 
& Policy. Another challenging topic is 
the emerging issue of intergenerational 
justice in relation to past generations 
(procedural aspects of reparation), as 
well as future generations (procedural 
aspects of prevention). Since the summer 
of 2020, a multidisciplinary research 
project entitled ‘Representing the Absent' 
has been tackling this issue. 

 In November 2020, the arrival of 
a new Max Planck Fellow, Prof. Pierre-
Henri Conac, opened up the perspective  
of increasing internal collaborations 
– like the partnership with Prof. Ruiz 
Fabri for the project ‘IOSCO and the New 
International Financial Architecture: 
What Role for IOSCO in the Development 
and Implementation of Cross-border 
Regulation and Equivalence?' –, and of 
further expanding  the Institute’s field of 
research in new directions. 

 With this approach, the MPI 
Luxembourg not only aims to advance 
the research agenda of procedural law 
in respect of contemporary legal and 
political challenges, but also to ensure 
that the Directors and researchers of the 
Institute can provide concrete advice and 
expertise to law and policy makers.

15



5.	 Attracting	the	Brightest	Scientists	from	All	Over	the	World

4.	 Placing	Comparative	Methodology	and	Interdisciplinarity	at	the	Forefront					

 The Institute continues to 
pursue its ambitious recruitment 
policy in order to attract the brightest 
early-career researchers and highly-
qualified post-doctoral researchers in 
procedural law. To this end, it broadly 
advertises the available positions and 
actively participates in all possible 
doctoral programmes of excellence, 
such as the ‘International Max Planck 
Research School for Successful Dispute 
Resolution in International Law’ or the 
‘Enforcement in Multilevel Regulatory 
Systems’. The scholarship programme 
is also a means of identifying possible 
future researchers.

 The Institute considers the well-
being of its researchers as essential to 
its excellence as a research institution 
and is aware that this also helps to attract 
new doctoral and post-doctoral talent. It 
is committed to generating and ensuring 
outstanding results in recruiting, and to 
offering the best possible conditions 
for researchers in accordance with the 
principles of equal opportunity, the 
highest ethical standards, and respect 
for work-life balance. 

 The Institute’s researchers and 
guests benefit from a stimulating and 
favourable work environment and a 
supportive administrative staff. The 
MPI especially provides a workstation 
for every person at the Institute. The 
Library, which remains at the heart of the 
Institute, now extends to the entire third 
floor and offers around 65,000 books, 
journals,     and electronic resources for 
research. The catalogue of acquisitions 
relies on an international team of highly-
qualified librarians.

 The multinational composition 
of the Institute and its preference 
for international and comparative 
approaches makes for a truly 
international setting, with possibilities for 
transversal perspectives of procedural 
law to be adopted. Both Departments 
make extensive use of comparative 
methodology to compare national 
laws, international regimes, or dispute 
settlement mechanisms. 

 An overarching project like 
MPEiPro provides ample opportunity for 
comparative articles and contributes to 
stretching the limits of the procedural 
field by innovatively incorporating 
multidisciplinary approaches in its 
systematic mapping of international 
adjudication. Similarly, CPLJ started with 
a series of webinars placing comparative 
law methodology in the broader context 
of anthropology, sociology and political 
science. 

 The Institute’s research is not 
limited to procedural law as such. Instead, 
the approach to research is always seen 
within the context of these fields of law 
to which it relates, as disputes are usually 
not about procedural but substantive 
issues, whereas procedural law can 
contribute to shaping the outcome. The 
project ‘Representing the Absent’ also 
illustrates that combining comparison 
both in space and in time, and pluri-
disciplinary approaches (philosophy, 
sociology, law, political science, 
ethnology) is particularly fruitful.
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6.	 Supporting	the	Professional	and	Personal	Development	of	the	Researchers
 The MPI Luxembourg aims to 
ensure that support, crucial throughout 
the career development of researchers, 
is provided to those working at the 
Institute. Researchers usually work for 
a maximum period of five years and 
pursue their own projects, including their 
PhD theses or post-doctoral research 
projects. In this respect, the Directors 
pay special attention to the professional 
perspectives of all Research Fellows who 
are planning their next professional steps 

beyond the Institute: researchers are 
encouraged to attend conferences, make 
presentations, publish articles and books, 
and teach. In a similar vein, the Directors 
have established various opportunities 
that aim to develop the researchers’ soft 
skills.

 The Directors undertaking to fine-
tune the support provided to the doctoral 
and post-doctoral researchers continues. 
They share and further their knowledge 
of the research landscape, especially 
in terms of attracting external funding, 
as young academics’ expectations in 
this regard are increasing and being 
knowledgeable is a definite asset. This 
goes hand in hand with the Institute’s 
goal to further increase third-party 
funding significantly.

7.	 Consolidating	its	Network	of	Excellence
 In order to expand and strengthen 
the collaboration with its former guests 
and researchers, the MPI Luxembourg 
established an alumni programme open 
to all former researchers of the Institute. 
Delayed due to COVID-19, the first meeting 
was held virtually in December 2020. It 
was moderated by Dr Alessandra Donati 
and Dr Marlene Brosch, Senior Research 
Fellows in charge of the programme, with 
the support of the Institute’s International 
Officer.

 The MPI Luxembourg takes pride 
in maintaining strong ties with former 
researchers. This includes involving 
them in research projects and monitoring 
their career developments at prestigious 
universities, with a view to initiating 
further cooperation. 

 Interesting interfaces also arise 
with the other MPIs in law that conduct 
research on procedural legal matters from 
their particular scientific perspective. 
Indeed, the MPI Luxembourg is proud of 
its strong involvement in the Max Planck 
Law network, to which it contributes 
as much as possible. An illustration of 
this is its participation in the annual 
conferences in 2019 and 2020, as well as 
the forthcoming masterclass on ‘What is 
procedural law?’ in January 2021, and the 
joint application of the MPI Luxembourg 
and the MPI for Social Anthropology for a 
Max Planck Law Fellowship. 
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9.	 Forming	Part	of	the	Research	Landscape	of	Luxembourg

8.	 Sharing	Research	Results	with	the	Wider	Public

 The Institute is committed to 
strengthening its relationship with the 
national research and legal communities 
and to sharing the knowledge 
produced by its researchers with the 
Luxembourgish civil society. The well-
attended scientific events organised by 
the Institute’s Departments regularly 
attract judges, lawyers and legal 
practitioners from the Grand Duchy, the 
European institutions, and further afield. 
In 2019-2020, the three workshops 
dedicated to the Blockchain attracted 
high levels of interest in the country, with 
almost 300 participants from various 
backgrounds in attendance. In 2019 

and 2020, Prof. Ruiz Fabri was invited 
to share her expertise in international 
arbitration in several national fora, such 
as the Luxembourg Arbitration Day 
organised by the Luxembourg Arbitration 
Association. Prof. Ruiz Fabri additionally 
became a member of the Working 
Group of the Luxembourg Chamber of 
Commerce concerning the protection of 
Luxembourgish investors and the future 
of intra-EU investment protection. In 
several projects funded by the European 
Commission, the Department of 
Comparative and European Procedural 
Law has investigated and assessed the 
practice of Luxembourgish courts with 

regard to cross-border cases. In 2019-
2020, at the request of the Ministry of 
Consumer Protection, the Department 
conducted an in-depth study on the 
private and public enforcement of 
consumer law in Luxembourg and several 
EU Member States. This is a testimony to 
the increasingly well-regarded expertise 
of the Institute, which reinforces its 
ambition to position itself as a reservoir 
of expertise on matters of law and 
procedure, as well as its commitment 
to engage in communication towards 
the local constituencies, improving 
the academic ecosystem in the Grand  
Duchy.

 Alongside its numerous 
international conferences and workshops, 
the MPI Luxembourg strives to share 
its knowledge with the widest possible 
audience. The Directors’ commitment 
to enhancing the dissemination of 

the scientific findings produced at 
the Institute has been pursued. The 
research paper series hosted on the 
Social Science Research Network (SSRN) 
has been regularly enriched. Whenever 
possible, open access publications have 

been favoured. Thus, three volumes of 
the Institute’s book series at Nomos are 
available as an open-access resource and 
enjoy outstanding rates of downloads. 
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 Scientific ethics is an important 
issue for the MPI Luxembourg. It is 
pivotal that the highest ethical standards 
guide all aspects of academic pursuits. 
To this end, and to fortify a consistent 
application of ethical norms, the Max 
Planck Society documents outlining 
ethics-related issues have been 
shared with the Institute’s employees. 
Guidelines such as ‘Rules of Good 
Scientific Practice’ and ‘Guidelines and 
Rules of the Max Planck Society on a 
Responsible Approach to Freedom of 
Research and Research Risks’ were 
disseminated to staff and discussed 
during Department meetings; other 
relevant topics like plagiarism and 
constructive peer-reviewing have also 
been debated. Moreover, pursuant to 
the MPG requirements, the Institute is 
provided with an Ombudsperson whose 
role is to ensure that the highest levels 
of scientific ethics resonate throughout 
the Institute and its activities. 

10.		 Promoting	High-level	Scientific	Ethics
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Attracting the 
brightest scientists 
from all over 
the world.
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IV. 
Structure and 
Organisation
The MPI Luxembourg is structured around two Research Departments: the Department of European 
and Comparative Procedural Law, led by Prof. Burkhard Hess, and the Department of International 
Law and Dispute Resolution, headed by Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri. As of December 31st, 2020, the two 
Departments hosted eight Senior Research Fellows and 23 Research Fellows. Moreover, they jointly 
run the International Max Planck Research School on Successful Dispute Resolution in International 
Law (IMPRS-SDR). The six IMPRS students are fully involved in the daily activities of the Institute. 
Since November 1st, 2020, the Institute also counts a Max Planck Fellow Research Group supervised 
by Prof. Pierre-Henri Conac.

Research
Department
European	and
Comparative
Procedural	Law
Prof. Dr Dres. h.c.
Burkhard Hess
Director of Research 
/ Executive Director

Research
Department
International	Law
and	Dispute	
Resolution
Prof. Dr 
Hélène Ruiz Fabri
Director of Research

IMPRS
Successful	Dispute	
Resolution	in	
International	Law

Max	Planck	
Fellow 
Research	Group
Prof. Dr 
Pierre-Henri Conac
Max Planck Fellow

SENIOR
RESEARCH
FELLOWS

RESEARCH
FELLOWS

ADMIN
SUPPORT
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RESEARCH
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RESEARCH
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ADMIN
SUPPORT

REPRESENTATIVE

COORDINATOR

DOCTORAL
STUDENTS
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ADMIN
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1.	 Organisational	Chart
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2.	 Directors

Prof. 
Burkhard HESS

 Professor Burkhard Hess studied 
law in Würzburg, Lausanne and Munich, 
where he graduated in 1990. After being 
awarded the Venia Legendi in civil law, 
civil procedure, private international law, 
European law, and public international 
law in 1996, he held chairs at the 
Universities of Tübingen and Heidelberg. 
He was a Guest Professor in Beijing, 
Paris (University Paris 1 Panthéon-
Sorbonne),  Washington (Georgetown), 
Taipei (National University), and a scholar 
in residence at New York University. He 
taught a special course at the Hague 
Academy of International Law in 2017 
and he has been invited to teach the 
General Course in 2024. While he was a 
Professor in Heidelberg, he served as a 
part-time Judge at the Court of Appeal of 
Karlsruhe. Professor Hess often acts as 
an advisor to the European Commission, 
the European Parliament, the Council 
of Europe, and national governments. 
He is the author of various books and 
commentaries on German and European 
civil procedural law, and the Co-Editor 
of Praxis des internationalen Privat - und 
Verfahrensrechts and of the International 
Journal of Procedural Law.

 Professor Hess is member of, 
and holds positions in, numerous 
academic institutions. Currently, he is 
the President of the German Association 
of International Procedural Law, Vice-
President (Europe) of the International 
Association of Procedural Law (IAPL), 
and Chairman of the International 
Law Association (ILA) Committee on 

the Protection of Privacy in Private 
International and Procedural Law. Among 
others, he holds memberships of the 
German Associations of Procedural Law, 
Civil Law and of International Law and of 
the European Law Institute (ELI), and is a 
Member of the ‘Comité Français de Droit 
International Privé’. He is also a Member 
of the Flemish Academy of Science, the 
Academia Europaea, and an Associate 
Member of the International Academy of 
Comparative Law (IACL) and an Honorary 
Corresponding Non-Resident Foreign 
Academician of the Academy of Sciences 
of the Bologna Institute. In 2019, he was 
elected as an Associate in the ‘Institut de 
Droit International’.

 Professor Hess holds honorary 
professorships at the University of 
Heidelberg and at the University of 
Luxembourg. In March 2015, the 
University of Ghent awarded him a 
doctor honoris causa in recognition of 
his scientific research in the field of 
European procedural law. In May 2016, 
the International Hellenic University 
in Thessaloniki awarded him a doctor 
honoris causa for his achievements in 
European and comparative procedural 
law.
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Prof. 
Hélène RUIZ FABRI

 Professor Hélène Ruiz Fabri holds 
a Doctorate in Public Law and degrees in 
Law and Political Science (University of 
Bordeaux). Before becoming a Director 
of the MPI Luxembourg (2014), she was 
a Professor (1997–present) and Dean 
(2010–2013) at the Sorbonne Law School 
(University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne). 
She was Director of a research institute 
for 11 years, and of two Master 2 Degree 
Programmes in International Economic 
Law for seven years. She is a member 
of the ‘Collège de déontologie’ of the 
French Ministry of Higher Education and 
Research, and of the Research Council of 
the European University Institute.

 She was President of the European 
Society of International Law (ESIL), a 
Counsellor of the Executive Council of 
the American Society of International 
Law (ASIL), and is a Co-Chair of the 
ILA Committee on the Procedure of 
International Courts and Tribunals. She 
is a member of several other learned 
societies. 

 Hélène Ruiz Fabri is the General 
Editor of the Max Planck Encyclopedia 
of International Procedural Law, the Co-
Editor-in-Chief of the Journal of World 
Investment & Trade, a member of the 
editorial boards of the Revue belge de 
droit international, the European Journal 
of Human Rights, the Korean Journal 
of International and Comparative Law, 
the European Yearbook of International 
Economic Law, and the Annuaire Français 
de Droit International, and a member of 
the Advisory Board of the Max Planck 
Encyclopedia of Public International Law. 

 While focusing her research on 
international adjudication, she has also 
taught by invitation at several universities 
around the world, including at the 
Academy of European Law in Florence 
and the Academy of International Law in 
The Hague.

 Professor Ruiz Fabri has held 
various legal posts. She is currently 
a Judge at the Tribunal of the Bank 
for International Settlements, the 
President of the Joint Advisory Board 
of the Organisation for Economic 
Cooperation and Development (OECD), 
and a Member of the Appeals Board of 
the European Centre for Medium-range 
Weather Forecasts (ECMWF). Since 
2015, she has sat in several investment 
arbitrations. She is a listed expert or 
arbitrator for several European Union 
(EU) Agreements, with South Korea 
(2012, expert; 2014, arbitrator), Colombia 
(2015, expert), Peru (2015, expert), and 
Canada (2018, panellist), association 
agreements with Central America (2014, 
expert), Moldova (2016, expert), and 
Georgia (2016, expert), as well as for 
the World Trade Organization (WTO) 
Dispute Settlement Body (‘Trade in 
Goods and Services’, 2013, expert) and 
the Hangzhou International Arbitration 
Court (arbitrator). She has been a Special 
Consultant to the Council of Europe on 
the ratification and implementation of the 
European Convention of Human Rights 
(ECHR) in Eastern Europe, and advised 
the 'Organisation internationale de la 
Francophonie' (OIF) on the promotion of 
cultural diversity.

 

 Professor Ruiz Fabri is a ‘Chevalier 
des Arts et des Lettres’, ‘Chevalier de 
l’Ordre national du Mérite’, ‘Chevalier de 
la Légion d’Honneur’, and an Honorary 
Member of the ‘Institut Universitaire de 
France’. She was awarded the Silver Medal 
from the Centre national de la recherche 
scientifique (CNRS) in recognition of the 
importance of her research work (2015).
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3.	 Scientific	Advisory	Board	Members

Prof. 
Hervé ASCENSIO 
—
University	Paris	1	
Panthéon-Sorbonne	
—
PUBLIC 
INTERNATIONAL LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
ECONOMIC LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
CRIMINAL LAW.

Prof. 
Remo CAPONI 
—
University	
of	Florence	
—
CIVIL PROCEDURE; 
COMPARATIVE 
CIVIL PROCEDURE; 
CONSTITUTIONAL 
LAW AND 
INTERNATIONAL LAW; 
PRIVATE LAW.

Prof. 
Pedro DE MIGUEL 
ASENSIO 
—
Complutense	
University	of	Madrid
—
PRIVATE 
INTERNATIONAL LAW; 
CONFLICT OF LAWS.

Prof. 
Serena FORLATI
—
University	
of	Ferrara
—
INTERNATIONAL 
COURTS AND 
TRIBUNALS; 
INTERNATIONAL 
HUMAN RIGHTS LAW 
AND ITS INTERACTION 
WITH INTERNATIONAL 
CRIMINAL LAW.

Prof. & Judge 
Beate GSELL 
—
Ludwig-Maximilians	
University	of	Munich
— 
Higher	Regional	
Court	of	Munich
—
CIVIL LAW; 
CIVIL PROCEDURE; 
EUROPEAN PRIVATE 
LAW AND PROCEDURE.

Prof. 
Katalin LIGETI 
—
University	of	
Luxembourg
—
EUROPEAN 
CRIMINAL LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
CRIMINAL LAW; 
COMPARATIVE 
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE; 
JUVENILE JUSTICE; 
CRIMINAL POLICY.

Prof. 
Catherine 
REDGWELL
—
University	of	Oxford
—
PUBLIC 
INTERNATIONAL LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
ENERGY LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAW.

Judge 
Dean SPIELMANN
—
General	Court	
of	the	European	Union 
—
CRIMINAL LAW; 
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE; 
INTERNATIONAL 
AND EUROPEAN 
HUMAN RIGHTS; 
INTERNATIONAL LAW.

Prof. 
Geir ULFSTEIN
—
University	of	Oslo	
(Vice-Chair	until	2018,	
Chair	since	2018)
—
PUBLIC 
INTERNATIONAL LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
LAW OF THE SEA; 
INTERNATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
HUMAN RIGHTS; 
INTERNATIONAL 
INSTITUTIONAL LAW.

Prof. 
Janet WALKER
—
York	University
—
PRIVATE 
INTERNATIONAL LAW; 
PROCEDURAL LAW; 
COMPARATIVE LAW; 
INTERNATIONAL 
COMMERCIAL 
ARBITRATION.
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4.	 Senior	Research	Fellows

Dr 
Olivier BAILLET

Dr 
Alessandra DONATI

 Olivier Baillet obtained his Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) 
at the University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne with a thesis on 
economics within the caselaw of the European Court of Human 
Rights (ECtHR), written under the joint supervision of Prof. 
Jean-Marc Sorel (Paris 1) and Prof. Régis Bismuth (Sciences 
Po Paris). Olivier holds a Master’s degree in International 
Economic Law as well as dual degree in Private Law and in 
Economics, both from the University Paris 1. Before joining 
the Institute, Olivier worked as an assistant lawyer at the 
European and Comparative Law Department of the French 
Court of Cassation. He currently teaches at the University 
Paris 1 and will also be teaching from 2021 at the University of 
Luxembourg. His main research interests include international 
and European economic law, international and domestic human 
rights law, and the interactions between law and other social 
spheres and disciplines.

 Alessandra Donati holds a PhD and a Master of Laws 
(LLM) in European Law from the University Paris 1 Panthéon-
Sorbonne, a Bachelor of Laws (LLB) and Master’s degree 
in Law from the Bocconi University of Milan, and an LLB and 
Master’s degree in Management and Economics from the 
Marche Polytechnic University. She is currently a lecturer at 
the Catholic University of Louvain (UCLouvain), Sciences Po 
Nancy and at the University of Luxembourg. Before joining 
the MPI, she practiced law for several years as an attorney in 
Italy and France. She was a visiting researcher at the European 
University Institute in Florence. She is currently a member of 
the editorial board of the European Journal of Consumer Law 
and an analyst at EU Law Live. She is the Editor-in-Chief of the 
climate change column of the blogdroiteuropéen. Her current 
research focuses on European environmental and public 
health law, with a particular interest in risk regulation, and the 
protection of future generations.
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Prof. 
Lorenzo GRADONI

Dr 
Cristina M. MARIOTTINI

 Lorenzo Gradoni graduated in Political Science – History 
of International Relations (magna cum laude) at the University 
of Bologna. He holds a Master’s degree in European Studies 
from the University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne and a PhD 
in EU Law from the University of Bologna. Before joining the 
MPI Luxembourg, he was Associate Professor of International 
Law at the Law Faculty of the University of Bologna. He was 
Visiting Professor at the Sorbonne Law School, the Universities 
of Turin, Florence and Trento, and an External Scientific Fellow 
at the MPI, where he served as Chief Scientific Advisor to the 
Max Planck Encyclopedia of International Procedural Law. He 
is the winner of the Italian Society of International Law Prize, 
the European Society of International Law Book Prize, and the 
James Crawford Prize. He regularly acts as a reviewer for leading 
law journals and academic publishers. His research focuses on 
sources theory, in particular customary law, outer space law, 
WTO law, international criminal law, as well as on international/
transnational adjudication more generally.

 Cristina M. Mariottini holds a Law degree (summa cum 
laude) and a PhD in International Law from the University of 
Milan. She was a visiting scholar at the University of Pittsburgh 
(2009-2012), where she also completed an LLM programme. 
Cristina is a member of the American Society of Comparative 
Law (AASCL) and the American Branch of the International Law 
Association (ABILA). She is co-rapporteur to the ILA Committee 
on the Protection of Privacy. She is on the editorial board of the 
Rivista di diritto internazionale privato e processuale and Editor 
of conflictsoflaws.net. In 2017, Cristina resumed her position 
as Senior Research Fellow at the MPI Luxembourg (which 
she initially held from 2012 until 2015). Prior to this, Cristina 
worked at the Hague Conference on Private International Law 
(HCCH), first as a Legal Officer and later as a Senior Legal 
Officer and a consultant working on the Judgments Project. 
In 2011-2012, she participated, as an observer, in the Working 
Group III of the United Nations Commission on International 
Trade Law (UNCITRAL): ‘Online Dispute Resolution for Cross-
Border Electronic Commerce Transactions’. The primary focus 
of Cristina’s research activity is cross-border litigation and 
alternative dispute resolution, both in civil and commercial and 
family matters.
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Dr 
Lily MARTINET

Dr 
Vincent RICHARD

 Lily Martinet holds a Bachelor of Fine Arts degree from 
the ‘École Régionale des Beaux-Arts de Rennes’, a Law degree 
with a specialisation in international economic law and a PhD 
from the Sorbonne Law School. In 2014, she was admitted to 
the French bar. Since 2017, she has been teaching a course 
on international cultural heritage law at the New Sorbonne 
University Paris 3. Previously, Lily was a Postdoctoral Research 
Fellow at the ‘Institut des Sciences Sociales du Politique’ 
where she was responsible for coordinating the Osmose 
Programme, a comparative study of national experiences in 
relation to intangible cultural heritage law. Lily worked on the 
implementation of the 2003 Convention for the Safeguarding 
of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, for the French Ministry of 
Culture (2013) and for the French National Commission for the 
United Nations Educational Scientific and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO) (2017). In 2019, her PhD dissertation on traditional 
cultural expressions in international law was selected for 
publication by IRJS editions. Her research interests lie mainly in 
international intellectual property law and international cultural 
heritage law, and she maintains broad interests in international 
human rights law, and Internet and technology law.

 Vincent Richard holds a Bachelor degree from the 
University of Angers (France). He studied in Poland (‘Uniwersytet 
Mikolaja Kopernika’ in Torun) and Luxembourg (University 
of Luxembourg). He completed a Master's degree in Private 
International Law and International Commercial Law from the 
University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas. Vincent wrote his PhD: 
'Default Judgments in the European Area of Freedom, Security 
and Justice' under the joint supervision of Prof. G. Cuniberti 
(University Luxembourg) and Prof. Loïc Cadiet (University 
Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne). In 2020, he was granted the best 
thesis award of the Doctoral School of Law of the University of 
Luxembourg. While working at the MPI Luxembourg, he was a 
member of the core team in the ‘Evaluation study of national 
procedural laws and their impact on the free circulation of 
judgments and the procedural protection of consumers under 
EU consumer law’ financed by the European Commission in 
2017. He has taught courses on French and European private 
international law and procedural law. His research interests 
include national and European procedural law, private 
international law, consumer law, and judicial organisation.
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Prof. 
Enrique VALLINES

Dr 
Veerle VAN DEN EECKHOUT

 Enrique Vallines holds a Degree in Law (1997) and a PhD 
in Procedural Law (2003, summa cum laude and Extraordinary 
Award) from the Complutense University of Madrid. Part of 
his legal studies also took place at the University of Comillas 
and University College Dublin. Between 1998 and 2008, he 
was an Assistant and Associate Professor of Procedural Law 
at the Villanueva University of Madrid and at the Complutense 
University of Madrid. In 2008, he became a tenured Associate 
Professor (‘Profesor Titular’) of Procedural Law at the 
Complutense University of Madrid. His publications cover 
various areas of both civil and criminal procedural law. He has 
also worked as an of counsel consultant for two law firms in 
Madrid. He is a member of the IAPL as well as the Association 
of Professors of Procedural Law of the Spanish Universities. 
His research interests include comparative procedural 
law, European procedural law, and legal theory on justice 
systems and procedure. He is currently co-editing the project 
‘Comparative Procedural Law and Justice’.

 Veerle Van Den Eeckhout studied law (top 1%) at Gent 
University and sociology (top 1%) at the UCLouvain. She 
holds a PhD in Private International Law from the Catholic 
University of Leuven (KU Leuven). Before joining the Institute, 
she was an Associate Professor in Private International Law 
at the University of Leiden, as well as a part-time Professor 
at the University of Antwerp. In Leiden, she was awarded the 
teaching prize of the Law Faculty. In 2017, she was invited to the 
University of Valenciennes (France). She has been a member of 
PhD juries and participated as a jury member in commissions 
such as the Netherlands Organisation for Scientific Research 
(NWO). Until March 2020, she was affiliated with the Radboud 
University Nijmegen. Currently, she is still affiliated with the 
University of Antwerp. In 2020, she was a Visiting Professor at 
Gent University, teaching the course ‘Profound study of private 
international law’. Her primary research interests are conflict of 
laws and international litigation.

28



Habiba ABUBAKER Ezéchiel AMANI CIRIMWAMI

 Habiba Abubaker is writing her PhD thesis on 
‘International Arbitration on the Basis of Islamic Law: 
Procedural Compatibility and Challenges’. Habiba obtained her 
LLB with honours from the University of Reading, followed by 
LLM studies in international law and human rights in the same 
university. In 2017, she attended the United Nations’ Regional 
Course in International Law for Africa. Before joining the 
Institute, Habiba worked with the African Union Commission; 
was previously an assistant legal counsel at the Permanent 
Court of Arbitration; and a Research Fellow at the Max Planck 
Foundation for International Peace and the Rule of Law. Her 
research interests include gender studies, alternative dispute 
resolution, comparative constitutional law, international law, 
human rights, and political science.

 Ezéchiel Amani Cirimwami is completing a joint PhD 
at the Free University Brussels (VUB) and the UCLouvain. He 
holds an LLB from the Official University of Bukavu and an LLM 
in International Humanitarian Law and Human Rights from 
the Catholic University of Bukavu. Before joining the MPI in 
September 2019, he worked as a public prosecutor and later 
a sitting judge in the Democratic Republic of Congo. Ezéchiel 
currently acts as a legal assistant to counsel and an advisor 
in the case concerning armed activities on the territory of 
the Congo (Democratic Republic of Congo v. Uganda) before 
the International Court of Justice (ICJ). His PhD research 
concentrates on the ‘proceduralisation’ of substantive rights 
and its impact on the scope of the obligation to extradite or 
prosecute under international law.

5.	 Research	Fellows
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Giovanni CHIAPPONI

Carlos J. BICHET NICOLETTI

Adriani DORI

Ivan CAVDAREVIC

 Giovanni Chiapponi pursued a double degree in Italian 
and French (University of Bologna and University of Paris 
Nanterre): he holds a Bachelor degree in French Law, a Master 
in French-Foreign Law and a five-year Italian degree in Law. 
He further achieved a second level Master in European Private 
Law at the University La Sapienza of Rome. He also worked as 
a trainee lawyer in a criminal law firm of Bologna. In October 
2018, he started a PhD (DTU-REMS – Enforcement in Multilevel 
Regulatory Systems) at the University of Luxembourg under 
the supervision of Prof. Burkhard Hess. Giovanni’s research 
focuses on a comparative study of the time limits in European 
civil procedural law.

 Carlos J. Bichet Nicoletti holds a degree in Law and 
Political Science from the University of Panama (with honours), 
an LLM in International Law and the Law of International 
Organisations, Human Rights Specialisation from the University 
of Groningen (cum laude), and an LLM in Constitutional Law 
from the Mendez Pelayo International University (UIMP) in 
Spain. Carlos was a lecturer in International Law, Human 
Rights and Legal Theory at the Faculty of Law of the University 
of Panama, and a research and teaching assistant at Notre     
Dame Law School (USA). He is currently a doctoral candidate in 
international human rights law at the University of Notre Dame 
as a Fulbright-Laspau Scholar and was previously awarded 
Erasmus Mundus and ‘Fundación Carolina’ scholarships. His 
current research deals with the effect of restorative justice 
in international criminal procedure and he is also generally 
interested in legal theory, legal history, and critical studies.

 Adriani Dori received a Law degree from the Democritus 
University of Thrace in Greece (Greek State Scholarships 
Foundation recipient), an LLM in Civil Procedural Law, Civil 
Law and Legal History from the same school, and a second 
LLM in German and European Procedural Law from Heidelberg 
University. Adriani has worked as a Research Fellow at the 
Institute for Comparative Law, Conflicts of Law and International 
Business Law of Heidelberg University and as a Greek law 
expert in Greece (Athens Bar Association) and in Germany. 
Since 2020, she has been an assistant editor of the International 
Journal of Procedural Law (IJPL). Her main research interests 
include comparative and European procedural law, empirical 
legal studies, evaluation of judicial performances, and justice 
reforms.

 Ivan Cavdarevic holds a Law degree from the University of 
Belgrade and an LLM degree from the University of Barcelona. 
He is currently conducting his PhD at the University of 
Luxembourg under the supervision of Prof. Ruiz Fabri. Ivan is 
a member of the Belgrade Bar Association in Serbia, where he 
worked as a legal trainee (2012-2014) and a lawyer (2015-2017). 
Previously, Ivan was also an intern at the Hague Conference 
on Private International Law and the Secretariat of the Court 
of Arbitration of the International Chamber of Commerce in 
Paris. His research interests include international dispute 
settlement and investment arbitration, focusing on the nature 
of investment arbitration and the enforcement of investment 
arbitral awards.
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Somesh DUTTA Juliana GUERRA

 Somesh Dutta holds a Bachelor of Arts (BA) and an LLB 
degree (with honours) with a specialisation in energy law from 
the University of Petroleum and Energy Studies (India) and an 
LLM from the Master in International Dispute Settlement (MIDS) 
Programme jointly offered by the Geneva University Law School 
and the Graduate Institute of International and Development 
Studies (Switzerland). Prior to joining the Institute, Somesh 
worked with the public international law and international 
arbitration practice of an international law firm in Paris. His 
previous experience includes working with the ICJ and with 
the Ministry of External Affairs — Legal and Treaties Division 
(India). His PhD research at the University of Luxembourg 
focuses on aspects of applicable law and consistency in 
international investment adjudication.

 Juliana Guerra holds a Master’s degree in Human Rights 
from the University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas and was a recipient 
of the Eiffel Excellence scholarship. She holds a Bachelor of 
Laws (2015, summa cum laude) and an LLB in History from the 
Federal University of Minas Gerais (UFMG), Brazil. She worked 
as a legal adviser to the Mission of São-Tomé-and-Principe 
to the United Nations in New York in 2018 and at the Brazilian 
embassy in Paris in 2017. In Brazil, she interned as a legal 
assistant to the public prosecutor in 2014. Juliana is currently 
a PhD candidate at University Paris 2 under the supervision 
of Prof. Sébastien Touzé, working on the principle of sound 
administration of justice within the ICJ procedure.

Lena HORNKOHL

 Lena Hornkohl holds a PhD from Heidelberg University. 
She studied in Heidelberg and Uppsala and undertook her 
practical training at the Higher Regional Court Karlsruhe. In 
2017, she spent a research visit at Cambridge University and 
received an award for promising young researchers from the 
German Comparative Law Society. In 2019, she obtained an 
LLM in European Law and Economic Analysis from the College 
of Europe. Previously, she worked as a research assistant at 
the Institute for Civil Law, Corporate and Commercial Law, 
European Law and Comparative Law of Heidelberg University 
and as a lawyer for competition law in an international law 
firm in Brussels. She is Editor of the Journal of European 
Competition Law & Practice and Deputy Editor for the Kluwer 
Competition Law Blog. She taught European, competition and 
commercial law at Heidelberg University and German civil 
law at the National University of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy. Her 
research interests include European law, competition law, civil 
procedural law, European, comparative and German civil law.

Priyanka JAIN 

 Priyanka Jain studied law at the Mumbai University (India). 
She completed the All India Bar Examination and was awarded 
a certificate to practice law all over India by the Bar Council in 
2016. She holds an LLM degree from Coventry University (United 
Kingdom – UK) (2017). Priyanka has a diverse background from 
working as an associate lawyer in India to working as a legal 
secretary in a Solicitors’ firm in the UK. Currently, she is a PhD 
candidate at the University of Luxembourg in the framework of 
the DTU-REMS (Enforcement in Multilevel Regulatory Systems) 
programme and her research focuses on a comparative study 
of collective redress mechanisms. Cross-border litigation and 
international dispute resolution have always been subjects that 
interest her.
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Felix KOECHEL

Inga JÄRVEKÜLG

Luis Angel LÓPEZ ZAMORA

Marcel KAHL

 Felix Koechel studied law in Heidelberg and Bologna. He 
holds a Law degree with honours (First State Examination) from 
Baden-Württemberg and passed the Second State Examination 
with honours in Rhineland-Palatinate. Before joining the 
Institute, he first worked as a student assistant and then as 
a research assistant at the Institute for Comparative Law, 
Conflict of Laws and International Business Law in Heidelberg. 
Felix is a member of the German-Italian Jurists’ Association 
and of the editorial board of JUDICIUM. He was appointed as a 
teacher in European procedural and private international law for 
legal clerks at the Higher Regional Court of Koblenz. Apart from 
international and comparative procedural law, his research 
interests include questions of general civil law.

 Inga Järvekülg holds a Master of Arts (MA) in Law from 
the University of Tartu, Estonia (2017), and an LLM from the 
University of Tübingen, Germany (2018). During her studies in 
Estonia, she worked as a student assistant in civil procedural 
law. She also worked as an assistant lawyer in different law 
firms in Estonia and as a law clerk at the Supreme Court of 
Estonia. Inga joined the Institute in February 2019 and is 
currently writing her PhD thesis at the University of Tübingen. 
Inga specialises in European and comparative civil procedural 
law. She is also interested in interdisciplinary approach to legal 
research.

 Luis Angel López Zamora studied law at the Pontifical 
Catholic University of Peru (PUCP). After graduating in 
2010, he continued his training and studies in Rio de Janeiro 
(Brazil), Antwerp (Belgium), and Kiel (Germany). Luis worked 
as a researcher in international law at PUCP, as well as a legal 
associate and an analyst in different law firms and entities in 
matters of international, environmental, and constitutional law. 
He was admitted to the Lima Bar Association. Luis is currently 
pursuing a PhD in International Law at the Christian-Albrecht 
University of Kiel under the supervision of Prof. von der Decken. 
His research interests include the general theory of international 
law, human rights, and international environmental law.

 Leon Marcel Kahl is finishing a PhD in Comparative Civil 
Law at Heidelberg University from which he holds a Law degree 
(1st out of 296). He teaches private international law at the 
University of Trier. During his studies, Marcel spent one year 
at Trinity College Dublin (Kader Asmal Award). Before joining 
the Institute in April 2017, he worked as a student assistant 
at the Institute for Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and 
International Business Law in Heidelberg. Marcel received 
scholarships from the Konrad Adenauer Foundation and the 
German Academic Scholarship Foundation during his studies 
and from the STIP foundation for the 2018 Hague Academy 
Summer Course for Private International Law. His research 
interests include procedural and comparative law, property law, 
and commercial arbitration.
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Martina MANTOVANI Bianca NALBANDIAN

 Martina Mantovani holds a Law degree from the 
University of Ferrara (Italy) with a dissertation in private 
international law, and is currently a PhD candidate at the 
University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas under the supervision of 
Prof. Sabine Corneloup. Before joining the MPI in 2016, she was 
appointed ‘Cultore della materia’ by the University of Ferrara 
and participated in teaching and research activities in public 
and private international law. In 2016 and 2017, she attended 
The Hague Academy’s Summer Courses in Private International 
Law. In 2018, she completed a four-month traineeship at the 
CJEU. Her primary teaching and research interests are conflict 
of laws and international litigation.

 Bianca Nalbandian gained a Bachelor’s degree in Law 
at the University La Sapienza of Rome. In 2017, she obtained 
an LLM in International Trade and Investment Law from 
the University of Amsterdam (UvA) by means of a public 
scholarship from the European Social Fund Programme of the 
Italian Region of Lazio. Prior to joining the Institute in March 
2019, Bianca worked in an Italian law firm in Rome, mainly in 
international arbitration and litigation practices. She is now 
carrying out her PhD research at the University of Luxembourg 
under the supervision of Prof. Ruiz Fabri in joint supervision 
with the University of Turin. Her research addresses the role of 
sovereign investors in the context of international investment 
law and investment arbitration.

Trung NGUYEN Janek Tomasz NOWAK

 Trung Nguyen holds an LLM in International Legal 
Studies at Georgetown University under the Fulbright Student 
Scholarship. Before joining the MPI Luxembourg in April 2019, 
he worked as a short-term consultant for the World Bank 
(2018-2019). He is an Accredited Diplomat in the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of Viet Nam, dealing with the law of the sea, 
international trade law, and international dispute settlement. 
Trung also interned at the Rules Division of the WTO. He is 
currently a PhD candidate at the University of Luxembourg 
under the supervision of Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri. His research 
interests include public international law, international trade 
law, law of the sea, and international dispute settlement.

 Janek Tomasz Nowak holds Law degrees from the 
University of Antwerp (2008) and King’s College London 
(2009). In December 2020, he submitted his PhD thesis to the 
KU Leuven on the obligation of national civil judges to apply 
EU law. He will defend it in early 2021. Janek also teaches an 
introduction to EU law at MCI Innsbruck and is editor of EU 
Procedural Law, a textbook on EU court procedure published 
by Oxford University Press (OUP). After having interned at the 
CJEU (2009-2010), he was a researcher at the Institute for 
European Law of the KU Leuven (2010-2016) and a Visiting 
Scholar at the MPI Luxembourg (2016). His research interests 
include various aspects of EU law, comparative civil procedure, 
and collective redress. 
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Tatiana RENNO

Ezgi ÖZLÜ

Arpita Goswami SACHDEVA

Dominik Jordi ORNIG

 Tatiana Renno is a PhD candidate at the University Paris 1 
Panthéon-Sorbonne under the supervision of Prof. Hélène Ruiz 
Fabri and Prof. Beatrice Bonafè (Sapienza University of Rome). 
She completed a Master’s degree in Public International Law 
at Jean Moulin Lyon 3 University. Before joining the MPI, she 
was a visiting researcher at the University Saint Joseph in 
Beirut at the ‘Centre d’Etudes des Droits du Monde Arabe’. She 
taught human rights law and public international law at Jean 
Moulin Lyon 3 University. Her PhD subject pertains to standards  
of proof before the ICJ, at technical, theoretical, and social 
levels.

 Ezgi Özlü is a PhD candidate at the University of 
Strasbourg. She holds a Law degree from the University of 
Başkent, a Master’s degree in Public Law from the University of 
Galatasaray and one in Human Rights Law from the University of 
Strasbourg, and was admitted to the Istanbul bar. Before joining 
the Institute, she worked as a consultant at the Department for 
the Execution of Judgments at the ECtHR (2018). She was also 
a research and teaching assistant in constitutional law at the 
University of Kocaeli (from 2014 to 2016). Her current research 
focuses on the impacts of the procedural costs on access to 
individual justice for the proceedings before the ECtHR.

 Arpita Goswami Sachdeva is currently enrolled as a 
PhD candidate at the University of Luxembourg. Her doctoral 
research concerns litigation of claims emanating from the 
situations of contested sovereignty. Arpita holds a Master’s 
degree in International Law from the Graduate Institute of 
International and Development Studies (IHEID) in Geneva 
(2019), and a Master’s degree in International Relations from 
Xiamen University in China (2015). She obtained a Bachelor’s 
degree in Law from Dr. Ram Manohar Lohiya National Law 
University in India (2012) and has been a member of the Delhi 
Bar Association since 2015. The academic institutions with 
which Arpita has been previously associated include the Indian 
Society of International Law and South China Sea Institute. 
More recently, Arpita was an intern at the International Tribunal 
for the Law of the Sea (ITLOS) and at the International Law 
Commission (ILC).

 Dominik Jordi Ornig studied law, economics and 
languages at the Universities of Exeter and Graz and the London 
School of Economics (LSE) before pursuing a Postgraduate 
degree at Columbia Law School on a Fulbright scholarship. He 
worked as a researcher at the University of Graz and Columbia 
Law School, and gained further experience at the Office of the 
Legal Adviser to the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) 
Executive Director as well as with several leading law firms 
in Austria, Spain and the UK. At the IMPRS-SDR, his research 
focuses on investment arbitration and international disputes 
arising from financial digitalisation.

34



Carlos SANTALÓ GORIS Kritika SHARMA

 Carlos Santaló Goris studied at the University of Santiago 
de Compostela and at the University of Fribourg (ERASMUS), 
obtaining his diploma in 2014. Afterwards, he pursued his 
postgraduate studies at the University of Saarland (LLM 
programme in European and International Law) and at the 
University of Luxembourg (LLM programme in European 
Economic and Financial Criminal Law). In July 2016, he started 
working at the MPI Luxembourg as a student assistant. Prior 
to joining the Institute as a Research Fellow, he worked as a 
junior legal officer in a multinational financial services firm in 
Luxembourg. Currently, he is a PhD candidate at the University 
of Luxembourg, writing a thesis about the enforcement of the 
European account preservation order regulation in Germany, 
Luxembourg and Spain.
 

 Kritika Sharma is writing her doctoral thesis in 
international institutional law and international criminal law at 
Leiden University. She holds a degree in Law from Amity Law 
School (India), and an Advanced LLM in Public International 
Law from Leiden University. She worked as a research assistant 
for the Independent Expert Review of the International Criminal 
Court (ICC). She was awarded the ICJ Judicial Fellowship for 
the year 2017-2018. In 2016 and 2018, she was part of the 
Delegation of Liechtenstein to the Assembly of States Parties 
to the Rome Statute (ASP) and has previously interned at the 
ICC and the Coalition for the ICC. Her research focuses on the 
governance role of the ASP over the ICC.
  

Philippos SIAPLAOURAS Giorgia SPOLVERATO

 Philippos Siaplaouras studied law at the National 
and Kapodistrian University of Athens (twice recipient of a 
scholarship by the State Scholarships Foundation). After 
graduating in 2014, he continued his studies at Humboldt 
University of Berlin, receiving his LLM in 2015 (DAAD 
scholarship, German Academic Exchange Service). Philippos 
then worked as a trainee lawyer in Athens (main areas of 
practice: corporate law and capital market law, succession law, 
corporate and civil litigation) before joining the Institute in May 
2017. He was admitted to the Athens bar. Philippos is currently 
pursuing a PhD in Civil Procedure under the supervision of 
Prof. Burkhard Hess. His research interests include European, 
national and comparative civil procedure.

