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I. INTRODUCTION

The first Activity Report of the Max Planck Institute (MPI)
Luxembourg for Procedural Law covers the dynamic period between spring 2012 and winter 2015 when the new
Institute was founded and set up by the first committed
team of researchers, librarians, and administrative staff.
This period was marked by the arrival of a first team composed of Professor Burkhard Hess and three doctoral
students in July 2012 at the empty 2,700 square meters of
the Weicker building, equipped only with laptops and mobile phones. It ended with the first joint conference organised by the then two Research Departments of the MPI
Luxembourg on the Transatlantic Trade and Investment
Partnership (TTIP) and its impact on investor-state dispute resolution in December 2015. This conference took
place in the framework of the European Union presidency
of the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg and was attended by
more than 140 participants from all over the world. At that
time, more than one hundred people were working at the
MPI Luxembourg.

During the founding period the practical work within the
Institute focused on four main issues:

Building up a new Institute was a unique experience for all
the people involved in the venture. The most important
challenge for the Directors was to form a team committed
to making the new Institute a success. This implied the
formulation of a research profile, of a mission and, finally,
the evolution of a common understanding about the role
of the new Max Planck Institute in the research landscape,
not only in Luxembourg and within the Max Planck Society,
but also in Europe and beyond, meaning globally. This
process is ongoing although the first (and some decisive)
steps have been taken since the creation of the Institute.

˶˶ Developing solid scientific relations with partners
in Luxembourg (the University of Luxembourg, especially with the Faculty of Law, Economics and Finance
as well as the Court of Justice of the European Union),
with partners in the “Greater Region” (universities in
Belgium, France and Germany) and establishing the
MPI as a strong player at the European and global
level (especially by the involvment in European and
global research programmes and projects).

˶˶ Establishing a team, recruiting promising and committed collaborators from all over the world for the different departments (research, administration, library)
˶˶ Setting-up the infrastructure of the Institute. This
comprised the following steps:
̍̍ First, procuring furniture, IT equipment, and first
shelves and books for the Library.
̍̍ Second, starting processes for the operation of the
Institute regarding the Library (classification system), defining the needs concerning furniture and
information technologies.
̍̍ Third, working out procedures concerning the operational functioning of the MPI (setting procedures
on financial issues, recruitment, guests, and the organisation of events).

˶˶ Establishing a research profile in international,
European and comparative procedural law (as mirrored by the research profiles of the Departments).
The objective is to become a highly visible research
institution in the main areas of procedural law and dispute resolution. In 2014 and 2015, after heated competition, the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg received
the first grants from the European Commission for
comprehensive studies in European and comparative
procedural law.

MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE

Looking back, the founding period was marked by the
following milestones:

˶ July 2014: First IAPL-MPI Post-Doctoral Summer
School on Procedural Law

˶ March 2012: Prof. Burkhard Hess started working
part-time

˶ September 2014: Professor Hélène Ruiz Fabri becomes Director of the MPI Luxembourg; start of
the Department of International Law and Dispute
Resolution

˶ July 2012: Arrival of the first team in Luxembourg;
start of the recruiting and procurement processes
˶ Fall 2012: Setting-up of the first Department, the library team, the administration (including general services, human resources, information technology and
financial services)
˶ May 2013: Official inauguration of the Institute in the
presence of His Royal Highness Henri, Grand Duke of
Luxembourg, of MPG President Gruss, leading politicians of the Government of Luxembourg and attended by more than 155 guests from the academia and
legal practice worldwide
˶ Spring 2013: Start of the Guest programme; the
Institute becomes fully operational
˶ September 2013: MPI-Uppsala conference on EU
Civil Justice
˶ March 2014: “Exequatur and mutual trust in the EU
civil justice area – Recent achievements and future perspectives”, speech by the Commissioner for
Justice, Ms Viviane Reding, Vice-President of the
European Commission
˶ May 2014: Positive evaluation of the International
Max Planck Research School on Successful Dispute
Resolution and enlargement to include the University
of Luxembourg