 Giorgia Spolverato is writing her PhD thesis at the 
University of Luxembourg. It deals with national and European 
regulation concerning the use of predictive justice algorithms 
to handle civil proceedings. Other topics of interest are 
the digitisation of judicial procedures and the impact on 
human rights and procedural guarantees of the resort to new 
technologies by judiciaries. In 2019, she completed a two-year 
Erasmus Mundus MA   in European Studies, which conferred her 
a double degree with honours at the University of Strasbourg 
and University of Udine. In 2017, she graduated in International 
Relations at the University of Milan.
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Anastasia TRUBACHEVA 

Edith WAGNER 

Bin ZHAO
 Anastasia Trubacheva studied law at the Moscow State 
Institute of International Relations (MGIMO). She holds a BA 
of Jurisprudence degree in Administrative and Financial Law 
(with honours) (2013), a MA of Jurisprudence degree in Private 
International and Civil Law (with honours and medal) (2015), 
a Research Instructor degree (2018) and a Candidate of Legal 
Sciences degree in Civil Law (2020), Business Law, Family Law 
and Private International Law. Her doctoral research focuses 
on the recognition and enforcement of foreign judgments in 
the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) and the EU. She gained 
her practical experience at leading international law firms and 
a national bank for development. Her principal area of interest 
covers international procedural law, private international law, 
comparative procedural law, human rights, methodology of law, 
and modern technologies.       

 Edith Wagner is a PhD candidate in Law at Heidelberg 
University. Edith holds an LLM degree from Yale Law 
School where she served as an editor for the Yale Journal of 
International Law and the Yale Journal on Regulation. Prior to 
joining the Institute, she was a research assistant to the Chair 
for Foreign Public Law, European and International Law at the 
University of Würzburg from which she graduated with a degree 
in Law and European Law. Her doctoral research focuses on the 
ECtHR, where she completed a traineeship.

 Bin Zhao is currently pursuing a PhD in Public International 
Law at the University of Luxembourg under the supervision 
of Prof. Ruiz Fabri. His doctoral research focuses on the role 
of the identification and characterisation of disputes in the 
international dispute settlement system. He holds an LLM 
in International Maritime Law from the IMO – International 
Maritime Law Institute (IMLI, Malta) and a Master’s degree 
in International Law from Tsinghua University (China). He 
has passed the bar examination of China. He participated in 
the International Foundation for the Law of the Sea Summer 
Academy as a scholarship holder. His research interests 
include legal methodology, law of the sea, and jurisdictional 
issues on international courts and tribunals.
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6.	 Max	Planck	Fellow	

Prof. 
Pierre-Henri CONAC

 Professor Pierre-Henri Conac was appointed Max Planck 
Fellow at the MPI Luxembourg in November 2020. In addition 
to numerous responsibilities abroad, Prof. Pierre-Henri Conac 
regularly contributes to the development of Luxembourg’s 
research excellence through his work at the University of 
Luxembourg. Since 2010, Prof. Conac has been a permanent 
member of the ‘Corporate Governance’ expert group at the 
'Commission de Surveillance du Secteur Financier' (CSSF) and 
a member of the Legal Commission of the 'Banque Centrale 
du Luxembourg' (BCL). He was a temporary member of the 
working group on a draft law on intermediated securities at the 
Ministry of Finance (October 2010 - May 2011), a member of 
working groups on several draft laws at the Ministry of Finance 
(2011, 2012, 2013) and he participated in the revision of the ‘Ten 
Principles of Corporate Governance of the Luxembourg Stock 
Exchange’ (2009). Since 2012, Prof. Pierre-Henri Conac has 
been Vice-President of the European Association for Banking 
and Financial Law – Luxembourg (AEDBF Luxembourg) and a 
member of the Institute for Global Financial Integrity.

 Prof. Conac has authored and edited several volumes on 
company and banking law. These works include the co-authored 
first edition of European Model Company Act (EMCA) published 
by the Law Scholarship Network and La Société par Actions 
Simplifée (SAS) published by Dalloz, as well as numerous 
articles published in scientific periodicals including the Revue 
des Sociétés, the European Company and Financial Law Review 
and the Zeitschrift für Vergleichende Rechtwissenschaft. He has 
authored expert and external reports such as ‘Mis-selling of 
Subordinated Debt and Other Junior Liabilities and Weaknesses 
of MiFID(I) to Avoid This’, published in 2018, and the country 
report for Luxembourg on the law applicable to companies 
published in 2016.
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7.	 External	Scientific	Members

Appointed by the Senate of the Max Planck Society, 
the two External Scientific Members are renowned international 
professors and contribute to the strengthening of the 
Institute’s scientific network.

Prof. 
Verica TRSTENJAK

Prof. 
Marco VENTORUZZO

 Verica Trstenjak is Professor of European Law and a 
member of the Executive and Management Board of the EU 
Agency for Fundamental Rights. From 2004 to 2006, she was 
a Judge at the General Court of the European Union, and from 
2006 to 2012 she was an Advocate General of the CJEU. Her 
main research areas comprise constitutional and procedural 
European law, and European private law, with a special focus 
on consumer law and intellectual property rights such as 
copyrights. She is a founding member and a Council member 
of the European Law Institute, a member of the International 
Academy of Comparative Law, and a member of the editorial 
board of several legal journals, including the European Law 
Review and the European Journal of Consumer Law.

 Marco Ventoruzzo is Professor of Business Law at 
Bocconi University and at Pennsylvania State University 
(USA). His main research areas comprise the regulation of 
financial markets, corporate law, and securities regulations in 
a comparative and international perspective. He is the Vice-
Director of the Paolo Baffi Centre at Bocconi University, and 
a Research Affiliate of the European Corporate Governance 
Institute (ECGI). Prof. Ventoruzzo holds an LLM from Yale 
Law School and a PhD from the University of Brescia. He is a 
member of the board of editors of the Rivista delle società, the 
European Company and Financial Law Review, and the Journal of 
Financial Regulation.
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8.	 External	Scientific	Fellows	

As part of its Guest Programme, the Institute has developed specific 
arrangements in order to attract world-leading scientists. 
The External Scientific Fellows are renowned experts personally 
invited by the Directors. During their stay, they contribute 
significantly to the scientific life of the Institute while conducting 
their own research.

Prof. 
Remo CAPONI 
—
University	
of	Florence,	
Italy	
—
2020

Prof. 
Erik FRANCKX
—
Free	University	
Brussels	(VUB),	
Belgium
—
2019

Prof. 
Chiara GIORGETTI
—
University	
of	Richmond,	
USA	
—
2020

Judge & Prof. 
Constance GREWE
—
formerly	Constitutional	
Court	of	Bosnia	
and	Herzegovina,	
Bosnia	and						
Herzegovina
—
2019

Prof. 
Xandra KRAMER
—
Erasmus	
University	Rotterdam,	
the	Netherlands
—
2019

Prof. 
Christopher 
KUNER
—
VUB,	
Belgium
—
2020

Dr 
Luc LEBOEUF
—
MPI	for	Social	
Anthropology,	
Germany	
—
2019

Prof. 
Yumiko 
NAKANISHI
—
Hitotsubashi	
University,	
Japan 
—
2020

Prof. 
Jordi 
NIEVA-FENOLL
—
University	
of	Barcelona,	
Spain
—
2020

Prof. 
Javier L. 
OCHOA MUÑOZ 
—
Central	University	
of	Venezuela,	
Venezuela 
—
2020

Prof. 
Eduardo OTEIZA 
—
La	Plata	
National	University,	
Argentina 
—
2019

Prof. 
Fabrice PICOD 
—
University	Paris	2	
Panthéon-Assas,	
France 
—
2019

Prof. 
Isabelle PINGEL 
—
University	Paris	1	
Panthéon-Sorbonne,	
France	
—
2019

Dr 
Aniruddha RAJPUT
—
United	Nations	
International	Law	
Commission,	
India	
—
2019 - 2020

Prof. 
Valérie ROSOUX
—
National	Fund	for	
Scientific	Research	
(FNRS)	/	UCLouvain,	
Belgium
—
2019 - 2020

Prof. 
Geneviève 
SAUMIER
—
McGill	University,	
Canada
—
2019

Prof. 
Edoardo 
STOPPIONI
—
University	of	
Strasbourg, 
France
—
2020

Prof. 
Olivia TAMBOU
—
Paris	Dauphine	
University,	
France
—
2019 - 2020

Prof. 
Attila TANZI
—
University	
of	Bologna,	
Italy
—
2019 - 2020

Prof. 
Stefaan VOET
—
KU	Leuven,	
Belgium
—
2020
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9.	 Former	Researchers

This list includes collaborators who left the Institute 
between January 2019 and December 2020.

Dr 
Henok 
ASMELASH 
—
Lecturer	
at	the	University	
of	Birmingham

Dr 
Stavroula 
ANGOURA 
—
Visiting	Scholar	
at	the	MPI	
Luxembourg

Sandra 
BECKER 
—
Referendarin	
at	the	regional	
court	in	Trier	
(Landgericht	Trier)

Marco 
BENATAR 
—
Associate	
Legal	Officer	
at	ITLOS

Timon 
BOERNER 
—
Referendar	at	the	
Kammergericht	
Berlin	and	Research	
Assistant	at	the	law	
firm	Hengeler	Mueller

Dr 
Marlene BROSCH 
—
Administrator	in	
the	Research	and	
Documentation	Service	
of	the	CJEU

Basile 
CHARTIER 
—
PhD	candidate	
at	the	University	
Paris	1	
Panthéon-Sorbonne	

Dr 
Michael DE BOECK 
—
Academic	
Assistant	at	the	
College	of	Europe	
in	Bruges

Dr 
Michel ERPELDING 
—
Scientific	Expert	
at	the	National	Library	
of	Luxembourg

Dr 
Martyna 
FAŁKOWSKA-
CLARYS 
—
‘Attachée’	
at	the	‘Institut	de	
formation	judiciaire’	
in	Brussels

Dr 
Edouard 
FROMAGEAU 
—
Assistant	
Professor	at	the	
University	of	
Aberdeen

Dr 
Aravind GANESH 
—
Vice-Chancellor	
Research	Fellow	
in	Law	at	Oxford	
Brookes	University

Dr 
Javier GARCIA 
OLMEDO 
—
Lecturer	at	
Queen	Mary	
University	of	
London

Dr 
Ana HARVEY 
—
Visiting	Lecturer	
at	the	University	
of	Bedfordshire
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Dr 
Elena IVANOVA 
—
Visiting 
Scholar	
at	the	MPI	
Luxembourg	

Remy 
JORRITSMA 
—
Lawyer	at	the	
Registry	of	the	
European	Court	
of	Human	Rights

Prof. 
Björn LAUKEMANN 
—
Full	Professor	
at	the	University	
of	Tübingen

Dr 
Stephanie LAW 
—
Lecturer	in	
Law	at	the	
University	of	
Southampton

Dr 
Margherita 
MELLILO 
—
Global	Trade	
&	Health	lawyer	
based	in	
Washington	D.C.

Parvathi 
MENON 
—
PhD	student	
at	the	University	
of	Helsinki

Dr 
André NUNES 
CHAIB 
—
Assistant	
Professor	at	
Maastricht	University

Dr 
Joshua PAINE 
—
Lecturer	
at	the	University	
of	Bristol

Dr 
Luca PASQUET 
—
Assistant	
Professor	at	
Utrecht	University

Dr 
Pierre-Emmanuel 
PIGNARRE 
—
Lecturer	
at	Sciences	Po	
Law	School	
in	Paris

Prof. 
Marta REQUEJO 
ISIDRO 
—
‘Référendaire’	
at	the	CJEU,	Cabinet	
of	Advocate	General	
Campos	Sánchez-
Bordona

Prof. 
Edoardo 
STOPPIONI 
—
Full	Professor	
at	the	University	
of	Strasbourg

Ann-Sophie 
TIETZ 
—
Referendarin	at	
the	Regional	Court	
in	Heidelberg	
(Landgericht	
Heidelberg)

Alain 
ZAMARIA 
—
PhD	student	
at	the	University	
Paris	1	
Panthéon-Sorbonne
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A commitment 
to critically assess 
the possibilities 
and limits of 
procedural 
rationality.
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V. 
Research Focus

1. Department	of	European	and	Comparative	Procedural	Law

1.1. General	Research	Agenda
1.1.1.  Research Fields

 The Department of European and Comparative Procedural 
Law investigates different methods of resolving disputes 
in private law under the leadership of Prof. Burkhard Hess. 
Additionally, it explores new adjudicatory procedures and 
alternative dispute resolution.

The Department covers three intertwined research fields:

 The first research area addresses the coordination and 
harmonization of civil procedural law in the European Union from 
a regulatory perspective. One focus is as a means to strengthen 
the European Single Market through unified rules for cross-border 
litigation regarding the free movement of goods, services, and 
capital, as well as the free movement of persons. In this regard, 
the different instruments on judicial cooperation in civil and 
commercial matters form the scope of research. A second focus 
is the use of civil procedure as an instrument to enforce Union 
law in the public interest, which extends beyond the resolution 
of merely private disputes (eg, in the fields of data protection 
and consumer protection). Special attention is devoted to the 
expanding case law of the CJEU on these matters. Finally, the 
procedures of the Court of Justice itself as well as the functioning 
of the Court as an institution have become a new research field of 
the Department.

 The second research area focuses on comparative 
procedural law by exploring new trends and methods from a global 
perspective. While comparative procedural law had previously 
been regarded as a rather peripheral field of academic research, 
nowadays it plays a key practical role in the modernisation of 
national and supranational procedural laws. By identifying and 
adopting workable solutions, comparative procedural law plays 
a significant role in articulating local legal reforms or even in 
providing innovative solutions to specific legal disputes. This is 
especially relevant for regional economic integrated systems, 
where some degree of harmonization of the local procedural 
laws of the participant States is often desirable. Furthermore, 
with globalization, dispute resolution has become a competitive 
market where national systems either compete to attract high 
value disputes (beneficial to the local economies) or strive to 
preserve control over powerful economic actors (eg Internet 
platforms). In this global setting, comparative legal research 
is essential to gather inspiration for effective modernisation of 
national dispute resolution mechanisms and the creation of new 
alternatives (such as the so-called “International Commercial 
Courts” now established in many jurisdictions). Eventually, the 
Department will extend its research to aspects of comparative 
procedural law, such as the need for efficiency of justice systems 
(based on statistics), the debate about the independence of 
justices, and the growing influence of information technologies 
or artificial intelligence in dispute resolution. However, culture 
and traditions will always remain of paramount importance for a 
realistic assessment of existing dispute resolution mechanisms 
and their prospects for adaption.
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 The third research area relates to the differentiation 
between public and private law in dispute resolution. Such 
delimitation is expressed differently depending on the legal 
traditions and spheres of dispute resolution. It plays a major role 
in the designation of competent courts and the constitution of 
applicable procedural rules. Likewise, this delimitation is used 
to explore the distinction between domestic and international 
jurisdiction. The delineation between private and public law 
becomes especially complex in international dispute resolution. 
On the one hand, it applies to the separation between commercial 
arbitration and international dispute settlement (eg investment 
arbitration). On the other, it is also relevant to the division between 

domestic (private and commercial) litigation and international 
dispute settlement. Additional problems arise in the context 
of private and public enforcement of EU law. Subjects under 
investigation include, inter alia, the intersection between national 
and international law, immunities of States and international 
organisations, human rights litigation, and the private and public 
enforcement of consumer, competition and data protection law.

 In his 2017 special course at the Hague Academy of 
International Law, Prof. Hess explained the potentials of this 
research area, RdC vol. 388 (2018), 49 - 260.

 The Department enjoys a well-established and extensive 
knowledge of EU and national procedural law and policy deriving 
from the proficiency and experience of the Department’s 
researchers gained from their PhD and postdoctoral research 
projects.

 Physical proximity to the Court of Justice of the European 
Union permits close relations and exchanges with the justices, 
advocate generals, and scientific staff working at the Court in 
Luxembourg. The case law of the Court of Justice is constantly 
discussed in the Referentenrunde of the Department and is 
comprehensively assessed in the second edition of the book 
by Prof.  Burkhard Hess, Europäisches Zivilprozessrecht (1026 + 
XLI Pages), which was published in December 2020 in German 
and will be followed by an English version.

 In parallel with its scientific and academic activities, 
the MPI Luxembourg orients its work to support law- and 
decision-makers. In the framework of its research and policy-
relevant activities, the Department is regularly involved 
in consultation projects initiated and funded by European 
institutions and national lawmakers. These proposals concern 
procedural, institutional, and judicial reforms or revisions of 
legal instruments. For example, two reports published by the 
Department in 2019 – one on the relations between national 
laws and EU private international law, another on consumer 
protection in the EU – have influenced the ongoing EU legal 
reforms on consumer collective redress as well  as on cross-
border service and the taking of evidence. 

 By funding several initiatives, the European Commission 
has encouraged fruitful cooperation between the Department 
and other leading European academic institutions including the 
following Universities: Antwerp; Freiburg; Ghent; Heidelberg; 
Madrid (Autonoma and Complutense); Milan (Università degli 
Studi and Università Cattolica); Oxford (Centre for Social 
and Legal Studies); Paris 1 (Sorbonne); Rotterdam; Valencia; 
Verona; and Vienna. Subjects have ranged from cross-border 
insolvency procedures, judicial cooperation in family law, cross-
border litigation in the European Union, the role of the internal 
appellate bodies in European Agencies, and consumer dispute 
resolution.

1.1.2. Interaction with Legal Practice
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 The Department is comprised of the Director; six Senior 
Research Fellows (two are partly funded by third-party projects); 
fourteen Research Fellows (including three of which are funded 
by DTU-REMS, two by IMPRS-SDR and one by CPLJ) and one 
Research Operations Coordinator, one administrative and one 
personal assistant and a pool of five student assistants.

 The multicultural and diverse backgrounds of the 
researchers - and guests - produces an ideal environment to 
conduct comparative studies on dispute resolution. As detailed 
below, the work profile of the Department is characterized 
by major projects within its main research areas that engage 
the research foci of Senior Research Fellows as well as the 
individual PhD subjects of Research Fellows.

 Researchers are integrated into one or more of these 
areas. Alongside Prof. Hess, Senior Research Fellows are 
responsible for developing research strands and initiatives. 

All researchers are active in research and project management 
tasks in areas closely related to their own academic interests. 
At the same time, they develop their own projects; for Research 
Fellows, this is their PhD thesis. Senior Research Fellows may 
work on a habilitation thesis, lead a research project, or focus 
on major publications. The Department and the Institute benefit 
from this combination of individual and collective research. 

 The Department meets in a weekly Referentenrunde 
(now online via Zoom) which serves as a forum for researchers 
and guests to present and discuss their research projects 
and methodologies, as well as to update their colleagues 
on recent developments in their respective research fields. 
This combination of research and project management tasks 
allows researchers to work individually and as part of a team, 
which benefits the whole Department as well as its individual 
members. 

“Facilitating	Cross-border	Family	Life:	
		Towards	a	Common	European	Understanding”	(EUFams	II)

  The EUFams II Project ended in December 2020. 
Partly building on its predecessor, the Project significantly 
expanded the already impressive knowledge previously 
accrued, for the purposes of reducing obstacles to access 
to justice and of further promoting the free movement of 
persons in the EU. 

  Benefitting from a broader partnership, which 
encompassed the Universities of Heidelberg (coordinator), 
Lund, Milan, Osijek, Verona and Valencia, the Project was 
framed on three main pillars. (i) a database collecting and 
classifying national case-law, which was the foundation 
for eight National Reports and one Comparative Report 
on National Case-Law, (ii) an International Exchange 
Seminar hosted at the MPI Luxembourg in October 2019, 
whose outputs are reflected in the homonymous Report 
and which was followed by a Comparative Report on  
National Implementation Laws, (iii) a series of technological  
and scientific instruments aimed at broadening the 
 

range of beneficiaries through dissemination (including a 
project website where the deliverables are made available 
free of charge).

  In October 2020, a Final Conference was organised 
via Zoom. A publication of the Project’s conclusions is 
forthcoming.

  The MPI Luxembourg team includes Prof. Marta 
Requejo (until 15 May 2019), Dr Cristina Mariottini, Dr 
Marlene Brosch, and Philippos Siaplaouras.

1.1.3.  Composition and Structure of the Department

1.2.			European	Procedural	Law
1.2.1.   Major Research Projects
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“Towards	more	effective	enforcement	of	claims	in	civil	
		and	commercial	matters	within	the	EU”

  In November 2020, the MPI Luxembourg started a 
follow-up project of the IC2BE project, called EFFORTS 
(“Towards more EFfective enFORcemenT of claimS in civil 
and commercial matters within the EU”). It will run for two 
years. The consortium entrusted with this project is led 
by the University of Milan. The other participants are the 
Free University of Brussels, the University of Zagreb, the 
University of Heidelberg, the University of Vilnius, and the 
MPI Luxembourg. 

  The Project aims at enhancing the enforcement 
of claims through more efficient procedures, case-
management, and cooperation in cross-border disputes. 
It tackles the Brussels Ibis Regulation and the Regulations 
on the European Enforcement Order, the European Small 
Claims Procedure, the European Payment Order, and the 
European Account Preservation Order. It investigates their 
implementation in national procedural law in Belgium, 
Croatia, France, Germany, Italy, Lithuania, and Luxembourg. 

  The MPI Luxembourg is examining both Luxembourg 
and France. A major weakness of the interaction of 
said European and national rules is that it is difficult 
for practitioners, and even more so for consumers and 
businesses, to be aware of the mere existence and practical 
functioning of available mechanisms.

  The MPI Luxembourg has a prominent role in this 
project. In addition to a national seminar to be organized 
in 2021, an international exchange seminar will take 
place in 2022; furthermore, the Institute is responsible 
for the comparative report that will contain policy and 
best practice recommendations for EU policymakers.  

The project involves Dr Veerle Van Den Eeckhout and Dr 
Cristina M. Mariottini. 

“Boards	of	Appeal	in	EU	Agencies”

  Established within EU decentralised agencies, Boards 
of Appeal are a relatively new, and largely unexplored, 
governance device that lies at the intersection of 
administrative and judicial functions. These Boards provide 
for review of agency decisions before any review takes place 
in the General Court or the CJEU. The hybrid nature of these 
internal review mechanisms raises theoretical and practical 
questions concerning their nature, role and functions.
 
  These questions are the focus of the APPEAL 
research project. Initially devised and kick-started at 
the MPI Luxembourg, the project is jointly run with the 
University of Utrecht and the University of Bologna. Also 
directly participating are some members of Boards of 
Appeal operating in crucial areas such as intellectual 
property protection (European Union Intellectual Property 
Organization) and financial law (European Supervisory 
Authorities; Single Resolution Board) as well as other 
agencies, which provide strong empirical support.
 
  The project aims at providing a detailed mapping of the 
procedural and institutional rules concerning administrative 
review and at assessing whether reforms are needed.  
 
 

 
 

Despite the common function, Boards of Appeal are indeed 
subject to divergent rules, often with no clear rationale, and 
some appear to be better suited than others to carry out 
quasi-judicial review.
 
  The project has gathered a broad data set collected 
through a questionnaire circulated among academics, 
members of the Boards, and other stakeholders. This has 
led to the preparation of an internal interim report, to be 
developed in a more complete final report. Participants 
have committed to deliver a first draft of their respective 
sections by the end of April 2021. The final version is 
expected by June 2021. The deliverable will be published 
as a jointly-edited book and will be circulated to interested 
policymakers to ensure impact and visibility.

Dr Lena Hornkohl is responsible for the project.
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Forum	on	Procedural	Law	of	the	Court	of	Justice	of	the	
European	Union	(joint	initiative	of	both	Departments)

  Co-organised with Prof. Daniel Sarmiento (Complutense 
University of Madrid), the Forum on Procedural Law of the 
Court of Justice of the European Union takes place every 
year. The goal of the Forum is twofold. First, it tackles 
cutting-edge issues which arise in the Court’s case-law 
on procedural questions. Second, it provides a forum for 
discussion among the collaborators of the Court and 
academia specialising in the specific procedural issues of 
the CJEU. 

  The Forum takes its name from the intention to have an 
open dialog among specialists of EU Law and Procedural 
Law and to foster comparison with other courts, be they 
domestic or international. The papers of the first edition in 
2019 were published in a special issue of the MPI Working 
Papers Series. The second edition was in February 2020 
and will be published as a MPI Working Paper in 2021. The 
third Forum will most probably be organized as a webinar.

Cristina	M.	Mariottini
External	Dimension	of	EU	Private	International	Law	
and	International	Judicial	Cooperation	in	Civil	or	
Commercial	Matters

  This research strand benefits from Dr Mariottini's 
tenure at the Hague Conference on Private International 
Law, working towards the adoption of the 2019 HCCH 
Convention on the recognition and enforcement of 
foreign judgments in civil or commercial matters. It 
tackles relations in private international law between the 
EU, non-EU countries, and international organisations. 
It focuses on the 2007 Lugano Convention and the 2005 
HCCH Convention on Choice of Court Agreements. Dr. 
Mariottini has addressed the recognition and enforcement 
of judgments both from a systematic and a thematic 
viewpoint. The former is reflected in a paper called “A 
Game Changer in International Litigation? – Roadmap to 
the 2019 Hague Judgments Convention”, which illustrates 
the mechanisms put forth in the Convention and their 
underlying principles. These aspects were also mirrored 
in several talks that she has delivered on these issues, 
including at the Academy of European Law (ERA) and at 
the University of Milan. A thematic and treaty-law oriented 
approach to the Convention is echoed in her publication 
“Establishment of Treaty Relations under the 2019 Hague 
Judgments Convention”. Here, she examined the “opt-
out” mechanism provided by Article 29 of the Judgments 
Convention to allow Contracting States to mutually exclude 
treaty obligations with those Contracting States with which 
they are reluctant to entertain the relations that would 
otherwise arise from the Convention.

Family	and	Succession	Law	in	Europe

  To meet the needs that arise from the increasing 
migratory flows within Europe, the EU system of private 
international law has extended its material scope to include 
successions, matrimonial property regimes, and the 
property consequences of registered partnerships. These 
instruments regulate family law in an interconnected and yet 
fragmentary fashion. Such fragmentation and the ensuing 
uncertainties significantly affect citizens in the Area of 
Freedom Security and Justice. These issues were the 
object of the “EUFam’s II: Facilitating Cross-Border Family 
Life: towards a Common European Understanding” project.  

  In this context, Dr Mariottini has authored several 
reports and other publications, including a comment 
on “Article 62: Relations with existing international 
conventions”, in Commentary to Regulations (EU) 2016/1103 
and 2016/1104, and a chapter on “Third Country Nationals 
and the Procedural Role of EU Family and Succession 
Law”. In addition, she has have authored the chapter “The 
European Model of ‘Couple’ within the Dissolution of 
Marriage” (with M. Brosch).

1.2.2. Projects of Senior Research Fellows
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Prof.	Marta	Requejo	Isidro
Elgar	Commentary	of	the	Brussels	Ibis	Regulation	

  Prof. Requejo Isidro is editor of a commentary of the 
Regulation (EU) 1215/2012, the most important instrument 
of judicial cooperation in civil and commercial matters in 
the Area of Freedom, Security and Justice. The commentary 
is part of a series of commentaries addressing European 
private international law in a comprehensive way.

  In May 2019, Prof. Requejo Isidro became a 
Référendaire in the cabinet of Advocate General M. Campos 
Sánchez-Bordona. 

Dr	Vincent	Richard
Strengthening	parties’	rights	in	cross-border	litigation	

  This project aims to broaden research issues examined 
in the PhD on how cross-border litigation functions in 
practice and how it may be improved. The expertise 
acquired during that time allows quick reaction to current 
developments in the field. Dr Richard thus wrote an article 
with several other MPI researchers commenting on an 
interesting national case where the Luxembourg district 
court refused to recognise a New York judgment ordering 
several Iranian defendants to pay compensation for helping 
terrorists during 9/11. Another commentary on a CJEU 
case was published in the French Revue critique de droit 
international privé, and he was also invited to lecture on 
European Civil Justice at the University of Passau in July 
2020. 

  Service of judicial documents is a particular aspect 
of cross border litigation, crucial in case of default. This 
issue is regulated by the Hague Service Convention of 1965,  

but the outdated instrument is unfit to regulate disputes  
using modern means of communication. An article will be 
published on this topic, proposing several amendments 
to the Convention. In this context, Dr Richard is also 
participating in the writing of two commentaries to the 
Brussels Ibis Regulation edited by Prof. Requejo Isidro.

  The most significant achievement of this project was 
the organisation of the conference on the 50th anniversary 
of the European law of civil procedure. He edited the book 
stemming from these events and Nomos published it in 
2020.

Dr	Veerle	Van	Den	Eeckhout
Private	International	Law	in	an	Era	of	Globalisation.	
“Neutral”	Private	International	Law?	An	Analysis	through	
the	Lens	of	Protection	of	Weak	or	Vulnerable	Parties

  Before joining the Institute, Dr Van Den Eeckhout had 
already uncovered the phenomenon of “socialization” or 
“instrumentalisation” of Private International Law (PIL). 
In this line of research, protection of weak or vulnerable 
parties has always been a central theme. 

  At the MPI Luxembourg, she has been further 
deepening her study through the Institute’s IC2BE 
and EFFORTS projects, in particular around issues of 
the “neutrality”/instrumentalisation of PIL especially 
from the perspective of protection of vulnerable 
parties. Dr Van Den Eeckhout's analyses focus on 
access to justice, looking thereby both at issues of  

procedural law and applicable law and the interaction 
between procedural law and applicable law. The analysis 
covers the regional-European setting as well as the global 
setting. It is placed in a context of the current interest for 
the possible regulatory function of PIL and the current 
calls in academia for PIL to play a more prominent role in a 
context of globalisation.
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Prof.	Enrique	Vallines	García
Towards	a	Converging	Civil	
Procedure	with	Europe

  Prof. Vallines is part of the project “Hacia un proceso 
civil convergente con Europa. Hitos presentes y retos 
futuros” (Towards a civil procedure that is convergent with 
Europe. Current milestones and future challenges). This 
project is led by Prof. Gascón Inchausti and Prof. Peiteado 
Mariscal. It is funded by the Spanish Ministry for Science, 
Innovation and Universities.

  The project continues on from the previous 
‘Harmonization of civil procedure in the EU’ project which 
was successfully led by Prof. Gascón Inchausti and in 
which Prof Vallines also participated. As a result of the 
synergies created between the previous project and the MPI 
Luxembourg, the book The Future of European Law of Civil 
Procedure, edited by Prof. Hess and Prof. Gascón Inchausti 
was published in 2020.

  The current project focuses on how EU rules and the 
CJEU’s case-law on harmonization of civil procedure are 
actually impacting the procedural laws and practices in the 
Member States, in particular, Spain. Eventually, the project 
intends to make specific proposals for the Spanish civil 
procedure to become more “European”. For example, to 
redefine the role of the Spanish judge in alignment with CJEU 
case-law; to redraft domestic rules on disclosure in line with 
the rules and standards in the Directives on Enforcement of 
Intellectual Property Rights and on Competition Damages; 
to adapt the domestic order for payment procedure to the 
European equivalent; or to find ways to incorporate ADR 
mechanisms provided for by EU law into the Spanish system 
of civil justice.

Commentary	to	the	Brussels	Ibis	Regulation

  Prof. Vallines is working on an article-by-article 
Commentary to the Brussels Ibis Regulation edited by Prof. 
Requejo Isidro. The commentary shall be published by Elgar 
Publishing.

Commentary	to	the	European	
Account	Preservation	Order	Regulation

  Prof. Vallines is also involved in a project for an 
article-by-article Commentary to the European Account 
Preservation Order. The project is led by Prof. Elena 
D’Alessandro and Prof. Gascón Inchausti. It will result in a 
book published by Elgar Publishing.
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Priyanka	Jain
Mutual	Recognition	of	Qualified	Entities	
in	the	European	Law	of	Civil	Procedure

  Priyanka Jain's PhD thesis aims to provide an insight 
into the current EU collective redress framework and 
to compare the existing national systems with the new 
Directive (EU) 1828/2020 on Representative Consumer 
Actions. EU Member States have developed different 
criteria for admitting qualified entities such as consumer 
associations or public bodies in domestic collective 
representative proceedings. In cross-border settings, 
the question arises as to whether different criteria will 
negatively affect the smooth functioning of these qualified 
entities. In addition, the question is whether in such cross-
border proceedings the jurisdictional rules of the Brussels 
Ibis Regulation are adequate to respond effectively to the 
heterogeneous issues of collective actions. Even though 
the CJEU has dealt with several collective cross-border 
cases while interpreting the Brussels Ibis Regulation, these 
provisions does not seem to be easily adaptable to the 
collective phenomenon.

  Although the approaches of the Member States remain 
inconsistent, one exception is found in the field of data 
protection. Here, the General Data Protection Regulation 
(GDPR) allows non-profit bodies or associations meeting 
limited criteria to lodge data privacy complaints. It may 
happen that a Member State may be tempted to maintain 
two parallel collective redress schemes in terms of 
standing to sue under the GDPR and the future Directive. 
On a more conceptual level, the PhD project investigates 
the application of the concept of mutual recognition to 
standing. 

  Prof. Hess supervises this thesis at the University of 
Luxembourg.

Inga	Järvekülg
Communication	between	courts	
through	court	decisions

  The first part of Inga Järvekülg's thesis establishes a 
theoretical foundation for the analysis of communication 
between courts. Acknowledging that there are different 
ways to analyse communication, the thesis focuses on 
communication as a form of social interaction that is 
carried out by the means of speech acts. Accordingly, the 
thesis introduces chosen theories of language philosophy 
on the communicative use of language and considers the 
potential meaning of these theories within the legal context.

  The second part focuses on courts and court 
decisions. Instead of taking the traditional approach to 
courts as formal institutions with the function of dispute 
resolution, the thesis considers courts to be social actors 
with a specific capacity to communicate. As such, courts 
are seen as actively participating in a discourse on the 
interpretation and application of law. The main medium for 
such discourse are court decisions (judgments, decisions, 
procedural orders etc.). Therefore, court decisions are 
analysed as a collection of speech acts made by courts. 

  The main objective is to combine legal knowledge with 
philosophical theories to provide a systematic account of 
communication between courts through court decisions.

  The third part builds on the theoretical foundation 
of the first two parts and examines practical examples of 
communication between courts. The focus will be on the 
preliminary ruling requests made by the German Federal 
Court of Justice to the CJEU on matters relating to European 
civil procedural law.

  Inga Järvekülg writes her PhD thesis under the 
supervision of Prof. Gebauer, University of Tübingen.

1.2.3.  Ongoing PhD Projects of Research Fellows
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Felix	Koechel
Rügelose	Einlassung	–	Grenzen	der	Geltendmachung	
gerichtlicher	Unzuständigkeit	nach	EuGVVO	und	ZPO	

  Felix Koechel's PhD thesis focusses on an in-depth 
comparison of European and German rules on jurisdiction 
based on the defendant’s entering of an appearance. If a 
civil court is seized in breach of the rules on jurisdiction, 
the following problem arises: Jurisdiction by appearance 
must be established at an early stage of the proceedings. 
However, the defendant must be aware that his appearance 
in the court establishes the latter’s jurisdiction. Based on a 
functional comparison of the two systems, the PhD thesis 
detects and analyses all relevant rules and legal mechanisms.  

  It contextualises European and German rules on 
jurisdiction by the defendant’s entering of an appearance 
and shows how they relate to other principles of procedural 
law, eg the ex officio examination of jurisdiction and party 
autonomy. In doing so, it offers an innovative and more 
consistent reading of these rules. 

  The PhD is written at the University of Heidelberg under 
the supervision of Prof. Hess. 

Janek	Nowak
Ex	officio	application	of	EU	law	by	Belgian	civil	courts

  Janek Nowak's PhD thesis investigates the influence of 
EU law on national civil procedure. It does so by analyzing 
the impact of the case law of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union on the ex officio application of EU law, 
with a specific focus on Belgium. The first part concerns 
a overview of ex officio application in Belgium, France, 
Germany, the Netherlands, and England & Wales. The 
comparative perspective allows for a comprehensive 
understanding of the issues surrounding ex officio 
application, which informs the second part of the thesis.  
This part analyses and clarifies the case law of the Court 
of Justice of the European Union. Particular attention is 
given to the effectiveness question and its underlying  

tendencies as well as the binding nature of the case law 
throughout the EU, in particular for the concept of “national 
procedural autonomy”. The third part is an in-depth analysis 
of the actual application of the case law of the CJEU in 
Belgium and its consequences for the Belgian legal order. 

  The research is being supervised by Prof.Van Nuffel and 
Prof. Allemeersch (KU Leuven). The thesis was submitted in 
October 2020 and will be defended in the spring of 2021.

Carlos	Santaló	Goris
The	Implementation	of	the	European	
Account	Preservation	Order	Regulation	
in	Germany,	Luxembourg,	
France	and	Spain

  The European Account Preservation Order (EAPO) 
Regulation is the first EU instrument addressing cross-
border enforcement. One of its major objectives is to 
provide an effective vehicle for creditors to safeguard 
future enforcement on their debtors’ assets. Although the 
EAPO Regulation institutes a “uniform” procedure, there 
are many unregulated procedural issues, still governed by 
national law of the EU Member States. This situation entails 
an element of uncertainty, which might undermine the 
application of the Regulation in legal practice.

  Carlos Santaló Goris' PhD thesis undertakes a 
comparative study of the implementation of the EAPO 
Regulation in Germany, Luxembourg, France, and Spain. It 
follows a doctrinal research methodology combined with 
empirical research on the application of the Regulation. 
The latter is based on data obtained from interviews and 
information provided by private practitioners and other 
stakeholders. 

  The thesis is divided into three parts. The first part 
scrutinises the regime of the provisory measures within 
the European Judicial Area. The second investigates 
the implementation of the EAPO-Regulation in the four 
selected EU Member States. The third part proceeds with 
the functional comparison between the different States.

  The PhD is written at the University of Luxembourg 
under the supervision of Prof Hess.
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Michael	De	Boeck
International	Dispute	Resolution	Bodies	and	Preliminary	
References	to	the	Court	of	Justice	of	the	European	Union.

  The thesis was successfully defended in June 2020. 
It was completed within the International Max Planck 
Research School for Successful Dispute Resolution in 
International Law. Cf. infra Chapter IV.

Vincent	Richard
Free	Movement	of	Default	
Judgments	in	Europe

  The PhD was supervised jointly by Prof. L. Cadiet 
(University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne) and Prof. G. 
Cuniberti (University of Luxembourg). It was successfully 
defended with compliments from the jury in October 2019.It 
received the 2020 best thesis award of the Doctoral School 
of the Faculty of Law of the University of Luxembourg. 

1.2.4. Completed PhD Projects of Research Fellows
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Comparative	Procedural	Law	and	Justice	(CPLJ)	

  An ambitious and multi-year project entitled 
“Comparative Procedural Law and Justice” (CPLJ) 
was launched in the second semester of 2019 with the 
collaboration of many researchers of the Department. In 
2019, the Luxembourg National Research Fund (FNR) granted 
substantial funding (€ 746,000) to Prof. Hess within the 
OPEN programme. This program aims to support established 
researchers to pursue innovative research projects of high 
scientific quality in emerging research areas in Luxembourg. 

  CPLJ is a global project of comparative civil justice. 
It is envisaged as a comprehensive study of comparative civil 
procedural law and civil dispute resolution schemes in the 
contemporary world, with a view to understanding procedural 
rules in their cultural context and to discover workable and 
effective approaches. The project takes into account current 
developments in comparative civil procedure from a global 
perspective. These include the influence of information 
technologies, the expansion of alternative dispute resolution, 
the most recent trends in access to justice, the challenges of 
collective litigation, and the growing needs for transparency 
and independence of justice systems. Specific attention 
is paid to the cultural dimensions and methodology of 
comparative civil procedural law.

1.3.		Comparative	Procedural	Law
1.3.1.  Major Research Projects

Source : Rijksmuseum Amsterdam
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  CPLJ will ultimately result in the publication, in 2025, 
of a Compendium on Comparative Civil Justice accessible both 
online and as a multi-volume print publication. The Compendium 
shall illustrate the consolidation of comparative civil procedural 
law as a self-standing research area. In addition, it aims to 
become a main epistemic source of reference for future studies. 
At the same time, CPLJ intends to go one-step further. By 
analysing the main issues of contemporary procedural law, as 
well as the degree of convergence and divergence across the 
world, CPLJ aims to extend the expertise of the MPI Luxembourg 
from the European to the global level.

  The project is guided by the Board of General Editors, 
composed of Profs. Burkhard Hess, Margaret Woo, Loïc Cadiet 
and Enrique Vallines. Additionally, a Scientific Advisory Board of 
twelve distinguished professors assists all CPLJ participants in 
all structural and epistemic questions.

  More than one hundred professors and researchers 
from all over the world participate in CPLJ. They are organized 
into fifteen teams of authors. Each team is composed of one or 
two coordinators, a number of authors and a researcher from the 
Max PIanck Institute Luxembourg. All coordinators are renowned 
professors affiliated to prestigious universities or research 
institutions worldwide. The team members come from different 
jurisdictions to facilitate the global perspective.
 

  Each team of authors is in charge of one thematic 
segment. The segments mirror the different areas of civil 
justice that are subject to a comparative analysis. The design 
acknowledges the fact that almost all procedural systems have 
rules governing the organization of civil courts, including the 
extent of court jurisdiction and the independence of decision-
makers. Moreover, it reflects that, with technological revolution, 
there are also comparable rules governing the formulation of 
claims, the relative responsibility of the various players in the 
unfolding of proceedings, and in the structuring of judgments. 
It also highlights the importance of enforcement as a basic 
requirement of efficiency for the legal system as a whole. 
Finally, it looks beyond judicial systems and explores alternative 
methods for the resolution of civil disputes. 

  A number of preparations took place in 2019 and 
2020. These included the elaboration of the project plan, a 
preliminary workshop with experts, the establishment of the 
teams of authors and the set-up of an online collaborative 
platform. The research activities started in September 2020. In 
December 2020, the first CPLJ webinar took place, with Profs 
Viviane Curran and Rolf Stürner delivering two presentations on 
comparative methodology applied to procedural law. A series of 
webinars will follow in 2021. The first drafts of the chapters of 
the Compendium on Comparative Civil Justice are expected by 
May 2022.

SEGMENT   1:  Comparative Studies & the Relevance of Categories
SEGMENT   2:  Civil Dispute Resolution from a Pluri-Disciplinary Perspective
SEGMENT   3:  Organization of the Civil Justice System & Judicial Independence
SEGMENT   4:  Access to Justice and Costs of Litigation
SEGMENT   5:  Due Process as a Fundamental Right
SEGMENT   6:  Jurisdiction and Venue of the Court
SEGMENT   7:  Structure of Civil Litigation
SEGMENT   8:  Access to Information. Evidence
SEGMENT   9:  Final Judgment, Appeals and Review
SEGMENT 10:  Digital Revolution & Procedure
SEGMENT 11:  Collective Litigation & Protection of Non-Litigants’ Interests 
SEGMENT 12:  Special Forms of Procedures 
SEGMENT 13:  Special Subject Matters
SEGMENT 14:  Enforcement
SEGMENT 15:  Cross-Border & International Dimensions 
SEGMENT 16:  ADR. Do Courts Really Matter?
SEGMENT 17:  Arbitration
SEGMENT 18:  Comparative Procedure & Legal Cultures

Specifically,	the	thematic	segments	of	the	project	are:
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IAPL-MPI	Post-Doctoral	Summer	
School	on	Comparative	Procedural	Law

  The International Association of Procedural Law (IAPL) 
and the MPI Luxembourg organize the Post-Doctoral Summer 
School on Comparative Procedural Law. This initiative 
aims at bringing together outstanding young academics 
of any nationality dealing with European, international, and 
comparative procedural law or other relevant mechanisms 
for dispute resolution. The Summer School profits from a 
special combination of participants involving both post-
doctoral researchers as well as professors from universities 
around the world. This combination not only gives young 
researchers an outstanding opportunity to openly share and 
discuss their current research projects with other young 
colleagues, but also with experienced law professors who 
comment on their projects. The participants are offered the 
possibility to publish their papers following a peer-review 
process in a conference volume of the Institute.

  The fourth Summer School was planned for summer 
2020, but due to COVID-19, the event has been postponed to 
July 2021. At present, we hope that the upcoming edition can 
take place in 2021. It will explore  the topic of “The interplay 
of global tendencies with local traditions in procedural 
law”, notably tackling cross-fertilization in law-making and 
regulatory processes, the impact of innovative methods and 
tools in procedural law, as well as cultural dimensions of 
litigation and dispute resolution mechanisms. The thematic 
mix is closely linked to the CPLJ project.