˶ April 2015: Zweijahrestagung der Wissenschaftlichen
Vereinigung für Internationales Verfahrensrecht
˶ October 2015: Inauguration of the Department of
International Law and Dispute Resolution
˶ December 2015: Conference “Transatlantic Trade and
Investment Partnership (TTIP) - Framing the Adequate
System for Investor-State Dispute Settlement”
The establishment of the Institute would not have
been possible without the generous support of the
Government of the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg which
not only finances the Institute but also provides for
an attractive research environment. The Max Planck
Society also backs the Institute and gives for practical
and legal assistance whenever needed. The Research
Fellows of the MPI Luxembourg have also been strongly
supported by the Court of Justice of the European Union
(CJEU), the Ambassadors of France and of Germany in
Luxembourg, and by many colleagues who have become friends of the Institute. However, the Institute in
its essence was mainly established by a newly created team of devoted collaborators who made the MPI
Luxembourg their personal project. The gratitude of the
Directors goes especially to this group. It is our hope
that the readers of this report will get some idea of the
dynamics of the MPI Luxembourg which has become a
lively and ambitious place of legal research in the heart
of Europe.
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II. A MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE
IN LUXEMBOURG
1. The legal foundation of the Institute

On May 20, 2009, the Max Planck Society for the
Advancement of Science (MPG) and the Grand Duchy of
Luxembourg, represented respectively by Prof. Dr Peter
Gruss, President, and Mr François Biltgen, Minister for
Culture, Higher Education and Research, concluded a
Cooperation Agreement which laid down the basics of
the foundation of the Institute. This agreement sprang
from the concomitant will of the Max Planck Society to
expand its research portfolio into the field of dispute
resolution, and of the Government of Luxembourg to
further develop Luxembourg as a centre of excellence
in science. Indeed, the new Institute underpins the Max
Planck Society’s strategy of internationalisation and is
the first Max Planck Institute on legal matters outside
Germany. Its research focus on procedural law corresponds to the role of Luxembourg as a major venue and
host of leading European courts and institutions. Its research areas which reflect dispute resolution in private
and public (international) law overcome the traditional
public and private law divide. In addition, it associates
the focus of dispute resolution with regulatory law, especially new forms of regulation which are combining
public and private elements. This research profile makes
the Institute internationally compatible and opens up
new perspectives for procedural law.
For the political authorities, the establishment of a Max
Planck Institute in Luxembourg forms part of a process
to expand fundamental research by the presence of
a prestigious research centre, which also adds to the
country’s visibility and competitiveness as an internationally attractive research site. Moreover, the careful
choice of research field allows a clustering of projects
around a legal research programme which comprises
both the activities of the Institute and of the Faculty
of Law, Economics and Finance at the University of
Luxembourg.

After a three-year foundation phase dedicated to
conceptual development and marked by constructive
cooperation between the Max Planck Society and the
Grand Duchy, the Institute was established in 2012 as a
Luxembourgish foundation, whose articles were published in the Memorial C on March 28, 2012, under the
name “Max Planck Institute Foundation Luxembourg”.
Its purpose is the advancement of science and research
through the implementation and management of the
“Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for International,
European and Regulatory Procedural Law”. This cooperation agreement was completed by a funding contract
signed by the Max Planck Society and the Luxembourg
State on May 30, 2012, and June 7, 2012, respectively.
One governing body of the Foundation is the Executive
Committee which consists of the MPG President as a
Chairperson, the MPG Vice-President responsible for
the Human Sciences Section as Vice-Chairperson, and
further members who should also be members of the
Max Planck Society. The Executive Committee represents the Foundation and supervises the legality and
economic efficiency of the management undertaken
by the second governing body, the Management Board,
which consists of the Directors and the Chief Operating
Officer of the Institute. In 2015, the Executive Committee
was composed of Prof. Dr Angela Friederici, Prof. Dr
Martin Stratmann and Prof. Dr Reinhard Zimmermann.
The Act of Foundation and Statutes of the Max Planck
Institute Foundation Luxembourg lays down that the
appointment, employment and evaluation of researchers respect the rules of the Max Planck Society. The
appointment of academic staff follows a strict selection method which aims at recruiting outstanding researchers worldwide. Thereby, the quality of research
at the Institute is assured of meeting MPG’s demanding criteria. As at all Max Planck Institutes, the work of
the MPI Luxembourg is guided exclusively by scientific
excellence.

MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE

Signed by His Royal Highness Grand Duke Henri of
Luxembourg and Mr Claude Meisch, Minister of Higher
Education and Research, the Law of 25 November 2014
concerning the financing of the Max Planck Institute
Luxembourg for International, European and Procedural
Law (Memorial A – N° 232, p. 4475) stipulates in its sole
article that the Luxembourg government will ensure the
funding of the Institute for a period of 30 years.
The Max Planck Institute Luxembourg is unique within
the Max Planck network in as much as it has the legal
form of a foundation and its funding is guaranteed by
a State on a long-term basis. Accordingly, it is a moral person in Luxemburgish private law. Nevertheless,
the Institute is managed by the Max Planck Society
and applies its exceptional quality standards, which
notably were a key criterion for the authorities in the
Grand Duchy to enter into this successful cooperation.
Combining and reconciling the two legal regimes within the legal structures of the Institute was a challenge.
Nevertheless, it was finally possible to organise the
Institute as a genuine Max Planck Institute operating
under the laws of the Grand Duchy.
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2. The establishment of the Institute

On June 1st, 2012, Professor Hess and Professor
Ventoruzzo were appointed Directors of the Institute
and, respectively, Heads of the Department of European
and Comparative Civil Procedural Law and of the
Department of Regulatory Procedural Law. Professor
Hess assumed the task of Executive Director. To meet
the challenge of setting-up a research institute, he
was assisted by three young researchers from the
Institute for Private International and Comparative Law
(University of Heidelberg), who were the first employees
of the new MPI Luxembourg. The new Institute became
operational three months later. Dr Sabine Gieszinger
from the Max Planck Society as well as Mr Volker Maria
Geiß, General Manager of the MPIs for Informatics and
for Software Systems Kaiserslautern and Saarbrücken,
also provided strong support during the establishment
of the MPI. From September 2012, Professor Hess was
assisted by Mr Wolfgang Knill as Chief Operating Officer
(COO). His task was to establish an efficient administration and to assemble a team of professionals in order
to meet the needs of the growing research institute
in terms of infrastructure, event organisation, Human
Ressources (HR) management and the like. In December
2012, Professor Ventoruzzo resigned as Director for personal reasons to his great regret but he pursues his research activities in the Institute as an External Scientific
Member.

At present, the Institute occupies the third and fourth
floors of the Weicker building, comprising 24 offices with 554 square meters, one conference room (110
square meters), and a social room with kitchenette. On
the third floor, the Library has 440 square meters of
book shelves, seven offices (132 square meters) and a
reading room for guests (82 square meters) at its disposal. The third floor also houses administration with
an office space of approximately 140 square meters and
two seminar rooms (92 square meters). Since March
2015, the Institute has also used the remaining nine
offices (about 200 square meters) on the third floor
which had previously been sublet to the University. In
September 2015, additional office space (250 square
meters) was rented in a building next to the Institute.
One of the main tasks of the first employees was to order the reference books in procedural law and settle on
a classification system. Thanks to their commitment,
the Library, being the heart of the Institute, was already
established in fall 2012. At the end of 2015, it hosted an
overall collection of 34,000 volumes, including 28,500
books.

The Institute took up its research activities in the socalled “Weicker building”, situated on Kirchberg, north of
the Luxembourg city centre. The premises, designed by
the well-known American architect Richard Meier, provide spacious offices and conference facilities on four
floors. The concept of the overall facility gives the building an impressive and majestic character which makes it
a welcoming working environment and an appropriate
setting for the events of the Institute.
Inauguration of the Institute (8 May 2013)