Group	Tarzia	de	droit	processuel	comparé

  The Group Tarzia investigates developments and 
trends surrounding procedural cultures in Continental 
Europe. Its history dates back more than 30 years to the 
foundational seminars of Jacques van Compernolle 
and Giuseppe Tarzia (1930-2005). The working group 
brings together proceduralists from Belgium (Université 
catholique de Louvain), France (Universités Panthéon-
Assas and Sorbonne), Germany (Universities of  

Heidelberg and Tübingen), and Italy (Università degli 
Studi di Milano, Universities of Bergamo and of Rome Tor 
Vergata), as well as the MPI Luxembourg. The working 
language is French. In 2019, the group addressed the role 
of civil supreme courts in cassation/revision proceedings 
(second appeals). The next meeting (April 2021) shall 
address new general principles (“principes directeurs”) of 
procedural law. 

UNIDROIT	Best	Practices	for	Effective	Enforcement

  In October 2020, UNIDROIT (International Institute 
for the Unification of Private Law) invited the MPI 
Luxembourg to become an Observer in this new project. 
Prof. Hess participated in the first working session of 
the group in November 2020. The aim of the project 
is to identify and to explore regulatory and procedural 
issues of enforcement, especially new trends and 
challenges triggered by digitalization and the use of  

artificial intelligence in the enforcement of contracts. It 
appears that the use of smart contracts entails a growing 
recourse of creditors to self-help instead of using court 
and enforcement proceedings. According to its mandate, 
the working party shall produce an official document on 
best practices of enforcement giving guidance to national 
and regional legislators for reforms of their enforcement 
systems.
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1.3.2. Projects of Senior Research Fellows

Dr	Björn	Laukemann

  Björn Laukemann completed his Habilitation on 
“Statisches und dynamisches Sachenrecht Zuordnungs- 
und Rezeptionsmuster zwischen Rechtssicherheit und 
Entwicklungsoffenheit“. The Habilitation examines 
instruments and basic structures of (German) property 
law with respect to their either static or adaptative nature. 
In doing so, Dr Laukemann raises the research question 
whether property law is (still) capable of responding 
to changes caused by fundamental technological and 
normative developments, such as digitalization, which 
are putting pressure on the traditional (formalistic) 
structures of the Member States’ property regimes. In 
that regard, particular attention is given to the problem 
of if and to what extent intangible economic goods may 
be implemented into the taxonomy of private German 
law. This touches on the role types of rights in rem and 
the determination of their object play in the process of 
implementing, ie monopolizing new goods. The project, 
including a comparative analysis, describes the way 
party autonomy, on the one hand, and new societal 
interests articulated vis-à-vis existing goods, on the 
other, may influence or even modify the content of 
property rights. Analyzing the limits of transformation 
processes in the light of the numerus clausus principle 
and judicial decision-making, the habilitation thesis 
develops solutions to the key question whether and 
through which instruments a modern property concept 
may serve stability and flexibility at the same time.

  The Habilitation project was completed in February 
2020. Apart from ongoing publications in procedural 
and insolvency law, Björn Laukemann was engaged 
in organizing two forthcoming conferences on digital 
justice.

  In December 2020, Dr Laukemann accepted a call 
from the University of Tübingen (Germany) to become 
a Full Professor of Civil Law, German and International 
Procedural Law.

Dr	Stephanie	Law

  While working at the MPI Luxembourg between 
2015 and 2019, Dr Law had the opportunity to develop 
both her legal knowledge and project management 
expertise, through her own research endeavours and 
collective projects of the Department and Institute, 
including EiPro. 

  She worked intensively in the fields of international 
and EU law, cooperating closely with researchers of 
both departments, and with various members of the 
MPI’s extended network of academics, judges and 
policy makers. She developed a keen research interest 
in the fundamental rights protections of vulnerable 
parties, including consumers, asylum seekers and data 
subjects, and the integration of procedural (civil and 
international) protection. In particular, alongside Prof. 
Hess, Dr Law led the EC-funded project on procedural 
consumer protection and the study on the public 
and private enforcement of consumer law for the 
Luxembourg Ministry of Consumer Protection. 

  Currently a lecturer at Southampton Law School, 
University of Southampton, she is involved in two 
interdisciplinary EU-funded projects on the regulatory 
framework of artificial intelligence, an area of law and 
policy development related to the research of the MPI 
Luxembourg. Dr Law remains involved in a number of 
MPI-led endeavours, including the CPLJ project, to 
which she will contribute a chapter on specialised 
commercial proceedings. 
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Dr	Vincent	Richard

  In the context of the project on the enforcement 
of consumers’ rights conducted by the MPI at the 
request of the Ministry of Consumer Protection of 
Luxembourg, Dr Richard was active in writing two 
national reports explaining the legal landscape of public 
and private enforcement of consumer law in France and 
Luxembourg. Following these two national reports, a 
short comparative analysis was drafted with Prof. Hess 
and Dr Law to direct the attention of the Luxembourg 
Ministry to future actions strengthening the protection 
of national and foreign consumers in the Grand-Duchy. 

  In parallel to this project, he published an article and 
a blog post on the bill put forward by the Luxembourg 
government in August 2020, introducing a collective 
redress mechanism. Thanks to this project, Dr Richard 
was invited to conduct a session for European judges in 
the framework of the European Judicial training network 
in May 2020. He has also been selected to present 
his  research on the protection of French consumers 
who have been given payment orders at a conference 
on consumer law in the 21st century organised by the 
University of Lyon in January 2021.

Prof.	Enrique	Vallines	García

  Prof. Vallines García is actively participating 
in the MPI Luxembourg’s core project ‘Comparative 
Procedural Law and Justice’ (CPLJ). After joining the 
MPI in June 2019, he took up the general coordination 
and management of the project and is now one of the 
co-editors. He contributed to the final version of the 
project description and to the drafting of the follow-
up documentation, including the contract with the 
Luxembourg Research Fund and the working guidelines. 
He was also involved in the formation of the fifteen 
starting teams in charge of the research activities. 
Furthermore, he played a key role in the configuration of 
the Project’s Online Platform, which is currently being 
used by the more than one hundred CPLJ participants. 
He has also been responsible for re-organizing the 
project after the COVID-19 pandemic began in the spring 
of 2020. From a substantive point of view, Prof. Vallines 
is a member of Segment 7 of the CPLJ project, which is 
devoted to a comparative study of the structure of civil 
litigation.
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1.3.3  Ongoing PhD Projects of Research Fellows

Sandra	Becker		
The	Court’s	Role	in	Insolvency	Proceedings	from	
a	Comparative	Law	Perspective	

  Compared to other Member States, insolvency 
proceedings for companies in Germany take a long 
time. Undoubtedly, the efficiency of the process plays 
an important role in this context. Therefore, insolvency-
courts are in need of sufficiently experienced judges 
and optimised procedures. Since 2011, debates have 
been ongoing in Germany concerning the reform of 
insolvency courts.  

  Sandra Becker's PhD aims to show whether there 
is a need for a concentration of insolvency courts 
and how this objective can be realised. Methodically, 
this project analyses the current legal situation of the 
courts’ performance. Starting from this framework, 
an analysis is undertaken regarding the relationship 
between courts and the other “players” in an insolvency 
proceeding, such as creditors and the insolvency 
practitioner. Additionally, a comparative analysis of the 
German Code with the Austrian Insolvency Code and the 
Polish Bankruptcy Code aims to deliver inspiration for a 
reassessment of the German law.

  The PhD is written at the University of Heidelberg 
under the supervision of Prof. Hess.

Timon	Boerner
Regulating	Conflicting	Interests	in	Third	Party	Litigation	
Funding	in	England,	in	Australia,	and	in	Germany

  Third party litigation funding has become a growing 
financial industry. Once known mostly for investing in 
standalone and high-value B2B claims, recent years 
have are diversifying their portfolios and tapping new 
markets. The funders have evolved from bankers to 
litigation entrepreneurs and their involvement with 
consumers and SMEs has thrown a spotlight on a topic 
long lurking in the shadows: the regulation (or lack 
thereof) of conflicts of interest within the tripartite 
relationship of fund providers, claim holders, and legal 
counsel. 

  Timon Boerner's PhD thesis investigates the 
development of third party litigation funding industries 
in England, Australia, and Germany, by paying special 
attention to third party litigation funding in the area 
of collective redress. In particular, the thesis analyses 
at which stages of proceedings conflicts of interests 
between the parties involved in the funding agreement 
may occur. Consequently, it investigates the different 
regulatory approaches in the jurisdictions addressed.  It 
appears that the German legislator would benefit from 
emulating certain regulatory aspects found in England 
and Australia. Finally, the PhD will present a proposal 
for additional regulation in the present German legal 
framework. 

  Timon Boerner left the MPI in 2019 to become a 
legal clerk (Referendar) in Berlin. In December 2020, 
he submitted a first draft of his PhD to Prof. Hess. The 
thesis is written at the University of Heidelberg.
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Giovanni	Chiapponi
A	Comparative	Analysis	of	Time	Limits	
in	European	Procedural	Law

  Time limits represent one of the core issues 
of each procedural system as they structure how 
proceedings unfold. The exercise of parties’ rights in 
civil proceedings decisively depends on time limits, 
which vary widely in different national systems as to 
their length, to their starting point and with respect to 
suspensions and interruptions. In cross-border settings, 
these differences entail a risk of unequal judicial 
protection and may infringe the procedural guarantees 
of Articles 47 CFR and 6 ECHR. Against this background, 
the PhD uses comparative research focussing on time 
limits in Italy and France. It particularly addresses time  
limit implications in cross-border scenarios. On the  
basis of case-law collected from the selected legal 
systems, Giovanni Chiapponi's PhD explores possible 
options to align the diverging rules on time limits across 
EU Member States. The objective is to explore possible 
avenues to harmonize rules on time limits in order to 
ensure the free circulation of judgments within the EU.

  The PhD thesis (under the supervision of Prof Hess) 
is part of the DTU-Rems program of the University of 
Luxembourg, which explores the solution of (common) 
legal issues in multi-level settings.

Adriani	Dori
Measuring	Justice:	Methodological	and	policy	issues-	
the	example	of	the	EU	Justice	Scoreboard

  The Justice Scoreboard has become the major 
instrument in the field of measuring judicial efficiency in 
the EU. Created in 2013, it provides annual data on the 
functioning of Member States (MS) judiciaries in terms 
of efficiency, quality, and independence of justice in non-
criminal cases.

  Its narrative describes the Scoreboard as a non-
binding monitoring instrument that reflects the European 
Commission’s efforts to map the functioning of national 
courts, to draw up an inventory of potential shortcomings, 
and to monitor adherence to the rule of law within MS.

  A deeper analysis reveals the Scoreboard’s hidden 
dimension as a powerful governance instrument entailing 
multiple spill-over effects. With its over-emphasised 
economic focus and its strong policy dimension, it has a 
far-reaching impact on MS’ judiciaries.

  The Scoreboard subtly promotes the Europeanisation 
of national justice systems and marks a significant 
transition from hard law based supranational 
harmonisation to softer methods of policy coordination 
through monitoring and evaluation. At the same time, it 
fosters the definition and externalisation of EU standards 
on judicial governance outside of the Area of Freedom, 
Security and Justice (AFSJ).

  The aim of Adriani Dori's PhD is to analyse the 
Scoreboard and to assess its implications. The project 
follows chronologically its evolution, explores the 
underlying political ambition and its (sometimes 
confusing) mixed identity and legal basis, evaluates 
critically its dubious methodology, and follows its quasi-
normative character within and outside of the European 
AFSJ. It also suggests improvements that could enhance 
the Scoreboard.

  The PhD is written at the University of Heidelberg 
and supervised by Prof. Hess.
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Lena	Hornkohl
Geschäftsgeheimnisschutz	im	
Kartellschadensersatzprozess	–	Die	Offenlegung	von	
Beweismitteln	und	der	Schutz	von	

  Lena Hornkohl defended her PhD thesis at the 
University of Heidelberg in October 2020. Thereafter 
she started her Habilitation project. She is currently 
developing a concrete topic. As from January 1, 2021, 
she will become a Senior Research Fellow of the 
Department. She wants to focus her research on the 
interplay between the digital economy, on the one hand, 
and civil law and civil procedural law, on the other. In 
particular, she will be looking into the problem how 
algorithmic biases can be handled in civil law as well 
as in civil procedural law. She will compare different 
legal instruments on the EU and Member State levels.
 
  Lena Hornkohl also continues her research on the 
private enforcement of competition law, specifically 
in Germany. The transposition of the Cartel Damages 
Directive left many open questions in the legal order 
of Member States that can only be solved on the 
European level through changes to the Directive itself. 
This requires a comparative analysis of the different 
cartel laws of the Member States. She is focussing 
on the calculation of damages, and the future of 
leniency programs in light of private enforcement. This 
project refers to both European Procedural Law and 
Comparative Procedural Law.

Marcel	Kahl
Publizität	im	Fahrnisrecht

  Marcel Kahl's PhD thesis addresses the question 
of how the publicity effects of movable property 
(Publizitätswirkungen) are justified and can be shaped 
in the future by making use of the means a digitalised 
world offers, such as an online property registry. 

  Several jurisdictions (Germany, Austria, and 
to some extent France) are built on the notion that 
possession is an adequate means to publish the legal 
status of movable property. They link legal benefits 
like good faith purchase to the transfer of possession. 
The project compares these jurisdictions. Regarding 
registries for movable property, it includes an analysis 
of the U.S. Uniform Commercial Code (UCC).

  First, the project sets out a concept of publicity 
detached from a single legal order based on the meaning 
of the word, the persons interested in publicity, and the 
worthiness of their protection. Second, it analyses which 
legal effects like acquisition, performance, assumption 
and execution are based on possession or a comparable 
concept like detention. Third, it evaluates the effects’ 
justification, amongst others, by searching to what 
extent possession is visible to anybody and, at least, 
the beneficiary of a publicity effect. Finally, the project 
scrutinises the function of public registries concerning 
securities in movable property in France and the UCC.

  The project aims to bring together the benefits of 
the different systems and carve out a proposal as to 
how the principle of publicity could be implemented 
in a technology-shaped world. The technology-based 
proposal is, in turn, examined as regards its economic 
feasibility compared to the current systems and its goal 
to advance legal certainty.

  The PhD is supervised by Prof. Christoph Kern, 
University of Heidelberg.
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Philippos	Siaplaouras
Die	Verfahrenseinleitung	im	Zivilprozess
Eine	rechtsvergleichende	Studie	des	deutschen,	
französischen	und	griechischen	Rechts	unter	
Berücksichtigung	europäischer	Entwicklungen

  While Philippos Siaplaouras' PhD project initially 
focused on procedural acts generally and their 
formalism within the context of the European law of 
civil procedure, the research topic was concretized 
after an assessment of which procedural acts are the 
most promising objects for research. Thus, the initial, 
commencing act is analysed and compared. How does 
civil litigation start? How determining is the introductive 
act for the ensuing proceedings as a whole? What are 
its requirements and content? Does this content remain 
stable, or is it a dynamic factor in the course of the 
proceedings? What are the roles of the parties and the 
court in influencing the evolution of the introductive act? 
Why has each legal order chosen to shape this essential 
procedural act in one fashion or another?

  The primary research method is a comparative 
analysis based on three legal orders: Greece is the 
author’s legal order of origin, while German and 
French law are not only two crucial pillars of modern 
civil procedure in continental Europe but also the 
two legal orders which influenced most, in different 
aspects, the evolution of Greek legislation. In addition 
to the comparative appreciation of the starting act of 
litigation, the project aims to examine its interface 
with EU Law, both primary and secondary, as well as to 
shed light on the currently limited concrete efforts of 
harmonization at the EU level. Transnational projects 
aiming at producing guiding principles or rules on civil 
procedure are also assessed. 

  The PhD will be submitted to the University of 
Heidelberg and is supervised by Prof. Hess. 

Giorgia	Spolverato
The	use	of	predictive	justice	algorithms	
to	streamline	civil	proceedings

  The resort to predictive justice algorithms for 
the resolution of civil disputes has been increasing 
markedly. Due to lack of proper regulation, this upward 
trend is causing serious concerns regarding the 
compatibility between algorithmic predictive justice and 
the right to due process. The thesis aims at identifying 
the essential characteristics of the best regulatory 
approach for predictive justice software that complies 
with the long-standing European tradition of procedural 
guarantees – as set down by Articles 6 and 13 of the 
European Convention of Human Rights and Article 47 of 
the European Union Charter of Fundamental Rights. 

  The PhD looks into the regulatory approaches 
adopted by the Council of Europe and the EU in order 
to pinpoint the rights and principles endorsed at 
the supranational level and the political, social and 
economic interests driving the policy-making process. 
The analysis of two national initiatives – the French 
Datajust decree and the Predictive Jurisprudence 
project, ongoing at the Tribunal of Genova – allows 
the identification of the impact of such regulatory 
strategies on national frameworks for the development 
and implementation of algorithm-based predictive 
justice systems. The two selected projects, aiming 
at the realisation of algorithmic-based software to 
make predictions about the compensation to be given 
to victims of bodily injuries, also allow understanding 
as to the way the challenges posed to the right to due 
process are being concretely addressed. Besides 
traditional desk research,  judges and experts involved 
in the development of the two aforementioned national 
projects, as well as staff members of specialised bodies 
at the EU and CoE, will be interviewed.

  The thesis is written at the University of Luxembourg 
under the supervision of Prof Hess.
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Ann-Sophie	Tietz
Recognition	of	Foreign	Notarial	Deeds	Concerning	Legal	
Relationships	under	German	Corporate	Law

  Although the concept of “recognition” is a buzzword 
in international procedural law, it is also used in 
connection with the transnational use of notarial deeds 
drawn up by foreign notaries, albeit with a different 
meaning. Two main legal issues must be distinguished. 
The first question relates to the authenticity and 
evidentiary effects of the foreign notarial deed, while 
the second question relates to the substantive legal 
content contained in the foreign notarial deed. Whereas 
the answer to the first is relatively straightforward, the 
second presents difficulties for legal practice. Whether 
the substantive legal content contained in the foreign 
notarial deed is deemed to be valid is a matter for the 
private international law of the individual state. Recent 
attempts at EU level have failed to regulate the mutual 
“recognition” of the legal status of (certain) authentic 
instruments parallel to the mutual recognition of judicial 
decisions.

  The project examines the question of whether 
and under what circumstances foreign notarial deeds 
concerning legal relationships under German corporate 
law (such as the establishment of a German Limited 
Liability Company and the assignment of shares in a 
German Limited Liability Company) are deemed valid in 
Germany. The two main legal questions arising concern 
firstly the law applicable to the formal requirements and 
secondly – if this is the (German) lex societatis – the 
“substitution” of a notarisation carried out by a German 
notary by a foreign notary. The project aims to test the 
limits of the lex societatis and to develop criteria under 
which a substitution may be possible. 

  This PhD thesis is conducted at the University of 
Heidelberg under the supervision of Prof. Hess. Ann-
Sophie submitted a first draft when she left the Institute 
in 2019 to become a legal clerk (Rechtsreferendarin) at 
the Higher Regional Court of Karlsruhe. She will review 
the draft in 2021, having received comments from her 
supervisor.

Anastasia	Trubacheva
Cross-border	movement	of	judgments	in	economic	matters	
within	the	Eurasian	Economic	Union:	legal	framework	
and	prospects	for	development

 

  The Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU) was 
established in 2015 to create a common economic 
space and a single market. The EAEU aims to ensure 
four classic freedoms of movement and to harmonise 
policies in various economic sectors.
 
  As the EU experience demonstrates, the existence 
of modern, effective, uniform regimes of mutual 
recognition and enforcement of judgments of the 
Member States plays a vital role in realising such 
objectives. The number and activity level of the EAEU 
market participants largely depends on the availability of 
efficient mechanisms of equal and equitable protection 
of their rights and legal interests.

  Therefore, the main aim of Anastasia Trubacheva's 
research project is to identify and analyse the 
peculiarities, trends and perspectives of the regulation 
and practical application in the given area and to 
propose an adequate path for the EAEU in the light of its 
aims and principles, as well as innovative techniques, 
regional and global features. This study will focus 
primarily on economic matters. For this purpose, a 
comprehensive comparative and empirical analysis 
will be carried out. The research will pay particular 
attention to the latest case law of supranational and 
domestic courts, developments of the EU regimes and 
the respective Hague conventions. 

  The project may also help to reveal the major 
synergetic opportunities of economic integration 
and judicial cooperation in civil matters for the 
sovereign states with a common historical and cultural 
background.

  The PhD is written at the University of Luxembourg 
under the supervision of Prof. Hess.              
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1.4.	 The	Private-Public	Divide	in	the	Context	of	Dispute	Resolution
1.4.1. Major Research Projects

Public	and	Private	Enforcement	
of	Consumer	Law

  The Department’s expertise in consumer law 
drew the attention of the new Luxembourg Ministry for 
the Protection of Consumers. In July 2019, a group of 
researchers of the Department met Minister Paulette 
Lenerts and her team to discuss the introduction of 
consumer collective redress in Luxembourg from a 
European and comparative perspective. In September 
2019, the Ministry commissioned the Institute to 
undertake a comparative study on the enforcement of 
EU consumer law in national legal systems. The study 
shall facilitate an assessment of the Luxembourg regime 
of consumer protection, and identify opportunities and 
scope for its improvement.

  In December 2019, the Department organized 
a meeting of approximately 40 European experts in 
Luxembourg. The participants offered their preliminary 
views on existing national frameworks for the 
enforcement of consumer law, identifying challenges 
and weaknesses therein. They shared their evaluations 
as to how these regimes may be reconstructed to afford 
increased access to justice for consumers, through 
more effective and efficient mechanisms of consumer 
protection. 

  Researchers of the MPI drafted extensive national 
reports for five Member States, including Luxembourg; 
these reports were discussed with the Ministry in 
a number of meetings between December 2019 
and November 2020. These reports identified both 
challenges and best practices in Member States as 
regards the architecture of consumer law enforcement. 
The MPI presented a final report to the Ministry in 
November 2020, in which proposals were made as to 
how Luxembourg might engage mechanisms adopted in 
other EU Member States in the assessment of its own 
consumer protection regime.
 

Protection	of	Privacy	in	Private	International	
and	Procedural	Law

  Chaired by Prof. Hess, the ILA Committee on 
Protection of Privacy in Private International and 
Procedural Law is comprised of experts from Australia, 
Austria, Belgium, Brazil, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, 
Korea, Luxembourg, Portugal, Spain, the United 
Kingdom, and the United States of America. 

  The Committee, which tackles questions of private 
enforcement, encompasses the protection of privacy 
in the framework of both traditional settings and 
mass media. It extends to treatment over the Internet, 
including the context of social media. Cognizant of 
the impact that constitutional and fundamental values 
bear not only under substantive law, but also under 
private international and procedural law, the Committee 
incorporates such values into its analysis. 

  On 9 July 2019, the Committee held its seventh 
meeting at the MPI Luxembourg to further develop its 
draft Guidelines. In the framework of the Committee’s 
activity, the previous day the Committee also 
organized a conference on ‘The Protection of Privacy 
in Interconnected Digital Environments’ which defined 
the current challenges in the cross-border protection of 
privacy and offered prospective solutions, illustrating 
the need for either significant adaptations of traditional 
concepts or the pursuit of innovative solutions. 

  The Committee had planned to reconvene at the 
79th ILA Biennial Conference, which was scheduled 
to take place from 23 until 27 August 2020 in Kyoto 
(Japan). However, the COVID-19 pandemic did not 
permit any meeting in 2020. The Committee’s final 
Resolution is scheduled for adoption in 2022. It has 
started working intensively on the finalization of the 
resolution. Information on the Committee and its activity 
is available at www.ila-hq. org/index.php/committees.
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1.4.2. Projects of Senior Research Fellows

Cristina	M.	Mariottini
The	Protection	of	Privacy	in	the	Global	Setting

  Because of the virtually limitless range of contexts 
in which expectations to personality rights operate, 
the dynamics and breadth of potential intrusions into 
one’s personal life have been significantly affected: 
in this context, private international and procedural 
law are of utmost significance to ensure effective 
protection of such rights both in the regional and global 
setting. Against this backdrop, in her capacity as co-
rapporteur (with J. von Hein) to the ILA Committee on 
the Protection of Privacy in Private International and 
Procedural Law, Dr Mariottini has focused on jurisdiction 
pertaining to these matters, as well as on recognition 
and enforcement of privacy judgments. As evidenced, 
especially by the Committee’s draft Guidelines and 
Commentary, the adaptation of general jurisdictional 
rules on torts and contracts may not necessarily provide 
suitable and satisfactory solutions. Consequently, the 
Committee has worked towards grounds for jurisdiction 
which balance the interests of the defendant with those 
of the plaintiff and rely on, respectively, conduct and 
the defendant’s habitual residence. This aspect was 
also at the core of a talk that she delivered on ‘Social 
Media and the Cross-Border Protection of Privacy’ at 
the conference on Law for Innovation organized by the 
Charles University of Prague.

Prof.	Marta	Requejo	Isidro
International	Finance	and	the	Role	of	Security	Interests

  Prof. Requejo Isidro is a member of the research 
project “Financiación internacional: función de las 
garantías mobiliarias”, led by the Autonomous University 
of Madrid. Funded by the Spanish Ministry of Economy 
and Competition, this project provides a comparative 
study of the principal aspects of international 
commercial arbitration.

Arbitration	and	International	Trade:	
A	Comparative	Law	Study

  The research project “Arbitraje y Comercio 
Internacional: Un Estudio de Derecho Comparado” 
(2018-2020) was led by the University of Granada 
and was granted funding by the Spanish Ministry of 
Economy and Competition through a competitive call 
in December 2017. This project analysed the function 
of bond guarantees as an instrument through which to 
facilitate economic activity. Prof. Requejo Isidro was a 
research partner of this project. 
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Prof.	Lorenzo	Gradoni

  The main lines of research Prof. Gradoni pursues 
relate to dispute resolution from a perspective of public 
international law.

History	and	Theory	of	Customary	International	
Law	in	a	Procedural	Key

  This project looks at customary international 
law in a broad comparative perspective, inclusive of 
domestic legal systems, both current and historic. 
Whilst in those systems the power to determine what 
customary law demands has been typically entrusted 
to authorities acting in the framework of special 
procedural arrangements, the international variant of 
customary law has never found a procedural resting 
place. Although international legal scholarship has in 
the last half-century developed an impressive corpus 
on customary law, it generally neglected practical 
questions of procedure. Explaining this anomaly is 
critical to understanding the role that custom performs 
in the field of public international law and calls for a 
reorientation of research towards inquiries into actual 
evidentiary techniques and concrete modalities of 
custom determination.

Facebook’s	Oversight	Board	
in	the	Tangle	of	Law

  This project inspects the complex origin and 
endeavours to closely track the activities of Facebook’s 
Oversight Board, an institution that began its operations 
in October 2020. The Board will have the last say 
on complaints challenging Facebook’s decisions to 
take down or leave up posts, making it one of the 
most powerful arbiters of expression worldwide. An 
independent trust will manage the Board, which will, 
in turn, occupy the top tier of the existing oversight 
mechanisms, with power of certiorari. The Board will 
apply international human rights principles over and 
above the company’s standards and make decisions 
binding on Facebook under US law, unless the decision 
fails to comply with any of the domestic laws under 
which Facebook operates. Comparative procedural legal 
thinking played a significant role in the conception of the 
Oversight Board’s structure and functioning. Taking into 
consideration the Board’s upcoming practice, the project 
aims at exploring this new institution’s entanglement in 
a complex legal web where international and private 
regulatory law intersect. 
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1.4.3. Ongoing PhD Projects of Research Fellows

Habiba	Abubaker
International	Arbitration	on	the	Basis	of	Islamic	Law:	
Procedural	Compatibility	and	Challenges

  
  Islam has a profound historical relationship with 
arbitration; in fact, Islam identifies two main methods 
of dispute resolution: sulh and tahkeem. Sulh is the 
equivalent of mediation in the Western world, where 
the conflicting parties reach a mutual compromise 
with or without a third party. By contrast, tahkeem, the 
equivalent of arbitration, is indeed approved by the 
Quran and includes the involvement of a third party to 
arbitrate. The current international arbitration rules, 
however, have been developed only on Western legal 
jurisprudence. From the outset, no consideration was 
given to Muslim states and case precedents support this 
claim. Thus, it is necessary to understand the various 
schools of thought in Islamic law and their respective 
position in both domestic and international contexts, 
in order to integrate international arbitral rules within 
Muslim states.

  Habiba Abubaker’s PhD thesis aims at studying the
procedural differences between the various sects of 
Islam (in particular Sunni, Shia, Sufi, Ahmaddiya and 
Ibadi), and their influence on arbitration. In a second 
step, the research aims to elucidate the main points 
of contention between the system of international 
arbitration (which as such is not uniform) and the one 
advocated by Islamic States. The PhD argues that the 
lack of understanding of these differences needs to 
be addressed in order to incorporate Muslim interests 
in international arbitration. This will be particularly 
relevant to ensure the adequate enforcement of arbitral
awards.

  The PhD is written at the Universities of Luxembourg
and Hamburg under the supervision of Prof Hess and 
Prof Wolfrum.

Martina	Mantovani
Les	Représentations	de	l’Espace	Européen	des	Données	
Personnelles	par	le	Droit	International	Privé

  Martina Mantovani's thesis explores the 
relationship between private international law and the 
notion of “space”. Building on the findings of other 
social sciences – notably geography and cartography – 
it cautions against the temptation to conceive of “legal 
space” as a datum, ie something given or accepted 
uncritically as a basis for reasoning. To the contrary, 
“legal space” is a “product”, strategically construed 
by a variety of social and political actors. Against this 
background, the thesis contends that the methodologies 
and techniques of private international law are a tool 
of the upmost importance in the edification of “legal 
space”, insofar as they fuel the production of mental 
images, ie of representations, of the spatial stretch 
of law. It is suggested that the production of these 
images is in no way different from the production of 
cartographic maps, insofar as it demands to pay due 
regard to external constraints – whose respect is 
necessary in order not to transform this representation 
into a “pure invention” – while leaving a considerable 
margin of political discretion to its main developer. 
This approach is particularly important when the task 
entrusted to the rules of private international law is 
not – or not only – that of coordinating “traditional 
legal spaces”, created by States, but to establish a new 
overarching “legal space” centred upon the principle of 
free circulation and aiming at the realisation of specific 
political objectives set by a supranational legal order, 
such as the “European data space”, envisioned by the 
European Commission.
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Edith	Wagner
Repetitive	Cases	in	the	Practice
of	the	European	Court	of	Human	Rights

1.4.4.  Completed PhD Projects of Research Fellows

Stavroula	Angoura
The	Independence	and	Impartiality	of	Arbitrators	in	
International	Commercial	Arbitration

  The thesis was successfully defended in July 2020. 
The PhD was completed at the University of Luxembourg 
and written within the International Max Planck 
Research School for Successful Dispute Resolution in 
International Law. See infra Chapter IV. 

Ana	Harvey	Koprivica
Public	Hearings	in	Investment	Arbitration	
–	A	Critical	Assessment

  The thesis was successfully defended at the 
University of Luxembourg in February 2020 (félicitations 
du jury). The PhD was completed within the International 
Max Planck Research School for Successful Dispute 
Resolution in International Law. See infra Chapter IV.

 The thesis is written written within the International 
Max Planck Research School for Successful Dispute 
Resolution in International Law under the supervision 
of Prof. Hess. It will be defended at the University of 
Heidelberg. See infra Chapter IV.
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2.	 Department	of	International	Law	and	Dispute	Resolution

 Since its inception in September 2014, under the direction 
of Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri, the Department of International Law 
and Dispute Resolution has sought to fill a gap in the scholarly 
discussion on international law by scrutinising procedural law 
in an integrated, comprehensive fashion. Through its research 
projects, the Department methodically explores and assays the 
fundamental characteristics of international procedural law with 
the aim of elucidating its contribution to justice, thus uncovering 
its political dimension. The work of the Department – through a 
pluralistic and interdisciplinary study of theoretical, historical, 
and practical perspectives on international procedural law 
– underlines the central role played by procedure, in a broad 
sense, and its shaping effect on substantive law. 

 Starting with the assumption that procedure cannot be 
held to be neutral and purely technical, the long-term research 
strategy of the Department consists of relating the potential 
shaping effect, as a means to an end, of procedure to justice. 
However, there are multiple notions of justice: restorative, 
distributive, retributive, procedural, intergenerational, to name 
only a few, which correspond to various objectives. The research 
strategy entails a research agenda which seeks to expound how 
procedural mechanisms can better serve one type of justice 
rather than another, and how the shaping effect of procedure 
can be used to reach, favour, or even impede, a certain type 
of justice. This depends on many factors, including the diverse 
actors involved and their expectations. 

 To streamline its research agenda, the Department 
focuses on dispute settlement, especially adjudication. 
It operationalises a broad conception of ‘adjudication’, 
understood as the interpretation and application of antecedent 
international rules, without regard for the legally binding nature 
of these rules and norms. Research therefore extends to non-
binding compliance and communication procedures and non-
contentious advisory methodologies, in addition to traditional 
adjudicatory mechanisms as it is necessary to investigate and 
refine the appropriate procedural means to tackle urgent issues 
like climate change or social crises, to reflect on the appropriate 
notion of justice sought in each case, and to identify the most 
suitable procedural mechanisms.

Consequently,	 the	 Department	 has	 established	 three	 iconic	
research	projects:	
(1) the ‘Max Planck Encyclopedia of International Procedural  
 Law’ (MPEiPro), which serves as a field-leading repository     
 for knowledge and scholarly output on international  
 procedural law, developing unprecedented techniques,  
 including the systematic use of comparativemethodologies,  
 thus mapping procedure in its various iterations; 
(2) ‘The Making of Judicial and Arbitral Decisions’, which  
 simultaneously embraces forward-looking and historical  
 approaches to elucidate the often-nebulous decision-making  
 processes of international adjudicative bodies, analysing the  
 various ways to dispense, administer, and deliver justice;
(3) ‘Representing the Absent’, which examines, as a first  
 step, which procedural mechanisms can help achieve  
 intergenerational justice through the specific lens of the  
 representation of past and future generations. 

 

2.1.	 General	Research	Agenda
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 These projects are complementary and have the 
potential to evolve to include new topics as they arise. 
Thus, ‘The Making of Judicial and Arbitral Decisions’ has 
ambitions in the future to encapsulate the ambiguous, and 
sometimes contradictory, role of state-owned entities in 
international litigation. 

 The Department’s projects favour the use of 
comparative methodology and multidisciplinary approaches 
(philosophy, sociology, law, political science, ethnology). 
They are also structured so that internal and external 
participants have the opportunity to develop strong ties and 
contribute to the overall consistency, especially through 
periodic workshops at various phases of the projects. 

 The Department’s research output does not focus 
on a specific substantive area but incorporates insights 
from international economic law, international legal 
history, international environmental law, international 
human rights law, international criminal law, and new 

technologies for international procedural law, as well as 
comparative and theoretical approaches to international 
procedural law. Additionally, pivotal facets of international 
procedural law – including the procedural policies of 
international adjudicative or quasi-judicial bodies, cross-
fertilisation in the international legal space, the efficacity 
of judicial mechanisms, the socio-political repercussions of 
purportedly ‘neutral’ procedural instruments as a guarantee 
of due process rights – are queried and challenged.

 The Department is uniquely suited to such 
research, profiting from the diverse experience of its 
researchers and collaborators, bringing together a wide 
array of specialisations, cultural viewpoints and fields of 
research. Such diversity of experience and opinion aids 
the development and furtherance of the justice-oriented 
research priorities of the Department and has been 
instrumental not only in the success of the Institute as a 
whole, but also in the promotion of cross-disciplinary study 
in the field of international procedural law.

 In 2019 and 2020, the Department of International 
Law and Dispute Resolution welcomed 41 researchers: 
8 Senior Research Fellows, 26 Research Fellows, and 7 
Fellows of the International Max Planck Research School 
for Successful Dispute Resolution (IMPRS-SDR) who 
were fully integrated in the Department’s activities. These 
researchers represent 25 nationalities, hailing from all the 
five continents. The Department includes administrative 
and scientific support staff, including Nathalie Perrin who 
coordinates the scientific activities developed within the 
Department, and Sylvie Peyre who assists Prof. Hélène Ruiz 
Fabri, as well as several student assistants who support the 
entire Department.

 Research staff are fully integrated into the activities 
of the Department. Weekly meetings, to which guests of the 
Institute are also invited, are organised to reflect the needs 
of the research staff, focusing on methodological guidance, 
the presentation and discussion of research findings, and 
feedback on research outputs.

 The Department engages in research projects, 
scientific and professional networking, and in international 
fora through the scientific and professional connections of 
its members. To enrich the perspectives of its researchers, 
the Department, in collaboration with other research 
institutions, organises seminars, colloquia, in-house 
workshops, and lectures. The Department’s researchers 
are committed to sharing their results and expertise 
through their publications, participation in conferences, and 
teaching activities in Europe and further afield.
 
 The Director of the Department, Prof. Ruiz Fabri, takes 
pride in endorsing individual and collaborative projects 
developed by the Department’s researchers. Over the last 
two years, she has allocated significant human and financial 
resources to support projects of major interest for the 
Institute with the potential to advance the researchers’ 
profiles, as is reflected in the professional trajectories of 
researchers who have left the Department. 

2.2.	 Composition	and	Structure
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2.3.	 Department	Projects
2.3.1.   Max Planck Encyclopedia of International Procedural Law (MPEiPro)

In Short

Launched officially in September 2019, MPEiPro remains a major endeavour 
for Prof. Ruiz Fabri and her researchers.
• 300 entries available to read and download on the Oxford Public International Law (OPIL);
• 352 entries sent to Oxford University Press (OUP) for publication;
• 1,273 invitations sent to authors worldwide since 28 February 2017;
• 699 authors committed to write an entry;
• 10 submissions received on average each month;
• 10 finalised manuscripts on average per month sent to OUP for publication.

Scope	and	Analytical	Toolbox

  MPEiPro charts the processes through which 
international (procedural) law exists in practice, mirroring 
the breadth of the subject at its core. Although currently 
predominantly covering dispute settlement and adjudication, 
non-adjudicatory modes and mechanisms (e.g. negotiation, 
mediation, conciliation) are also included. MPEiPro 
encompasses decision-making (procedures) by international 
organs, including political and administrative bodies not 
primarily concerned with settling (legal) disputes. MPEiPro 
entries are subdivided into six categories, two of which are 
comparative in nature. 

• System-specific entries analyse particular issues or sets of 
issues within a single international legal system or procedure. 

• System entries deal with an institution or procedure in their 
entirety, as opposed to a single issue. 

• Family-specific comparative entries analyse a specific 
issue in a comparative key, within the bounds of a family 
of legal systems, when such a restriction appears to be 
methodologically appropriate or heuristically advantageous. 

• Historical entries are an important locus of investigation. 
Besides well-known examples, attention is also devoted 
to forgotten institutions or projects, and failed institutions 
whose failure is source of experience. 

• General comparative entries are in principle all-encompassing 
in terms of system coverage. 

• Theoretical entries are sites of conceptual clarification 
and philosophical inquiry, and gateways to interdisciplinary 
exploration. 

  However, MPEiPro relies on the fact that theory is 
pervasive and that distinguishing a theoretical topic from 
one that lends itself to a general comparative treatment may 
be difficult. In many encyclopedic entries, comparing and 
theorising go hand-in-hand.

Human	Resources

  The demanding research and editorial work has 
continued since MPEiPro’s official launch. The publication of 
an encyclopedia is a collective and long-term effort bringing 
together more than 700 academics and practitioners worldwide. 

• Prof. Ruiz Fabri and her researchers write a concept note 
framing the scope of each new entry, pinpointing its related 
entries, and listing the most relevant author(s). 

• Prof. Ruiz Fabri, as General Editor, officially contacts the 
potential authors; thereafter, Derek Stemple, MPEiPro 
Editorial Assistant, undertakes all correspondence with the 
authors and the follow-up of the editorial work.

• Prof. Ruiz Fabri and her team are supported by a dedicated 
Scientific Advisory Board (SAB), consisting of 75 renowned 
scholars, international judges and arbitrators, other 
practitioners, and the Senior Research Fellows of the 
Department. Each article is peer-reviewed by two SAB 
members. The Department’s most experienced Research 
Fellows are involved in the reviewing process, while all 
Research Fellows are responsible for copy-editing tasks. 

• Finally, each MPEiPro entry is checked by two professional 
proof-readers, Jackie Lee and Alex McCafferty.
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2020 Cruising speed for the publication of additional entries

2019
Online launch on the OPIL website 

Dissemination of scientific knowledge to academics & practitioners

2018 Regular rhythm for the editorial workflow

2017
First authors contacted 

(Launch of the editorial work on 28 February)

2016
Editorial organisation, scientific & editorial partnership development

Online systems experimentation and implementation

2015 Defining the scientific scope & structure

2014 
2013

Foundations of the project (outside the MPI Luxembourg)



• A tailor-made interface designed to foster the  
 collaborative work of researchers on the identification  
 of relevant entries and the search for authors.  
 This platform helps to analyse the living body of the  
 Encyclopedia and steers its evolution.  

• A customised version of the Editorial Manager online  
 system provided by Aries to manage the editorial workflow.  
 This cloud-based manuscript submission and peer- 
 review tracking system helps the MPEiPro editorial team  
 in streamlining the implementation phase by combining  
 automation with customised support for authors.

• The MPEiPro Database website, where more than 3,000  
 documents, including treaties containing jurisdictional  
 clauses, statutes, rules of procedure, codes of conduct,  
 etc. are made available through an advanced search  
 engine.

Technical	Support

  To meet the needs of the 16-month MPEiPro 
editorial workflow, the team rely on three web-based tools 
designed by Arlyne Moinier Vandeventer, former MPEiPro 
Project Manager:
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Access	MPEiPro

  As of the end of 2020, 292 entries have been published, 
62  are with the publisher, 94  are at some stage of the editorial 
process and 250 are currently being written. MPEiPro will 
contain approximately 1200 scholarly articles, providing the 
ultimate reference for academics, students, and practitioners 
interested in international procedural law.

  MPEiPro is available on OPIL, alongside the Max Planck 
Encyclopedia of Public International Law (MPEPIL). Although 
both Encyclopedias are distinct entities, they are mutually 
reinforcing and can be accessed by users through the same 
portal. OPIL offers a powerful search engine, facilitating easy 
access to any selected topic, with cross-references to related 
articles. Every MPEiPro article is available for download in 
print-friendly PDF format.

Key	event:

• 'Official launch of the Max Planck Encyclopedia of International  
 Procedural Law’ (2019 ESIL Annual Conference, Athens, 
 13/09/2020).
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 Since 2015, the pluri-annual multidisciplinary research 
programme on the making of judicial and arbitral decisions 
has brought various factors affecting the conditions under 
which adjudicatory actors perform their functions into 
focus. These factors include the identity and nature of the 
parties, the type of dispute at hand, the caseload, the time 
constraints, the linguistic factors, the persons involved in 
the decision-making process, the ways in which drafting is 
organised and carried out, and the impact of digitalisation.

 Such an investigation requires an interdisciplinary 
analytical framework where sociological insights inform 
legal analysis. Methodologically, closed roundtables, 
workshops gathering professionals and academics, and in-
depth interviews with judges have enriched reflections to 
reveal the mechanics of the decision-making of international 
courts and tribunals, and other adjudicative bodies. 

 Since the beginning of this research programme, 
five conferences, nine workshops, three seminars, three 
roundtables, and one webinar have been organised, 
favouring interactions between experienced professionals 
and specialised academics. These activities have provided 
a comprehensive analysis of the topic, addressing emerging 
trends of decision-making in international legal arenas, 
and the scope for reform. Special focus has been placed 
on the evolution of international arbitration, investigating 
landmark cases and the role played in the development of 
international adjudication. This focus queries the narrative 
of these developments and explores new angles of 
investigation, adding layers and nuances of understanding 
to the pre-existing perspectives. The disruption caused 
by the COVID-19 and the ongoing reform processes have 
opened new avenues of investigation for the coming years. 