3. Inauguration of the Institute

The Institute was inaugurated on 8 May 2013 in the
presence of the Grand Duke of Luxembourg, the Prime
Minister Jean-Claude Juncker and the President of the
Chamber of Deputies Laurent Mosar. The event was
attended by more than 150 personalities from various
Luxembourgish institutions, the Court of Justice of
the European Union, and academics from the Greater
Region, from Europe as well as overseas.
The ceremony opened with remarks by Professor Dr
Dr h.c. mult. Peter Gruss (MPG President), Ms Martine
Hansen (Minister for Higher Education and Research,
Luxembourg), Ms Cornelia Quennet-Thielen (Secretary
of State, German Federal Ministry of Education and
Research), Professor Dr Dr h.c. mult. Rolf Tarrach
(President of the University of Luxembourg) and, via
video conference, Ms Viviane Reding (Vice-President
of the European Commission and Commissioner for
Justice, Fundamental Rights and Citizenship).
The research profile of the Institute was presented
by Professor Dr Dr h.c. Wolfgang Schön (MPG VicePresident) and its establishment was described by
Professor Dr Burkhard Hess.
Amongst the numerous guests attending the inauguration event were members of the Luxembourg government, such as the former Minister for Higher Education
and Research François Biltgen, the Minister of Justice
Octavie Modert as well as the Government Commissioner
and Senior Adviser Germain Dondelinger. Other
prominent guests included the German Ambassador
Christine Gläser, Mr Xavier Bettel (Mayor of the City of
Luxembourg), as well as Judges and Advocates General
of the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU),
headed by Professors Vassilios Skouris (President of
the CJEU), Koen Lenaerts (Vice-President of the CJEU),
Marc Jaeger (President of the General Court), Juliane
Kokott (Advocate General of the CJEU), and Pedro Cruz
Villalón (Advocate General of the CJEU). Several directors of Max Planck Institutes were also present: Prof. Dr

Dr h.c. mult. Jürgen Basedow (Max Planck Institute for
Comparative and International Private Law, Hamburg),
Prof. Dr Ulrich Becker (Max Planck Institute for Social
Law and Social Policy, Munich), Prof. Dr Armin von
Bogdandy (Max Planck Institute for Comparative
Public Law and International Law, Heidelberg), Prof. Dr
Ulman Lindenberger (Max Planck Institute for Human
Development, Berlin), and Prof. Dr Dr h.c. mult. Reinhard
Zimmermann (Max Planck Institute for Comparative
and International Private Law, Hamburg). Furthermore,
many renowned academics coming from various institutions attended the inauguration, such as Prof. Dr
Neil Andrews (University of Cambridge), Prof. Dr Loïc
Cadiet (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Prof.
Dr Richard Fentiman (University of Cambridge), Prof.
Dr Chris Hodges (University of Oxford), Prof. Dr Dr h.c.
Peter Schlosser (University of Munich), and Prof. Dr Dr
h.c. mult. Bruno Simma (International Court of Justice) to
name but a few.
On the eve of the opening ceremony, the Institute organised its first major scientific event: an international conference on “Dispute Resolution and Law Enforcement
in the Financial Crisis”. In addressing a current legal
problem, the presentations looked at fundamental
issues and developments from different angles, thus
reflecting the Institute’s research profile. Accordingly,
Prof. Dr Eddy Wymeersch (University of Ghent) and
Prof. Dr Burkhard Hess mapped out relevant questions
with their lecture entitled “Regulatory Responses to the
Crisis in Financial Markets and Procedural Law”.

From left to right: Prof. Dr Burkhard Hess, German Ambassador Christine Glaser, Minister
Martine Hansen, Prime Minister Jean-Claude Juncker, His Royal Highness Grand Duke Henri of
Luxembourg, Prof. Dr Dr h.c. mult. Peter Gruss, and Secretary of State Cornelia Quennet-Thielen
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4. A rapid development

Starting with only four people in July 2012, the Institute’s
work force had reached 55 employees by the end of
2013, half of them being researchers. The Department
of European and Comparative Procedural Law, directed
by Professor Burkhard Hess, experienced an impressive increase in scientific staff particularly throughout
the first fifteen months of its existence. By fall 2013,
the team of Senior Research Fellows and Research
Fellows had already grown to 27. The personnel of the
first Department came from more than 10 different
European states.
In June 2014, Professor Hélène Ruiz Fabri was appointed both Director of the MPI Luxembourg and
Director of the Department of International Law and
Dispute Resolution. She officially started her work on
September 1st of the same year. Initially commencing
with two Senior Research Fellows, Prof. Ruiz Fabri began to recruit worldwide. In less than one year and a half,
she composed an international team of Senior Research
Fellows and Research Fellows who came from four continents and fifteen countries.

› A RAPID GROWING TEAM OF RESEARCHERS
(IN HEADS)
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The Department of International Law and Dispute
Resolution was inaugurated on 16 October 2015. This
was celebrated with a launch conference entitled
“International Law and Litigation”.
After a welcome by His Excellency, Mr Guy Yelda,
Ambassador of France to Luxembourg, and by the two
Directors, eminent judges and leading scholars discussed three crucial topics for the study of international
litigation. In the first panel, the relevance of procedural
rules in disputes before international judicial and arbitral jurisdictions was considered. The second panel
looked at the foreground and background of an international judicial decision and worked out the different
elements that motivate the decisions of international courts and tribunals. And finally, in the third panel,
speakers focused on the dialectic between internal and
external perspectives on international litigation and
their relevance in understanding the making of international law.
In early December 2015, Luxembourg’s presidency of
the Council of the European Union (EU) offered the two
Research Departments the opportunity to organise their
first annual joint conference which was dedicated to the
“Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership” (TTIP).
On this occasion, senior representatives of Luxembourg
ministries and of EU institutions discussed this current
topic and shared insights on the expectations and challenges of the TTIP. In the second part of the conference,
leading experts in international arbitration debated the
current state of affairs and the most pertinent problems
of investor-state dispute settlement in four different
panels and a round table. They especially considered
the latest proposals of the European Commission on
the establishment of a permanent court on investment
dispute settlement as well as the prospects of a future
dispute resolution mechanism.

5. A research institute rooted
in Luxembourg

The location in the Grand Duchy is ideal for a Max Planck
Institute focussing on procedural law: Luxembourg is
indeed the synonym for the constant development and
expansion of the legal systems of the EU Member States
by means of European law and the CJEU’s jurisprudence.
Located in close proximity to the European courts, researchers and guests can easily attend hearings of important cases and use the excellent law library of the CJEU.
Luxembourg is also in close proximity to the European
Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) (Strasbourg) as well as the
International Court of Justice (ICJ) and the International
Criminal Court (ICC), both located in The Hague.
As aforementioned, the Luxembourg government
aspires to establish Luxembourg as a leading knowledge-based society through science, research and
innovation, and to contribute thereby to the country’s
economic diversification and future prosperity. It has
consequently developed a highly supportive policy for
research.
The Luxembourg National Research Fund (FNR) is the
main funder of research activities in Luxembourg. The
FNR invests public funds and private donations into research projects in various branches of science and the
humanities. Young researchers can benefit from grant
schemes on a personal basis, or following an application
submitted by their host institution, e.g., for the funding
of a research stay abroad. To be eligible for FNR support,
non-profit associations and foundations must be accredited by the Ministry of Higher Education and Research.
The MPI Luxembourg obtained this accreditation in
January 2015. It is worth mentioning that the Institute had
already before benefited from FNR financial support for
co-organised events with the University of Luxembourg
(for the workshop “Satellite Communication and Dispute
Resolution”, 23-24 May 2013, for the conference “Judicial
Dialogue. Private and Public European Law Perspectives”,
26-27 September 2013, and for the conference “The Rule
of Law and Its Application to the United Nations”, 11-12
September 2014).