2.3.2. The Making of International Judicial and Arbitral Decisions

1.	Understandings	of	the	Authority	of	International	Courts

Leaders: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Dr André Nunes Chaib, 
with the participation of 
 Parvathi Menon and Alain Zamaria
In collaboration with Prof. Armin von Bogdandy (MPI  
 for Comparative Public Law and International Law)  
 and Prof.  Ingo Venzke (University of Amsterdam)

  Based on two meetings between members of the 
Max Planck Institutes from Heidelberg and Luxembourg 
(April and September 2015), in which they reacted to the 
publication of Professors von Bogdandy and Venzke’s 
book In Whose Name?, this project grants participants 
the freedom to react to a range of topics including an 
examination of the democratic legitimacy of international 
courts in relation to their authority, a comparison between 
international organisations and international courts and how 
they can contribute to democratise international law, and an 
assessment of the democratic legitimacy of international 
human rights courts.

Main	publication:
• Hélène Ruiz Fabri and others (eds), International Judicial  
 Legitimacy: New Voices and Approaches (Nomos 2020, OA). 

2.3.2.1. Completed Projects
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2.	Sociological	Perspectives	on	International	Tribunals

Leader: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri, 
with the participation of 
 Dr André Nunes Chaib, Dr Edoardo Stoppioni, 
 Dr Edouard Fromageau, and Dr Joshua Paine
with Professors Moshe Hirsh (University of Jerusalem),   
 Sungjoon Cho  (Illinois Institute of Technology), Andrew  
 Lang (University of Edinburgh), Ron Levi (University of  
 Toronto), and Mikael Madsen (University of Copenhagen)

  Discussion for this project centred around socio-
cultural issues involved in the operation and impact of 
international tribunals, including formal and social functions 
of tribunals; symbolic aspects of tribunals’ proceedings 
and decisions; legal cultures of international adjudication, 
adjudicators’ socialisation and the social identities of 
tribunals; socio-cultural factors influencing the diffusion 
of procedural rules across international tribunals; and the 
production of knowledge and cognitive aspects of the work 
of such tribunals.

Main	publication:
• André Nunes Chaib and Edoardo Stoppioni, ‘Mapping  
 Sociological Approaches to International Procedural  
 Law’ (2019) 34(2) Temple International and Comparative  
 Law Journal 203.

3.	A	Bridge	Over	Troubled	Waters:	
	 Dispute	Resolution	in	the	Law	of	International		 	
	 Watercourses	and	the	Law	of	the	Sea

Leaders: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Marco Benatar
In collaboration with 
 Prof. Erik Franckx (University of Brussels - VUB) 
 and Dr Tamar Meshel (University of Alberta)
With the support of the Luxembourg National Research  
 Fund (FNR) (RESCOM programme)

  Taking stock of the progress made thus far in 
the resolution of disputes concerning international 
watercourses and the oceans, in addition to considering 
their future paths, this project aimed to reflect on the 
achievements and setbacks that characterise each field and 
their potential for cross-fertilisation, including through a 
conference organised in September 2017 bringing together 
internationally renowned experts. Four major themes were 
explored: the shifting boundaries of ‘traditional’ methods 
of dispute settlement; the contributions made by relevant 
organisations to dispute settlement; the interplay between 
substantive and procedural rules; and case studies on 
dispute resolution in the Nile and the Arctic. 

Main	publication:
• Hélène Ruiz Fabri and others (eds), A Bridge Over Troubled  
 Waters: Dispute Resolution in the Law of International  
 Watercourses and the Law of the Sea (Brill 2020).
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4.	The	International	Organization	of	Securities	
	 Commissions	(IOSCO)	and	the	New	International		
	 Financial	Architecture:	What	Role	for	IOSCO	in	the		
	 Development	and	Implementation	of	Cross-Border	
	 Regulation	and	Equivalence?

Leaders: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Prof. Pierre-Henri Conac

  In 2015, an IOSCO Task Force published a report on 
Cross-Border Regulation and the tools used in ensuring level 
playing fields and regime recognition among jurisdictions. 
The report described equivalence as one element in 
the regulatory toolkit whereby a securities regulator 
‘recognises’ part or the entirety of a foreign regulatory 
regime, allowing foreign firms to do business in the host 
country without applying two sets of rules. Since Brexit, the 
issue of equivalence and recognition has become crucial 
in Europe, as the United Kingdom (UK) is now subjected to 
an equivalence assessment in order to access the single 
financial market, and the European Union (EU) currently 
appears reluctant to grant equivalence to the UK.

Main	publication:
• Pierre-Henri Conac and Hélène Ruiz Fabri (eds) ‘Special  
 Issue: Brexit, Butterflies and the International Organization  
 of Securities Commissions (IOSCO)’ (2020) 17(1) European  
 Company and Financial Law Review 1.

5.	The	Dynamics	of	Disputes	over	Illegal,	Unreported,	
	 and	Unregulated	Fishing:	Regime	Convergence	
	 and	Lex Ferenda

Leader: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri
In collaboration with Prof. Makane Moïse Mbengue 
 and Dr Brian McGarry (University of Geneva)

  This project examines the socio-legal consequences 
of illegal, unreported, and unregulated (IUU) fishing. IUU 
fishing poses the greatest risk for States severely impacted 
by climate change, leading to human rights abuses, 
perpetuated through lax enforcement by responsible States. 
IUU fishing persists despite efforts by the international 
community, including Goal 14 of the Sustainable 
Development Agenda and the 2009 Port State Measures 
Agreement of the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO).

  IUU fishing encompasses myriad legal regimes 
and jurisdictional challenges. Managing IUU fishing 
disputes takes place across a range of dispute settlement 
modalities, including global and regional cooperative 
institutions, and international and domestic jurisdictions. 
A conference organised in Luxembourg in November 2019 
gathered academics, practitioners, and representatives of 
governments and international organisations to evaluate the 
progress made in addressing IUU fishing. 

Key	event:
• International conference ‘The Dynamics of Disputes  
 over Illegal, Unreported, and Unregulated Fishing: Regime  
 Convergence and Lex Ferenda’ (28-29/11/2019).        

Main	publication:
• Hélène Ruiz Fabri and others (eds), ‘Special Issue: The  
 Dynamics of Disputes over Illegal, Unreported and  
 Unregulated Fishing’ (2020) 22(4) International Community  
 Law Review 363. 
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1.	International	Investment	Law:	
	 An	Analysis	of	the	Major	Decisions

Leaders: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Prof. Edoardo Stoppioni

  This project offers a critical comparative analysis of 
existing case law in international investment law, focusing on 
underexplored aspects, including international investment law’s 
historical development, polycentric formation and diversity. 
It contributes to existing scientific literature by investigating 
the history of international investment law and the large 
number of actors that have crafted contemporary international 
investment law, including investment arbitrators and national 
and international courts and tribunals. The project brought 
together around 40 experts in a combined conceptual analysis 
and archival investigation of landmark jurisprudence. The 
forthcoming publication will provide the reader with much-
needed fresh insight into international investment law. 

Key	event:
• Workshop ‘International Investment Law: An Analysis of  
 the Major Decisions’ (06-07/06/2019).

Main	publication:
• Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Edoardo Stoppioni (eds),  
 International Investment Law: An Analysis of the Major  
 Decisions (Hart forthcoming 2021).

2.	International	Claims	Commissions
 
Leader: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri
In collaboration with Prof. Chiara Giorgetti (University of  
 Richmond) and Dr Patrick Pearsall (Allen & Overy)

  International Claims Commissions (ICCs) were 
created for the specific purpose of resolving claims arising 
from a particular event or defined categories of disputes 
and are established to consider claims resulting from 
significant international war-related or traumatic historical 
events. Though largely understudied, ICCs encompass 
unique forms of binding adjudication. Their principal aim 
is to determine compensation to international actors, 
including individuals and States, for specific losses, 
damage, and injuries suffered. ICCs are ad hoc bodies, 
and their structure, jurisdiction, procedure, and ability to 
provide remedy vary considerably. The Research Handbook 
will provide an overview by tackling the issue from three 
different points: an historical perspective, unique legal 
features, and possible future use. A workshop gathering all 
authors will be held on 11-12 March 2021. 

Main	publication:
• Chiara Giorgetti, Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Patrick Pearsall  
 (eds), Research Handbook on International Claims  
 Commissions (Edward Elgar forthcoming 2022)

2.3.2.2. Ongoing Projects
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3.	Mixed	Arbitral	Tribunals,	1919–1930:	
	 An	Experiment	in	the	International	Adjudication	
	 of	Private	Rights
 
Leaders: 
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Dr Michel Erpelding

  A spin-off of MPEiPro, this project sheds light on an 
often overlooked chapter in the history of international law: 
the creation of a system of Mixed Arbitral Tribunals (MATs) 
and its contribution to the development of international 
adjudication. The 36 MATs were undoubtedly the busiest 
international courts of the interwar period. Their caseload 
– exceeding 70,000 cases – is even more impressive 
considering their short existence. MATs are similarly 
remarkable from a procedural standpoint as their rules of 
procedure were so detailed that contemporaries described 
them as 'miniature civil procedure codes', and allowed 
individuals whose rights were at stake to become involved 
in the proceedings before them. Although the MATs failed 
to produce a universally consistent body of case law, 
their decisions were a major source for legal doctrine and 
remain of interest today. Their example might similarly 
inspire potential future negotiations over institutionalised 
investment tribunals.

Main	event:
• Conference ‘Mixed Arbitral Tribunals (MATs), 1919–1930: An  
 Experiment in the International Adjudication of Private  
 Rights’ (29-30/04/2021).

Main	publication:
• Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Michel Erpelding (eds), Mixed  
 Arbitral Tribunals (MATs), 1919–1930: An Experiment in the  
 International Adjudication of Private Rights (NOMOS  
 forthcoming 2021, OA).

4.	Draft	Code	of	Conduct	for	Adjudicators	in	
	 Investor-State	Dispute	Settlement:	Low-Hanging	Fruit		
	 or	Unreachable	Goal?
 
Leader:
 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri
In collaboration with Prof. Chiara Giorgetti 
 (University of Richmond)
Sponsored by the American Society of International  
 Law (ASIL), the American Branch of the International  
 Law Association (ABILA), and Transnational Dispute  
 Management/OGEMID

  The draft Code of Conduct for Adjudicators in 
Investor-State Dispute Settlement (ISDS), published by 
the Secretariats of the International Centre for Settlement 
of Investment Disputes (ICSID) and the United Nations 
Commission on International Trade Law (UNCITRAL) at the 
request of States negotiating in UNCITRAL’s Working Group 
III, has the potential to address many of the criticisms faced 
by ISDS and could help reform the ISDS system. Speakers 
in this webinar, experts, and active participants in ISDS, 
presented the content of the draft code, discussed the 
policy choices negotiators face to finalise the Code, and 
addressed and assessed possible differences and tensions 
between States’ vision and users’ preferences.

  This webinar was the first in a series of three, focusing 
on issues in ongoing discussions on the reform of investor- 
State arbitration. The other two will deal with the perspective 
of an appeal mechanism and the prospect of a multilateral 
convention in 2021. 

Key	event:
• Webinar ‘Draft Code of Conduct for Adjudicators in  
 Investor-State Dispute Settlement: Low-Hanging Fruit or  
 Unreachable Goal?’ (02/07/2020).
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5.	Blockchain	and	Procedural	Law:	
	 Law	and	Justice	in	the	Age	of	Disintermediation

Leaders: Dr Lily Martinet,  
 Dr Edouard Fromageau, and Alain Zamaria
In collaboration with Pedro Batista (Goethe University   
    Frankfurt, former Visiting Researcher at the MPI Luxembourg)

  Since 2008, blockchain has shown the potential to 
radically transform social structures. Initially conceived of 
as a technical solution to register transactions denominated 
in digital currencies, blockchain has attracted attention 
as a versatile infrastructure serving a host of purposes. 
Multiple blockchain applications rely on replicated distributed 
ledgers and consensus algorithms, designed to duplicate 
and strengthen fundamental private and public institutions. 
This exponential rise of blockchain raises a plethora of 
legal questions. Structured in three workshops, this project 
questioned ‘code as procedure’, dealing with acute areas in 
which blockchain raises potential issues. The first workshop 
aimed at considering the present and potential impacts of 
blockchain on the law, with a particular focus on procedure 
and dispute-resolution, and presented the law and politics of 
bitcoin, which is subject to diverging characterisations that 
have important legal and procedural ramifications. The second 
workshop focused on the compliance of blockchain’s trust-less 
and irreversible architecture with the law. This was undertaken 
through the study of two innovations: smart contracts and 
decentralised corporate structures. The purpose of the last 
workshop was to understand how States embrace blockchain 
and experiment with this technology, and map the prospects of 
blockchain applications for international organisations.

Key	events:
• Workshop ‘Blockchain, Cryptocurrencies and the Law’  
 (15/11/2019).
• Workshop ‘Automating Legal Instruments’ (06/12/2019).
• Workshop ‘Blockchain Technologies at the Domestic and the  
 International Levels’ (17/01/2020).

Main	publications:
• Edouard Fromageau, Lily Martinet and Alain Zamaria (eds),  
 'Special issue: Blockchain & Procedural Law Symposium  
 Papers, Part 1 of 2' (forthcoming 2021) 4(1) Stanford Journal  
 of Blockchain Law & Policy.
• Edouard Fromageau, Lily Martinet and Alain Zamaria (eds),  
 'Special issue: Blockchain & Procedural Law Symposium  
 Papers, Part 2 of 2' (forthcoming 2021) 4(2) Stanford Journal  
 of Blockchain Law & Policy.

6.	International	Courts	and	Tribunals	and	COVID-19:		 	
	 Procedural	Aspects

  Starting in Spring 2020, researchers have gathered 
information about the way international courts and tribunals 
dealt with the COVID-19 disruption. The project seeks to analyse 
how courts have coped with lockdowns and to assess the long-
lasting procedural effects of the crisis.

Main	publication:
• Hélène Ruiz Fabri and others, ‘Juridictions internationales  
 et COVID: aspects procéduraux’, Annuaire français de droit 
 international (CNRS forthcoming 2022).
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 The ‘absent’ is a notion known in most legal systems. 
Mostly used in civil law, it refers to one who has left, either 
temporarily or permanently, his or her domicile or usual 
place of residence or business, or whose whereabouts are 
unknown and cannot be ascertained by diligent effort. And 
yet, the absent may have a family, own a business or some 
property, for whom or which life has to go on. Being absent 
does not mean having no interest or stake. However, one 
recurring related issue is the determination of who is legally 
able to speak in the name of, or represent, the absent. The 
project takes root in this idea and widens it by considering the 
issue of the representation of all those who are absent, now, 
ranging from those who are no longer there because they 
have disappeared, to those who are not there yet, because 
they have not yet appeared. Past and future generations are 
not only emblematic of both ends of the spectrum but also 
of the fact that absents can indeed have interests and would 
therefore need someone to speak in their name or represent 
them. 

 The purpose of the most recent project of the 
Department is, as a first step, to understand and analyse, 
from an interdisciplinary perspective (law, philosophy, 
sociology, political science) and with a procedural focus, the 
commonalities and differences between the representation 
of past and future generations. Led by Prof. Ruiz Fabri – in 
collaboration with Dr Alessandra Donati and Prof. Valérie 
Rosoux (MPI External Scientific Fellow) for, respectively, 
future and past generations –,  it examines the articulation, 
in the international arena, between the judiciary and non-
judiciary procedural techniques, both in terms of reparation 
(towards past generations) and prevention (towards 
future generations). It does so by combining theoretical 
analysis with the study of some relevant case studies. This 
methodology should allow some light to be shed on the 
common ground between the representation of past and 
future generations, which is built around some common 
principles (the principles of institutional continuity and of 
temporal non-discrimination), some common obstacles 
(legitimacy, indeterminacy, conflicting interests) and 
some common procedural techniques (the representation 
stricto sensu of the absents and, more broadly, the 
procedural avenues necessary to take their interests into  
consideration).

 The expected outcome of the first step of the project 
will be the publication of a book with contributions by 
selected authors. Two workshops will set the pace for this 
part of the project, to enhance the dialogue and interaction 
between the authors prior to publication.

Key	events:
• Lecture by Prof. Axel Gosseries (UCLouvain): ‘Future  
 generations: how much margin for institutional design?’  
 (12/02/2020).
• Closed webinar of contributors ‘Representing the Absent’  
 (02/12/2020).
• Workshop ‘Representing the Absent’ (07/2021).

2.3.3. Representing the Absent

Representing	
past 

generations

Representing	
present	

generations

Representing	
future	

generations
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The	Regulation	of	Energy	Subsidies	in	the	World	Trade	
Organization	
	 Dr	Henok	Birhanu	Asmelash

  This thesis examines the regulation of energy subsidies 
in the World Trade Organization (WTO) from the perspective of 
transition to sustainable energy. Following growing environmental 
and energetic concerns, governments worldwide have introduced 
subsidies encouraging the use of renewable energy technologies. 
Their status at the WTO has become increasingly significant, 
particularly following the increase of cases involving and 
challenging renewable energy subsidies. There are no subsidy 
rules specific to energy; they are instead subject to the general 
rules under the Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing 
Measures, which does not distinguish between environmentally 
friendly and harmful subsidies, thus failing to consider their 
environmental implications. Against this backdrop, this thesis 
analyses the existing rules to assess whether there is a need for 
new energy-specific subsidy disciplines.

Henok defended his PhD thesis on March 25, 2019.

Main	publications:
• ‘Domestic and Multilateral Judicial Review of U.S. Trade  
 Remedy Determinations: Complementary or Conflicting?’ in  
 Hélène Ruiz Fabri (ed), International Law and Litigation: A  
 Look into Procedure (Nomos 2019, OA).
• ‘The Tribunal of the Southern African Development  
 Community’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
 

Evidence	and	Fact-Finding	in	Inter-State	Litigation
	 Marco	Benatar

  This project is devoted to challenges of evidence and 
fact-finding faced by international tribunals, with a focus on the 
International Court of Justice (ICJ), the International Tribunal for 
the Law of the Sea (ITLOS) and inter-State arbitral tribunals. Taking 
a bird’s-eye view, evidentiary difficulties that arise in inter-State 
litigation can often be categorised as a problem of complexity/
abundance of facts (e.g. scientific and environmental disputes) 
or, conversely, a lack thereof. The dissertation takes a closer 
look at the second category by focusing on two key scenarios in 
which the behaviour of one of the parties to the dispute affects the 
adjudicator’s ability to consider all the pertinent facts: the refusal 
of either party to produce certain documents (even despite a 
judicial order to do so) and the non-participation of the respondent 
in the proceedings. Explored topics include, inter alia, evidentiary 
privileges, adverse inferences, discovery-style procedures, access 
to archives, and the appointment of document production masters.

Main	publication:
• ‘Cyber Espionage in Inter-State Litigation’ in Hélène Ruiz Fabri (ed), 
 International Law and Litigation: A Look into Procedure (Nomos 
 2019, OA). 
• ‘Site visit’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
• ‘International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea Trust Fund’ in  
 MPEiPro (OUP 2019).

2.4. Individual Projects
2.4.1. Completed Projects

  Basile, a former IMPRS-SDR Fellow (see chapter V.3.), 
pursue his PhD project at the University of Paris 1 Panthéon-
Sorbonne.

Settlement	Agreements	in	International	Economic	Law
	 Basile	Chartier

81



The	Precautionary	Principle	under	EU	Law
	 Dr	Alessandra	Donati

  The purpose of this research was to provide a polycentric
interpretation of the precautionary principle based on diversity
rather than uniformity, by acknowledging the flexible and 
complex nature of this principle in EU law. A methodology 
derived from methodological pluralism was used to investigate 
the unitas multiplex b etween t he d ifferent d efinitions a nd 
a pplications of the precautionary principle. The core claim is 
that the polycentric interpretation of the precautionary principle 
could be built on two concepts: anticipation and action. The 
first part of the study argues that anticipation implies the 
qualification by law and the evaluation by science of uncertain 
risks. The second considers that, after having anticipated 
the time of action, decision-makers should act based on the 
precautionary principle. However, the action undertaken has  
different meanings and consequences from the procedural  
and substantive perspective. From the procedural side, the  

decision-makers have the obligation to take into account the 
principle, while, on the substantive side, they remain free to 
adopt – or not adopt – a precautionary measure.

Alessandra defended her PhD on July 9, 2019. 

Main	publications:
• Le principe de précaution en droit de l’Union européenne 
 (Bruylant forthcoming 2021).
• ‘The precautionary principle under EU law: A postmodern 
 principle in a post-truth era’ in Sound Science-Based  
 Regulation in the Post-Truth Era: Domestic and International  
 Rule of Law under Fire (Routledge forthcoming 2021).
•  ‘Le principe de précaution : Un outil de gestion des crises en 
 droit de l’Union européenne ?’ (2020) 10 Journal de droit 
 européen 430.
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Historical	International	Courts	and	Tribunals
	 Dr	Michel	Erpelding

  The project comprehensively depicts international/
internationalised courts and tribunals that were instrumental 
in the development of international adjudication, but have been 
largely forgotten by legal scholars and practitioners: Mixed 
Courts of Egypt, Mixed Arbitral Tribunals, and the Upper Silesian 
Commission and Arbitral Tribunal. Methodologically, it applies 
a multidisciplinary approach (legal/historical/sociological) to 
examine those bodies, addressing these questions: Why was 
the relevant tribunal created? Which issues were discussed 
during negotiations preceding its creation? Which procedures 
did it use/develop? How did it rule on substantial issues? Were 
its decisions implemented? What was its impact on society/the 
legal community/international adjudication?
 
  This project focuses on primary sources, notably archival 
materials and judicial practice in addition to other doctrinal 
works. 

Main	publications:
• ‘Local International Adjudication: The Groundbreaking  
 ‘Experiment’ of the Arbitral Tribunal for Upper Silesia’  
 in  Michel Erpelding and others (eds), Peace Through Law: 
 The Versailles Peace Treaty & Dispute Settlement after World  
 War I (Nomos 2019, OA).
• (with Fernando Irurzun Montoro), ‘Arbitral Tribunal for Upper  
 Silesia’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
• ‘Mixed Courts of the Colonial Era’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2019).

Interactions	between	‘Due	Process’	and	Procedure	 
in	International	Criminal	Law
	 Dr	Martyna	Fałkowska-Clarys

  The project aims to explore how procedural rules 
applicable to the various stages of international criminal 
proceedings interact with, and potentially affect, the 
understanding and effective implementation of the central 
concept of due process, in the context of a growing backlash 
against the international judiciary. Beyond the content of 
procedural rules, their interpretation and application also raise 
interesting questions, some of which are directly related to the 
project on the use of technologies in international courts – which 
is developed in parallel. Through a series of publications and 
talks, the project seeks to pinpoint procedural developments, 
which are either problematic to the wider scope of the right 
to a fair trial and the notion of impartiality, or result in their 
strengthening.
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Rightful	Relations	in	the	Wider	World:	
A	Kantian	Critique	of	the	European	Union’s	Legal	Relations	
with	Distant	Strangers
	 Dr	Aravind	Ganesh

  This research project sets out a normative, formal critique, 
in light of Kant’s ‘republican’ legal and political philosophy, of 
the legal relations between the EU and ‘distant strangers’. The 
project starts with certain treaty provisions which commit the 
EU to respect and promote democracy, human rights, and the 
rule of law in ‘all its relations with the wider world’. While initially 
thought to be merely aspirational, these provisions have been 
relied upon primarily to justify extraterritorial measures in areas 
often described as ‘global public goods’. Are such unilateral 
assertions of authority over distant strangers defensible? Does 
the EU owe obligations of accountability towards such distant 
strangers? Does it fulfil them?

Aravind defended his PhD thesis on June 6, 2019.

Main	publications:
• ’Distant Strangers and Standing in Polisario’ in Hélène  
 Ruiz Fabri (ed), International Law and Litigation: A Look into  
 Procedure (Nomos 2019, OA).
• Rightful Relations with Distant Strangers: Kant, the EU, and the  
 Wider World (Hart forthcoming 2021).

Quasi-Judicial	Bodies	in	International	Law
	 Dr	Edouard	Fromageau

  This project investigates a growing ensemble of international 
dispute resolution procedures that combine non-judicial and 
judicial elements. While some of those organs are now a legitimate 
part of the international adjudication landscape, they have not yet 
been analysed as a full category. This project attempts to draw a 
comprehensive and detailed map of the ‘quasi-judicial terrain’. By 
adopting a systemic approach, and proposing to see quasi-judicial 
bodies as forming a coherent system, the project’s ambition is to 
take a closer look at across-the-board issues and dynamics largely 
overlooked to date. Fundamental issues such as the effectiveness 
of these bodies, their legitimacy, or the mechanisms established 
to allow access to the adjudicators, will be analysed. The project 
will eventually sharpen awareness of quasi-judicial bodies as 
legal actors, and allow for the current situation of conceptual 
fragmentation to be overcome.

Main	publications:
• ‘Quasi-Judicial Bodies as Procedural Innovations: The World  
 Bank Access to Information Procedure’ in Hélène Ruiz Fabri  
 (ed), International Law and Litigation: A Look into Procedure  
 (Nomos 2019, OA).
• ‘Cross Debarment’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
• ‘Quasi-Judicial Bodies’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
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The	Recognition	of	Nationality	under	International	Law:	
A	Comparison	between	the	Law	of	Diplomatic	Protection	and	
International	Investment	Law
	 Dr	Javier	Garcia	Olmedo

  Javier, an IMPRS-SDR Fellow (see chapter V.3.), successfully 
defended his PhD thesis on July 3, 2020. 

The	Competing	Jurisdictions	of	the	WTO	and	the	 
UNCLOS	Dispute	Settlement	Fora	in	the	Context	 
of	Multifaceted	Disputes
	 Dr	Elena	Ivanova

  Elena, an IMPRS-SDR Fellow (see chapter V.3.), 
successfully defended her PhD thesis on May 20, 2020. 

The	Function	of	Attribution	Rules	from	the	Law	of	State	
Responsibility,	in	relation	to	the	Scope,	Content	and	
Application	of	Primary	Rules	of	Public	International	Law
	 Remy	Jorritsma

  The Articles of the International Law Commission 
(ILC) on State Responsibility (2001) are premised on a 
distinction between primary rules – containing the actual 
norms of behaviour – and secondary rules of international 
law – solely governing the existence and consequences 
of an internationally wrongful act. However, case law 
of international courts and tribunals suggests that the 
(secondary) rules on attribution of conduct may serve a wider 
purpose. For example, these rules are often used preliminarily 
to establish the applicable law and the availability of judicial 
procedures for the settlement of disputes. This research 
uses case law to assess the impact of secondary attribution 
rules on the interpretation and application of primary rules of 
international law. It also explores the possible existence of 
lex specialis attribution rules and, more broadly, whether the 
distinction is absolute, or qualified.

Main	publications:
• ‘Unravelling Attribution, Control and Jurisdiction: Some  
 Reflections on the Case Law of the European Court of Human  
 Rights’ in Hélène Ruiz Fabri (ed), International Law an  
 Litigation: A Look into Procedure Nomos 2019, OA). 
• ‘National Groups: Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA)’ in  
 MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
• ‘The Nomination of International Judges by 'the Enlightened  
 Few': A Comment on the Royal Decree of 23 January 2020  
 Concerning the Establishment of a Dutch National Group at  
 the Permanent Court of Arbitration’ (2020) 67(2) Netherlands  
 International Law Review 297.

85



Osmose:	Intangible	Cultural	Heritage	&	Comparative	Law
	 Dr	Lily	Martinet
 In collaboration with Research Prof. Marie Cornu (Institute  
 for Political Social Sciences - ISP) and Dr Anita Vaivade 
 (Latvian Academy of Culture), project coordinators

  This collective research project was an international 
comparative study of 24 States parties and two States non-
parties to the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible 
Cultural Heritage of the United Nations Educational, Scientific 
and Cultural Organization (UNESCO). The main goal of the 
project was to understand how the law apprehends the notion 
of intangible cultural heritage and the influence exerted by the 
Convention at the national and local level. The researchers 
questioned how different domestic laws and legal processes 
tackle (1) issues relating to the scope of the intangible cultural 
heritage and (2) challenging concepts, such as community, 
safeguarding, and the principle of participation. This research 
revealed the diversity of legal mechanisms and their levels 
of normativity, as well as friction points and interactions 
between different fields of law (e.g. intellectual property 
law, environmental law,  and human rights law). Finally, it 
demonstrated that new claims do appear in the field of cultural 
heritage law and are challenged before the courts. 

  The project was financed by the Latvia-France 
Cooperation Programme ‘Osmose’, the Latvian National 
Research programme ‘Habitus’, and the French Ministry of 
Culture. It was also sponsored by the International Society for 
Research on Art and Cultural Heritage Law (ISCHAL).

Main	publication:
• (with Marie Cornu and others), Intangible cultural heritage  
 under national and international law: Going beyond the 2003  
 UNESCO Convention (Edward Elgar 2020).

When	the	Lawfare	is	About	Evidence:	
Strategic	Approaches	to	International	Law-Making	and	
Litigation	of	Tobacco	Control	Measures	
	 Dr	Margherita	Melillo

  This project analyses the role of evidence in the 
international law on tobacco control. In the 1990s, the ‘tobacco 
wars’ engulfed the international arena, causing ‘international 
lawfare’. International law has spurred action at the domestic 
level while also deterring regulation. This battle has consisted 
of the tobacco control network pushing the negotiation of a 
treaty, the Framework Convention on Tobacco Control, under the 
auspices of the World Health Organization (WHO). At the same 
time a counter offensive occurred, with disputes being lodged 
by the tobacco industry and some States themselves acting 
in their own interest before international courts and tribunals. 
This thesis explores how both sides of the battle (the tobacco 
control network and the tobacco industry) strategically used 
and challenged the evidence on the effectiveness of tobacco 
control measures.

Margherita defended her PhD thesis on November 27, 2020.

Main	publications:
• ‘Evidentiary Issues in Philip Morris v Uruguay: The Role of  
 the Framework Convention for Tobacco Control and Lesson  
 for NCD Prevention’ (2020) 21(5) Journal of World Investment  
 & Trade 724.
• (with Lukasz Gruszczynski), ‘The Vaping Crisis in the United  
 States: A Regulatory Failure?’ (2020) 11(1) European Journal  
 of Risk Regulation 131. 
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Protection,	the	British	Empire	and	International	Law:	
Between	Authoritarianism	and	Humanitarianism	(1797-1932)
	 Parvathi	Menon

  The project studies protection, both as a means to enable 
the emancipation of marginalised groups during colonisation 
and to prevent it, and as a legal measure through the course 
of three non-homogenous phases of colonial ordering, 
focusing on specific locations in the British Empire. It studies 
the adaptation of the discourses of protection to fit shifting 
schemes of imperial administration within the framework of a 
history of humanitarian aspirations of liberal internationalism 
and its authoritarian underpinnings, while overcoming the 
peripheral subject’s role as being simply one of resistance 
through a narrative of the strategic use of protection by the 
native populations. Relying on intellectual arguments and 
legal practice, the project studies the deeply contested history 
of protection as the end of obedience, and the means to 
emancipation.

Main	publications:
• ‘From Pre-Colonial to Colonial India: Debunking the  
 Procrustean Bed Myth of Procedural Law’ in Hélène Ruiz Fabri  
 (ed), International Law and Litigation: A Look into Procedure  
 (Nomos 2019, OA).
• ‘International Crimes Tribunal in Bangladesh’ in MPEiPro 
 (OUP 2019).
• ‘Not in the Name of the “Other”: The Democratic Concept of  
 International Adjudication through the Looking Glass’ in  
 Hélène Ruiz Fabri and others (eds), International Judicial  
 Legitimacy: New Voices and Approaches (Nomos 2020, OA).

The	Responsibility	of	International	Economic	Organisations
	 Dr	André	Nunes	Chaib

  The research seeks to analyse, from a socio-legal 
approach, how international institutions concerned with 
organising the world economy have autonomously created 
mechanisms and means to govern peoples’ lives without direct 
intervention or interference from State structures. It argues that 
these institutions create their own spaces of legality and, in so 
doing, also define their spaces of ‘non-legality’, which expand 
the range of actions they can put in place without external 
surveillance or control. With this, however, new ways to control 
their actions have emerged, among which the Articles on the 
Responsibility of International Organisations stand out as the 
most important. Drawing on the Articles, the research looks at 
the responsibility of the institutions resulting from this process, 
to set out a broader theory of responsibility of international 
economic organisations.

André defended his PhD thesis on November 25, 2019.

Main	publications:
• ‘Due Process and Procedural Law in Accountability  
 Mechanisms: The Case of the World Bank’ in Hélène Ruiz  
 Fabri (ed), International Law and Litigation: A Look into  
 Procedure (Nomos 2019, OA).
• (with Hélène Ruiz Fabri)  
 ‘Private Faces in Public Places:  
 Resolving Actors’ Interests  
 in International Organiations’ in  
 George Politakis (ed), ILO  
 100. Law for Social Justice (ILO  
 2019, OA).
• ‘Committee of Experts on the  
 Application of Conventions and 
 Recommendations: International  
 Labour Organiation (ILO)’ in  
 MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
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The	Functions	of	International	Adjudication
	 Dr	Joshua	Paine

  This project contributes to a comparative understanding 
of the functions of international tribunals, given their different 
design features and contexts. Building on earlier research, it 
uses environmental cases as a benchmark for cross-contextual 
comparison of the functions of international adjudicators. 
Environmental cases, since they are litigated across a plurality 
of different fora, may be considered as reflective of the sectorial 
and decentralised nature of contemporary international 
adjudication. By analysing how adjudicators across four 
different regimes manage three key problems (change in law 
or facts, review of State conduct, and contributing to effective 
dispute resolution), the project aims to shed light on the 
impact that the decisions of these adjudicators have on the 
international legal order. The project further considers the 
functions of the WTO’s Dispute Settlement Body.

Main	publications:
• The Functions of International Adjudication and  International  
 Environmental Litigation (CUP forthcoming 2021).
• ‘The Judicial Dimension of Regime Interaction beyond  
 Systemic Integration’ in Seline Trevisanut and others (eds),  
 Regime Interaction in Ocean Governance: Problems, Theories  
 and Methods (CUP 2020).
• ‘Standard of Review: Investment Arbitration’ in MPEiPro  
 (OUP 2019).

International	Intersystemic	Law?
	 Dr	Luca	Pasquet

  The study analyses how different international courts 
and tribunals, closely connected with a specific set of norms, 
institutions and policies, take into account or otherwise interact 
with other regimes in international law. Given the polycentric 
nature of international law, the investigation does not start 
from the identification of ‘general principles’ that should 
coordinate the operation of all international courts, but takes 
a particularistic perspective, focusing on the autonomous 
practices international courts and tribunals have developed to 
take into account normative spaces other than that in which 
they are incardinated. Conclusions of a more general character 
will be made on the basis of a systematic comparison of these 
practices.

Main	publication:
• ‘Defragmentation techniques’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
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The	European	Court	of	Justice	as	a	Constitutional	Court
	 Dr	Pierre-Emmanuel	Pignarre

  Since the ‘Les Verts’ Judgment (1986), the Court of 
Justice of the European Union (CJEU) has considered the 
EU Treaties as the ‘constitutional charter’ of the EU, hence 
adopting constitutional wording at the supranational level. The 
CJEU can be likened to a federal constitutional court in so far 
as it controls the distribution of powers horizontally between 
EU institutions and vertically between the Union and its 
Member States, contributing to the institutional balance of the 
organisations it adjudicates over. The dissertation shows how 
the CJEU exercises an unprecedented form of constitutional 
justice beyond the State. The remedies before the CJEU are 
detailed and compared to the different systems of constitutional 
review throughout the world. The CJEU is characterised as a 
constitutional court whenever it presents the features of one of 
these systems, regardless of whether it is marginally or widely 
shared. Hence pragmatist methodology is most suitable for this 
project.

Pierre-Emmanuel defended his PhD thesis on November 21, 
2019.

Main	publications:
• ‘Dispute referred to the Court of Justice of the European  
 Union (CJEU) under special agreement’ in MPEiPro  
 (OUP 2019).
• ‘L’étendue du contrôle de légalité opéré par la Cour de justice  
 et le Tribunal sur les actes des institutions’ (2020) 56(1)  
 Cahiers de droit européen 211.

The	Procedural	Cross-Fertilisation	Pull
 Prof.	Hélène	Ruiz	Fabri	and	Dr	Joshua	Paine

  This project seeks to explain the phenomenon of judicial 
borrowing and convergence between international adjudicatory 
bodies in relation to procedural issues. It takes place within 
a project led by Professors Chiara Giorgetti, Mark Pollack, 
and Geir Ulfstein under the auspices of Pluricourts, entitled 
‘Beyond Fragmentation: Competition and Collaboration 
Among International Courts and Tribunals’. This project looks 
beyond the fragmentation of international law to explore how 
international courts have responded to their multiplication in 
practice, and to examine the responses to fragmentation, their 
causes, and identify the actors involved. The questions are 
explored with a focus on issues of legitimacy. In this context, 
it investigates the hypothesis that on procedural issues there 
is a ‘pull’ towards cross-fertilisation which is stronger than for 
issues of substantive law, making judicial borrowing between 
international adjudicatory bodies more likely for questions 
of procedure. The paper aims both to give a representative 
overview of how procedural cross-fertilisation is occurring, but, 
more importantly, to explain why.

Main	publication:
• ‘The Procedural Cross-Fertilization Pull’ (2019) 6 MPILux  
 Research Paper 1.
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Procedures	of	International	Courts	and	Tribunals
	 Prof.	Hélène	Ruiz	Fabri
 In collaboration with Prof. Shotaro Hamamoto  
 (Kyoto  University) and Prof. Philippe Sands  
 (University College London)

  Established in May 2016, the International Law Association 
(ILA) Committee identified, analysed, and proposed solutions 
to procedural issues in interstate litigation before international 
courts and tribunals. The Committee submitted its procedural 
reform proposals to international courts for consideration. 
The aim of the proposals was to aid in the improvement of the 
courts’ effectiveness, efficiency, and procedural fairness, and to 
promote the long-term development of the international judicial 
system. Thus, this output benefited adjudicatory institutions and 
provided material for academic use. 

  Prominent practice-related procedural topics, including 
the handling of expert evidence, the burden and standard of 
proof, imbalances in the representation of parties, access to 
justice, and the independence and impartiality of judges and 
arbitrators were considered. The committee examined the 
status of principles of procedural fairness, encompassing each 
mechanisms’ procedural law and questions of reform of these 
procedures.

  The Committee focused on practicalities influencing the 
management of proceedings at international courts, combining 
empirical, doctrinal, and normative methods to identify general 
principles common to international courts, and examine the case 
for procedural reform.

  In preparation of the final report, the Committee met three 
times in Luxembourg (25-26/01/2019, 06-07/09/2019, 31/01-
01/02/2020). It sent its final report and the draft resolution 
accompanying it at the end of August 2020. Both were adopted by 
the ILA during its 79th Biennial Conference, Kyoto 2020 (online).

Key	event:
• ‘Procedures of International Courts and Tribunals’ (ILA 79th  
 Biennial Conference, online, 3 December 2020).

Main	publication:
• (with Shotaro Hamamoto and others), Procedure of International 
 Courts and Tribunals (ILA 2020, OA).
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Unwritten	Law	as	Object	of	the	Discourse	of	the	WTO	Judge	
and	Investment	Arbitrator
	 Dr	Edoardo	Stoppioni

  This project deconstructs how international economic 
jurisdictions use unwritten law to banalise, legitimise, and 
systematise special normative spaces by anchoring them in 
international law and linking their written components in neo-
liberal machineries.

  Examining banalisation demonstrates how economic 
jurisdictions present language and reasoning as mandated by 
international law, ‘normalising’ their legal function and vocabulary, 
and making contestation more difficult. Argumentative techniques, 
including constitutional, pluralist, and hegemonic arguments and 
judicial discourse on fragmentation, used to normalise the judicial 
structural bias are compared and examined.

  Studying systematisation highlights how adjudicators 
innervate normative spaces with ideologies, creating system-
consistency as demonstrated by neoliberal discursive elements 
used to operate legal spaces. Adjudicators’ presentation of 
neoliberal language as mandated by international law, and 
normalised by economic jurisdictions, makes contestation 
more difficult. Adjudicators’ structuring of normative space as 
irrigated by a neoliberal spirit creates ‘hegemony via isolation’ and 
hierarchises it axiologically as superior to other normative spaces.

Edoardo defended his PhD on March 23, 2019.

Award:
• 2019 Otto Hahn Medal

Main	publications:
• Une analyse critique du discours du juge de l’OMC et de  
 l’arbitre de l’investissement sur le droit non écrit (Brill  
 forthcoming 2021).
• ‘Réflexions néo-gramsciennes sur le discours néolibéral du juge 
 de l’OMC’ (2019) 1 Revue belge de droit international 139.
• ‘Jurisdictional Impact of Most Favoured Nation Clause’ in  
 MPEiPro (OUP 2019).
• ‘L’accès de la personne privée à la juridiction internationale : 
 Une comparaison entre l’arbitrage d’investissement et le  
 contentieux de la Cour européenne des droits de l’homme’ in  
 Hélène Ruiz Fabri (ed), International Law and Litigation: A  
 Look into Procedure (Nomos 2019, OA).

Legal	Reflections	on	Stateless	Currencies
	 Alain	Zamaria

  Cryptocurrencies promise to disrupt the payment industry 
and materialise the libertarian dream of money created outside 
governments and banks. Considering the economic debate on 
the nature of money, the project identifies how cryptocurrencies 
exhibit monetary features and impact the relationship between 
money and the State. The project also investigates the nature 
of the relation between the ‘owner’ and his cryptocurrencies 
from the perspective of property law. Although the property 
language is familiarly used (‘owning’, ‘buying’, ‘stealing’ 
bitcoins…), subjecting bitcoins to ownership rights illustrate 
the intricacies between legal thinking and the ambitions of the 
crypto-anarchist movement. While cryptocurrencies evolve as 
legitimate private means of payment or investments vehicles, 
the project aims at going beyond the regulatory perspective and 
adopting a multidisciplinary approach to understand these new 
forms of stateless currencies.

Main	publications:
• ‘La reconnaissance juridictionnelle des monnaies virtuelles’  
 in Hélène Ruiz Fabri (ed), International Law and Litigation:  
 A Look into Procedure (Nomos 2019, OA).
• ‘Court of the Eurasian Economic Union’ in MPEiPro  
 (OUP 2019).
• ‘Democratic Legitimacy and Non-Majoritarian Institutions:  
 Reflections on the Functional and Democratic Legitimacy of  
 International Adjudicative Bodies and Independent  
 Regulatory Agencies’ in Hélène Ruiz Fabri and others (eds),  
 International Judicial Legitimacy: New Voices and  
 Approaches (Nomos 2020, OA).
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The	Proceduralisation	of	Substantive	Rights	and	its	Impact	
on	the	Scope	of	the	Obligation	to	Prosecute	Mass	Atrocities
	 Ezéchiel	Amani	Cirimwami

  This research aims to examine the extent to which human 
rights law contributes to the emergence of an obligation to 
prosecute or extradite under international law, beyond the 
limited scope of treaties. Doctrine and institutions such as 
the ILC have sought to establish whether there is a customary 
obligation to extradite or prosecute under international 
law. Reflections in this respect are not always satisfactory. 
International human rights law is an under-researched area 
when determining the existence of an obligation to extradite 
or prosecute. And yet human rights law provides for various 
obligations from which a procedural obligation to extradite or 
prosecute perpetrators of serious or gross violations of human 
rights could be inferred, including international crimes for which 
there is no such obligation in treaties. This research will provide 
a detailed analysis of human rights case law at the international 
and regional levels. It will focus on the proceduralisation of 
substantive rights and assess how this judicial activism has 
so far broadened the scope of States’ obligations, including by 
imposing on States a procedural obligation to investigate and 
prosecute.

Main	publications:
• ‘Does the United Nations Convention Against Torture  
 Oblige States Parties to Criminalize Torture in their Domestic  
 Laws?’(Harvard International Law Journal, 12/02/2019)  
 <https://harvardilj.org/2019/01/does-the-united-nations- 
 convention-against-tor ture-oblige-states-par ties-to- 
 criminalize-torture-in-their-domestic-laws/> accessed 25  
 January 2021. 
• ‘Fashioning Rights in the African Court of Human and Peoples’  
 Rights: Understanding the Proceduralisation of Substantives 
 Rights’ (2020) 4 African Human Rights Yearbook 1.
• ‘The Special Criminal Court in the Central African Republic’ in  
 MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021).

Judicial	Activism	and	LGBT	Human	Rights
	 Dr	Olivier	Baillet

  This project, which entails collective and individual 
aspects, aims at exploring the specific relationship between 
judicial activism and the promotion, denial or restriction of 
LGBT human rights, by adopting a comparative approach 
encompassing regional, domestic, constitutional, and 
international fora.

  It questions the interpretative and argumentative methods 
used by judges, which not only differ from one legal order to 
another, but also over time, to serve strategic or judicial policy 
goals. Procedural constraints that surround adjudicative bodies, 
such as admissibility criteria, the treatment of third parties, and 
the forms of control and sanction they are empowered with, will 
also be of significant importance.

  This methodological approach will be complemented by 
one that is more result-oriented, aimed at evaluating, in terms of 
legitimacy and efficiency, the benefits and limits of adjudication 
as a tool for the promotion of LGBT rights. Attention will be 
devoted in that regard to the reaction of other non-judicial 
authorities and bodies within each system.

2.4.2. Ongoing Projects
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Great	Expectations:	
The	Limits	and	Possibilities	of	Restorative	Justice	
in	International	Criminal	Adjudication
	 Carlos	Bichet	Nicoletti

  This research lies at the intersection of different 
subfields such as international criminal law, international 
human rights law, transitional justice and international 
legal theory, which in combination are used to analyse how 
substantive conceptions of justice, in this case restorative 
justice, espoused by international criminal courts and 
tribunals in their decisions and reports affect their rules 
of procedure and overall legal framework. It does so by 
studying how the rules on victim participation, reparations, 
and complementarity can be understood under a restorative 
justice framework which puts core elements such as the 
harm suffered, relational and participatory considerations, 
and the principle of democracy at the forefront. In that 
sense, the research tries to understand how these elements 
of restorative justice fit into the procedural rules of tribunals 
such as the International Criminal Court when they purport to 
be the correct response to gross human rights violations and 
international crimes.

State	Responsibility	for	Judicial	Acts	before	Investment	
Arbitral	Tribunals
	 Ivan	Cavdarevic

  This research, in the field of investment arbitration, 
focuses on a particular group of investor-State disputes 
initiated due to the judicial acts of host States. It is, therefore, 
most directly related to the issue of State responsibility for 
judicial acts. It firstly examines various grounds on which a 
State can be held liable for the conduct of its judicial organs 
and studies their development in general international law. 
Secondly, the research analyses the particular standards of 
protection developed through international investment law 
and the recent practice of investment tribunals. The research 
aims to determine whether and to what extent the grounds 
for State responsibility for judicial acts applied by investment 
tribunals differ from those traditionally used in other fields 
of international law. The central thesis put forward is that 
international investment law has indeed somewhat reshaped 
the grounds and scope of State responsibility for judicial acts. 
Ultimately the research addresses and explains the substantive 
and procedural features of international investment law that 
have contributed to such a development.

  Ivan is carrying out his doctoral research in the framework 
of the DTU-REMS project (see Chapter VI). He expects to submit 
his PhD thesis in May 2021.

Main	publications:
• ‘Bifurcation and Trifurcation Decisions’ in Hélène Ruiz Fabri  
 and Edoardo Stoppioni (eds), International Investment Law:  
 An Analysis of Major Decisions (Hart forthcoming 2021).
• ‘Ethical standards for international arbitrators’ in MPEiPro  
 (OUP forthcoming 2021).
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Fostering	the	Production	by	Private	Companies	of	Healthy	
and	Sustainable	Food:	A	Behavioural	Approach
	 Dr	Alessandra	Donati
 In collaboration with Prof. Anne-Lise Sibony (UCLouvain) 

  Food represents one of the greatest health and 
environmental challenges society faces today. To guarantee 
that food is sustainable, ‘a revolutionary change’ in food 
systems is essential. This change will only be possible if it 
takes place simultaneously across a range of sectors, and if it is 
carefully coordinated within an overall strategy that allows the 
implementation of pluralist and sustainable food governance 
based on a partnership between public institutions and private 
actors. In this context, the research focuses on the role of private 
companies. While some companies have already undergone a 
significant transformation of their core business towards more 
sustainability, others are still anchored in a ‘business as usual’ 
scenario that neglects any transition. In terms of methodology, 
the research uses behavioural sciences to better understand 
companies’ behaviour and reflect such better understanding in 
legal regulation. A large body of empirical research reveals that 
the strict rationality assumption - according to which individuals 
are rational agents who take a rational decision in each situation 
- is inaccurate. Individuals, including corporate officers and 
managers, have limited cognitive resources and are affected by 
motivation and emotion – that is, they are boundedly rational. 
In light of the above, the project puts forward some proposals 
on how to better translate behavioural sciences under EU law to 
foster private companies’ production of healthy and sustainable 
food.

The	Relevance	of	Applicable	Law	in	Ensuring	a	Consistent	
International	Investment	Jurisprudence	and	the	Future	of	
Investor-State	Adjudication
	 Somesh	Dutta

  The thesis is written within the IMPRS-SDR (see chapter 
V.3.), under the supervision of Prof. Ruiz Fabri. It will be 
defended at the University of Luxembourg.

Sound	Administration	of	Justice	within	the	ICJ	Procedure	
	 Juliana	Guerra

  The research aspires to understand the contours and 
functions of the ‘sound administration of justice’ notion in the 
procedure of the ICJ. The ICJ relies on the notion of sound 
administration of justice in multiple situations, yet the notion is 
only rarely explored in scholarship. Understanding its functions 
can be a useful tool to enhance the use of its multifaceted 
potentialities in the procedure of international courts and 
tribunals. The research relies on ICJ practice and research 
tools such as Jus Mundi. There is (i) a quantitative aspect – 
the analysis of decisions, pleadings/written submissions by 
parties, judges’ opinions, a total of 285 references to the sound 
administration of justice from 1924-2020 –, and (ii) a qualitative 
critical analysis of the notion's purpose in different situations. 
The project identifies references and uses of the Sound 
Administration of Justice by categories: collegial decisions, 
judges’ individual opinions, and party’s pleadings. The 
research then assesses the principle’s function in each case 
and identifies patterns and categories for its use. The thesis 
reaches the qualitative identification of two main functional 
categories associated to the notion.

Main	publications:
• ‘Exceções Preliminares ligadas às incompatibilidades  
 entre o pedido dos litigantes e a função contenciosa da Corte  
 Internacional de Justiça’ in Lucas Lima and Arno Dal Ri Jr  
 (eds), A jurisprudência da Corte Internacional de Justiça,  
 História e influência no Direito Internacional (Del Rey 2020).
• ‘Translation: International Court of Justice (ICJ)’ in MPEiPro 
 (OUP forthcoming 2021).
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Jus	Cogens	Norms	as	Normative	Perplexities	in	International	
Law	–	International	Law	Constitutionalism	as	a	Way	to	Explain	
their	Emergence,	Nature,	and	Function
	 Luis	Angel	López	Zamora

  The jus cogens norms were positivised in 1969; however, 
no coherent theory around them has been formulated. This 
situation resulted in a study begun in 2014 by the ILC (nearing 
conclusion). The task has shown to be daunting. Indeed, it 
is difficult to picture a harmonic coexistence between jus 
cogens norms and other international law institutions, when 
their function (namely, to limit States’ will) collides with basic 
notions of positivism, which is still a major influential force in 
international law. In order to contribute to the work currently 
devoted to that topic, the research advances the following 
hypothesis: jus cogens norms can be explained (coherently) by 
the application of a reinforced understanding of international 
law constitutionalism, specifically, if the notion of ‘ordre public’ 
is used. To that end, the thesis analyses (a) constitutionalism 
in international law and its decline (theoretical limitations), (b) 
the potential use of the notion of ‘ordre public’, (c) the expansive 
effect of jus cogens norms, and (d) their connection with 
international constitutionalism.

Main	publications:
• ‘Country Reports – Peru’ (2019) 30 Yearbook of International  
 Environmental Law.
• (with Maria Bertal and César Landa), ‘Peru Report’ (2019)  
 2018 Global Review of Constitutional Law 229 
• ‘Revision of Judgment: Inter-American Court of Human  
 Rights (IACtHR)’ in MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021).

QPC	et	droit	de	la	culture
	 Dr	Lily	Martinet
 In collaboration with Research Prof. Marie Cornu 
 (ISP – project leader) 
 and Dr Nicolas Thiébaut (ISP – 2nd scientific coordinator)

  This project focuses on the interactions between culture 
and French constitutional law. More specifically, through the 
theme of culture it studies the first ten years of the application 
of the procedure of ‘question prioritaire de constitutionnalité’ 
(QPC), which can be roughly translated as ‘application for a 
priority preliminary ruling on the issue of constitutionality’. 
The project’s goal was to show how the QPC procedure has 
contributed to shaping art and culture law, and reciprocally 
how the latter influences the evolution of constitutional law, as 
well as the understanding of fundamental rights and liberties 
in French law. Special attention was paid to the capacity of 
litigants to argue their claims as cultural. The study was not 
limited to QPC case law; it also looked at decisions handed 
down by the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) and the 
European Court of Justice. 

  The project was financed by the French Constitutional 
Council as part of a broader research programme designed to 
celebrate the tenth anniversary of the introduction of the QPC in 
French law.

Main	publications:
• (with Marie Cornu and others), ‘Special Issue: QPC et droit de  
 la culture’ (2020) Titre 7, OA.
• (with Marie Cornu and others), QPC et droit de la culture –  
 Rapport final (Conseil constitutionnel 2020, OA).
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The	Sovereign	Shift	in	International	Investment	Law
	 Bianca	Nalbandian

  China, together with the other BRICS countries and 
alongside the Gulf States and other emerging markets, have 
considerably grown in economic weight and political power. 
As Eastern and Southern countries became global capital 
exporters streamlining investment flows towards both the 
Southern and the Northern hemispheres, investments by State-
owned entities, and investment vehicles such as sovereign 
wealth funds have reached extraordinary heights in both 
number and capital flow.

  Such a considerable presence of the State in the global 
financial markets has prompted international investors and 
investments ‘to shift’ from a fundamentally private to an 
abundantly sovereign character. This is reflective of a broader 
geopolitical trend, often referred to as State capitalism. In 
this context, the international investment legal framework 
may have to adapt to the changing macro-political drifts and 
new economic forces. This doctoral project aims precisely at 
exploring the impacts that such sovereign actors’ presence in 
the international investment arena may cast on the international 
investment legal framework.

  Bianca carries out her doctoral research in the framework 
of the DTU-REMS project (see Chapter VI).

Main	publications:
• ‘EU Foreign Direct Investment Screening in Pandemic Times: 
 Between EU Protection and EU Protectionisms’  
 (Blogdroiteuropeen, 07/04/2020) <https:/blogdroiteuropeen. 
 com/2020/04/07/eu-foreign-direct-investment-screening- 
 i n - p a n d e mi c -t ime s - b e t we e n - e u - p rote c t i o n -a n d - e u  
 p rote c t i o n is ms- by- b ia n c a - na lb a n d ia n />ac c e s s e d 6  
 December 2020.
• ‘Security for Costs’ in MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021).

Judicial	Activism	at	the	World	Trade	Organization:	
A	Comparative	Analysis
	 Trung	Nguyen	

  The thesis is written within the IMPRS-SDR (see chapter 
V.3.) under the supervision of Prof. Ruiz Fabri. It will be defended 
at the University of Luxembourg.

Digitalisation	and	International	Financial	Disputes	
	 Dominik	Ornig	

  The thesis is written within the IMPRS-SDR (see chapter 
V.3.) under the supervision of Prof. Ruiz Fabri. It will be defended 
at the University of Luxembourg.
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The	Costs	and	Expenses	at	the	European	Court	of	Human	Rights	
	 Ezgi	Özlü

  This research aims to understand how ECtHR practice 
on procedural costs impacts the nature of the cases brought 
before it. The main focus is on analysing the Court’s position on 
legal aid awards and the reimbursement of costs and expenses 
(‘c&e’). In this respect, this study covers the following issues: 
How does the ECtHR assess the criteria for c&e and legal aid 
awards? Does the Court’s practice on procedural costs differ 
depending on the nature of the case, or the characteristics of 
the applicants or representatives? A review of the phase of 
the execution of judgments, with regards to both the different 
practices of Member States and the role of the Committee of 
Ministers, is also carried out. These issues are analysed at a 
time when the Convention system is searching for a balance 
between guaranteeing effective access to individual justice, 
judicial efficiency, and case management policies. The work 
adopts empirical research of primary sources together with 
theoretical and comparative approaches without omitting the 
economic and socio-political aspects of the topic.

Main	publications:
• (with Elisabeth Lambert), ‘Just Satisfaction: European Court 
 of Human Rights (ECtHR)’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2020).
• ‘Legal Aid’ in MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021).

Judges	Facing	Doubts:	Proof	beyond	Reasonable	Doubt	
Before	the	International	Court	of	Justice
	 Tatiana	Renno

  The ICJ is bound by no standard of proof and is free to 
build up its own rules of evidence. The Court has been reluctant 
to develop – be it in its Rules of the Court or its jurisprudence – 
explicit and foreseeable standards of proof. Nevertheless, the 
Court makes an exception for ‘charges of exceptional gravity’; 
charges of genocide stand out as an exception to this pattern 
as the Court requires a particularly high standard of proof, 
similar to that applied for guilt in criminal law. Such a standard, 
however entails both practical and theoretical consequences. 
First, such a stringent standard is particularly difficult to 
meet, especially within the particular context of international 
adjudication. Second, applying such a stringent standard 
also reflects how declaring a violation of primary norms like 
genocide, is assimilated to being a social stigma as strong as a 
criminal sanction.

  The requirement for such a high standard of proof is the 
starting point of this PhD project, which aims at drawing the 
practical and the theoretical consequences of the evidentiary 
practice of the Court.

Main	publications:
• ‘Le juge et le doute : L’État face à l’opprobre devant la Cour  
 internationale de Justice’ in Anne Millet-Devalle (ed),  
 International Community and Rights of Humanity: Myth and  
 Achievements (Editoriale Scientifica forthcoming 2021).
• 'Circumstantial Evidence' in MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021).
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Women	and	International	Law
 Prof.	Hélène	Ruiz	Fabri,	with	the	participation	
	 of	Kritika	Sharma
 In collaboration with Prof. Nienke Grossman (University of  
 Baltimore), Prof. Jaya Ramji-Nogales (Temple University), 
 and Prof. Beth Van Schaack (Stanford University) 

  Since the American Journal of International Law published 
Charlesworth, Chinkin, and Wright’s ground-breaking ‘Feminist 
Approaches to International Law’, women have made tremendous 
strides within international law, and important normative 
developments have taken place both internationally and regionally. 
The 1995 Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action adopted 
by 189 countries seeks to remedy gender-based inequalities. 
International institutions now recognise that women’s rights are 
human rights. However, though jurisprudence and authoritative 
interpretations of human rights exhibit increased awareness of 
gendered dimensions of discrimination, full equality remains 
elusive. While some women have achieved high positions in 
circles of international law, parity remains a distant goal in many 
contexts. With a view toward exposing, exploring, and achieving 
this unmet potential and responding to these new challenges, this 
project will interrogate women’s interrelationship with international 
law’s institutions, norms, movements, and theoretical approaches, 
with the aim of advancing the scholarly discussion on women, 
feminism, and gender in international law. 

Main	publication:
• (with Nienke Grossman and others) (eds), The Oxford  
 Handbook of Women and International Law (OUP   
 forthcoming 2022).

The	Power	of	Procedure
	 Prof.	Hélène	Ruiz	Fabri

  This project demonstrates the ‘power of procedure’, 
attracting attention to its often under-estimated importance 
and political dimension. Procedural rules govern the making 
and implementation of substantive rules, and are central to the 
functioning of any legal system, including the administration 
of justice, even though they may not have the initial intrigue 
of substantive law. It does not follow that procedure is only 
technical. The current impetus for legitimacy and accountability 
in decision-making can only be properly understood against a 
backdrop of material values. Thus, judicial procedure is based 
on values including fairness, equal treatment, the impartiality 
of judges, etc., which guarantee a proceeding’s fair result. This 
example shows that critically assessing the possibilities and 
limits of procedural rationality is not easy, especially when 
norms or important agreements are at stake, and the devil 
is in the procedural detail. The project includes case studies 
showing the shaping effect of procedural rules. 

Main	publication:
• ‘The Eternal Question of Ius Cogens Running Into Procedural  
 Hurdles’ (forthcoming 2021) 24 2019 Austrian Review of  
 International and European Law.
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Limits	and	Appeal	of	the	Fourth	Restatement
	of	US	Foreign	Relations	Law
	 Prof.	Hélène	Ruiz	Fabri

  This project was launched by the editorial board of the 
European Journal of International Law (EJIL), of which Prof. Ruiz 
Fabri was a member. In late 2018, the American Law Institute 
released a new volume of the Restatement (Fourth). Part 
update, this does not seek to match the broad coverage of the 
Restatement (Third), but focuses on three topics: (i) treaties, 
(ii) jurisdiction, and (iii) sovereign immunities. In all areas, it 
aims to reflect developments since 1987, when the Restatement 
(Third) appeared, and at times revises the earlier positions 
significantly. While briefly referred to in academic literature, 
the Restatement (Fourth) had at that time not been reviewed 
in depth. Prof. Ruiz Fabri was more specifically responsible for 
assessing the limits and appeal of the Restatement (Fourth). 

Key	event:
• EJIL Workshop ‘Less than a code [but] more than a treatise‘?  
 Reflections on the New Restatement’ (online, 15-16/10/2020).

Main	publication:
• ‘Limits and appeal of the Fourth Restatement of Foreign  
 Relations Law’ (forthcoming 2021) EJIL.

Litigation	of	Claims	Emanating	from	Situations	
of	Contested	Sovereignty
	 Arpita	Goswami	Sachdeva	

  The thesis is written within the IMPRS-SDR (see chapter 
V.3.) under the supervision of Prof. Ruiz Fabri. It will be defended 
at the University of Luxembourg.

Walking	the	Line	of	Accountability	and	Independence:	
Governance	of	the	International	Criminal	Court	by	the	
Assembly	of	States	Parties	to	the	Rome	Statute	
	 Kritika	Sharma

  With the power to legislate, starve the International 
Criminal Court (ICC) of funds, elect and dismiss the officials 
of the Court and exercise management oversight over its work, 
governance by the Assembly of States Parties to the Rome 
Statute (ASP) can have a significant impact on the judicial 
function of the Court. A prefatory analysis of the governance 
functions of the ASP highlights possible conflict between 
holding the Court accountable and ensuring the greatest level 
of judicial independence. This PhD project focuses on this 
vital aspect of the relationship between the ASP and the ICC. It 
addresses the relationship and aims at developing a model legal 
standard of good governance applicable to an international 
criminal court. Apart from preventing possible abuse of power 
by the ASP, this model legal standard of governance or aurea 
mediocritas would reposition governance as an asset rather 
than a possible medium of interference with the judicial 
function of the Court. Consequently, this project focuses on 
four key governance functions of the ASP through case studies; 
adoption of the Court’s budget, election of judges, providing 
management oversight, and amending the Rome Statute and 
the Rules of Procedure and Evidence.

Main	publications:
• ‘The Curious Case of Rule 165 of the Rules of Procedure and  
 Evidence: The Effect of Control Exercised by the Assembly of  
 States Parties over the International Criminal Court’ (2020)  
 20(2) International Criminal Law Review 285.
• ‘Independent Oversight Mechanism: International Criminal  
 Court (ICC)’ in MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021). 
• ‘Translation of Judgments: International Criminal Court  
 (ICC)’ in MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021). 
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Characterisation	of	Dispute	before	International	
Courts	and	Tribunals
	 Bin	Zhao

  This research focuses on the identification and 
characterisation of disputes in international dispute settlement 
systems, with a special focus on the ICJ, ITLOS, and inter-State 
arbitral tribunals. As the jurisprudence shows, the jurisdiction 
of international courts or tribunals hinges on the existence 
of a legal dispute and the characterisation of the dispute 
which separates the parties. However, the criteria to identify 
or characterise a dispute is unclear in practice. The judicial 
practices of different courts and tribunals have developed 
inconsistent and even contradictory approaches on this issue, 
which may hamper the principle of State’s consent and jeopardise 
the legality and credibility of dispute settlement mechanisms. 
Therefore, this study mainly investigates the following issues: 
How to scientifically characterise the existence, the nature, and 
the scope of a legal dispute in international litigation? How to 
draw the line between flexibility and predictability? What are 
the legal consequences of the phenomenon of ‘disaggregation’ 
of disputes in international law? The outcome of the project 
may provide clarity and guidance on the controversial issue of 
characterisation of dispute, which would help States to decide 
whether or not to bring cases before international courts or 
tribunals in the future.

Main	publications:
• ‘The Curious Case of Ghana/Côte d’Ivoire: A Consistent  
 Approach to Hydrocarbon Activities in the Disputed Area?‘  
 (2020) 10(1) Asian Journal of International Law 94. 
• ‘Position Paper’ in MPEiPro (OUP forthcoming 2021).
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3.	 International	Max	Planck	Research	School	for	Successful	Dispute	Resolution
  In 2009, Prof. Rüdiger Wolfrum and Prof. Burkhard Hess, 
through the MPI for Comparative Public Law and International 
Law (Heidelberg) and the Law Faculty of the University of 
Heidelberg, founded the International Max Planck Research 
School for Successful Dispute Resolution in International 
Law (IMPRS-SDR). Today, the IMPRS-SDR represents a multi-
institutional effort by the MPI Luxembourg – which has 
assumed a leading position since 2013 – the Universities of 
Heidelberg and Luxembourg, the Max Planck Foundation for 

International Peace and the Rule of Law (MPFPR), and the 
MPI for Comparative Public Law and International Law. The 
representatives of the School are Prof. Hess and Prof. Thomas 
Pfeiffer. 

  In December 2020, MPG President Stratmann endorsed 
the recommendation of the Evaluation Committee to continue 
the School for a third working period beginning December 31, 
2020.

  International dispute settlement is essential to secure 
peace, stability, and the rule of law in a globalised and multi-
polar world order, in which States are no longer the sole 
determinants of international relations. The current questioning 
and purposeful disruption by some States of the rules-
based international order that has solidified since the 1990s 
reinforces the need for efficient and effective international 
dispute settlement mechanisms. Furthermore, as a result 
of globalisation and a multiplication of cross-border legal 
situations, modern-day litigants may choose from a multitude 
of courts and arbitral tribunals at domestic, international, 
and transnational levels in order to resolve their disputes and 
enforce their rights.

  In recognition of these developments, the aim of the 
IMPRS-SDR has been to analyse the dynamics of different 
mechanisms solving international disputes. In doing so, the 
IMPRS-SDR programme researches the institutional and 
procedural conditions that lead to successful international 
dispute resolution. 

  The research of the School focuses on various types 
of dispute resolution mechanisms. The notion of ‘dispute 
resolution’ refers to institutions and proceedings in which, 
on a legal basis, impartial third parties decide a dispute or 
conciliate a controversy. Conciliation procedures and mediation 
proceedings are also studied within the School. The research 
includes national, supranational, and international courts 
and tribunals; arbitration proceedings (especially investor-
State and commercial arbitration); trade adjudicatory bodies; 
international insolvency proceedings; and alternative dispute 
resolution methods. In addition, the IMPRS-SDR investigates 
the structures and deontology of dispute resolution bodies and 
their stakeholders. 

3.1. Research	Focus
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  Furthermore, the IMPRS-SDR focuses on 
international dispute resolution, i.e. the dispute resolution 
mechanisms based on both public and private international 
law where parties are engaged in cross-border interchange. 
Accordingly, the School’s programme includes State courts 
and proceedings before them when foreign elements 
are present. International institutions and proceedings 
examined within the School include: 

•  the International Court of Justice (ICJ);
•  the World Trade Organisation (WTO) dispute settlement  
 mechanism;
•  the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (ITLOS);
• the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR);
• the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU); 
• the International Criminal Court (ICC);
• various arbitral institutions such as the International  
 Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes (ICSID);
• and other initiatives concerning international dispute  
 settlement, e.g. the European Commission’s proposal for the 
 establishment of an international investment court system. 

  During the last ten years, the School has examined 
the profound changes in international dispute settlement.
The aim of its research is to determine what makes a 
particular international dispute resolution successful. While 
the meaning of ‘success’ for individual research projects is 
not determined, study into successful dispute resolution 
includes the following different aspects: 

1. What conditions must be met by an institution offering 
 dispute resolution for it to be accepted and used by parties? 
2. When, and under what conditions, are the decisions of an 
 institution well accepted and enforced? 
3. How impartial, independent, and transparent are various 
 dispute resolution institutions? 
4. Ultimately, how is successful international dispute  
 resolution affected by the relationship between  
 professional rules (codes of conduct) and procedural law  
 rules on impartiality, as well as the general qualifications  
 of stakeholders in various fields of dispute resolution  
 (mediation, insolvency, enforcement)?

  For its next working period, the IMPRS-SDR will 
propose an indicative list of topics in its call for applications, 
in order to better streamline the latter and to facilitate the 
integration of the successful candidates within the research 
programmes of the partner institutions. 

  The research conducted is, furthermore, practice-
oriented. On the one hand, the aim of the research projects 
is not limited to scientific and academic contributions; 
topics and approaches are adopted with their potential 
practical application and relevance in mind. On the other 
hand, individual research projects of the PhD students 
benefit from practical experiences offered to them within 
the traineeship and fellowship programmes with institutions 
such as the Permanent Court of Arbitration in The Hague, 
the CJEU, and the ECtHR. 

3.2. A	Practice-Oriented	Approach
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Advisory Board
  The IMPRS-SDR is supported by an 
Advisory Board, whose members regularly 
participate in the monthly meetings and 
biannual seminars  of the School. In addition, 
they offer their opinions and feedback on 
the scientific orientation of the IMPRS-SDR. 
At present, the Advisory Board consists of 
the following academics and practitioners: 
Alexis Mourre (Former president of the ICC), 
Allan Rosas (Former judge of the CJEU); 
Christoph Schreuer (Prof. em. University of 
Vienna); Mark Villiger (Prof. em. University of 
Basel, former judge at the ECtHR); Andreas 
Voßkuhle (Prof. University of Freiburg, 
former president of the German Federal 
Constitutional Court); Sir Michael Wood, 
KCMG (Cambridge/London). 

Coordination
  The IMPRS-SDR is coordinated 
by Dr Michalis Spyropoulos, Research 
Operations Coordinator of the Department 
of European and Comparative Procedural 
Law of the MPI Luxembourg. He took over 
in September 2020 from Dr Ana Harvey, a 
Research Fellow who successfully completed 
her PhD through the IMPRS-SDR in 2020. 
From April to December 2019, the School 
was coordinated by Dr Edouard Fromageau, 
Senior Research Fellow of the Department of 
International Law and Dispute Resolution. 

Internal Organisation
  The MPI Luxembourg funds 10 full-
time doctoral positions in the IMPRS. The 
Research School is led by Prof. Hélène Ruiz 
Fabri, who currently supervises four Fellows 
(all second working period), and Prof. Hess 
who supervises four additional Fellows (one 
from the first working period, three from the 
second).  

  IMPRS students are fully integrated 
into a Research Department. For the period 
2019-2020, of the 12 IMPRS students at 
the Institute, five were integrated into the 
Department of European and Comparative 
Procedural Law, and seven in the Department 
of International Law and Dispute Resolution. 
Therefore, the IMPRS students benefit from 
the same scientific training and support, and 
contribute to the same scientific activities, 
as all the Research Fellows.

3.3. Organisational	Structure	

         Supervision
SUPERVISORS INSTITUTION

1 Prof. Burkhard Hess MPI Luxembourg (spokesperson)

2 Prof. Thomas Pfeiffer University of Heidelberg (spokesperson)

3 Prof. em. Rüdiger Wolfrum MPFPR Heidelberg (former spokesperson)

4 Prof. em. Peter-Christian Müller-Graff University of Heidelberg

5 Prof. Andreas Piekenbrock University of Heidelberg

6 Prof. Ekkehard Reimer University of Heidelberg

             	SUPERVISORS	WHO	JOINED	DURING	THE	SECOND	WORKING	PERIOD	(2015-2020)			

7 Prof. Gilles Cuniberti University of Luxembourg

8 Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri MPI Luxembourg

9 Prof. Matthew Happold University of Luxembourg

10 Prof. Christoph Kern University of Heidelberg

11 Prof. Séverine Menétrey University of Luxembourg

12 Prof. Marc-Philippe Weller University of Heidelberg

13 Prof. Anne Peters MPI Heidelberg

14 Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro CJEU

15 Prof. Anja Seibert-Fohr University of Heidelberg / ECtHR

16 Prof. Maud Piers Ghent University

17 Prof. Raphaële Rivier University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne
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Luxembourg

 Since its foundation, the mainspring of the IMPRS-
SDR international research environment is the student body 
comprising 21 different nationalities. Such a composition 

in terms of qualifications, experience and diversity of 
background puts the IMPRS-SDR in a perfect position to carry 
on with a genuinely international comparative approach. 

3.4.	Internationality	of	the	School
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The	following	list	refers	to	PhD	theses	written	at	the	MPI	Luxembourg.	
All	doctoral	dissertations	are	listed	in	the	Evaluation	Report	2015-2020: 
www.mpi.lu/imprs-sdr/.

First Working Period
	 	 	 Dr	Ana	Harvey	
	 	 	 Public	Hearings	in	Investor-State	Treaty	Arbitration:	
	 	 	 evisiting	the	Principle

  This thesis is a study of contemporary understandings and applications of the old idea that justice must be seen to be 
done. From open air trials in ancient Athens to cameras and Twitter in courtrooms, public hearings have travelled a long road 
over the centuries. Their journey does not end there: public hearings have recently entered the traditionally confidential world 
of investment arbitration. Seeking to contribute to the discussion on the practical implementation of this newly imported 
requirement into the unique context of investment treaty arbitration, this thesis examines public hearings as part of a bigger 
picture. 

  In an era of expanded media coverage of public hearings, enlargement of its audiences, and the possibility to instantly 
disseminate information about such hearings through new technologies, novel paths for procedural openness and challenges 
for courts have been created. By analysing the pertinent case law, legal framework and practical solutions adopted by 
national and international courts and tribunals, the thesis demonstrates that not only has the principle itself been renewed 
and transformed, but so have changed the procedures in which the principle operates whilst seeking to adapt to it. 

Second Working Period
	 	 	 Dr	Stavroula	Angoura
	 	 	 The	Impartiality	and	Independence	of	Arbitrators	
	 	 	 in	International	Commercial	Arbitration

  This thesis investigates whether a common ‘international public policy’ core exists with regard to the concepts of 
‘impartiality’ and ‘independence’ of arbitrators in international commercial arbitration, while acknowledging specificities of 
national legal orders. The procedures and preconditions to contest an arbitrator impartiality in annulment or enforcement 
proceedings in international commercial arbitration are disputable, as well as the effect of the mechanism of waiver on these 
procedures.

 

3.5. Completed	PhD	Projects
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	 	 	 Dr	Michael	De	Boeck	
	 	 	 The	Compatibility	of	ISDS	Provisions	in	Bilateral	
	 	 	 Investment	Treaties	and	the	Energy	
	 	 	 Charter	Treaty	with	EU	Law

  The thesis examines the relationship between EU law and investor-State arbitration provisions in Member States’ 
international investment agreements (IIAs), notably the BITs and the Energy Charter Treaty (ECT). It separates the international 
validity of those treaties from their legal effects in the EU legal order. 

  The analysis is divided into  three parts. The first concludes that those ISDS provisions remain valid under international 
law conflict norms. The second examines the status and legal value of IIA’s in the EU legal order under EU conflict norms. 
While BITs and the ECT enjoy some recognition through EU law, this remains bounded by the notion of the autonomy of EU 
law. The third part examines the requirements imposed by the autonomy of EU law and concludes that the ISDS provisions in 
most BITs and in the ECT are incompatible with the concept of autonomy.

	 	 	 Dr	Javier	García	Olmedo
	 	 	 The	Recognition	of	Nationality	under	International	Law:	
	 	 	 A	Comparison	between	the	Law	of	Diplomatic	Protection	
	 	 	 and	International	Investment	Law

  Nationality plays a vital role in international investment law. Virtual access to investment treaties depends on the 
claimant investor qualifying as a national of one of the Contracting Parties (i.e. the home State). However, many investment 
treaties are premised on a rather rudimentary set of provisions defining who is an eligible national or investor. Investment 
jurisprudence supports broad definitions of investor, enabling the practice of nationality planning whereby corporations 
and individuals create diversity of nationality aiming to gain access to investment arbitration or benefiting from the most 
liberal investment treaties. The thesis examines the most common methods of nationality planning and the position adopted 
by investment tribunals towards the latter. Although allowing nationality planning may have certain benefits, the policy 
concerns against this practice overweigh those benefits. Three approaches are discussed: the rule of dominant and effective 
nationality, ‘self-invoking’ denial of benefits clauses, and waiver provisions.

	 	 	 Dr	Elena	Ivanova	
	 	 	 The	Competing	Jurisdictions	of	the	WTO	and	the	UNCLOS	Dispute
	 	 	 Settlement	Fora	in	the	Context	of	Multifaceted	Disputes

  The dissertation examines the interaction between different dispute settlement mechanisms, while exploring the 
challenges that multifaceted disputes straddling different treaty regimes pose to international courts and tribunals of limited 
jurisdiction. It addresses the problem through the lenses of the WTO treaty and the United Nations Convention on the Law of 
the Sea (UNCLOS). It provides answers to the following questions: to what extent can adjudicatory bodies refer to other rules 
of international law, especially treaty rules, given their limited jurisdiction; what are the implications of the pronouncements 
of the UNCLOS courts and tribunals with respect to the WTO Dispute Settlements Body (DSB) and vice versa; how should they 
approach multifaceted disputes involving both WTO law and law of the sea issues; and what rules govern their interaction? 
The ultimate aim of the dissertation has been to propose a solution in case a multifaceted dispute allegedly involving 
different treaties is submitted for resolution before different dispute settlement fora and to contribute to the discussion on 
international procedural law.
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First Working Period
	 	 	 Edith	Wagner	
	 	 	 Repetitive	Cases	in	the	Practice	
	 	 	 of	the	European	Court	of	Human	Rights

  The increasing reliance on international adjudication is both a blessing and a curse for international courts. The ECtHR 
was particularly affected but also progressive in finding new solutions to the caseload crisis. The ECtHR has developed 
bespoke procedures for repetitive cases, started to use IT-technology to accelerate certain procedural steps and manage its 
caseload, streamlined internal processes, and overhauled parts of its institutional structure.

  The PhD is based on case study of the ECtHR, where extensive fieldwork was conducted. It builds on existing 
scholarship on dispute systems design and incorporates scholarship on case management in civil litigation. The thesis 
provides a comprehensive overview and critical examination of these developments. 

Second Working Period
	 	 	 Basile	Chartier
	 	 	 Settlement	Agreements	in	International	
	 	 	 Economic	Law

  This thesis focuses on the process and outcome of decisions to litigate or to negotiate in amicable dispute settlement 
in international trade and investment law, comparing legal aspects of agreed settlement of disputes and judicial means. It is 
argued that major instruments in international economic law tend to reflect and reinforce the primacy of agreed solutions.

  Basile submitted his manuscript in November 2020. However, the thesis committee found that it was not ripe for 
defence and did not allow it. As the PhD was developed under a co-supervision agreement, Basile indicated that he would 
pursue his PhD project at the University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne only.

3.6. Ongoing	PhD	Projects

107



	 	 	 Somesh	Dutta	
	 	 	 The	Relevance	of	Applicable	Law	in	Ensuring	a	Consistent	International	Investment	
	 	 	 Jurisprudence	and	the	Future	of	Investor-State	Adjudication

  Foreign investments are governed by a complex web of bilateral and plurilateral international investment agreements 
(IIAs). The existing investor-State dispute settlement (ISDS) mechanism appears well complemented, because of the large 
number of cases being filed under IIAs. However, in the recent past, this mechanism faced severe backlash owing, inter alia, 
to its ‘complexity and the lack of predictability of ISDS decisions’.

  The thesis focuses on the substantive side of the international investment adjudication (i.e., the analysis of the 
‘applicable law’ and how it is relevant in ensuring a consistent international investment jurisprudence). The research aims 
to answer to the question of ‘what level of consistency is desirable’ considering the fragmented nature of IIAs and how to 
balance the interpretive obligations, on part of the adjudicators, as per the rules of public international law. The research then 
focuses on how investor-State dispute settlements is evolving and what the role of an investment court system (ICS) would 
be, amongst other, in ensuring a ‘consistency and predictability’ in international investment jurisprudence.

	 	 	 Trung	Nguyen	
	 	 	 Judicial	Activism	at	the	World	Trade	Organization:	
	 	 	 A	Comparative	Analysis

  This PhD thesis looks at the so-called ‘judicial activism’ in the WTO dispute settlement system from a comparative 
perspective. Using a sociological approach, it defines ‘judicial activism’ as when international adjudicators do more than 
they should in lieu of prevailing judicial conduct and societal considerations. The thesis will present a trichotomy model 
to determine ‘judicial activism’ in international law, namely ‘substantive activism', ‘procedural activism’, and ‘institutional 
activism'. Next, it will analyse ‘judicial activism’ in the WTO dispute settlement system in comparison to the CJEU. This 
dissertation will make several proposals and suggestions for the understanding of judicial activism in international law and 
at the WTO. 

	 	 	 Dominik	Ornig	
	 	 	 Digitalisation	and	International	Financial	Disputes	

  Financial digitisation is set to fundamentally change the dynamics of many international dispute resolution mechanisms 
and of their enforcement. Continued efforts to create central bank issued digital currencies (CBDC) will provide a universally 
accepted means of payment, which may serve as a basis for further integration of other digital financial products. This PhD 
aims to evaluate the impact of programmable financial products on international disputes. This extends to sovereign smart 
contracts, tokenised assets, and to automation in decision making or enforcement. Particular emphasis is made on disputes 
involving international investments, sanctions, and sovereign debt restructurings. The dynamics of these disputes pose more 
fundamental questions including, amongst others, whether cascading interconnected digital financial instruments would fall 
within the scope of the current investment disputes regime at all or whether the use of CBDC’s in economic warfare calls for 
an overhaul of the financial sanctions regime.
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	 	 	 Arpita	Sachdeva	
	 	 	 Litigation	of	Claims	Emanating	from	the	Situations	
	 	 	 of	Contested	Sovereignty

  In recent years, claims arising from situations of qualified or disputed sovereignty have been brought before various 
international courts and tribunals. These claims characterise the adjudication of disputes  concerning questions of 
sovereignty as not requiring the final decision of international bodies. This owes to the lack of international jurisdiction to 
settle questions of sovereignty. This doctoral proposal offers to conduct a systematic study of the life cycle of such claims 
– beginning with the institution of proceedings, their judicial processing, the procedural and substantive challenges, final 
outcome of the claim, and the impact of the judicial decision on the underlying question of sovereignty. 

	 	 	 Giorgia	Spolverato	
	 	 	 The	Use	of	Predictive	Justice	Algorithms	
	 	 	 to	Streamline	Civil	Proceedings	

  The resort to predictive justice algorithms for the resolution of civil disputes has been increasing markedly. Due to the 
lack of appropriate regulation, this upward trend causes serious concerns regarding the compatibility between algorithmic 
predictive justice and the right to due process. The PhD looks into the regulatory approaches adopted by the Council of 
Europe and the EU in order to pinpoint the rights and principles endorsed to the political, social, and economic interests 
driving the policy-making process. The analysis of two national initiatives – the French Datajust decree and the Predictive 
Jurisprudence project, ongoing at the Tribunal of Genova – allows identifying the impact of such regulatory strategies 
on national frameworks for the development and implementation of algorithm-based predictive justice systems. The two 
projects aim at the realisation of algorithmic-based software to make predictions on the compensation to victims of bodily 
injuries, and to understand the ways challenges posed to the right to due process are being concretely addressed.
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4.			Max	Planck	Fellow	Research	Group

 Led by Prof. Pierre-Henri Conac, the Max Planck Fellow 
Research Group will work on the regime of administrative 
sanctions in financial markets law in the European Union (EU). 
Since the turn of the century, there has been a growing recognition 
by the European legislator that administrative sanctions are 
effective in the regulation of financial markets. This effectiveness 
is important not just from a financial law perspective, but also in 
an overarching context as recent financial crises have caused 
European democratic civil societies to demand increasing 
accountability in the financial sector. 

  Despite recent efforts towards harmonisation, the current 
legal landscape in the EU remains fragmented and in some areas 
practically incoherent. What is more, despite some harmonisation 
provided by the case law of the European Court of Human Rights, 
there is no common view among EU Member States on the 
procedural aspects of administrative sanctions. This situation 
is at odds with the European Commission’s objective to achieve 
‘supervisory convergence’ in the EU. The problem is even more 
pressing in a post-Brexit environment where the ‘equivalence’ 
of national regimes and sanctions will play a key role. In the 
EU, ‘equivalence’ refers to a process whereby the European 
Commission makes an assessment and decision regarding 
the equivalence of a third country’s regulatory, supervisory and 
enforcement regime with the corresponding EU framework. This 
affords third country firms cross-border access to the single 
financial market. This concept of equivalence is used throughout 
the world.

 The research will also be of interest at the international 
level. International standards in financial markets are set by the 
International Organization of Securities Commissions (IOSCO), 
which is currently working on how to achieve ‘Credible Deterrence 
in the Enforcement of Securities Regulation’. Such deterrence 
often takes the form of administrative sanctions. IOSCO is also 
working to facilitate cross-border access to financial markets and 
could play a role in the assessment of equivalence. As part of this 
assessment, the effectiveness of administrative sanctions must 
be similar among concerned jurisdictions. The work undertaken 
by the Max Planck Fellow Research Group will complement the 
work previously developed by the Department of International 
Law and Dispute Resolution through the 2018 conference on 
‘IOSCO and the New International Financial Architecture: What 
Role for IOSCO in the Development and Implementation of Cross-
border Regulation and Equivalence?’.

 In building upon this work, the current research project will 
analyse differences in substantive and procedural law to determine 
which provisions could benefit from more harmonisation in order 
to simplify and increase the effectiveness of enforcement. This 
research could have an impact on regulatory practice and legislative 
developments in the EU Member States, especially in a major 
financial centre like Luxembourg. This is due to the fact that the EU 
may, in future, review systems of administrative sanctions, impacting 
upon procedural law in this field. 

 The Group will welcome one Senior Research Fellow and 
two Research Fellows in 2021.

111



The Institute strives 
to promote scientific 
culture, creativity, and 
innovation among 
young researchers.
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VI. 
Support for 
Young Scientists

1.			Habilitation/Agrégation

The MPI Luxembourg promotes the personal and professional advancement of its researchers and 
has further developed a versatile and taylor-made support programme. It includes training seminars, 
post-doctoral summer schools, participation in the International Max Planck Research School for 
Successful Dispute Resolution (IMPRS-SDR), and scholarship grants for research stays. In addition, 
the Institute fosters the active participation of its researchers in internal and external scientific events. 
The academic advancement of MPI researchers is a testament to the excellence of the support 
received during their time at the Institute. 

  In 2020, two Senior Research Fellows were recognised for 
their outstanding work.

• In February, the title of 'Privatdozent'  was bestowed upon  
 Dr Björn Laukemann by the Faculty of Law of the University  
 of Heidelberg. The Faculty approved Björn Laukemann’s  
 Habilitation thesis and subsequently granted him the venia 
 legendi for private law, civil procedure, private international  
 law, and comparative law.

• In July, Dr Edoardo Stoppioni was awarded third place in the  
 ‘Concours national d’agrégation de droit public’, the French  
 National Professorial Examination in Public Law.  