Another key institution in the Luxembourg research
landscape is LuxInnovation, the national agency for innovation and research. It offers personalised support
to research organisations and serves as the national contact point for European research programmes
in Luxembourg. Its European Funding Programmes
Department advises and assists researchers and companies in the preparation of their European projects.
MPI researchers and administrative staff have already
benefited from their valuable assistance when developing research projects.
Besides these two governmental institutions, the
Institute was, from early on, honoured by the support of important well-known figures in Luxembourg:
not only on the occasion of its inauguration, but also
through their presence and active participation in several events. Ms Viviane Reding (Vice-President of the
European Commission), Mr Thierry Hoscheit (VicePresident of the District Court of Luxembourg), Her
Excellency Dr Christine Glaeser (German Ambassador
in Luxembourg), Dr Jan Kayser (Centre for Civil
and Commercial Mediation), Ms Sabine Hackspiel
(Research and Documentation Directorate, CJEU), and
Ms Karin Basenach (European Consumer Centre) gave
lectures, while Mr Marc Hansen (Secretary of State
for Higher Education and Research), Mr Marc Hübsch
(Directorate for International Economic Relations and
European Affairs, Government of the Grand Duchy of
Luxembourg), Mr Daniel Sahr (International Affairs,
Chamber of Commerce of Luxembourg) and Ms Blanche
Weber (Mouvement écologique, Luxembourg) accepted to engage in a round table debate on TTIP. Mr Asael
Rouby (FNR) participated in a conference, and Mr Carlo
Duprel (FNR), Mr Félix Braz (Minister of Justice), and
Mr Claude Meisch (Minister of Higher Education and
Research) paid visits to the Institute. Also worth noting
is the workshop “Morphology of Judicial Decisions” that
was organised under the patronage of His Excellency,
Mr Guy Yelda, Ambassador of France in Luxembourg,
and with the valuable assistance of the Institut français
du Luxembourg.
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6. Luxembourg as a Specific Location

As Luxembourg is a small country with high standards
of living, finding accommodation at a reasonable price
might become an issue for researchers. Depending on
their personal situation, relocating for a temporary period of time, with a limited budget and possibly away
from family living in a different country can easily be
a substantial constraint and prevent highly-qualified
researchers from finally deciding to join the Institute
in Luxembourg. Therefore, as the Institute constantly
does its utmost to attract the best researchers and facilitate their life in Luxembourg, special accommodation
is available at a very attractive price for short-term or
temporary stays.

6.1. Commuters
Some employees make the deliberate choice to live
in one of Luxembourg’s bordering countries (France,
Belgium or Germany) and commute every day. These
special cases involve additional administrative restrictions. In particular, this might involve a special tax situation, with income tax being directly deducted from their
monthly salaries. When living in a country other than
Luxembourg, the Institute needs to inform each employee in a cross-border situation that this can have an influence on their annual personal tax situation.

6.2. Internationalism
Considering the size of the country and its population,
the great majority of the Institute’s researchers come
from outside Luxembourg, and even from outside the
European Union. Therefore, the Institute must deal
with different administrative constraints linked to the
requests for authorisation to stay in Luxembourg which
must be submitted to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
Additionally, a special effort is made not only to support
the integration of the researchers in their research department, but also to facilitate their new situation in the
country.

6.3. Language
Luxembourg is one of the few countries in the world
where the general population speaks and writes several
languages. It is characterised by the use and recognition
of three official languages: French, German, and the
national language Luxembourgish. The business language of the MPI Luxembourg is English. As the official
languages are used in administrative and medical situations many new staff also need extra support for simple
communication in their day-to-day life.
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6.4. Financial Administration

6.5. Research Contracts

The salaries in Luxembourg are adjusted in line with
the cost of the living index – a rise of this index directly results in the adjustment of salaries. Thus the
Administration needs to be aware of all legal decisions,
rules and regulations and has to apply the changes to
the in-house payroll system.

Research contracts in Luxembourg are limited in time
and should strictly be linked to a research project, which
should be mentioned explicitly in the working contracts.
Whatever the status of the researcher is (Research
Fellow or Senior Research Fellow), the contract cannot be renewed more than twice and cannot exceed 60
months in total. This results in a complex administrative
situation.