  Both examinations are extremely competitive and regulate 
the appointment of fully tenured professors in Germany and 
France. Edoardo Stoppioni and Björn Laukemann are the 
first researchers from the MPI Luxembourg to achieve this 
qualification level. Dr Laukemann is now Professor at the 
University of Tübingen, Faculty of Law, and Dr Stoppioni is 
Professor at the University of Strasbourg, Faculty of Law. 
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2.			Defended	Doctoral	Dissertations	

Department	of	European	and	Comparative	Procedural	Law:

• Vincent Richard 
 (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne 
 and University of Luxembourg, 03/10/2019):
  ‘Le jugement par défaut dans l’espace judiciaire   
  européen’

Department	of	International	Law	and	Dispute	Resolution:

• Edoardo Stoppioni 
 (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, 23/03/2019): 
  ‘L’utilisation du droit international non-écrit 
  par le juge de l’OMC et l’arbitre de l’investissement’ 
• Henok Asmelash 
 (Bocconi University, 25/03/2019): 
  ‘The Regulation of Energy Subsidies in the WTO: 
  Bridge or Bottleneck for Sustainable Energy    
  Transition?’
• Aravind Ganesh 
 (Free University Amsterdam, 06/06/2019): 
  ‘Rightful Relations with Distant Strangers: 
  A Kantian Critique of the Law of the European Union 
  in the Wider World’
• Alessandra Donati 
 (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, 09/07/2019): 
  ‘Le principe de précaution en droit de l’Union 
  européenne’
• Pierre-Emmanuel Pignarre 
 (University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas, 21/11/2019): 
  ‘La Cour de justice de l’Union européenne, 
  juridiction constitutionnelle’
• André Nunes Chaib 
 (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, 25/11/2019): 
  ‘Institutionalizing the World Economy: 
  A Study into the Law Applicable to Universal 
  Financial Institutions’
• Margherita Melillo 
 (European University Institute, 27/11/2020): 
  ‘When the Lawfare is About Evidence: 
  Strategic Approaches to International Law-making 
  and Litigation of Tobacco Control Measures’

IMPRS-SDR

• Ana Harvey Koprivica 
 (University of Luxembourg, 17/02/2020): 
  ‘Public Hearings in Investor-State Arbitration: 
  Revisiting the Principle’
• Elena Ivanova 
 (University of Luxembourg, 20/05/2020): 
  ‘The Competing Jurisdictions of the WTO and 
  the UNCLOS Dispute Settlement Fora in the 
  Context of Multifaceted Disputes’
• Javier García Olmedo 
 (University of Luxembourg, 03/07/2020): 
  'The (Mis)Use of Nationality in International
  Investment Law: An Analysis of Remedies Against   
  Nationality Planning'
• Stavroula Angoura 
 (University of Luxembourg, 13/07/2020): 
  ‘The Impartiality and Independence 
  of Arbitrators in International 
  Commercial Arbitration’
• Michael de Boeck 
 (University of Luxembourg and Ghent University,   
 14/07/2020): 
  ‘The Compatibility of Investor-State Dispute 
  Settlement Provisions in Bilateral Investment 
  Treaties and the Energy Charter Treaty 
  with EU Law’

 In 2019 and 2020, thirteen researchers defended their 
dissertation and were awarded a PhD degree.
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3.			Weekly	Colloquia

Skills	 seminars allow for the presentation of specific  
 methodologies or soft skills that may be useful for  
 participants. They often consist of a presentation from an  
 external expert.
Examples:
• ‘Tips to Publish in Open Access’ 
 by Prof. Olivia Tambou (Paris-Dauphine University –   
 External Scientific Fellow)
• ‘Methods of Comparative Law Applied to Procedural Law’ 
 by Prof. Viviane Curran (University of Pittsburgh)
• ‘How to Provide an Effective and Constructive Peer-review, 
 with a Focus on MPEiPro’ 
 by Prof. Ruiz Fabri, Arlyne Moinier-Vandeventer and Derek 
 Stemple
• ‘How to Make a Good Poster’, 
 by Prof. Ruiz Fabri and Nathalie Perrin

Seminars	on	ongoing	developments involve MPI researchers or  
 guests presenting a recent evolution in a legal field related to  
 the Institute’s work.
Examples:	
• ‘Contractual Obligations as a Catalyst for Global 
 Standards in the Field of Data Protection: 
 The Stakes Behind the Schrems II Case’ 
 by Martina Mantovani
• ‘Decision 2019/PRES/00003-21 of the ICC Judges Allowing 
 their Colleague to Continue Sitting in the Ntaganda Case’ 
 by Dr Martyna Falkowska-Clarys
• ‘The End of the Term of E. Sharpston as an Advocate 
 General at the ECJ’ 
 by Inga Järvekülg
• ‘Arrest Warrant Issued by the African Human Rights and 
 Peoples Court in Guillaume Soro vs Ivory Coast Case’ 
 by Dr Edoardo Stoppioni and Ezéchiel Amani Cirimwami

Work-in-progress	 seminars call upon researchers to present  
 parts of their current projects, including specific issues of a  
 research project, a thesis chapter, or an article.
Examples:
• ‘Procedural Proportionality’ 
 by Dr Wiebke Voß (Habilitation project)
• ‘International Sustainability of Sovereign Investors: 
 Sovereign Wealth Funds and the Norwegian Case’ 
 by Bianca Nalbandian (PhD topic)

• ‘Mutual Recognition of Judgments in Eurasia’ 
 by Anastasia Trubackeva (PhD topic)
• ‘Gig Economy and Investment Arbitration’ 
 by Ivan Cavdarevic (PhD topic)

Furthermore,	 reading	 seminars allow pieces of literature to be  
 discussed. These often relate to international procedural  
 law, and can also focus on legal theory and legal philosophy.
Examples:	
• ‘Imagining the Rule of Law: Rereading the Grotian 
 ‘Tradition’’ (M Koskenniemi, (2019) 30(1) The European 
 Journal of International Law 17) 
 by Dr Edoardo Stoppioni and Carlos Bichet Nicoletti
• ‘Das dysfunktionale Gericht’ (deliberations and voting in the 
 U.S. Supreme Court) (G Lübbe-Wolff, Frankfurter 
 Allgemeine Zeitung, October 2020) 
 by Prof. Hess
• ‘Law, Language, and Power — English and the Production 
 of Ignorance in International Law’ (G Lentzner, (2020) 
 8 International Journal of Language & Law 50) 
 by Kritika Sharma and Carlos Bichet Nicoletti

Mini-symposia were first introduced in September 2019 and  
 supplement the other types of seminars. They bring together  
 two to four researchers for an in-depth discussion of pre- 
 approved topics which are of interest to the Research  
 Departments. This cooperation is expected to culminate in a  
 presentation and a publication, to facilitate the exchange of  
 ideas among young scientists.
Examples:
• ‘Current Perspectives on the Precautionary Principle  
 under EU and WTO Law’ 
 by Dr Alessandra Donati and Dr Edoardo Stoppioni
• ‘Preserving/Circumventing the EU Principles of Autonomy 
 and Mutual Trust: Is There Still Room For Intra-EU Investor-
 State Arbitration’ 
 by Michael de Boeck and Javier Garcia Olmedo
•  ‘The Multidimensionality of Security in International 
 Law & Litigation’ 
 by Dr Elena Ivanova, Dr Pierre-Emmanuel Pignarre, 
 Somesh Dutta, and Trung Nguyen

 The academic skills of the Institute’s Research Fellows and Senior Research Fellows are exemplified and augmented through 
training seminars held on a weekly basis under the supervision of Prof. Ruiz Fabri and/or Prof. Hess. These seminars are emblematic 
of the diverse programme offered by the MPI Luxembourg and are designed to assist its researchers in the development of their 
research projects. 

 They are open to the Institute’s guests as well as to the PhD students and the post-doctoral researchers of the Faculty of Law of 
the University of Luxembourg. Participants are expected to have read and engaged with the seminar materials in preparation for the 
meetings so as to allow for active discussion on the relevant topics. These weekly meetings are, at present, based on five seminar 
types: skills seminars, seminars on ongoing developments, work-in-progress seminars, reading seminars, and mini-symposia. 
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4.		PRIDE	Project:	Enforcement	in	Multi-level	Regulatory	Systems	(DTU-REMS)	

DTU-REMS	I:

• Ivan Cavdarevic: 
  'Investment Arbitration and the Review 
  of National Courts’ Judgments'
• Giovanni Chiapponi: 
  ‘A Comparative Analysis of Time Limits
   in European Procedural Law’
• Carlos Santaló Goris: 
  ‘The Implementation of the European Account   
  Preservation Order Regulation in Germany, 
  Luxembourg, France, and Spain’

DTU-REMS	II:

• Priyanka Jain: 
  'Mutual Recognition of Qualified Entities 
  in the European Law of Civil Procedure’
• Bianca Nalbandian: 
  ‘The Sovereign Shift in International 
  Investment Law’

Of	the	23	PhD	students	enrolled	in	DTU-REMS	at	the	end	of	2020,	
five	have	undertaken	their	doctoral	research	as	Research	Fellows	at	the	MPI	Luxembourg:

 The MPI Luxembourg is actively engaged in a long-
running partnership with the Faculty of Law, Finance and 
Economics (FDEF) and the Faculty of Language and Literature, 
Humanities, Arts and Education (FLSHASE) within the Doctoral 
Training Unit on Enforcement in Multi-level Regulatory 
Systems (DTU-REMS). This multi-annual research and training 
programme is co-financed by the Luxembourg National 
Research Fund (FNR) in the framework of its 'Programme for 
the Research-Intensive Doctoral Education' (PRIDE).

 Multi-level regulatory systems are characterised by the 
interdependence between public and private actors interacting 
across governance levels. Enforcement, as it ensures 
conformity between behaviour and legal rules, is key for the 

effectiveness and legitimacy of such systems. However, it has 
received only limited academic attention to date. This project 
focuses on how enforcement in multi-level regulatory systems 
is designed and functions.

 It is divided into two research programmes. The first, 
DTU-REMS-I, systematically identifies  specific enforcement 
challenges in multi-level regulatory systems. Its work is 
intended to facilitate the development of appropriate solutions 
for specific problems to achieve desired behavioural changes.

 This programme is further supported by DTU-REMS-II, 
which aims at providing a normative framework enabling a 
comparative analysis of different enforcement mechanisms. 
The goal of DTU-REMS is twofold: mapping the structural gaps 
and failures in enforcing legal norms in multi-level settings and 
identifying which possible solutions respect the rule of law, 
fundamental rights’ protection, and the core constitutional 
principles of democracy. The latter form the evaluative criteria 
in light of which enforcement mechanisms are to be assessed. 
Overall, this comprehensive research aims at capturing 
the global and complex process through which conformity 
between behaviour and legal norms can be achieved in multi-
level regulatory systems.

 In addition to their complementarity, DTU-REMS I 
and II rely on common synergies to ground a high-level, 
interdisciplinary and research-intensive environment, thus 
solidifying cooperation between the institutions involved and 
building a centre of excellence. An interdisciplinary doctoral 
training programme covering economics and law supports 
the PhD students. It is based on seminars and collaborative 
research activities centering on the DTU-REMS topics. 
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CyprusMalta

Haiti

5.		Guest	Programme

5.1.	Regular	Guests

 Since 2013, the Guest Programme has attracted 
young researchers, practitioners, and scholars of the 
highest calibre from around the world for short- or medium-
term stays at the Institute. They are assisted by a dedicated 
team that is responsible for assuring their easy transition 
to the Institute. During the COVID crisis, the MPI staff has 
shown its commitment, flexibility, and resourcefulness in 
continuing to accommodate guests’ needs. 

 Guests are provided with a personal workspace, library 
access, and professional assistance provided by the library 
staff. The Guest Programme promotes the exchange of 
theories and ideas with the Institute’s researchers and their 
international colleagues. Indeed, the highly collaborative 
nature of the Institute allows guests to participate in weekly 
colloquia as well as conferences and workshops; there are 
also regular get-togethers, which provide an informal forum 
for discussion and exchange.

 Research stays are available to ‘regular guests’, 
allowing them to stay for a period ranging from one week 
to one year. Applications are available via, the Institute’s 
website and must include an outline of the current research 
project, a list of prior publications, a curriculum vitae, and 
two letters of recommendation (professors are exempt from  

this final requirement). It is the responsibility of the Institute’s 
directors to select and invite guests.

 An increasing number of applicants have sought 
admission to the Guest Programme since its implementation: 38 
guests were welcomed to the Institute in 2019 and 28 in 2020.
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Nationalities	
represented	within	
the	Guest	programme:	
Regular	guests	and	
scholarship	holders
2019	/	2020

Algeria  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Belgium  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Brazil  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .3
Bulgaria  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .2
China  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Colombia  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1

Czech Republic  .  .  .  .1
France  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .5
Germany  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .8
Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland  .  .  .1
Greece  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1

Italy  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  . 12
Japan   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .2
Lithuania  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Luxembourg  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Mexico .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Netherlands   .  .  .  .  .  .3

New Zealand  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Poland  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .2
Romania  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .2
Serbia  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .3
Spain   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .8
Switzerland  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1

Turkey  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .3
Ukraine  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1

Australia  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Austria   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .4
Azerbaijan  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Brazil  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .3
Cameroon  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Canada   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1

China  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .4
Colombia  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .2
Congo  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Czech Republic  .  .  .  .1
France  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .3
Germany  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .6

Georgia  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Greece  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .3
Guinea  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Haiti  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
India   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Italy  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .4

Japan   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Kosovo   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Macedonia   .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Mexico .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Netherlands   .  .  .  .  .  .1
Nigeria .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .3

Poland  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .4
Portugal   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .2
Russia  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Slovenia   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
South Africa  .  .  .  .  .  .2
Spain  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1
Thailand   .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .  .1

Regular	guests

Scholarship	holders
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5.2.		Scholarship	Holders

 The Institute offers scholarships to doctoral students 
whose projects focus on comparative procedural law and 
international procedural law. Since 2015, the Institute has 
provided academic and financial support to early-career 
scientists through an extended version of the Guest Programme, 
by offering 120 months of scholarship to doctoral students 
from abroad. These doctoral students are able to stay at the 
Institute for up to six months. 

 Once the annual call has been launched, those wishing to 
apply must send a cover letter underpinning their applications, 
as well as the connection between the research focus of 
the Institute and their project. Applicants must also send a 
curriculum vitae, including their university results and degrees, 
a summary of their PhD project – including the subject of their 
research, a description thereof,  and a working plan – and two 
letters of recommendation, one of which must be from their 
supervisor. A good command of English is considered essential 
though there is no requirement as regards the language of the 
thesis. Selected applicants are awarded a monthly grant of 
€1,500 as well as a workspace within the library reading room 
and the opportunity to participate in the scientific events and 
activities of the Institute.

‘Moien	from	
Luxembourg’

(article written by Petrit Elshani, 
scholarship holder 2020, 

WagArb Journal)

 After around a year and a 
half of writing my doctoral thesis in 
international investment law alongside 
working at WagArb, I decided that I was 
going to take some time off from the 
firm to dedicate myself to the thesis 
full-time. (…) 

 Due to its excellent reputation 
as a preeminent academic hub for 
procedural law in the middle of Europe, 
the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg 
for Procedural Law felt like a natural 
choice. I was privileged enough to be 
chosen for one of the scholarships 
of the Institute’s Ph.D. scholarship 
program (…). 

 I was impressed right away by 
the professionalism and charming 
welcome I received from the MPI staff 
(…). Likewise, I was impressed by the 
state-of-the-art work conditions in the 
modern MPI building, sitting atop the 
Kirchberg plateau. 

 The Institute consists of 
two Departments: Department I 
is concerned with European and 
Comparative Procedural Law, and 
Department II deals with International 
Law and Dispute Resolution (the latter 
being the one in which I slotted in). On 
a weekly basis, Department II Meetings 
take place in which new developments 
in alternating “archipelagos” of 
international law, such as international 
criminal law, international human rights 
law or investment law, are discussed. I 
found these Department Meetings to 
be extremely insightful. 

 The Guest Forum is another 
important format within the Institute’s 
academic life. Once per month, a 
visiting scholar delivers a presentation 
on her or his current doctoral research, 
which is then discussed together with 
the participants, who provide valuable 
feedback. (…) 

 Next to all that, I value all the 
little interactions with the other 
research fellows and visiting scholars 
from all around the world, be that in my 
area of specialization or other fields 
of international law. The Institute’s 
endorsement has enabled me to work 
intensively on my doctoral thesis on 
a full-time basis in an intellectually 
stimulating and truly international 
environment, for which I am very 
grateful. (…)

In 2019 and 2020, respectively 34 and 25 scholarship holders were selected.
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6.		Guest	Forum

8.		Language	Courses

7.		Visits	of	University	Students	and	Young	Professionals

 Organised on a monthly basis by two Senior Research 
Fellows – one per Research Department –, the Guest Forum 
provides an opportunity for the guests to present and 
discuss their research. At the fora, one of the organisers 
acts as a chair, moderating the questions and discussions 
that follow the presentations, which typically are in-between 
20 and 25 minutes long. The Guest Fora allow the guests to 
meet all the researchers and receive constructive feedbacks 
on their research project; in short, to be fully involved within 
the community of the Institute.

 The Institute further offers language courses in 
German and French at all levels for its employees. In 
addition to promoting the language skills of the Institute’s 
staff, these courses focus on the legal terminology.

 Additionally, the MPI Luxembourg has hosted visiting 
university students, trainees, and aspiring researchers, who 
have been afforded the opportunity to present and discuss 
their studies with MPI researchers, in addition to visiting the 
Institute and to tour the library. 

Examples:
• ‘The Effects of Plastics on Climate Change: An Analysis 
 of Potential Responses within the Nationally Determined   
 Contributions (NDCs)’
 by Dr Luisa Cortat Simonetti Goncalves (Research Associate 
 at the Graduate Institute Geneva and Environmental Law Project 
 Assistant at the Academy for European Law ERA)
• ‘Admissibility of Evidence in International Commercial 
 Arbitration'
 by David Böckenförde (PhD Candidate at University of Cologne)
• ‘When Laws Meet: The Ottoman-European Encounter and the 
 1860 Beirut Tribunal and Commission’ 
 by Fé de Jonge (PhD Student at SOAS University of London)
• ‘The Future of Arbitration in Dubai and the Middle East’
 by Faris Nasrallah (Solicitor of the Senior Courts of England 
 & Wales, Researcher in International Arbitration at the MPI 
 for Social Anthropology)

• In May 2019, 
 Prof. Haimo Schack from the University of Kiel visited the 
 Institute with a group of students. A discussion on “Rule of 
 Law, Politics and European Procedural Law: Recent Case-Law 
 and Critical Developments” took place.
• In October 2019, 
 Prof. D’Alessandro from the Center for Transnational Legal 
 Studies (London) visited the Institute with a group of 
 students.
• In December 2019, 
 the participants of the ‘2019-2020 Capacity-Building 
 and Training Programme on Dispute Settlement under the 
 UNCLOS’ came for a dedicated seminar at the MPI Luxembourg.
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Science knows no 
country, because 
knowledge belongs 
to humanity, and is 
the torch which 
illuminates the world.
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VII. 
Scientific 
Cooperation
Since its inception, the MPI has built a remarkable and extensive global network of high-level 
institutions, academic entities, research centres, and scholars, working in different areas of dispute 
settlement. These connections have further flourished throughout 2019 and 2020 through various 
collaborative initiatives: research projects, joint publications, the organisation of conferences and 
workshops, teaching and editorship activities, and participation in professional associations.

1.	 Guest	Programme	
	 	–	External	Scientific	Fellows

 The Institute’s Guest Programme aims to attract leading 
scientists who are renowned experts in their respective fields, 
for short-term visits or long-term research stays.

 While invited to conduct their personal research and 
use the library resources, the External Scientific Fellows also 
contribute to the scientific life of the Institute. They may be 
included in a specific project, present their work-in-progress 
at a weekly colloquium, speak at a conference, give a training 
seminar, or deliver a lecture in the Max Planck Lecture Series. It 
goes without saying that their active involvement enhances the 
international profile of the MPI Luxembourg.

 The External Scientific Fellows welcomed in 2019 and 
2020 are listed in the chapter IV, section 8.
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Prof.	Valérie	Rosoux

 An External Scientific Fellow since 2018, Prof. Valérie 
Rosoux (FNRS/UCLouvain) has been involved in several 
projects developed within the Department of International and 
Dispute Resolution. She has helped organise two workshops, 
and is, together with Dr Donati and Prof. Ruiz Fabri, one of 
the leaders of the Department’s project ‘Representing the 
Absent’. Her specific background in philosophy and political 
science, and expertise on post-war settings and the uses 
of memory in international relations, are the reasons why 
she leads the ‘Past generations’ part of the project, which 
considers the subject of transitional justice in relation to 
intergenerational justice. 

Prof.	Stefaan	Voet	

 With his expertise in costs, alternative dispute 
resolution (ADR), online dispute resolution (ODR), and 
complex litigation, Prof. Voet (KU Leuven) has participated, 
inter alia, as an outside expert in the project of the Department 
of European and Comparative Procedural Law with the 
Luxembourg Ministry for the Protection of Consumers on 
the public and private enforcement of consumer law. In 
this regard, he shared some valuable insights at the mid-
term workshop in December 2019, discussing preliminary 
results for the identification of best practices and potential 
obstacles. 

2.	 Cooperation	with	the	University	of	Luxembourg	and	Other	Local	Stakeholders

Spotlight	on	two	examples	of	fruitful	collaboration

 Close cooperation with the Faculty of Law, Economics 
and Finance (FDEF) of the University of Luxembourg, where 
Professors Hess and Ruiz Fabri are Honorary Professors, 
continues to progress successfully.

 The scientific exchange between the institutions 
included approximately 170 hours of courses at the University 
of Luxembourg taught by the Directors and MPI Researchers 
(more details in Annex 4), as well as mutual participation in 
lectures, conferences, and colloquia. The Institute and the FDEF 
also partner in the organisation of two multiannual doctoral 
programmes: the ‘International Max Planck Research School for 
Successful Dispute Resolution’ (IMPRS-SDR), and the ‘Doctoral 
Training Unit on Enforcement in Multi-Level Regulatory Systems’ 
(DTU-REMS). The appointment of Prof. Pierre-Henri Conac from 
the University of Luxembourg as a Max Planck Fellow is another 
important milestone.

 In total, during the last two years, the IMPRS-SDR and 
the DTU-REMS supported 17 PhD candidates. Through these 
programmes, Research Fellows are offered an inspiring, 
challenging, and structured research environment that 
encourages career advancement. They also benefit from a wide 
range of training activities and support mechanisms, and are 
fully involved in the Institute’s Research Departments.

 Researchers of the Department of European and 
Comparative Law have been teaching the Seminar entitled 
'Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law' 
(30h) since 2014. The objective is to provide first-year Master’s 
programme students with a basic overview of the core 
European procedural law issues in the civil and commercial 
fields, enabling participants to discuss relevant case law and 
recent developments. 

 In addition, researchers of the Department of International 
Law and Dispute Resolution have undertaken approximately 140 
hours of coursework at the University, including courses such as 
Public International Law, Fundamentals of Public International 
Law, EU Law, EU Environmental Law, and The EU at the WTO. 
This engagement affords the research staff, post-doctoral 
researchers as well as PhD candidates, the opportunity to 
experience teaching first-hand, and gives them the opportunity 
to improve their pedagogical competences. 

 In collaboration with the National Research Fund (FNR), 
the Luxembourg Institute of Health (LIH), the Luxembourg 
Institute of Science and Technology (LIST), the Luxembourg 
Institute of Socio-Economic Research (LISER), LuxDoc, and 
the University of Luxembourg, the Institute co-organised the 
National PhD Day, editions 2019 and 2020. These events, open to 
any new PhD candidates in Luxembourg, provide an opportunity 
to network with peers, acquire the tools for completing a PhD 
successfully, and receive tips and best practices from third- and 
fourth-year PhD candidates.
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Cyprus

Andorra

Israel

Hong Kong

Singapore

Malta

Haiti

Trinidad & Tobago

3.	 Cooperation	with	Greater	Region	Institutions	and	Universities

4.	 Cooperation	with	Global	Institutions,	Universities,	and	Scholars

 The Institute takes full advantage of its location and has 
developed academic exchange and synergies with neighbouring 
universities. For example, the Institute signed cooperation 
agreements with Saarland University and the University of 
Trier, in 2016 and 2017 respectively. These agreements provide 
for research stays of Humboldt Fellows at both institutions. 

Moreover, several researchers of the Department of European 
and Comparative Procedural Law taught at the Law Faculty 
of the University of Trier in 2019 and 2020. Additionally, 
researchers from both departments were involved in teaching 
activities in France at the University of Lorraine (Metz campus) 
and Sciences Po Nancy.

 The MPI Luxembourg, through the numerous commitments 
and collaborations of its Directors and researchers, has 
developed an impressive network of academic partners 
worldwide. In particular, strong bonds exist with the law faculties 
of the University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne and the University 
of Heidelberg due to the Directors' teaching assignments. 

Additionally, various research projects conducted at the Institute 
(for detailed information, see chapter V) have engendered 
rewarding relationships with scholars, research centres, and 
academic institutions abroad. The map below showcases the 
extent of these cooperations.

Scientific	
collaborations	
2019-2020									

Countries
Albania  . . . . . . . .1
Andorra . . . . . . . .1
Australia . . . . . . .1
Austria  . . . . . . . .2
Belarus . . . . . . . .1
Belgium . . . . . . . .5

Brazil . . . . . . . . . .2
Burkina Faso . . . .1
Cameroon . . . . . .1
Chile  . . . . . . . . . .1
China . . . . . . . . . .2
Croatia  . . . . . . . .3

France . . . . . . . . .4
Germany . . . . . . .6
Greece . . . . . . . . .1
Hong Kong  . . . . .1
India  . . . . . . . . . .1
Indonesia  . . . . . .1

Israel . . . . . . . . . .2
Italy . . . . . . . . . . .9
Japan  . . . . . . . . .3
Lithuania . . . . . . .1
Luxembourg . . . .5
Mexico. . . . . . . . .1

Netherlands  . . . .7
New Zealand . . . .1
Nigeria. . . . . . . . .1
Norway . . . . . . . .2
Pakistan . . . . . . .1
Poland . . . . . . . . .2

Portugal  . . . . . . .1
Republic of 
South Korea . . . .1
Russia . . . . . . . . .1
Serbia . . . . . . . . .1
Singapore . . . . . .2

Spain . . . . . . . . . .5
Switzerland . . . . .3
Trinidad and 
Tobago  . . . . . . . .1
United Kingdom .3
United States 
of America  . . . . .4
Uruguay. . . . . . . .1
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 Under the supervision of its General Editor, Prof. Ruiz 
Fabri, MPEiPro is developing into an extensive publication in 
which over 700 scholars, judges, arbitrators, and practitioners 
worldwide, share their extensive knowledge and expertise.

 The composition of the Scientific Advisory Board 
(SAB) is in itself illustrative of the diversity of MPEiPro. 
Its 75 members come from over 60 different universities, 
courts, tribunals, and law firms located in 22 countries on 5 
continents. Moreover, it is worth mentioning the gender ratio 
of MPEiPro, which is a further illustration of the diversity of 
the project, as its SAB includes 25 women.

 CPLJ relies on four editors: Prof. Hess, Prof. Vallines 
Garcia, Prof. Margareth Woo (Northeastern University), and 
Prof. Loïc Cadiet (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne). 
Furthermore, the SAB is composed of 12 renowned scholars 
and practitioners in procedural and comparative law, who 
were carefully selected for their experience, background, 
and diverse countries of origin. The SAB assists the editors, 
the MPI team, and the members of the Consortium in all 
structural and epistemic questions related to the project. 

 The global dimension of the CPLJ has triggered a 
distinct shift to regions outside Europe such as Africa, Asia, 
Latin America, East Asia, and the Arab world. Collaboration 
with these regions has gained particular global importance, a 
trend that the Department intends to pursue.

5.	 Cooperation	with	other	Max	Planck	Institutes	and	Max	Planck	Law

 In addition to the long-running collaboration with the 
MPI for Comparative Public Law and International Law and the 
Max Planck Foundation for International Peace and the Rule of 
Law within the IMPRS-SDR, the MPI Luxembourg takes pride 
in its strong involvement in Max Planck Law. Prof. Ruiz Fabri 
and Prof. Von Bogdandy (MPI for Comparative Public Law and 
International Law) jointly gave a masterclass at the Inaugural 
Conference of 2019, and Prof. Ruiz Fabri joined the Directors 
Roundtable at the Second Annual Conference. The end of 
2020 was also dedicated to the preparation of the masterclass 
that Prof. Ruiz Fabri will give on January 14 and 15, 2021, with 
several researchers of the Department of International Law and 
Dispute Resolution. 

 Moreover, the MPI Luxembourg and the MPI for Social 
Anthropology partnered to submit an application for a Max 
Planck Law Fellow position in 2020.

Spotlight	on	the	Max Planck Encyclopedia of International Procedural Law 
(MPEiPro)      

Spotlight	on	the	project	‘Comparative	Procedural	Law	and	Justice’	(CPLJ)
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Spotlight	on	the	Memorandum	of	Understanding	MPI	Luxembourg-ITLOS
 The MPI Luxembourg and ITLOS signed a Memorandum 
of Understanding on 7 November 2019 establishing 
cooperation between the Institute and ITLOS on the provision 
of annual training to participants of the 'ITLOS-Nippon 
Foundation Capacity-Building and Training Programme on 
Dispute Settlement under the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea'. This so-called ‘Nippon Training 
Programme’ is focused on the provision of courses on 
international procedural law to the programme fellows,  

termed ‘Nippon Fellows’. Funded by the Nippon Foundation 
and organised at the premises of the Institute, the training 
programme includes a general introduction to the work of 
the Institute as well as specific presentations on different 
facets of international procedural law based on the Institute’s 
specific projects. It aims to afford Nippon Fellows the 
opportunity to gain an insight into the work of the Institute 
and to increase their knowledge of the thematic field of 
international procedural law.

6.	 Cooperation	with	International	Courts,	
	 Organisations,	and	Associations

 Throughout the years, the MPI 
Luxembourg has developed various 
collaborations with the Court of Justice of 
the European Union (CJEU). The Department 
of European and Comparative Procedural 
Law has, inter alia, organised a conference in 
September 2018, marking the 50th anniversary 
of the Brussels Convention on jurisdiction 
and the enforcement of judgments of 1968. In 
September 2020, a book was published that 
brought together contributions by members 
of the CJEU, academics, and young scholars 
who presented their work at a pre-conference 
colloquium. The book offers insights on the 
dialogue between the Court of Justice and 
national courts on the interpretation of the 
European law of civil procedure and how 
it shaped the Europeanisation of private 
international law. Beyond this retrospective assessment, the 
book reflects on the future architecture of the European law 
of civil procedure and the suitability of the Brussels regime to 
meet the challenges of the current era. 

 The Institute’s steadfast relationships 
with international courts and tribunals 
manifests itself in the placement of our 
researchers. For example, Prof. Requejo 
Isidro joined the CJEU as a ‘Référendaire’ 
in 2019. The same year, Dr Pierre-
Emmanuel Pignarre had the opportunity 
to intern at the CJEU with Judge Sacha 
Prechal, and Dr Marlene Brosch worked as 
a lawyer-linguist in the German translation 
unit of the CJEU. Marco Benatar has been 
hired as an Associate Legal Officer at the 
Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (ITLOS) 
in September 2020 and Remy Jorritsma 
will start a new position as lawyer at the 
Registry of the European Court of Human 
Rights at the beginning of 2021.

 The trustful collaborations with Courts and Tribunals 
have given rise to valuable partnerships and expressions of 
support, some being formalised with agreements, such as the 
one signed with the Permanent Court of Arbitration or, more 
recently, with ITLOS.
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VIII. 
Transfer 
of Knowledge
The MPI Luxembourg seeks to share its knowledge with partners and stakeholders globally. 
The Institute establishes long-lasting communication and cooperation channels with target 
audiences and contributors – including scientific institutions, students, practitioners, and the 
broader public – through its transfer of knowledge strategy.

1.	 Organisation	of	Scientific	Events
 The MPI Luxembourg takes great pride in the various 
events it organises. Conferences, workshops, seminars, and 
lectures enable the Institute to disseminate the knowledge 
gained through its research and to encourage academic 
debate between the MPI researchers, guests, scholars, and 
practitioners. The Institute’s geographical position, at the 
heart of Europe, and in close proximity to the Court of Justice 

of the European Union (CJEU) and other international courts 
and tribunals, is certainly an asset. 

 Between 2019 and 2020, the MPI Luxembourg organised 
12 conferences, nine workshops, four seminars, seven 
lectures, and five webinars. The full list of scientific events is 
in Annex 1.

 Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, digital tools have 
become the primary means by which the Institute engages in 
the transfer of knowledge.

 An example of the use of emergent technologies is the 
webinar ‘Draft Code of Conduct for Adjudicators in Investor-
State Dispute Settlement: Low-Hanging Fruit or Unreachable 
Goal?’ organised by the Department of International Law and 
Dispute Resolution, in collaboration with the University of 
Richmond School of Law. 

 This webinar was co-sponsored by the American 
Society of International Law (ASIL), the American Branch of 
the International Law Association (ABILA), and Transnational 

Dispute Management (TDM/OGEMID). It focused on the 
recently published ‘Draft Code of Conduct for Adjudicators 
in Investor-State Dispute Settlement (ISDS)’. The webinar 
presented the content of the ‘Draft Code of Conduct’ and 
examined its potential to address criticisms faced by, and 
reform the system used by, the ISDS.

 This webinar succeeded in bringing together active 
participants in ISDS and experts on arbitration and dispute 
settlement from the Institute, the European Commission, 
Administrative Tribunal of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO), the University of Geneva, and the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Chile in the sharing of their 
expert knowledge on the ins and outs of the ISDS system.

Spotlight	on	the	webinar	
'Draft	Code	of	Conduct	for	Adjudicators	in	Investor-State	Dispute	Settlement:
Low-Hanging	Fruit	or	Unreachable	Goal?'												
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2.			Publications	and	Open	Access

 To maximise the exposure and reach of its events, 
the MPI Luxembourg uses traditional  print or electronic 
publishing methods, as well as social media. For example, 
the Institute maintains its own YouTube channel facilitating 
engagement with a broader audience. This allows those living  
abroad, or unable to attend the live webinar, to watch these 
events at a later time. 

The Max Planck Institute Luxembourg YouTube Channel is 
available at: https://www.youtube.com/userMaxPlanckLux.

Max	Planck	Institute	Luxembourg	YouTube	Channel

  The Institute, under the direction of its Directors, 
actively supports its scientific staff and encourages them 
to engage in, improve, and stimulate debate in their areas 
of academic interest and research topics. Especially, the 
researchers are exhorted to publish their findings. 

  Over the past two years, the Institute’s scientific 
staff have published four monographs, 13 edited books, 87 
articles, 78 book chapters, and 47 entries in encyclopedias, 
all listed in Annex 2.

  In addition, the MPI Luxembourg edits two book 
series, in collaboration with Nomos, enhancing the visibility 
of procedural law. These include:

• ‘Studies of the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for  
 International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law’,  
 edited by Prof. Burkhard Hess and Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri
• ‘Successful Dispute Resolution’, 
 edited by Prof. Burkhard Hess in collaboration with Prof.  
 Rüdiger Wolfrum and Prof. Thomas Pfeiffer

  The Institute subscribes to Open Access principles and 
actively implements progressive policy initiatives in these 
matters. It is also involved in the negotiations undertaken by 
the Luxembourgish authorities to define a national plan for 
Open Science.

  Discussions initiated by Prof. Ruiz Fabri with 
Nomos have led to an agreement to designate some of the 
publications of the Institute’s book series, 'Studies of the Max 
Planck Institute Luxembourg for International, European and 
Regulatory Procedural Law', under Open Access principles. 
The three first publications released in 2019 and 2020 were:

• Peace Through Law: The Versailles Peace Treaty and  
 Dispute Settlement After World War I, 
 edited by Michel Erpelding, Burkhard Hess & Hélène Ruiz Fabri
• International Law and Litigation: A Look into Procedure,  
 edited by Hélène Ruiz Fabri
• International Judicial Legitimacy: New Voices and Approaches,  
 edited by Hélène Ruiz Fabri, André Nunes Chaib, Ingo  
 Venzke, and Armin von Bogdandy.

  Open Access publications are marked in Annex 2 with 
the abbreviation ‘OA’.

  To promote the research conducted at the Institute 
and disseminate the scientific findings, the MPI Luxembourg 
joined the Legal Scholarship Network of the SSRN eLibrary in 
March 2018. 

  The MPI Luxembourg for Procedural Law Research Paper 
Series compiles pre-publication versions of academic articles, 
book chapters, and reviews, in addition to intermediary research 
reports on various legal issues. The papers included on SSRN 
date from 2018 onwards, while all previous contributions 
to the Series may be found on the Institute’s website at:  
<https://www.mpi.lu/research/working-paper-series>.	

  In 2019 and 2020, 11 research papers were released, 
dealing with topics as diverse as the EU risk management 
strategy for the pandemic and climate change, the notion 
of arbitral awards, the procedural cross-fertilisation pull, as  
well as procedural harmonisation and private enforcement in 
personal data protection actions. It also includes a special 
issue of the collected contributions of the 2019 Forum of 
Procedural Law of the CJEU.

  The research papers are subjected to a rigorous internal 
review, and, before publication, final approval must be given 
by at least one of the Institute’s Directors, though the content 
remains the responsibility of individual authors. Papers in the 
series may be downloaded by individuals for their own use, 
subject to ordinary copyright rules. The MPI Luxembourg 
for Procedural Law Research Paper Series may be found at: 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/JELJOUR_Results.cfm?form_
name=journalBrowse&journal_id=3044224.

2.2.		MPI	Luxembourg	for	Procedural	
									Law	Research	Paper	Series

2.1.		Institute	Book	Series
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3.			Participation	at	Scientific	Events

4.			Teaching	Activities

  As mentioned previously, the research employees of 
the Institute are encouraged to disseminate their findings,  
both within the Institute and the wider academic and 
practice-based communities. This is evidenced in part by  
the opportunities afforded to research staff to rehearse 
presentations during weekly colloquia and to avail 

themselves of financial support from the Institute where 
necessary. 

  For a list of the numerous global conferences, 
workshops, seminars, and meetings participated in by the 
Institute’s Directors and research staff, see Annex 3.

  The Institute’s researchers are encouraged to give 
courses both in Luxembourg and abroad to further 
disseminate their knowledge and expertise in their respective 
fields. Several courses, totalling over 250 hours, have been 
taught at the University of Luxembourg and universities of 
neighbouring countries (Germany, France, and Belgium).

  Researchers from the Institute are also engaged in 
lecturing outside Europe, including courses on International 

Criminal Law and International Criminal Procedural Law at 
the Official University of Bukavu in the Democratic Republic 
of Congo, and on French Administrative Law and the Law of 
International Organisations at Cairo University in Egypt. These 
courses have helped to raise international awareness of the 
work of the Institute and have contributed to global interest in 
its research agenda.

A full list of teaching activities is provided in Annex 4.

5.			Research	with	Impact

Spotlight	on	a	study	for	the	Luxembourgish	Ministry	of	Consumer	Protection
 In fall 2019, the Luxembourgish Ministry for Consumer 
Protection commissioned a study on public and private 
enforcement in different EU Member States, including 
Luxembourg. In December 2019, a conference at Senningen 
Castle, the Luxembourgish government guest house, provided 
the opportunity for foreign experts from Belgium, Denmark, 
Italy, Luxembourg, and the United Kingdom, MPI researchers, 

and collaborators of the Ministry to discuss the outcomes of 
the different reports. The publication of the papers is planned 
in the MPI book series for 2021. The Ministry is preparing a 
meeting with stakeholders from Luxembourg in early 2021 
to discuss the research results. Prof. Hess and Dr Vincent 
Richard will present the findings and the recommendations 
of the study.

  The Institute continues to positively impact the 
wider academic community through the dissemination of 
its research. This is done through the active participation of 
its research staff in disparate publication and conference-
based activities. To attract as broad an audience as possible, 
including legal communities and civil society in Luxembourg 
and the Greater Region, Institute staff engage with local 
media sources, giving radio interviews, contributing to print 
media outlets, and engaging in seminars and trainings. 

 The Institute transfers its knowledge to political 
stakeholders, practitioners, and civil society actors as well. 
These include initiatives in Luxembourg focusing on  
international arbitration undertaken by Prof. Ruiz Fabri, the 
provision of legal advice by Research Fellow Trung Nguyen, 
and guidance given in comparative constitutional drafting  

 

and issues concerning the transitional period following  
the 2019 Revolution in Sudan by Research Fellow Habiba 
Abubaker. These projects give practical impact to the 
research expertise of the Institute and play a significant role  
in highlighting its work.
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IX. 
Awards, Prizes,   
and Distinctions
2019

Prof.	Lorenzo	Gradoni
> Winner of the 2019 James Crawford Prize 

Prof.	Burkhard	Hess
> Elected Associate (‘Associé’) 
 of the ‘Institut de Droit International’
> Elected as Titular Member of the International Academy 
 of Comparative Law (IACL)
> Elected Vice President Europe of the Presidium 
 of the International Association of Procedural Law (IAPL)

Prof.	Hélène	Ruiz	Fabri	
> Appointed as a Judge at the Tribunal 
 of the Bank for International Settlements
> Listed as Arbitrator for the Comprehensive Economic 
 and Trade Agreement (CETA)

2020

Ezéchiel	Amani	Cirimwami
> Recipient (2nd) of the Best published work 
 in International Humanitarian Law 
 by the International Committee of the Red Cross

Prof.	Edoardo	Stoppioni
> Otto Hahn Medal 2019
> Laureate (3rd rank) of the French National 
 Examination in Public Law 
 (‘Concours national d’agrégation’)

Dr	Vincent	Richard	
> Best Thesis Award 2020 of the Doctoral 
 School in Law of the University 
 of Luxembourg
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X. 
Infrastructure and 
Service Facilities

1.			Library

1.1.	 Development	of	the	Collection	

1.1.1. Print Collection

 The Library houses a highly specialised collection that 
encompasses all aspects of procedural law in support of the 
Institute’s research. Each volume has been carefully chosen 
to expand the collection’s depth of study and range of national 
coverage. The Library not only attracts researchers from 
all over the word, it also occupies an important place in the 
Luxembourg landscape as it complements other law libraries 
and collections, such as those of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union, the European Commission and Parliament, the 
University of Luxembourg, and of the National Library.

 The reporting period presented the Library with new 
challenges such as COVID-19 related restrictions requiring 
limited presence in the office. Despite these difficulties and 
challenges, the Library has continued to provide a seamless 
service to its patrons. The reporting period saw major 
achievements, which are summarised below.. 

 The last two years, the Library acquired 8,310 books, 
e-books, and journals. It maintained a balance of print and 
electronic resources in accordance with the needs and 

preferences of the Research Departments. Logically, during 
the COVID-19 crisis, the demand for electronic resources 
increased.

 In 2019 and 2020, the Library 
acquired 4,172 and 3,768  new volumes 
respectively, including specialised 
publications.

 The March 2020 confinment 
disrupted the workf low of the 
acquisition team as well as the services 
of its providers. The reception of books 
and the updating of looseleafs were 
particularly impacted. By prioritising 
tasks and adapting quickly, the 
acquisition team ensured that the rest 
of the Library was able to resume their 
workflow at an almost normal level by 
the end of May 2020. 

 The Library continued to 
receive donations. In 2019, Prof. Van 
Compernolle donated 200 books from 
his personal library to the Institute. In 
2020, the Library also acquired 700 
books from the library of the late Prof. 
Errera, and was able to add 480 titles 
to the collection. Over the course of the 
last two years, 200 individual volumes 
have been received from guests and 
researchers.

 During the reporting period, 
the Library cancelled numerous print 
subscriptions that were not widely used 
and increased electronic access to new  
journals. Currently, the Library has 
192 journal subscriptions (67 print / 
31 print + online / 94 online only) and 
provides access to more than 55,000 
additional journals via databases; with 
JSTOR and HeinOnline being the most 
commonly used. 
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1.1.2.  Country Coverage 
 In 2019-2020, the acquisitions team continued its effort 
to widen the Library collection by seeking out resources from 
underrepresented languages and countries. In addition to 
materials found on research request lists submitted by guest 

researchers, the acquisitions team also reached out to guests 
from countries of interest and solicited their recommendations 
for new acquisitions from their home countries. 