Luxembourg currently has legal minimum salaries of
EUR 2 307.56 gross per month for qualified employees,
and EUR 1 922.96 gross per month for unqualified employees (e.g., applicable to student assistants). As a consequence, the MPI has to apply the social parameters to
the salary grid which means that the minimum salary has
to be taken into account when hiring. In addition, specific Luxembourgish regulations regarding an expatriate
situation also exist and must be observed. Furthermore,
business activities and the corresponding reimbursement of travel costs must be covered in accordance with
the Luxembourgish legislation “Frais de route, de séjour
et de déménagement“.

In addition, due to its special status as a private research institute, the MPI Luxembourg not only has the
constraint of complying with the regulations linked to
research contracts; it also needs to deal with its private
legal status without benefiting directly from the advantages of the public sector in Luxembourg and its already
existing structures.

6.6. Student Contracts
Legally, all students with a student contract need to
be enrolled at the University of Luxembourg or other
neighbouring universities. The maximum working time is
10 hours per week on average and the monthly working
time cannot exceed 40 hours.

Procedural
law matters
this could be the leitmotif of the Institute
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III. THE INSTITUTE

Based in the Grand-Duchy of Luxembourg, the Max
Planck Institute Luxembourg is a young and dynamic
research institution which carries out collaborative and
interdisciplinary research in the fields of international,
European and regulatory law. Its focus lies on a challenging and yet underexplored field of legal research: the
procedure which underlies any dispute settlement and
decision-making process.
Since its creation in 2012, the Institute’s goal has been,
and continues to be, to conduct ground-breaking and
forward-looking research projects. To realise this goal,
the Institute has successfully brought together a community of fifty-four researchers from twenty-one countries and four continents with diverse scientific and cultural backgrounds, united by an interest in international
procedural law.

1. The main concern:
exploring different forms of
dispute resolution
There is an old saying that being right and being proven
to be right at court are two different things. Ultimately,
the value of subjective rights depends on their enforceability – which rests on their prior determination in legal
proceedings by courts and tribunals. Experts from the
Max Planck Institute Luxembourg examine different legal proceedings, as well as other contemporary forms of
dispute settlement, such as collective litigation, online
dispute resolution or mediation.
Accordingly, it investigates modern tendencies in
dispute resolution mechanisms from different perspectives: from that of public international law, from
European and comparative civil procedure law, as well
as the regulatory standpoint (especially with reference
to financial markets).

A major advantage of the Institute is that it brings together different fields of law, at national and international
level. Thus, its research profile overcomes the separation
of public law and private law, which is characteristic of
continental law, but does not correspond to modern legal
practice. Furthermore, criminal law aspects, especially in
international law, are included in the research profile. This
approach grounds the Institute in a truly international setting and opens transversal perspectives for procedural law.
At the same time, the Institute does not limit its area of interest to “procedural law as such”. Instead, dispute settlement is always to be seen within the context of those fields
of law to which it relates as disputes are usually not about
procedural, but rather, substantive issues. Interesting
possible interfaces arise with the other legal Max Planck
Institutes which conduct research on procedural law matters from their particular scientific perspective.
The Institute’s research activities focus on all forms of
dispute resolution procedures primarily from a legal
perspective, but also taking into consideration political, sociological and economic aspects. The projects
“Protecting Privacy in Cross-Border Settings” and “The
Making of Judicial and Arbitral Decisions” are examples
of interdisciplinary research projects of the Institute.
As a result of its dedicated comparative and transnational legal research, the MPI Luxembourg attracts young researchers and renowned scholars from various legal and
cultural backgrounds. Moreover, because the Institute
actively seeks to share its knowledge, it has become a
place where lively exchanges between academia and legal practice converge. The organisation of forums for policy and academic dialogues, and thereby the exchange of
ideas, is one of the core functions of the Institute. In this
respect, the MPI Luxembourg has organised numerous
conferences and workshops, lecture series and several
special events on a wide range of legal and regulatory
issues. Through these events, the Institute brings prominent scholars to Luxembourg and provides a valuable
opportunity for the Luxembourg research community at
large to constantly learn and exchange their ideas and experiences on various important issues.

2. What is Procedural Law?

Procedural law matters this could be the leitmotif
of the Institute. Indeed,
even when procedure is at
the basis of the regulations
and decision-making
affecting our lives, this
research field remains
largely underexplored.
But what is exactly
“procedural law”?