CyprusMalta

No. of Titles — No. of Titles
29.01.2019 — 31.12.2020

Australia . . . . . . . . . . . 82 143
Austria  . . . . . . . . . . . 417 622
Belgium . . . . . . . . . . . 409 780
Brazil . . . . . . . . . . . . . 364 549
Bulgaria . . . . . . . . . . . 110 150
Canada  . . . . . . . . . . . . 94 143
China . . . . . . . . . . . . . 458 627
Croatia  . . . . . . . . . . . . 38 51
Cyprus . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 43
Czech Republic . . . . . . 46 69

Denmark . . . . . . . . . . . 48 58
Estonia  . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 15
Finland  . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 115
France . . . . . . . . . . . 2056 3184
Germany . . . . . . . . . 6001 9081
Greece . . . . . . . . . . . . 380 517
Hungary  . . . . . . . . . . . 26 54
India  . . . . . . . . . . . . . 202 273
Ireland . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 50
Italy . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5212 8201

Japan  . . . . . . . . . . . . 272 342
Korea . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 47
Latvia  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 4
Lithuania . . . . . . . . . . . 23 28
Luxembourg . . . . . . . 242 389
Malta . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 14
Netherlands  . . . . . . . 136 196
Norway . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 34
Poland . . . . . . . . . . . . 103 148
Portugal  . . . . . . . . . . 100 155

Romania . . . . . . . . . . . 29 40
Slovakia  . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 8
Slovenia  . . . . . . . . . . . 10 2
Spain . . . . . . . . . . . . . 924 1597
Sweden . . . . . . . . . . . . 60 80
Switzerland . . . . . . . . 651 886
Turkey . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71 135
United Kingdom . . . 1365 1918
United States . . . . . 1695 2449

Country
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1.1.3.  eResources 

1.2.		Cataloguing	&	Indexing

 The Library continued to increase its selection of 
electronic resources in 2020, adding access to the Strada Lex 
Europe database. Therefore, the number of database contracts 
amounts 48. 

 The most significant change to the Library’s eResources 
collection was the introduction of the Discovery search 
platform, which brings all of the Library’s content together in 
one convenient location.

 In 2019-2020, the acquisition team oversaw the proposal 
and purchase of 423 permanent access eBooks from Cambridge, 
Hart, and Oxford. The librarians utilised usage statistics to 
select titles for permanent access from Cambridge’s ‘Evidence 
Based Acquisition’ platform and created proposals for annual 
purchasing of eBook collections. The team regularly liaised 
with publishers to address questions of access and availability. 

 In response to the increased demand for e-journals, the 
Library expanded its online subscriptions to 94 end of 2020.

 The cataloguing team creates bibliographic and authority 
records, and manages links between related records and 
with available electronic content. During the reporting period, 
cataloguers processed 8,500 new records in 20 languages, while 
also revising thousands of records for the Discovery Project. 

Cataloguing is the backbone of the Library; during the COVID-19 
crisis, cataloguers were able to work remotely to catalogue 
donations based on a detailed list of titles, monitor PuRe entries, 
and clean metadata.

1.2.1.  Metadata Cleaning 
 With the new Discovery tool allowing users to access 
all the Library’s resources, the catalogue needed to be 
‘cleaned’ and the data harmonised. The cataloguing team’s 
finalisation of the Library's internal Cataloguing Guide 
facilitated this work by allowing records to be harmonised. 
The ‘metadata cleaning’ project began at the end of 2019 
and continues today, as librarians carefully check more than 
65,000 records. 

Information
regarding

the language

Information
regarding

theses

Lins between
editions

and/or
multivolumes

Series name

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000
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     The main changes made are related to 
     the harmonisation of the following metadata:

• Presentation and linking between all titles of a series. 
 This task requires unifying  authority records for series  
 titles and establishing the correct links in all related  
 bibliographic records. Around 1,000 series have been  
 processed to date, some having hundreds of titles. 
 On completion of this task in early 2021, users will be  
 able to easily find all titles belonging to a particular  
 series in the Library catalogue, even if the series has  
 changed its name over the years.
• Links between all volumes of a multi-volume   
 monograph and between editions. This is a meticulous
  task that requires precision in processing
 administrative and bibliographic records. More than  
 3,200 multi-volume monographs have been processed.
• Information on the language(s) has been checked 
 in relevant MARC fields for 6,800 records.
• Information regarding theses (published and   
 unpublished) has been checked for 1,300 records.
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1.2.2.  MPG PuRe 

1.2.3.  Indexing 

 Researchers share their new publications throughout the 
year in the Publication Repository of the Max Planck Society 
(PuRe). All entries are checked and released by the cataloguers. 
In 2019, 230 items were added to the platform and 161 in 2020. 

In addition to the annual bibliography of print and electronic 
publications, PuRe also contains entries for talks and teaching 
experiences. The value of PuRe is its ability to present a complete 
picture of the scientific activity of the Institute.

 The Library uses an  in-house classification system, which 
decides the shelving order and allows the user to browse the 
shelves with ease. The classification system is regularly updated 
as new research subjects emerge. 

 During the reporting period, 1,900 bibliographic records 
and books have been re-indexed thanks to the joint effort of the 
researchers and librarians.
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1.3.		Discovery	Project	and	EZProxy	Implementation	

1.4.		User	Services	

 Introduced in 2019, EZproxy provides access to the Library’s 
electronic journals and databases from any Internet connection, 
anywhere outside the Institute. The EZproxy service became an 
essential tool in early 2020, as it allowed researchers and guests 
to continue their research during the pandemic. 

 In September 2020, the Library introduced a Discovery 
service that allows researchers and guests to explore all the 
Library’s resources (print and electronic) within a single interface. 
The Discovery service is designed to increase the use of 
subscription resources while also making it easier to locate print 

resources in the Library. Discovery is an important achievement 
by the Library staff; it was developed in-house using an open-
source software. The Discovery project was implemented and 
coordinated by the Systems Librarian with contributions from the 
other librarians throughout 2019-2020.

 Discovery is available at discovery.mpi.lu. Work 
continues with the aim of enhancing user experience and 
satisfaction, especially thanks to the next Annual Library 
Survey.

 The Library continues to attract external users from abroad. 
However, due to the safety measures put in place by the Institute 
in March 2020, only 117 external users came in the Library in 
2020 as opposed to 636 in 2019. The librarians continued to 
provide book borrowing services on demand and other services 
via email and video-conferencing tools. Exceptionally, researchers 
and guests were allowed to take borrowed materials home. The 
Library informed users about new online resources by posting 
announcements on its webpage, issuing the monthly newsletter 
and sending Library Home Office Updates. 

 Indeed, since 2019, all monthly alerts (e.g. tables of contents; 
new book acquisitions; new trials and other announcements) have 
been integrated in a monthly newsletter called ‘Biblio News’. 

 Additionally, in 2020, the Library made minor changes to the 
Self-Check displays, which brought about major results as patrons 
greatly appreciated the more intuitive terminology.

 The Library carries out an Annual Library User Survey to 
gather user feedback and adapt to user needs. In 2019, users 
were very satisfied overall with the service (77% very satisfied, 
23% satisfied). An integrated search platform was rated as the 
most important potential improvement by users (69%). The 
Library responded to this feedback with the development of the 
Discovery search tool. In April 2020 the Library also carried out a 
survey to find out how best to assist its users during confinement. 
The results demonstrated the importance of remote access to 
the online resources, as well as the quick responsiveness of the 
Library staff. 
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2.			Administration

2019	and	2020	have	been	characterised	by	constant	
growth	and	adaption	to	new	circumstances.	

 Since the beginning of the pandemic in mid-March 
2020, the Institute has reacted with immediate effect and 
homeworking was implemented. During this exceptional 
time, the Management Board communicated daily to 
all staff members and guests to support the internal 
communication. When the crisis hit, the Management 
Board recognised the importance of providing safety 
procedures and encouraging adherence to the necessary 
steps the Institute’s employees needed to take. These 
communications laid out all relevant recommendations 
by the Health Ministry of Luxembourg on how to support 
the local government in decreasing the spreading of the 
COVID-19. With daily communication, a feeling of unity, 
togetherness, and trust within the Institute, including 
employees as well as guests, was strengthened.

 With Berglind Fridriks (COO) and her additional 
nomination as Spokesperson in May 2020, the field 
of internal and institutional communication was 
expanded further with the establishment of the Press	&	
Communication function. Ms Fridriks added significant 
value with her marketing and media strategy expertise, 
with increased visibility of the valuable research activities 
within the Luxembourgish media landscape as well on 
professional social media platforms.

  Receiving great feedback on frequent and 
transparent communication, a monthly internal newsletter
has been implemented since May 2020. The main focus 
lies on the diverse and rich research activities of the 
scientific staff, the research topics of the Institute’s 
guests and scholarships, new joiners, specific projects 
within the administration as well as public-relations-
related activities, to mention only a few. The newsletter 
will remain an integral part of the newly-established 
communication strategy for the future. The collaboration 
with the Research Operations Coordinators has increased 
the  understanding of the researchers’ expertise among 
the Administration and Library’s staff. 

 Due to the pandemic, the Event department was 
confronted with tremendous change in the day-to-day 
operations. Planned in-person events had to be cancelled 
and new expertise had to be quickly mastered. All events 
were shifted to webinars and internal exchanges have 
taken place via video conferencing tools. The event 
team was able to implement and support the research 
activities during all webinars in direct collaboration with 
the Research Operations Coordinators. Furthermore, the 
decrease in travel activities enabled the team to enlarge 
their competences in new areas, like co-ordinating, 
planning, and controlling the different steps of numerous 
projects, which included: the development and support 
of effective communication between the project team 
members, advising on deliverables, compiling and 
documenting all inputs throughout the project lifecycle, 
producing reporting for the Management Board as well 
as ensuring that each project is in line within the defined 
time line.
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 The General	 Services unit plays an important role 
at the Institute, as became even clearer during the pandemic 
when the unit implemented processes, which allowed all 
employees and guests to schedule their working presence at 
the Institute with a mandatory “sign-in and sign-out” policy. 
It was also in charge of securing masks, disinfectant gels 
(refills) and gloves for the entire Institute and labelling all 
health measures at all floors.

 The International Officer, a role that belongs to the 
Human	Resources (HR) unit, saw an important increase 
in workload as multiples guests and scholarships had to be 
prolonged, postponed or re-scheduled throughout 2020, 
depending on the Covid-19 situation in their respective 
home countries. The HR unit, in collaboration with their 
colleagues from the Administration and the Library, was 
able to support their internal clients with excellence in 
support services. As an outcome, guests and scholarship 
holders were able to enjoy and participate in, to the 
extent possible, all weekly colloquia and seminars and 
make nearly full usage of the Institute’s Library during 
their stay. Their feedback was very positive and all guests 
and scholarship holders were more than thankful for the 
valuable experience the MPI Luxembourg offered them 
during their stay.

 With the recruitment of a new Head at the end of 
2020, the HR unit continued to document clear processes 
and rules to support new researchers and their on-boarding 
and induction as well as to establish one single manual 
of internal rules. The ‘manual of regulations’ will provide 
employees with concrete answers towards all related HR 
questions. The reinforcement in documentation of internal 
procedures such as strengthening policies and simplify 
procedures have been set as a long-term project processes 
along with consolidation towards a stronger compliance 
and risk assessment. The planned implementation of a new 
HR data tool in summer 2020 is postponed to 2021 due to 
COVID-19.

 Also in the field of HR, all related Compensation & 
Benefits matters were outsourced in 2019 by assigning the 
payroll to an external service provider. Payroll processing 
is a critical, technical, and complex task, and is therefore 
time-consuming. Besides those criteria, having an external 
service provider specialising in payroll processing means 
that dedicated staff and a resilient backup procedure is 
set. This strategic step was decided to unload the HR 
professionals' administrative tasks to undertake and 
deliver strategic actions that will strengthen the Institute's 
performance and enhance HR advisory services. 
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 As a collaboration of Finance	 and	 Purchasing, 
Adfinity – a financial tool complemented with a purchase 
and inventory module –  has been added to the existing 
accounting software to integrate a standardised 
purchasing process and a permanent inventory of the 
fixed assets of the Institute. The objective is to maintain 
a complete and continuously up-to-date list of all fixed 
assets of the Institute. All these demands structured 
handling of the whole purchase process and a follow-up 
of the stock supplies. The Finance, Purchase, and IT-team 
supported the implementation hand-in-hand.

 The Finance	 &	 Accounting unit has seen the 
necessity to deepen its expertise in 3rd party funding as 
the Institute has secured important external funding 
for long-term research projects. The unit plays a crucial 
and strategic role in maintaining the budget as well as 
supporting the Management Board with clear and precise 
financial recurrent reporting’s and analytics.

 Information	 and	 Communications	 Technology 
(ICT) is the infrastructure that enables modern computing 
within the Institute. In summer 2020, the role of the 
IT Security Officer was filled. The overall world of IT 
technologies opens up new opportunities for the Institute 
but also harbours unknown risks. The digitisation of 
data, the expanding use of high-speed internet, and the 
growing global network together have led to new levels 
of risk, where so-called ‘bad actors’ can seek to illegally 
gain access to intellectual property or private information, 
or to disrupt systems that control critical infrastructure. 
Therefore, the Management Board saw it as crucial to 
minimise these risks by framing conditions for IT security.

 The network usage is monitored to ensure compliance 
with security policies and follow developments in IT 
security standards and threats. Another responsibility of 
the IT Security Officer is to safeguard the Institute’s data, 
in collaboration with the Institute’s Data Protection Officer 
(DPO) and HR to be fully compliant with the European 
General Data Protection Rule (GDPR), which became 
enforceable on 25 May 2018. 

 Since March 2020, with the shift from office presence 
to home working, the entire ICT department enabled remote 
support to all users with IT problems. In accordance 
with the rapid evolution in technology, the Institute 
followed the trend of moving from personal, face-to-face 
interactions, to a digital workspace. The assessment and 
implementation of tools for remote support, webinars and 
video-conferencing, and the continued documentation 
of IT system structure, procedures, and rules will remain 
central to the work of the ICT department in future.

 The Administration is the driving force behind 
organisational excellence and service delivery at the 
Institute and remains committed to going the ‘extra mile’ 
to support the Institute’s research activities. Together 
with all units and the outstanding commitment and team 
spirit of the MPI’s staff, the dynamic and future-oriented 
administration steers and advises on all business and 
operational-related matters at play within the Institute and 
has been able to position itself as the operational heart of 
the Institute.
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Annex 1. 
Scientific Events

Conferences

Workshops

Forum	on	Procedural	Law	of	the	Court	
of	Justice	of	the	European	Union	
–	1st edition
25/02/2019 (open)
In cooperation with Prof. Daniel Sarmiento 
(Complutense University of Madrid)

Tagung	der	Wissenschaftlichen	
Vereinigung	für	Internationales	
Verfahrensrecht	e.V
13-16/03/2019 (open), 
Hamburg (Germany)

Europagespräch	mit	Kurt	Beck	
und	Jean	Asselborn	
28/03/2019 (closed)
In cooperation with the German 
Embassy in Luxembourg 

La	protection	des	citoyens	européens	
dans	un	monde	ultra-connecté
03/04/2019 (open)
In cooperation with the Robert 
Schuman Foundation

Enforcement	Challenges	in	
Multi-Level	Regulatory	Systems:	
Mapping	the	Landscapes
21-22/05/2019 (open)
In cooperation with the Faculty of Law, 
Economics and Finance, University 
of Luxembourg

Opinion	1/17	of	the	Court	of	Justice	
of	the	European	Union
21/06/2019 (open)
In cooperation with Prof. Eleftheria 
Neframi (University of Luxembourg)

The	Protection	of	Privacy	in	International	
Digital	Environments 
08/07/2019 (closed)

The	New	Litigation	Landscape	–
International	Commercial	Courts	
and	the	Coordination	of	Cross-border	
Proceedings
14/10/2019 (open)

Wo	geht‘s	zur	neuen	Ordnung?	Deutschland	
und	Europa	in	einer	instabilen	Welt
18/11/2019 (open)
In cooperation with the German 
Embassy in Luxembourg 

The	Dynamics	of	Disputes	over	Illegal,	
Unreported,	and	Unregulated	Fishing:	
Regime	Convergence	and	Lex Ferenda
28-29/11/2019 (open)
In cooperation with Prof. Makane Moïse 
Mbengue and Dr Brian McGarry 
(University of Geneva)

Private	and	Public	Enforcement	
of	Consumer	Law
13/12/2019 (closed), Castle 
of Senningen (Luxembourg)
In cooperation with the Luxembourg 
Ministry of Consumer Protection

Forum	on	Procedural	Law	of	the	Court	
of	Justice	of	the	European	Union	–	2nd edition
03/02/2020 (public)
In cooperation with Prof. Daniel Sarmiento 
(Complutense University of Madrid)

Groupe	Tarzia:
Quel	avenir	pour	les	juridictions	suprêmes?
04-05/04/2019 (closed)

Comparative	Procedural	Law	and	Justice	
04/06/2019 (closed)

International	Investment	Law:	
An	Analysis	of	the	Major	Decisions
06-07/06/2019 (closed)

International	Workshop	on	Reparation
09/08/2019 (public), Tervuren (Belgium)
In cooperation with UCLouvain, 
NOHA, and the Royal Museum 
for Central Africa

Cross-Border	Debt	Recovery	in	the	EU	–	
Application	of	the	‘Second	Generation’	
Regulations	in	France	and	Luxembourg
27/09/2019 (open)

Comparative	Procedural	Law	and	Justice	
04/10/2019 (closed)

Law	and	Justice	in	the	Age	of	
Disintermediation:	Blockchain,	
Cryptocurrencies	and	the	Law
15/11/2019 (open)

Law	and	Justice	in	the	Age	of	
Disintermediation:	
Automating	Legal	Instruments
06/12/2019 (open)

Law	and	Justice	in	the	Age	of	
Disintermediation:	
Blockchain	Technologies	at	the	Domestic	
and	the	International	Levels
17/01/2020 (open)
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Lectures

Seminars

Meetings

Webinars	

Prof.	Maya	Steinitz	(University	of	Iowa):
'The Case for an International 
Court of Civil Justice’ 
30/01/2019 (public)

Prof.	Peter	L.	Murray	(Harvard	University):	
‘The U.S. Constitution and the 
Supreme Court’ 
10/04/2019 (public)

Prof.	Geneviève	Saumier	(McGill	University):	
‘The Procedural Implications of Quebec’s
Hybrid Legal System’ 
17/04/2019 (public)

Prof.	Nicolas	de	Sadeleer	
(University	of	Saint-Louis)	
and	Ms	Ivana	Damjanovic	
(Australian	National	University):	
‘The Clash Between International 
Investment Law and the Autonomy 
of The EU Legal Order’
20/06/2019 (public)

Prof.	Eduardo	Oteiza	
(La	Plata	National	University):	
‘Procedural Law Reforms in Latin America: 
Argentina as a Paradigmatic Case’ 
10/07/2019 (public)

Prof.	Giancarlo	Vilella	
(Directorate	General	for	Innovation	
and	Technological	Support,	
European	Parliament):	
‘Working Methods of the European  
Parliament Administration in Multi-Actors
World: A Case-Study’ 
22/01/2020 (public)

Prof.	Axel	Gosseries	(FNRS	/	UCLouvain):	
‘Future Generations: How Much Margin  
for Institutional Design’
12/02/2020 (public)

Rule	of	Law,	Politics	and	European	
Procedural	Law:	
Recent	Case-Law	and	Critical	
Developments
20/05/2019 (closed)

EUFams	II	–	Facilitating	
Cross-Border	Family	Life:
Towards	a	Common	European	
Understanding
24-25/10/2019 (closed)

2019-2020	Capacity-Building	and	Training	
Programme	on	Dispute	Settlement	under	the	
United	Nations	Convention	on	the	Law	of	the	Sea
16-18/12/2019 (closed)

IMPRS-SDR	Annual	Seminar
9-10/01/2020 (closed)

ILA	Committee	on	the	Rules	
of	Procedure	of	International	Courts	
–	5th	meeting
25-26/01/2019 (closed)

blogdroiteuropéen 
–	Board	of	Directors
09/02/2019 (closed)

ILA	Committee	on	the	Protection	of	Privacy	
in	Private	International	and	Procedural	Law	
–	7th	meeting
09/07/2019 (closed)

ILA	Committee	on	the	Rules	of	Procedure	
of	International	Courts	
–	6th	meeting
06-07/09/2019 (closed)

ILA	Committee	on	the	Rules	
of	Procedure	of	International	Courts	
–	7th	meeting
31/01-01/02/2020 (closed)

IAPL	Presidium	Meeting	
11/03/2020 (closed)

Contemporary	Digital	Technologies	
and	International	Courts	and	Tribunals
10/02/2020 (closed)
In cooperation with the Interest 
Group on International Courts and Tribunals 
(ESIL-IGICT).

Draft	Code	of	Conduct	for	Adjudicators	
in	Investor-State	Dispute	Settlement:	
Low-Hanging	Fruit	or	Unreachable	Goal?
02/07/2020 (open)
In cooperation with Prof. Chiara Giorgetti 
(University of Richmond)

Biases	and	International	Adjudication
10/09/2020 (open)
In cooperation with ESIL-IGICT

Representing	the	Absent	–	1st	workshop
02/12/2020 (closed)
In cooperation with Prof. Valérie Rosoux 
(FNRS/UCLouvain)

Comparative	Procedural	Law	
and	Justice	–	1st	wE	binar
04/12/2020 (open)
In cooperation with Prof. Viviane Curran 
(University of Pittsburgh) and Prof. Rolf Stüner 
(University of Freiburg)
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Annex 2. 
Publications

		1.	Book	Series
1.1.	“Studies	of	the	Max	Planck	Institute	Luxembourg	for	International,	European	and	Regulatory	Procedural	Law”		

2.	MPILux	Research	Papers	Series

1.2.	“Successful	Dispute	Resolution”

Vol.	13:	
Open Justice: The Role of Courts 
in a Democratic Society, 
edited by Burkhard Hess and Ana 
Koprivica Harvey, 2019.

Vol.	14:	
Die Übertragbarkeit der deutschen 
Vollstreckungsgegenklage in das 
chinesische Zivilprozessrecht, 
by Yin Jin, 2019.

Vol.	15:	
International Law and Litigation: 
A Look into Procedure, 
edited by Hélène Ruiz Fabri, 2019, 
OA.

Vol.	16:	
Peace Through Law: 
The Versailles Peace Treaty 
and Dispute Settlement After 
World War I, 
edited by Michel Erpelding, 
Burkhard Hess and Hélène Ruiz 
Fabri, 2019, OA.

Vol.	17:	
Mediation und Schlichtung: Eine 
systematische Untersuchung auf 
Grundlage des chinesischen und 
des deutschen Rechts, 
by Nils Pelzer, 2019.

Vol.	18:	
Privatizing Dispute Resolution: 
Trends and Limits, 
edited by Loïc Cadiet, Burkhard 
Hess and Marta Requejo Isidro, 
2019.

Vol.	19:	
Gerichtsstandsklauseln in der 
privaten Durchsetzung des EU-
Kartellrechts, 
by Polina Westerhoven, 2019.

Vol.	20:	
International Judicial Legitimacy, 
edited by Hélène Ruiz Fabri, André 
Nunes Chaib, Ingo Venzke and 
Armin von Bogdandy, 2020, OA.

Vol.	21:	
Pauschalierter 
Kartellschadensersatz in 
Einkaufs- und Lieferbedingungen 
als Alternative zur 
Schadensschätzun, 
by Kristina Sirakova, 2020.

Vol.	22:	
The 50th Anniversary of the 
European Law of Civil Procedure, 
edited by Burkhard Hess and 
Koen Lenaerts, 2020.

2019/1:	
‘Current Developments in Forum Access: 
Comments on Jurisdiction and Forum 
Non Conveniens – European Perspectives 
on Human Rights Litigation’ 
by Burkhard Hess and Martina Mantovani 
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3325711

2019/2:	
‘International Commercial Courts
in the Litigation Market’ 
by Marta Requejo Isidro 
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3327166

2019/3:	
‘Procedural Harmonization and 
Private Enforcement in the Area 
of Personal Data Protection’ 
by Marta Requejo Isidro
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3339180	

2019/4:	
‘Not All that Glitters is Gold - 
The Covert Failings of the EU’s Court 
of Justice’ 
by Henri de Waele
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3392867

2019/5:	
‘Non-Party Access to Court Documents 
& the Open Justice Principle: The UK  
Supreme Court Judgment in Cape  
Intermediate Holdings Ltd v Dring’ 
by Ana Koprivica Harvey
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3432373

2019/6:	
‘The Procedural Cross-Fertilization Pull’ 
by Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Joshua Paine
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3441701	

Vol.	9:
Die Business Judgment Rule im Prozess,  
edited by Jan-Ole Jena, 2020.
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3.	Journal	of	World	Investment	&	Trade

2019/7:	
‘Hidden in the Glare of the Nuremberg Trial: 
Impunity for the Wola Massacre as the 
Greatest Debacle of Post-War Trials’ 
by Patrycja Grzebyk 
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3470128

2020/1:	
‘The Aftermath of the 9/11 Litigation: 
Enforcing the US Havlish Judgments in Europe’ 
by Vincent Richard, Edoardo Stoppioni, 
Martina Mantovani, and Stephanie Law
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3521222

2020/2:	
‘Yearbook on Procedural Law of the 
Court of Justice of the European Union: 
First Edition – 2019’ 
edited by Daniel Sarmiento, 
Hélène Ruiz Fabri, and Burkhard Hess
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3530773

2020/3:
‘The Notion of “Arbitral Award”’ 
by Cristina M. Mariottini and Burkhard Hess
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3594441

2020/4:
‘Climate Change and Pandemics: 
The EU Risk-Management Strategy 
Under Scrutiny’ 
by Alessandra Donati
http://ssrn.com/abstract=3648064

Editors-in-Chief:	
Hélène Ruiz Fabri and Stephan Schill
Associate	Editors:	
Joshua Paine and Edoardo Stoppioni
Managing	Editor:	
Derek Stemple

The Journal of World Investment & Trade 
(JWIT) is a double-blind peer-reviewed journal, 
published by Brill, focused on the legal aspects 
of foreign investment relations in a broad 
sense. It aims to embed foreign investment law 
in its broader context, including interactions 
with international and domestic law, both 
private and public, as well as domestic 
constitutional and administrative law.

Institutionally independent and ideologically 
neutral, it addresses scholars, government 
officials, members of international and 
non-governmental organisations, and legal 
practitioners in both capital-exporting and 
capital-importing countries.

Both volumes 20 (2019) and 21 (2020) 
comprised six issues, including three special 
issues: https://brill.com/view/journals/jwit/
jwit-overview.xml
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4.	Researchers	

Habiba	ABUBAKER
• ‘Empirical Research 

on Constitutional Drafting 
Processes Following War or 
Internal Disturbances in Iraq, 
Tunisia, Kosovo and Sudan’ 
(2020) 23(1) The Max Planck 
Yearbook of United Nations 
Law 314.

Ezéchiel	AMANI	CIRIMWAMI
• ‘Fashioning rights in the 

African Court on Human and 
Peoples’ Rights: understanding 
the proceduralisation of 
substantive rights’ (2020) 4 
African Human Rights Yearbook 
1.

• ‘Développements récents 
en droit international pénal – 
Notes cursives sur le projet de 
Convention sur la prévention 
et la répression des crimes 
contre l’humanité’ in Jean-Paul 
Segihobe and Shamashanga 
Minga (eds), Le droit pénal 
entre douleur et enchantement 
dans le contexte contemporain. 
Mélanges offerts au Professeur 
Raphaël Nyabirungu Mwene 
Songa (Bruylant 2020).

• (with Tetevi Davi), ‘Another One 
Bites the Dust: Côte d’Ivoire to 
End Individual and NGO Access 
to the African Court’ (EJIL:Talk!, 
19 May 2020) <https://www.
ejiltalk.org/another-one-bites-
the-dust-cote-divoire-to-end-
individual-and-ngo-access-to-
the-african-court/> accessed 
25 November 2020.

• ‘States of Justice Symposium: 
What If We Took the ‘Unwilling 
or Unable’ Seriously?’ 
(OpinioJuris, 19 August 
2020) <http://opiniojuris.
org/2020/08/19/states-of-
justice-symposium-what-
if-we-took-the-unwilling-or-
unable-seriously/> accessed 25 
November 2020.

Stavroula	ANGOURA
• ‘Arbitrator’s Impartiality under 

Article V(1) (d) of the New York 
Convention’ (2019) 15(1) Asian 
International Arbitration Journal 29.

• (with A. Kastanidis), ‘Les limites 
de l’autonomie de la volonté en 
droit de l’arbitrage commercial 
international dans les pays 
incorporant la loi type de la 
CNUDCI: L’exemple de la Grèce’ 
(2019) 2 Revue de l’arbitrage 431.

Henok	Birhanu	ASMELASH
• ‘Domestic and Multilateral 

Forums for the Judicial 
Review of U.S. Trade 
Remedy Determinations: 
Complementary or Conflicting?’ 
in Hélène Ruiz Fabri (ed), 
International Law 
and Litigation: A Look into 
Procedure (Nomos 2019, OA). 

• ‘Southern African Development 
Community Tribunal’ in MPEiPro 
(OUP 2019).

Olivier	BAILLET
•  (with Edoardo Stoppioni), 

'Expanding on the Privatisation 
of the Inter-State Application: 
the ECtHR’s decision in the 
Slovenia v Croatia case' (EU 
Law Live, 23 December 2020) 
<https://eulawlive.com/
op-ed-expanding-on-the-
privatisation-of-the-inter-
state-application-the-ecthrs-
decision-in-the-slovenia-v-
croatia-case-by-edoardo-
stoppioni-and-olivier-baillet/> 
accessed 17 January 2021.

Marco	BENATAR
• (with Hélène Ruiz Fabri and 

others) (eds), A Bridge Over 
Troubled Waters: Dispute 
Resolution in the Law of 
International Watercourses and 
the Law of the Sea (Brill 2020).

• ‘Cyber Espionage in Inter-State 
Litigation’ in Hélène Ruiz Fabri 
(ed), International Law and 
Litigation: A Look into Procedure 
(Nomos 2019, OA). 

• (with Hélène Ruiz Fabri and 
others), ‘Introduction’ in A 
Bridge Over Troubled Waters: 
Dispute Resolution in the Law of 
International Watercourses and 
the Law of the Sea (Brill 2020).

• ‘Site Visit’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2020).
• ‘Trust Fund: International 

Tribunal for the Law of the Sea 
(ITLOS)’ in MPEiPro (OUP 2020).

Marlene	BROSCH
•  Rechtswahl und 

Gerichtsstandsvereinbarung im 
internationalen Familien- und 
Erbrecht der EU (Mohr Siebeck 2019).

• (with Cristina M. Mariottini), 
‘Report on the International 
Exchange Seminar’ in EUFams 
II – Facilitating Cross-Border 
Family Life: Towards a Common 
European Understanding 
(Heidelberg University 2019) 
<http://www2.ipr.uni-
heidelberg.de/eufams/index-
Dateien/microsites/download.
php?art=projektbericht&id=17> 
accessed 8 December 2020.

• ‘Comparative Report on 
National Case Law  - 
Luxembourg’ in EUFams 
II – Facilitating Cross-Border 
Family Life: Towards a Common 
European Understanding 
(Heidelberg University 2020) 
<http://www2.ipr.uni-
heidelberg.de/eufams/index-
Dateien/microsites/download.
php?art=projektbericht&id=20> 
accessed 8 December 2020.

• ‘Report on National 
Implementation Laws - 
Luxembourg’ in EUFams 
II – Facilitating Cross-Border 
Family Life: Towards a Common 
European Understanding 
(Heidelberg University 2020) 
<http://www2.ipr.uni-
heidelberg.de/eufams/index-
Dateien/microsites/download.
php?art=projektbericht&id=18> 
accessed 8 December 2020.

• ‘Comparative Report on 
National Case Law - France’ 
in EUFams II – Facilitating 
Cross-Border Family Life: 
Towards a Common European 
Understanding (Heidelberg 
University 2020) <http://
www2.ipr.uni-heidelberg.
de/eufams/index-Dateien/
microsites/download.
php?art=projektbericht&id=20> 
accessed 8 December 2020.

• ‘Report on National 
Implementation Laws - France’ 
in EUFams II – Facilitating 
Cross-Border Family Life: 
Towards a Common European 
Understanding (Heidelberg 
University 2020) <http://
www2.ipr.uni-heidelberg.
de/eufams/index-Dateien/
microsites/download.
php?art=projektbericht&id=18> 
accessed 8 December 2020.

• ‘Anmerkung zu EuGH, C-361/18, 
Weil./.Gulácsi’ (2019) (18) 
FamRZ 1560. 

• ‘Der materiell-rechtliche 
ordre public im Internationalen 
Familien- und Erbrecht: 
Nationale Perspektiven abseits 
der Europäisierung im IPR’ 
(2020) 40(1) IPRax: Praxis des 
Internationalen Privat- und 
Verfahrensrechts 24

• ‘Die Neufassung der Brüssel 
IIa-VO’ (2020) 17(4) Zeitschrift 
für das Privatrecht der 
Europäischen Union 179.

• (with Cristina M. Mariottini), 
‘The European model of ‘couple’ 
within the dissolution of marriage’ 
in Elsa Bernard, Marie Cresp and 
Marion Ho-Dac (eds), La famille 
dans l’ordre juridique de l’Union 
européenne (Larcier 2020).

• ‘The Dialogue Between Judges 
on the Legal Status of Children 
Born Through Surrogacy’ (The 
EAPIL Blog, 11 March 2020) 
<https://eapil.org/2020/03/11/
the-dialogue-between-judges-
on-the-legal-status-of-children-
born-through-surrogacy/> 
accessed 8 December 2020.
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Ivan	CAVDAREVIC
• ‘Lists: International Centre 

for Settlement of Investment 
Disputes (ICSID)’ in MPEiPro 
(OUP 2019).

• ‘Case Headnote: CC/Devas 
(Mauritius) Ltd, Devas 
Employees Mauritius Private Ltd, 
and Telecom Devas Mauritius 
Ltd v The Republic of India, 
Award’ in Investment Claims 
(OUP 2020).

• ‘Case Headnote: Antaris GmbH 
and Dr Michael Göde v The 
Czech Republic, Award’ in 
Investment Claims (OUP 2020).

• ‘Serbia and Covid-19: State of 
Emergency in a State in 
Disarray’ (Verfassungsblog, 
12 May 2020) <https://
verfassungsblog.de/serbia-and-
covid-19-state-of-emergency-in-
a-state-in-disarray/> accessed 
18 August 2020.

Basile	CHARTIER
• ‘Chamber for Environmental 

Matters: International Court 
of Justice (ICJ)’ in MPEiPro 
(OUP 2020).

Giovanni	CHIAPPONI
• ‘Can harmonized time limits 

in European civil procedure 
enhance the effectiveness of 
the enforcement of EU Law?’ 
(2020) 12(1) Cuadernos de 
Derecho Transnacional 543.

• ‘Time Limits and Default 
Judgements in European 
Cross-Border Civil Litigation: 
Minimum Standards?’ (2020) 
12(2) Cuadernos de Derecho 
Transnacional 971.

• ‘Riforme e legalita: aspetti della 
crisi della legge’ (2020) 101 
Libro Aperto 101.

• ‘Medici e remunerazione: il 
miracolo della prescrizione’ 
(Judicium: Il Processo Civile 
in Italia e in Europa, 23 March 
2020) <http://www.judicium.
it/medici-remunerazione-
miracolo-della-prescrizione/> 
accessed 8 December 2020.

• ‘Judicial cooperation and 
coronavirus: the law must go 
on’ (Judicium: Il Processo Civile 
in Italia e in Europa, 23 March 
2020) <http://www.judicium.
it/judicial-cooperation-and-
coronavirus-the-law-must-go/> 
accessed 8 December 2020.

• ‘The Impact of Coronavirus 
on the Management of Judicial 
Proceedings in Italy’ (The 
EAPIL Blog, 13 March 2020) 
<https://eapil.org/2020/03/13/
the-impact-of-corona-virus-on-
the-management-of-judicial-
proceedings-in-italy/> accessed 
8 December 2020.

Michael	DE	BOECK
• ‘Arbitral Preliminary References: 

The New York Convention 
Regime as Adequate 
Mechanism for Compliance 
under art. 267 TFEU’ in Katia 
Fach Gómez and Ana M. López 
Rodríguez (eds), 60 Years of the 
New York Convention: Key Issues 
and Future Challenges (Wolters 
Kluwer 2019).

Alessandra	DONATI
• ‘Clausola di drag-along:  
 equa valorizzazione e tutela  
 del socio di minoranza’ (2019) 
 9 Nel Diritto 1292.
• The Glyphosate Saga, 

A Further but Not a Final Step: 
The CJEU Confirms the Validity 
of the Regulation on Plant 
Protection Products in Light 
of the Precautionary Principle'  
(2020) 11(1) European Journal 
of Risk Regulation 148.

• ‘La crisi del coronavirus:  
 alla (ri)scoperta del principio 
 di precauzione’ (2020) 
 2 Rivista di BioDiritto 1.
• ‘Arrêt Antony C. Tweedale/

Autorité européenne de sécurité 
des aliments: la transparence 
de la procédure d’évaluation 
du glyphosate à l’épreuve du 
Tribunal de l’Union européenne’ 
(2020) 2 Revue européenne du 
droit de la consommation 309.

• ‘Discretionary Power, Scientific 
Uncertainty and Right to Life 
in the Context of the COVID-19 
Pandemic: Lessons Learnt from 
the Administrative Tribunal of 
Guadeloupe and the French 
Council of State’ (2020) 11(3) 
European Journal of Risk 
Regulation 698.

• (with Karima Hammouche),  
 ‘L’exposition aux ondes 

électromagnétiques et la 
régulation juridique de la 5G en 
Europe: une analyse comparée’ 
(2020) 3-4 JurisNews - droit de 
l’environnement 71.

• ‘Le principe de précaution: un 
outil de gestion des crises en 
droit de l’Union européenne?’ 
(2020) 79(10) Journal de droit 
européen 430.

• ‘The exposure to 5G and other 
electromagnetic fields: the 
trade-off between the principles 
of precaution and innovation 
under EU law’ (2020) 41 EU Law 
Live – Weekend Edition 2.

• ‘Climate change and pandemics 
from the perspective of the 
EU risk-management strategy’ 
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(2019-2020 Capacity-Building and Training Programme on Dispute 
Settlement under the UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 16 December 2019).
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Aravind	GANESH
• ‘Rightful Relations in the Wider World: A Kantian Critique of the  
  European Union’s Legal Relations with Distant Strangers’  
 (Recent Developments in Theory and Practice of EU Law,  
 Luxembourg, 16 April 2019).

Javier	GARCIA	OLMEDO	
• ‘Investment Arbitration: Back to Basics’ 

(Seminar of the Mumbai Centre for International Arbitration,  
Delhi, 15 February 2019).

• ‘The Relevance of CIL and its Interpretation to the Standing 
of Dual Nationals under IIAs’ (Customary International Law 
and its Interpretation in International Tax & Investment Law, 
Groningen, 20 February 2019).

• ‘International Investment Law in US Courts’ 
(International Investment Law: An Analysis of the Major 
Decisions, Luxembourg, 6 June 2019).

• ‘Access to CETA by Locally Incorporated Enterprises and 
Article 20 of the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights: Incompatibility 
Concerns?’ (Opinion 1/17 of the Court of Justice of the European 
Union, Luxembourg, 21 June 2019).

• ‘Denial of Benefits and Tax Carve-Out’ 
(Séminaire de l'École de formation du barreau de Paris,
Paris, 22 June 2019).

• ‘The EU’s Approach towards Investment Dispute Settlement’ 
(3rd UNCITRAL Inter-sessional Regional Meeting on ISDS, Conakry, 
26 September 2019).

•  ‘Who owns investment treaty rights?’ 
(2019-2020 Capacity-Building and Training Programme on Dispute 
Settlement under the UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 16 December 2019).

• ‘The (Mis)use of Nationality in International Investment Law: 
An Analysis of Remedies Against Nationality Planning’ 
(IMPRS-SDR Annual Seminar, Luxembourg, 10 January 2020).

• ‘Nationalities of Convenience in International Investment Law: 
The Problem and Possible Solutions’ 
(Seminar of the UEF Law School, Joensuu, 9 April 2020).

Lorenzo	GRADONI
• ‘L’indipendenza del Kosovo’ (Il diritto internazionale vent’anni dopo  
 l’intervento del Kosovo, Ferrara, 13 May 2019).
• ‘Anzilotti’s Return’ (Joint Meeting of the Interest Groups ‘International  
 and European Law of Human Rights’ and ‘International Law and  
 Domestic Law’ of the International Society of International Law (ISIL),  
 Milan, 4 June 2019). 
• ‘The International Protection of Ecological Life-preserving 

Equilibria as a Limit to State Sovereignty’ (discussant) 
(Lecce, 13 November 2019).

• ‘Inequalities and International Law’ (participant) 
(European Journal of International Law Workshop, online, 
26 November 2020).

• ‘International Law between Peace and Justice: 
The Case of the Wall in the Palestinian Occupied Territory’ 
(Inaugural Meeting of ISIL and EU Law’s Interest Group on 
International Law and Cinema, online, 30 November 2020).

• ‘Beyond Article 38 of the ICJ Statute?  New Trends in the Systems 
 of International and European Legal Sources’ (discussant) (online, 
 4 December 2020).

Juliana	GUERRA
• 'The Analogy between States and International 

Organizations’ (Round Table ILA Brazil, online, 12 August 2020). 
• 'The Sound Administration of Justice in the ICJ Procedure'  

(Doctoral seminar of the ‘Centre de Recherche sur les Droits de 
l'Homme’ (CRDH), Paris, 13 October 2020).

Ana	HARVEY
• ‘Revisiting the Principle of Public Hearings: The Case of Investor-State  
 Arbitration’ (IMPRS-SDR Annual Seminar, Luxembourg, 10 January 2020).

Burkhard	HESS
• Opening Speech (Forum on Procedural Law of the Court of 

Justice of the European Union, Luxembourg, 25 February 2019).
• ‘Das Achmea Urteil aus der Perspektive des EuGH’ 

(Bremsen die EU und der EuGH die Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit 
in Europa aus?, Frankfurt, 27 March 2019).

• Opening Speech (La protection des citoyens européens 
dans le monde ultra-connecté, Luxembourg, 3 April 2019).

• ‘Rapport général sur les effets techniques des arrêts du 
juge de cassation’ (L’office du juge: Quel avenir pour les 
juridictions suprêmes?, Luxembourg, 4 April 2019).

• ‘Gesetz zur Einführung einer zivilprozessualen 
Musterfeststellungsklage’ (Journée d'échange et de concertation : 
Quel type d'action de groupe pour le Luxembourg?, 
Luxembourg, 30 April 2019).

• ‘Recent Case-Law and Critical Developments’ 
(Rule of Law, Politics and European Procedural Law, 
Luxembourg, 20 May 2019).

• ‘Multilevel regulatory systems (I): Enforcement weakness and  
 different standards of protection’ (Enforcement Challenges in  
 Multi-Level Regulatory Systems: Mapping the Landscapes, 
 Luxembourg, 22 May 2019).
• ‘The interpretation of the Brussels regime in the preliminary 

reference procedure under article 267 TFEU’ (Launch Conference 
of the Research Centre for Private Law, Lisbon, 27 May 2019).

• ‘10 Years ESCP-Regulation, focusing on the practice in 
different EU-Member States, especially in Luxembourg’ 
(Aspects of European Consumer Law, Luxembourg, 19 June 2019).

• ‘Access to an Independent Tribunal’ (Opinion 1/17 of the Court of  
 Justice of the European Union, Luxembourg, 21 June 2019).
• ‘Cross-border aspects of class actions in Europe’ 

(25 years collective redress in the Netherlands: 
Collective redress in a European perspective, Utrecht, 28 June 2019).
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• ‘Wettbewerb der Justizsysteme im internationalen Vergleich’ 
(Der Gerichts- und Schiedsstandort Deutschland im Wettbewerb, 
Cologne/Düsseldorf, 2 July 2019).

• ‘Cross-Border Injunctive Relief’ (The Protection of Privacy in 
 Interconnected Digital Environments, Luxembourg, 8 July 2019).
• ‘100 Jahre Versailler Vertrag: unterschiedliche Wahrnehmungen 
 und bleibende Bedeutung für die Streitbeilegung’ (Akademische 
 Mittagspause im Sommersemester 2019 der Juristischen Fakultät, 
 Heidelberg, 

11 July 2019).
• ‘EAPO and cross-cutting, overarching issues’ (chair)

(IC2BE Project: Cross-Border Debt Recovery in the EU – Application 
of the “Second Generation” Regulations in France and Luxembourg, 
Luxembourg, 27 September 2019).

• ‘Die Prozessökonomie – ein allgemeines Prinzip des 
Verfahrensrechts?’ (Effizienz als Zeitgeist – Wie viel Ökonomisierung 
verträgt das Prozessrecht?, Göttingen, 5 October 2019).

• ‘Brexit, Commercial Courts and the Brussels Systems’ 
(The New Litigation Landscape: International Commercial Courts 
and the Coordination of Cross-Border Proceedings, Luxembourg, 
14 October 2019).

• ‘Matrimonial matters’ (chair) (EUFams II – Facilitating 
Cross-Border Family Life: Towards a Common European 
Understanding, Luxembourg, 25 October 2019).

• Closing remarks (Wo geht’s zur neuen Ordnung? Deutschland und  
 Europa in einer instabilen Welt, Luxembourg, 18 November 2019).
• ‘Setting the Scene’ (moderator) (EJTN Civil Law Project 

– CI/2019/09, The Brussels Ia Regulation in Judicial Practice, 
Luxembourg, 20 November 2019).

• ‘Towards a more coherent EU framework for cross-border 
enforcement’ (Final IC2BE Conference, Antwerp, 22 November 2019).

• ‘Cross-border enforcement’ (chair) (Conference on Private and 
 Public Enforcement of Consumer Law, Luxembourg, 
 13 December 2019).
• ‘Judicial Cooperation in Criminal Matters’ (chair) (Forum on  
 Procedural Law of the Court of Justice of the European Union 
 – 2nd edition, Luxembourg, 3 February 2020).
• ‘Digitalization of Consumer Dispute Resolution’ (chair) 

(Frontiers in Civil Justice, online, 16-17 November 2020).
• ‘Comparative Procedural Law and Justice – 1st CPLJ 

Webinar’ (chair) (online, 4 December 2020).
• ‘Ensuring access to justice – an expert debate on “Third 

Party Litigation Funding”’ (Recap and Conclusions, American 
Chamber EU and the European Justice Forum, Brussels, 
8 December 2020).

Lena	HORNKOHL
• ‘Überwindung von ungewissen Sachverhalten – Ist die Zeit 

reif für eine allgemeine Offenlegung von Beweismitteln im deutschen 
Zivilprozess?’ (6. Tagung Junger Prozessrechtswissenschaftler/-
innen, Erlangen-Nürnberg, 26 September 2020).

Elena	IVANOVA
• ‘The Cross-Fertilization of UNCLOS, Custom and Principles 

Relating to Procedure in the Jurisprudence of UNCLOS Courts 
and Tribunals’ (IMPRS-SDR Annual Seminar, Luxembourg, 
10 January 2020).

Inga	JÄRVEKÜLG
• ‘Public and private enforcement of consumer law in Estonia’ 

(Conference on Private and Public Enforcement of Consumer
 Law, Luxembourg, 13 December 2019).

Remy	JORRITSMA	
• ‘The Protection of Vulnerable Persons in Conflict Zones: 

War Journalists and Civilian Airline Passengers’ 
(Annual Study Day of the Belgian Branch of the International 
Society for Military Law and the Law of War, Brussels, 
20 February 2020).

Marcel	KAHL
• ‘Alternativen zur Beweislastentscheidung bei Beweisnot 

– Salomonische Urteile im deutschen Recht?’ 
(6. Tagung Junger Prozessrechtswissenschaftler/-innen, 
Erlangen-Nürnberg, 26 September 2020).

Björn	LAUKEMANN
• ‘Begriff und Grenzen des Insolvenzverfahrens: Überlegungen  
 aus Anlass der europäischen Restrukturierungsrichtlinie’  
 (Tübingen, 15 October 2019).
• ‘Key judgments on cross-border insolvency’ 

(Summer Course on Insolvency Proceedings within the EU, 
Trier, 9 July 2019).

• ‘Private Rechtsdurchsetzung zwischen (digitaler) 
Selbsthilfe und gerichtlichem Rechtsschutz’ 
(Heidelberg, 5 February 2020).

• ‘Die Veröffentlichung richterlicher Hinweisbeschlüsse’ 
(Leipzig, 6 July 2020).

Stephanie	LAW
• ‘Public and private enforcement of consumer law in the UK’ 

(Conference on Private and Public Enforcement of Consumer 
Law, Luxembourg, 13 December 2019).

Luis	Angel	LÓPEZ	ZAMORA
• ‘The Rights of Nature in Latin America’ 

(Representing the Absent, online, 2 December 2020).

Martina	MANTOVANI
• ‘Revisiting the principle of conflict-of-laws party autonomy 

in the light of the contractualisation of society: 
the example of contracts for the international transfer of personal 
data’ (Online SLS Annual Conference, online, 4 September 2020).

• ‘Identifying the territorial scope of application of  
 GDPR – complementing laws. A problem of PIL methodology’   
 (‘PROTRADAT’ project Webinar series, online, 13 November 2020).
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Cristina	M.	MARIOTTINI
• ‘E-Justice and the Dispute Resolution System for Disputes 

over the “.eu” Domain Names: Perspectives on the Collaboration 
between Academia, the Tech Community and Practitioners Regarding 
Cross-Border EU Procedures’ (“e” meets justice, Lisbon, 2 May 2019).

• ‘Freedom of Speech and Public Policy in the Enforcement 
of Judgments between EU Member States: Mutual Trust vis-à-
vis the Protection of Fundamental Rights’ (Rule of Law, Politics 
and European Procedural Law: Recent Case-Law and Critical 
Developments, Luxembourg, 20 May 2019).

• ‘International Commercial Courts and Global Judicial 
Cooperation’ (The New Litigation Landscape: International 
Commercial Courts and the Coordination of Cross-Border 
Proceedings, Luxembourg, 14 October 2019). 

• ‘The EU Property Regimes Regulations: 
Open Questions’ (EUFams II – Facilitating Cross-Border Family Life: 
Towards a Common European Understanding, Luxembourg, 
25 October 2019).

• ‘Third Country Nationals and the Procedural Role of EU 
Family and Succession Law’ (EUFams II Final Conference, online, 
30 October 2020).

• ‘Social Media and the Cross-Border Protection of Privacy’ 
(Law for Innovation, online, 11 November 2020).

• ‘First Steps Towards a Notion of “Marriage” in the EU: 
The Role of Public Policy’ (Introducing the European Family - 
Study of EU family Law, online, 11 December 2020).

Lily	MARTINET
• ‘Les interactions entre le patrimoine culturel immatériel 

et les champs du droit’ (Le patrimoine culturel immatériel dans 
les droits nationaux: dialogues avec la Convention de l’UNESCO 
de 2003, Paris, 14 February 2019).

• ‘Les expressions culturelles traditionnelles et le droit 
animalier’ (Une approche interdisciplinaire du patrimoine culturel 
immatériel, Munich, 7 March 2019).

• ‘L’irruption de la notion de communauté en droit international 
 de la culture’ (Quel rôle pour les communautés dans la gestion du 
 patrimoine ? De l’identification à la transmission, Charenton-le-Pont, 
 4 April 2019). 
• ‘Ritual Slaughtering of Animals in the EU: The Devil is in the Detail’ 
 (PhD Seminar on Recent Developments in EU Law, Luxembourg, 
 14 May 2019). 
• ‘Dépasser la question des restitutions’ 

(International Workshop on Reparation, Tervuren, 9 July 2019).
• ‘La chasse: étude de cas des mécanismes assurant en droit 

international la confluence des diversités culturelle et biologique’ 
(Integrated Approaches to the Protection of Cultural and Natural 
Resources in National and International Law, Quebec City, 12 
September 2019). 

• ‘Protéger les langues autochtones par la propriété intellectuelle' 
 (Dénouer la langue du droit pour préserver les langues autochtones, 
 Paris, 28 November 2019).

• ‘Seal Hunting: A Case Study in Indigenous Cultural Heritage 
Regulation’ (2019-2020 Capacity-Building and Training Programme 
on Dispute Settlement under the UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 17 December 
2019).

• ‘Exercising Digital Sovereignty over the Blockchain’ 
(Blockchain and Procedural Law: Law and Justice in the Age of 
Disintermediation – 3rd workshop, Luxembourg, 17 January 2020).

• ‘Intangible Cultural Heritage under National and 
International Law: Going Beyond the 2003 UNESCO Convention’ 
(ACHS 2020: Futures, online, 30 August 2020).

• ‘Moving Online: How Communities Have Invested Cultural 
Spaces in the Domain Name System’ (15 years of the Convention for 
the Protection and Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions 
and Lessons for New Ways of International Law-Making, online, 9 
September 2020).

• ‘Traditional hunting: A case study on the tensions that can 
rise between the exercise of cultural rights and the need to preserve 
nature and wildlife’ (2020 Max Planck Law Annual Conference, 
online, 28 October 2020).

• ‘Longing, belonging and owning: How to untangle competing 
rights over colonial cultural objects?’ (Representing the Absent, 
online, 2 December 2020).

Margherita	MELILLO
• ‘Il dilemma della Convenzione Quadro sul Tabacco (FCTC) 

sui prodotti riscaldati’ (XV Congresso Nazionale Società Italiana 
di Tabaccologia, Naples, 25 October 2019).

• ‘The Growing Role of “Expert” Civil Society in Institutional 
Law Making: From the Negotiations of the Framework Convention 
on Tobacco Control to the Development of the Guidelines’ (The 
Contested Authority of International Institutions in Global Health, 
Heidelberg, 13 November 2019).

• ‘Labels as International Law’s Invisible Frames: 
The Case of the Framework Convention on Tobacco Control’ 
(International Law’s Invisible Frames – Social Cognition and 
Knowledge Production in International Legal Processes, 
Jerusalem, 5 December 2019).

• ‘When the Lawfare is About Evidence: Strategic Approaches to 
 International Law-Making and Litigation of Tobacco Control   
 Measures’ (2019-2020 Capacity-Building and Training Programme 
 on Dispute Settlement under the UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 
 16 December 2019).
• ‘The Limits of Relying on Science to Regulate Global Risks: 

The Case of the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control’ 
(Ninth Annual Cambridge International Law Conference, online, 
1 May 2020).

Bianca	NALBANDIAN
• ‘International Sustainability of Sovereign Investors: 

Sovereign Wealth Funds and the Norwegian Case’ 
(Socially Responsible Foreign Investment under International Law, 
Lisbon, 25 October 2019).
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• ‘International Sustainability of Sovereign Investors: 
Sovereign Wealth Funds and the Norwegian Case’ (2019-2020 
Capacity-Building and Training Programme on Dispute Settlement 
under the UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 16 December 2019).

• ‘Sovereign Investors and Green Swans’ (International Investment Law  
 & State Capitalism, online, 16 October 2020).
• 'The “Dichotomous” Position of State Economic Actors in 

the Sustainable Development Debate: Outlining the Legal Framework' 
(DTU-REMS II: Norm-setters in the contemporary world, online, 17-19 
November 2020).

Trung	NGUYEN
• ‘The definition of judicial activism in international law’ 

(IMPRS-SDR Annual Seminar, Luxembourg, 10 January 2020).
• ‘Judicial Activism at the World Trade Organization: 

A Comparative Analysis’ (IMPRS-SDR Evaluation Meeting, 
Luxembourg, 10 July 2020).

Janek	NOWAK
• ‘Austria / Germany (C-648/15) – Dispute resolution among 

Member States at the Court of Justice (Art. 273 TFEU)’ (Forum 
on Procedural Law of the Court of Justice of the European Union, 
Luxembourg, 25 February 2019).

• ‘Public and private enforcement of consumer law in Belgium’ 
(Conference on Private and Public Enforcement of Consumer Law, 
Luxembourg, 13 December 2019).

Ezgi	ÖZLÜ	
• ‘Legal Aid Mechanisms in Regional Human Rights Courts’ 

(2019-2020 Capacity-Building and Training Programme on Dispute 
Settlement under the UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 17 December 2019).

Joshua	PAINE
• ‘Standard of Review’ (International Investment Law: 

An Analysis of the Major Decisions, Luxembourg, 6 June 2019).

Tatiana	RENNO	
• ‘Demanding standard of proof before the International Court 

of Justice for charges of exceptional gravity’ (2019-2020 Capacity-
Building and Training Programme on Dispute Settlement under the 
UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 17 December 2019). 

Marta	REQUEJO	ISIDRO
• ‘La resolución de litigios comerciales en la Unión Europea: 

¿tribunales especiales o procedimiento expeditivo?’ 
(Novedades en materia de tutela del crédito en el Derecho 
de la Unión Europea, Murcia, 14 January 2019).

• ‘Current Developments: The Consequences of Brexit 
for European Procedural Law’ (Bi-Annual Conference of the 
'Wissenschaftlichen Vereinigung für Internationales
Verfahrensrecht e.V', Hamburg, 15 March 2019).

• ‘The Future Relationship between the UK and the EU 
following the UK's Withdrawal from the EU in the field of Family Law’ 
(Public Hearing at the EU Parliament, Luxembourg, 18 March 2019).

• ‘Los principios UNIDROIT para la contratación internacional’ 
(UNIDROIT y la Codificación Internacional del Derecho Privado, 
Madrid, 13 May 2019).

Vincent	RICHARD
• ‘Recognition and Enforcement of English Default Judgments 

in France’ (Law PhD Conference EDDS – QMUL, Paris, 4 July 2019).
• ‘Service issues and the review mechanisms in the 

regulations’ (Cross-Border Debt Recovery in the EU – Application 
of the “Second Generation” Regulations in France and Luxembourg, 
Luxembourg, 27 September 2019).

• ‘Public and private enforcement of consumer law in France’ 
(Conference on Private and Public Enforcement of Consumer Law, 
Luxembourg, 13 December 2019).

Hélène	RUIZ	FABRI
• ‘Domestic Law in International Adjudication: 

Overcoming Binary Oppositions?’ (Engaging with Domestic Law in 
International Adjudication, Amsterdam, 28 February 2019).

• ‘Assessing Professional and Judicial Integrity in 
International Tribunals: Problems and Solutions’
(International Law as an Instrument, Washington, 29 March 2019).

• ‘Private Faces in Public Places: Resolving Actors’ Interests 
in International Organizations’ (ILO100: Law for Social Justice, 
Geneva, 17 April 2019).

• ‘Assessing Professional and Judicial Integrity in 
International Tribunals: Problems and Solutions’ 
(113th ASIL Annual Meeting, Washington, 26 April 2019).

• ‘Latest Developments in Investment Arbitration in Europe’ 
(panellist) (Luxembourg Arbitration Day 2019, Luxembourg, 
26 April 2019).

• ‘Le règlement des différends de l’OMC en crise’ (inaugural keynote) 
(Rousseau competition, Strasbourg, 6 May 2019).

• ‘Sovereign Wealth Funds as Claimants in Investor-State Arbitration’ 
(General Counsel Summit of the International Forum of Sovereign 
Wealth Funds, Rome, 13 June 2019).

• ‘Investor-State Dispute Settlement’ (chair of the session)
(Adjudicating the International Responsibility of the EU, 
Luxembourg, 14 June 2019). 

• ‘International Law in a Networked World’ 
(Space Law in a Networked World, Betzdorf, 19 June 2019). 

• ‘Competition between Jurisdictions – Forum Shopping’ 
(Second World Meeting of Societies for International Law, 
The Hague, 2 September 2019).

• ‘[Re-] Defining sovereignty: The Montevideo principles revisited’ 
 (panellist) (15th ESIL Conference, Athens, 12 September 2019).
• ‘International Law and Democracy Revisited’ (discussant) 

(EJIL 30th Anniversary Symposium, New York, 19 September 2019).
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• ‘The eternal question of ius cogens: 
A procedural assessment of the ILC reports and propositions’ 
(50 Years Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, Vienna, 
18 November 2019).

• ‘L’indépendance du juge national vue depuis Luxembourg’ 
(L’indépendance du juge national vue par les deux Cours 
européennes, Luxembourg, 7 February 2020).

• ‘Feminist Perspectives on International Arbitration’ 
(Annual Gillian White Lecture, Manchester, 10 March 2020).

• ‘Ius Cogens before International Courts: 
The Mega-Political Side of the Story’ (with Edoardo Stoppioni) 
(International Courts and the Adjudication of Mega-politics,  
online, 3 June 2020).

• ‘Draft Code of Conduct for Adjudicators in Investor-State 
Dispute Settlement' (moderator) (Draft Code of Conduct for 
Adjudicators in Investor-State Dispute Settlement: Low-Hanging Fruit 
or Unreachable Goal?, online, 2 July 2020).

• ‘Tariff Wars and Supply Chains: Disputes in the Making? Sharing 
 Views on Europe at the Crosshairs of the Latest United States/
 China Trade Disputes’ (4th ICC European Conference on  
 International Arbitration, online, 7 July 2020).
• ‘The Limits and the Appeal of the Restatement’ 

(EJIL Fourth Restatement Workshop, online, 16 October 2020).
• ‘Rights Inflation-Rights Realisation’ 

(Max Planck Law Conference, online, 28 October 2020).
• ‘Flexibility in International Dispute Settlement - Conciliation  
 Revisited’ (panellist) (Launch of the book edited by Christian  
 Tomuschat and Marcelo Kohen, online, 13 November 2020).
• ‘Introduction to Dispute Settlement – Principles of 

International Procedure’ (2020-2021 Capacity-Building and  
Training Programme on Dispute Settlement under the UNCLOS, 
online, 25 November 2020).

• ‘Introduction’ (Representing the Absent, Luxembourg, 
2 December 2020).

Carlos	SANTALÓ	GORIS
• ‘The EAPO Regulation: A crossroad between European and 

domestic civil procedural law’ (Enforcement Challenges in  
Multi-Level Regulatory Systems: Mapping the Landscapes, 
Luxembourg, 21 May 2019).

• ‘EPO and ESCP in France’ (Cross-Border Debt Recovery in 
the EU – Application of the “Second Generation” Regulations  
in France and Luxembourg, Luxembourg, 27 September 2019).

• ‘EEO in Luxembourg’ (Cross-Border Debt Recovery in the 
EU – Application of the “Second Generation” Regulations in  
France and Luxembourg, Luxembourg, 27 September 2019).

• ‘EAPO in France and Luxembourg’ (Cross-Border Debt 
Recovery in the EU – Application of the “Second Generation” 
Regulations in France and Luxembourg, Luxembourg, 
27 September 2019).

• ‘Country Report Luxembourg’ (Final IC2BE Conference, Antwerp, 
 22 November 2019).

Kritika	SHARMA
• ‘Walking the line of Accountability and Independence: 

‘Court Governance’ and the Relationship between the  
Assembly of States Parties to the Rome Statute and the  
International Criminal Court (ICC)’ (2019-2020 Capacity-Building  
and Training Programme on Dispute Settlement under the  
UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 17 December 2019).

• ‘Ius Cogens’ (The International Law Podcast - Episode 18: 
A Guide to the ICJ Judicial Fellowship Program - Part II, online, 
9 October 2020).

• ‘Representing victims or indirect victims? 
An analysis of the rights of deceased victims and their  
successors with a focus on different categories of victims  
and different categories of crimes’ (Representing the Absent,  
online, 2 December 2020).

Philippos	SIAPLAOURAS
• ‘Succession Regulation & Public Documents Regulation: 

Practical Issues and Recent Developments’ 
(EUFams II – Facilitating Cross-Border Family Life: Towards a 
Common European Understanding, Luxembourg, 25 October 2019).

Giorgia	SPOLVERATO
• ‘Décider avec les algorithmes. Quelle place pour l’homme, 

quelle place pour le droit ?’ (University of Strasbourg monthly 
seminar, Strasbourg, 16 November 2020).

Edoardo	STOPPIONI
• ‘From Ancient Greece to Mixed Commissions’ 

(International Investment Law: An Analysis of the Major 
Decisions, Luxembourg, 6 June 2019).

• ‘Autonomy and Equality of Treatment’ 
(Opinion 1/17 of the Court of Justice of the European Union, 
Luxembourg, 21 June 2019).

• ‘Critical Approaches to International Investment Law: 
Voicing the Needs for Change’ (International Law in Times of 
Changes, Santiago de Chile, 2 July 2019).

• ‘Droit et restitutions’ 
(International Workshop on Reparation, Tervuren, 9 July 2019).

• ‘Refugees at Sea: A Philosophical Analysis of the Practice 
of International Courts and Tribunals’ (2019-2020 Capacity-Building 
and Training Programme on Dispute Settlement under the UNCLOS, 
Luxembourg, 17 December 2019).

• ‘Ius Cogens before International Courts: The Mega-Political 
Side of the Story’ (with Hélène Ruiz Fabri) (International Courts  
and the Adjudication of Mega-politics, online, 3 June 2020). 
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Veerle	VAN	DEN	EECKHOUT
• ‘10 Years ESCP-Regulation, focusing on the practice in 

different EU Member States, especially in Luxembourg’ 
(7ème Conférence sur des aspects du droit de la consommation, 
Luxembourg, 19 June 2019).

• ‘The Instrumentalisation of Private International Law:
A Regulatory Role for Private International Law?’ (Guest Lecture, 
Hamburg, 17 September 2019). 

• ‘EEO in France’ (Cross-Border Debt Recovery in the EU – 
Application of the “Second Generation” Regulations in France 
and Luxembourg, Luxembourg, 27 September 2019). 

• ‘EPO and ESCP in Luxembourg’ (Cross-Border Debt Recovery 
in the EU – Application of the “Second Generation” Regulations 
in France and Luxembourg, Luxembourg, 27 September 2019).

• ‘European uniform procedures: Comparative views from 
France and Luxembourg’ (Cross-Border Enforcement in the EU, 
Rotterdam, 14 November 2019). 

• ‘CJEU Case Law on Cross-Border Enforcement’ 
(Final IC2BE Conference, Antwerp, 21 November 2019)

Edith	WAGNER
• ‘The Quest for Efficiency, Effectiveness and Legitimacy of 

the European Court of Human Rights’ (IMPRS-SDR Annual 
Seminar, Luxembourg, 9 January 2020).

• ‘How Many Strikeouts are Too Many? A Socio-Legal Inquiry into 
 Repetitive Cases at the European Court of Human Rights’ 
 (Doctoral Conference of the European University Institute, Florence, 
 10 June 2019).
• ‘The Quest for Efficiency, Effectiveness and Legitimacy. 

A Critical Inquiry into the Procedural and Institutional Impact 
of Repetitive Cases on the European Court of Human Rights’ 
(IMPRS-SDR Evaluation Meeting, Luxembourg, 10 July 2020).

 

Alain	ZAMARIA
• ‘Bitcoin's Identity Crisis and the Trustless Monetary Order’ 

(International Economic Law in the Era of Distributed Ledger 
Technology, Turin, 8 April 2019).

• ‘COALA Workshop on the Legal and Political Theory of 
Blockchain Governance’ (Blockchain's Governance: 
Working Group on Digital Identity, Florence, 29 April 2019).

• ‘Towards a Trustless Crypto-Monetary Order?’ 
(International Law in Times of Changes, Santiago de Chile, 
2 July 2019).

• ‘Bitcoin’s Social Contract and the Monetization Process’ 
(Blockchain and Procedural Law: Law and Justice in the Age 
of Disintermediation – 1st workshop, Luxembourg, 
15 November 2019). 

• ‘Bitcoin’s Social Contract and the Process of Monetization’ 
(2019-2020 Capacity-Building and Training Programme on Dispute 
Settlement under the UNCLOS, Luxembourg, 16 December 2019).
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Annex 4. 
Teaching Activities
Ezéchiel	AMANI	CIRIMWAMI
• ‘International Criminal Law’ 

(Official University of Bukavu, Master, 10h, 2019).
• ‘International Criminal Procedural Law’ 

(Official University of Bukavu, Master, 10h, 2019).

Stavroula	ANGOURA
• ‘Small Claims/Mediation/ADR. Fundamental Developments 

in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg 
– with S. Becker, Master, 1h30, 2019).

Henok	ASMELASH
• ‘Comparative Business and European Law’ 

(Bocconi University, Bachelor, 10h, 2019).

Sandra	BECKER
• ‘Small Claims/Mediation/ADR. Fundamental Developments 

in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg 
– with S. Angoura, Master, 1h30, 2019).

Carlos	BICHET	NICOLETTI
• ‘Origins and Historical Evolution of International Humanitarian Law’  
 (University of San Buenaventura, Bachelor, 4h, 2020). 

Marlene	BROSCH
• ‘The Succession Regulation. Fundamental Developments 

in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg 
– with C.M. Mariottini, Master, 2h, 2019 + 2020).

• ‘The “Second Generation” of EU Regulations on Procedural Law 
for Cross-Border Cases: The European Order for Payment and the 
Account Preservation Order. Fundamental Developments in European 
Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg – with C. Santaló Goris, 
Master, 1h30, 2020).

Michael	DE	BOECK
• ‘Arbitration in the European Union. Fundamental Developments in 
 European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg, Master, 2h, 2019).

Giovanni	CHIAPPONI
• ‘The Succession Regulation. Fundamental Developments in European  
 Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg – with C.M. Mariottini,  
 Master, 2h, 2019; 1h30, 2020.
• ‘The “Second Generation” of EU Regulations on Procedural Law 
 for Cross-Border Cases: The European Order for Payment 

and the Account Preservation Order. Fundamental Developments in 
European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg – 
with C. Santalo Goris, Master, 1h30, 2020).

Alessandra	DONATI
• 'EU Environmental Law: Contemporary Issues and Emerging Challenges' 

(Sciences Po Nancy, Bachelor, 24h, 2019 + 2020).
• ‘EU Environmental Law’ (University of Luxembourg – with Prof. 
 Mendes, Master, 12h, 2019 + 2020).
• 'Europe and the Precautionary Principle: Legal, Political and Ethical 
 Challenges' (Sciences Po Nancy, Bachelor, 24h, 2019 + 2020).
• ‘The Precautionary Principle under EU Law’ 

(University of Milan, Master, 4h, 2019).
• ‘EU Law’ (University of Luxembourg – with Prof. Gerkrath, 
 Bachelor, 24h, 2020).
• ‘Droit européen de la consommation’ (UCLouvain, Master, 30h, 2020).
• ‘El principio de precaución en el derecho de la Unión europea’ 

(University of Castilla la Mancha, Master, 1h, 2020).

Michel	ERPELDING
• ‘French Administrative Law, Level 1’ 

(Cairo University, Bachelor, 10h, 2019 + 2020).
• ‘French Administrative Law, Level 2’ 

(Cairo University, Bachelor, 10h, 2019 + 2020).
• ‘Law of International Organizations’ 

(Cairo University, Master, 10h, 2019 + 2020).  

Martyna	FAŁKOWSKA-CLARYS
• ‘Public International Law’

(University of Luxembourg - with E. Fromageau, J. Paine,
and L. Pasquet, Master, 30h, 2019).

Edouard	FROMAGEAU
• ‘Public International Law’

(University of Luxembourg - with M. Fałkowska-Clarys, J. Paine,
and L. Pasquet, Master, 30h, 2019).

Javier	GARCIA	OLMEDO
• ‘International Commercial Arbitration’ 

(Queen Mary University of London, Master, 160h, 2019 + 2020).
• ‘Investment Treaty Arbitration’ 

(Queen Mary University of London, Master, 160h, 2019).
• ‘Investment Treaty Arbitration’ 

(National Law University Delhi, Master, 10h, 2019).
• ‘Investment Treaty Arbitration’ 

(University of Eastern Finland, Undergraduate, 6h, 2019).
• ‘Investment Treaty Arbitration’ (Paris Bar School, 4h, 2019).
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Lorenzo	GRADONI
• ‘Customary International Law’s Recent History’ 

(University of Salento, Bachelor + Master + PhD, 2h, 2019).
• ‘New Litigation Strategies in the Fight against Climate Change: 

The Greta Thunberg & Friends Case before the Committee on the 
Rights of the Child’ (University of Salento, PhD, 2h, 2019).

• ‘The ‘Unsaid’ in the Dialogue between Courts: The Taricco Case’ 
 (University of Salento, Bachelor + Master + PhD, 2h, 2019).
• ‘Theory and Practice of “Counter-limits” versus the Primacy 

of International and EU Law’ (University of Siena, Bachelor + Master 
+ PhD, 2h, 2019).

• ‘Thinking Public International Law Intersystemically: 
I. Pluralism; II. System as Space; III. The Connectors’ 
(University of Trento, Bachelor + Master + PhD, 3h, 2020).

• ‘Space Races: International Law and Politics Beyond the Earth’ 
(University of Trento, Master + PhD, 2h, 2020).

• ‘Customary International Law: The Last One Hundred Years’ 
(University of Trento, Bachelor + Master + PhD, 6h, 2020).

Juliana	GUERRA
• ‘Preliminary Objections and the International Court of 

Justice - A New Phase’ (Federal University of Minas Gerais, 
Master + PhD, 2h, 2020).

Burkhard	HESS
• ‘Applicable Law in Arbitration Proceedings. 

The Law of International Dispute Resolution in Private Law’ 
(University of Heidelberg, 1st State Examination, 2h, 2019).

• ‘Colloquium European Private and Procedural International Law’ 
(University of Heidelberg, 1st State Examination, 18h, 2019).

• ‘Judicial Training on the Brussels Ia Regulations – 
Jurisdiction and the Recognition and Enforcement of Judgments
 in Civil Matters’ (Academy of European Law and the European 
Judicial Training Network – with C.M. Mariottini and M. Requejo 
Isidro, Judiciary, 1h, 2019).

• ‘The Area of Freedom, Security and Justice in the Role of 
the Judiciary in Europe. Fundamental Developments in European 
Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg, Master, 2h15, 
2019 + 2020).

• ‘Colloquium on Current Case-Law in Private International and 
 Procedural Law’ (University of Heidelberg, 1st State Examination, 
 24h, 2020).
• ‘The Private-Public Divide in International Investment Law’ 

(Summer School on International Investment Law, European Law 
Students Association (ELSA), Athens, Master, 2h, 2019).

Marcel	KAHL
• ‘Tutorial in Private International Law’ 

(University of Trier, Master, 20h, 2019).
• ‘Introduction to the Trier Arbitration Moot, Pleading Course’ 

(University of Trier, Bachelor + Master, 5h, 2019).
• ‘Coordination of the National Procedural Systems –

The Brussels I-bis Regulation (II). Fundamental Developments 
in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg – 
with V. Van Den Eeckhout, Master, 1h, 2019 + 2020).

• ‘Private International Law’ 
(University of Trier, 1st State Examination, 20h, 2020).

• ‘Introduction to the CISG’ 
(University of Heidelberg, Bachelor + Master, 5h, 2020).

Felix	KOECHEL
• ‘Europarecht’ (Juristischer Vorbereitungsdienst für die 

Rechtsreferendare im Bezirk des Landgerichts Trier, 
Judiciary, 8h, 2020).

Björn	LAUKEMANN
• ‘Succession Law’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 48h, 2019).
• ‘Enforcement Law’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 32h, 2019 + 2020).
• ‘Commercial Law’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 32h, 2020).
• ‘Insolvency Law I’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 32h, 2020).
• ‘International and European Procedural Law’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 32h, 2020).
• ‘Insolvency Law II’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 32h, 2020).
• ‘Commercial and Company Law’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 32h, 2020).
• ‘Enforcement Law’ 

(University of Tübingen, 1st  State Examination, 32h, 2020)

Stephanie	LAW
• ‘Preliminary References: The Dialogue between the 

Court of Justice of the European Union and the National Courts. 
Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg – with. C. Santaló Goris, Master, 2h, 2019).

• ‘Coordination of the National Procedural Systems: 
The Role of the Brussels I-bis Regulation (I). Fundamental 
Developments in European Procedural Law’ (University of 
Luxembourg – with M. Mantovani, Master, 2h, 2019).

• ‘Common Law Systems – English Law and Terminology’ 
(University of Trier, Bachelor, 20h, 2019).
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Martina	MANTOVANI
• ‘Coordination of the National Procedural Systems 

– The Brussels I-bis Regulation (I): Scope and Jurisdiction. 
Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg – with S. Law and E. Vallines Garcia, 
Master, 2h45, 2019; 1h30, 2020).

• ‘Choice of Law – Freedom of Choice and Applicable Law
in the Absence of Choice’ (European Judicial Training Network, 
Thessaloniki, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).

Cristina	M.	MARIOTTINI
• ‘The Brussels II-bis Regulation. Fundamental Developments 

in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg 
– with M. Brosch, Master, 2h, 2019).

• ‘Remedies Concerning Enforcement of Foreign Judgments’ 
(Academy of European Law and the European Judicial Training 
Network, Judiciary, 1h, 2019).

• ‘Loss of Mutual Trust as a Ground for Refusal of Recognition: 
Problem Analysis on the Example of the Judiciary Crisis in Poland’ 
(Academy of European Law and the European Judicial Training 
Network, Judiciary, 1h, 2019).

• ‘Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Judgments in Civil 
or Commercial Matters’ (University of Milan, Master, 6h, 2019).

• ‘The Succession Regulation. Fundamental Developments 
in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg 
– with G. Chiapponi, Master, 2h15, 2019; 1h30, 2020).

• ‘The Brussels I-bis Regulation. Seminar on Fundamental   
 Developments in European Procedural Law' 

(University of Luxembourg – with P. Siaplaouras, Master, 1h30, 2020).
• ‘A Classic Cross-Border Consumer Case in the First Instance’ 

(European Judicial Training Network, Barcelona, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).
• ‘The Rome I and Rome II Regulations in Practice: 

The Treatment of Pre-Contractual Liability (Culpa in Contrahendo)’ 
(European Judicial Training Network, Thessaloniki, Judiciary, 1h, 
2020).

• ‘Scope of Application and Interaction between Brussels I, 
 Rome I and Rome II’ (European Judicial Training Network, 
 Thessaloniki, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).
• ‘The Recent Jurisprudence of the CJEU on the Term “Civil  
 and Commercial Matters” under the Brussels Ia Regulation’ 

(Academy of European Law and the European Judicial Training 
Network, Trier, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).

• ‘Article 29 of the 2019 HCCH Judgments Convention’ 
(Academy of European Law and the European Judicial Training 
Network, Trier, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).

• ‘The CJEU on the Brussels Ia Regulation and the So-Called 
“EU Second Generation Regulations”’ (European Judicial Training 
Network, Scandicci, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).

• ‘Major CJEU Case Law on the Brussels IIa Regulation, 
including on Habitual Residence in Child Abduction, and Forum non 
Conveniens’ (Academy of European Law and the European Judicial 
Training Network, Trier, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).

• ‘The Novelties Introduced with the Brussels IIa Recast’ 
(Academy of European Law and the European Judicial Training 
Network, Trier, Judiciary, 1h, 2020).

Lily	MARTINET
• ‘International Cultural Heritage Law’ 

(University Paris 3 Sorbonne Nouvelle, Master, 12h, 2019 + 2020).

Margherita	MELLILO
• ‘World Trade Law’ (University of Passau, Master, 21h, 2020).

Janek	NOWAK
• ‘The Dialogue between the Court of Justice of the European 

Union and the European Court of Human Rights. Fundamental 
Developments in European Civil Procedure’ (University of 
Luxembourg – with E. Wagner, Master, 2h, 2019 + 2020).

Ezgi	ÖZLU
• ‘Responsibilities and Victims’ Reparations in Europe’ 

(University of Strasbourg, Master, 14h, 2019).

Joshua	PAINE
• ‘Public International Law’ (University of Luxembourg 

– with M. Fałkowska-Clarys, E. Fromageau, and L. Pasquet,  
Master, 30h, 2019).

Luca	PASQUET	
• ‘Public International Law’ (University of Luxembourg 

– with M. Fałkowska-Clarys, E. Fromageau, and J. Paine,  
Master, 30h, 2019).

Pierre-Emmanuel	PIGNARRE
• ‘Global Constitutional Law’ (Sciences Po Paris, Bachelor, 14h, 2019).

Vincent	RICHARD
• ‘Judicial Cooperation: Service and Evidence. Fundamental  
 Developments in European Procedural Law’ (University of   
 Luxembourg – with P. Siaplaouras, Master, 1h30, 2019; 2h15, 2020).
• ‘Civil Procedural Law’ (University of Lorraine, Master, 36h, 2019).
• ‘Existing EU Consumer Acquis and the Principle of Effective 
 Judicial Protection of Consumers’ (European Judicial 

Training Network Barcelona, judges, 30 min, 2020).
• ‘Preliminary References: The Dialogue between the 

Court of Justice of the European Union and the National Courts. 
Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg – with I. Järvekülg, Master, 1h30, 2020).

• ‘Procedural Law’ (University of Lorraine, Master, 36h, 2020).
• ‘French Judicial Institutions and French Procedural Law’ 

(University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, Master, 2h, 2020).

Hélène	RUIZ	FABRI
• ‘The European Union at the World Trade Organisation’ 

(University of Luxembourg, Master, 8h, 2019 + 2020).
• ‘WTO Case Law and Litigation’ 

(University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, Master, 20h, 2019 + 2020).
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Carlos	SANTALÓ	GORIS
• ‘Preliminary References: The Dialogue between the 

Court of Justice of the European Union and the National Courts. 
Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg – with S. Law, Master, 1h, 2019).

• ‘The “Second Generation” of EU Regulations on Procedural Law 
 for Cross-Border Cases: The European Order for Payment 

and the Account Preservation Order. Fundamental Developments 
in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg 
– with G. Chiapponi, Master, 1h30, 2020).

Philippos	SIAPLAOURAS
• ‘Judicial Cooperation: Service and Evidence. 

Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg – with V. Richard, Master, 1h30, 2019; 
2h15, 2020).

• ‘Coordination of the National Procedural Systems 
– The Brussels I-bis Regulation (III): Lis pendens; 
Recognition and Enforcement of Judgments.  
Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg – with C.M. Mariottini, Master, 
1h30, 2020).

Giorgia	SPOLVERATO
• ‘Legal Research and Writing - Human Rights Advanced Course’ 

(University of Luxembourg, Master, 2h, 2020).

Edoardo	STOPPIONI
• ‘Système constitutionnel de l’Union européenne, travaux dirigés’ 

(University of Luxembourg, Bachelor, 20h, 2019).
• ‘Fundamentals of Public International Law’ 

(University of Luxembourg, Master, 20h, 2020). 

Enrique	VALLINES
• ‘Coordination of the National Procedural Systems 

– The Brussels I-bis Regulation (I): Scope and Jurisdiction. 
Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg – with M. Mantovani, Master, 1h30, 2020).

Veerle	VAN	DEN	EECKHOUT
• ‘Grondige studie internationaal privaatrecht’ 

(University of Gent, Master, 45h, 2020).
• ‘Coordination of the National Procedural Systems 

– The Brussels I-bis Regulation (II). Fundamental Developments 
in European Procedural Law’ (University of Luxembourg 
– with M. Kahl, Master, 1h, 2019 + 2020).

Edith	WAGNER
• ‘The Pilot Judgment Procedure’ 

(University of Leipzig, Bachelor + Master, 8h, 2019).
• ‘The Dialogue between the Court of Justice of the European 

Union and the European Court of Human Rights.  
Fundamental Developments in European Civil Procedure’  
(University of Luxembourg – with J. Nowak, Master, 2h, 2019 + 2020).

• ‘Private International Law’ 
(University of Luxembourg, Bachelor, 24h, 2019 + 2020).

Alain	ZAMARIA
• ‘The Social Aspects of Money’ 

(Sciences Po Nancy, Master, 14h, 2019).
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Annex 5. 
Editorships
Encyclopedias

Max Planck Encyclopedia of International Procedural Law 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – General Editor; E. Amani Cirimwami, 
Dr H. Asmelash, M. Benatar, C. Bichet Nicoletti, I. Cavdarevic, 
B. Chartier, Dr A. Donati, S. Dutta, Dr M. Erpelding, Dr M. Fałkowska-
Clarys, Dr E. Fromageau, Dr A. Ganesh, Dr J. Garcia Olmedo, J. Guerra, 
Dr E. Ivanova, R. Jorritsma, L.A. López Zamora, Dr L. Martinet, 
Dr M. Melillo, P. Menon, B. Nalbandian, T. Nguyen, Dr A. Nunes Chaib, 
D. Ornig, E. Özlü, Dr J. Paine, Dr L. Pasquet, Dr P.-E. Pignarre, 
T. Renno, A. Sachdeva, K. Sharma, Prof. E. Stoppioni, A. Zamaria, 
and B. Zhao – Associate Editors)
Max Planck Encyclopedia of Public International Law 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Advisory Board Member)

Journals
Annuaire français de droit international 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Advisory Board Member)
Chinese (Taiwan) Yearbook of International Law and Affairs 
(M. Benatar – Editorial Board Member)
Cuadernos de Derecho Trasnacional 
(Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editorial Board Member)
Diritti umani e diritto internazionale 
(Prof.  L. Gradoni – Editorial Board Member)
European Journal of Human Rights / 
Journal européen des droits de l’homme 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Scientific Board Member)
European Journal of International Law 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Scientific Advisory Board Member)
European Yearbook of International Economic Law 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Advisory Board Member)
IPRax: Praxis des Internationalen Privat- und Verfahrensrechts 
(Prof. B. Hess – Co-Editor)
Journal of European Competition Law & Practice 
(Dr L. Hornkohl – Editor)
Korean Journal of International and Comparative Law 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Foreign Editorial Member)
MPI Luxembourg for Procedural Law Research Paper Series 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri and Prof. B. Hess – Editors)
Questions of International Law 
(Prof.  L. Gradoni – Editorial Board Member)
Revista de Arbitraje Comercial y de Inversiones 
(Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editorial Board Member)
Revista Española de Derecho Internacional 
(Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Deputy Editor-in-Chief)
Revue belge de droit international 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri, Dr M. Fałkowska-Clarys 
and M. Benatar – Scientific Board Members)
Revue européenne du droit de la consommation 
(Dr A. Donati – Editor) 

Rivista di diritto internazionale privato e processuale 
(Dr C.M. Mariottini – Editorial Board Member)
The Journal of World Investment & Trade 
(Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Co-Editor-in-Chief; Dr J. Paine 
and Prof. E. Stoppioni – Associate Editors)
The Military Law and the Law of War Review 
– International Society for Military Law and the Law of War 
(Dr M. Fałkowska-Clarys – Managing Editor; 
M. Benatar – Editorial Board Member)
Wereldbeeld (United Nations Association Flanders) 
(M. Benatar – Editorial Board Member)

Law	Books	Collections	and	Book	Series
“Colección	De	Estudios	Del	Tráfico	Jurídico	Externo”	
(Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editor)
“De	Conflict	Legum”
(Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editor)
“Elgar	Monographs	in	Private	International	Law”	
(Prof. B. Hess – Co-Editor)
“Studies	of	the	Max	Planck	Institute	Luxembourg	for	International,	
European	and	Regulatory	Procedural	Law”,	Nomos	
(Prof. B. Hess and Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Editors)
“Successful	Dispute	Resolution”,	Nomos	
(Prof. B. Hess – Co-Editor)

Websites	and	Blogs
Blogdroiteuropéen 
(https://blogdroiteuropeen.com/) 
(Dr A. Donati and Prof. E. Stoppioni – Editors; Dr A. Donati – 
Coordinator of the climate change section; 
B. Nalbandia - Co-Editor of the climate change section)
Blog of the ESIL Interest Group on Business and Human Rights 
(https://igbusinessandhumanrights.wordpress.com/) 
(Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Master and Editor) 
Conflict of Laws.net – News and Views in Private International Law 
(http://conflictoflaws.net/) 
(Dr C.M. Mariottini and Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Co-Editors)
EU Law live 
(https://eulawlive.com/) 
(Dr A. Donati – Analyst)
Global History of International Legal Thought /
Histoire Globale des Idées Internationalistes
(https://globalhistoryofinternationallaw.wordpress.com/)  
(Dr M. Erpelding – General Coordinator)
Kluwer Competition Law Blog 
(http://competitionlawblog.kluwercompetitionlaw.com/) 
(Dr L. Hornkohl – Deputy Editor)
Notebooks of the SIDIBlog 
(http://www.sidiblog.org/quaderni/) 
(Prof. L. Gradoni – Editorial Board Member) 
SIDIBlog - Blog of the Italian Society of International  
and European Law 
(http://www.sidiblog.org/) 
(Prof. L. Gradoni – Editorial Board Member) 
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