Procedural law is an important part of law that governs
the machinery of dispute resolution and the processes by which individuals, corporations, and states make
decisions and enforce their rights in national, regional,
and international fora such as, among others, the CJEU,
the United Nations (UN) Security Council, or the World
Trade Organization (WTO).
Procedural law can also be defined negatively as being
all rules that do not bear directly upon the question of
whether or not a particular conduct is lawful or unlawful.
In that sense, procedural law is defined in opposition to
substantive law, which is the part of law that creates and
defines rights and obligations. Procedural law sets forth
the rules that prescribe the steps for having a right or an
obligation judicially assessed and enforced, as opposed
to substantive law that defines the specific rights and
obligations themselves. In other words, procedural law
governs the “putting into practice” of substantive rules.
Hence the importance of procedural law: it is central to
the proper administration of justice, even though it may
not, at first glance, have the drama or the intrigue of substantive law. As Karl Llewellyn, a prominent American
scholar, once put it: “Procedural regulations are the door,
and the only door, to making real what is laid down by
substantive law.” And also, to make substantive law. And
yet, the door can remain shut, thus making substantive
law unusable or biased in its implementation.
However, it is not always easy to distinguish substantive
law from procedural law. Many rules seem to straddle
the divide and, depending on the circumstances, may be
seen as either substantive or procedural. One example
is the complementarity principle of the Rome Statute,
which stipulates that the International Criminal Court is
a court of last resort and will step in only where national
courts are “unwilling” or “unable” to address international crimes. Surely the evaluation of such unwillingness or
inability involves material considerations. Besides, because procedure is integral to every dispute, more often
than not procedural issues become intermingled with
substantive issues. For example, should the jurisdictional immunity of heads of states take precedence over the

pag

20 21pag ACTIVITY REPORT /
MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE

3. Attracting the best
and brightest scientists from
all over the world
prohibition of torture? Conversely, courts may deem
rules that seem procedural to be of substantive importance. In all such cases, how a rule is characterised will
be of crucial importance: it will determine the question
whether it is to be treated as a preliminary objection (if
it is procedural) or considered as part of the merits (if it
is substantive).
This suggests that it may be difficult – and even, at
times, counterproductive – to separate completely
procedure from substance. Take the submissions that
non-governmental organisations (NGO) can now make in
international investment disputes (amicus curiae), thus
allowing people who are not allowed to introduce a claim
to nevertheless make known their interest and point of
view in the proceedings. While this procedural rule has
been seen positively, as a means to correct a system’s
democratic deficit and lack of openness to public scrutiny, it does not ensure, in and of itself, that any decision
will take account of broader social interests. In order
to assess whether amicus curiae affects, substantively
speaking, judicial outcomes, one still needs to be attentive to the rationale of such a procedural rule. In other
words, the impetus for more legitimacy and accountability in decision-making can only ever be properly understood against a backdrop of material values. Because
procedure is not only technical, but is supposedly based
on values like fairness, equal treatment of parties, judicial impartiality, adversarial debate, and public hearings,
then it ought to guarantee a fair (and acceptable) result
from any proceedings. But does it? This is the locus of
the Institute’s cutting-edge research: to critically assess
the possibilities and limits of procedural rationality.

With the aim of becoming the pre-eminent centre for
the study of procedural law, the Institute has developed an ambitious and encouraging recruitment policy
in order to attract the brightest early-career researchers and highly qualified post-doctoral researchers to
Luxembourg.
Researchers and guests of the Institute benefit from a
stimulating and favourable work environment and a supportive administrative staff. The Institute Library, located on the third floor, in the centre of the facility, offers
about 34,000 books, journals and electronic resources
for research. Library research is supported by an international team of highly qualified librarians. The HR Unit offers assistance and information about accommodation
opportunities in Luxembourg and neighbouring countries, or on questions related to visa and residence matters. At the same time the Institute considers the quality and wellbeing of its researchers as essential to its
excellence as an institution. It is therefore committed to
offering the best possible conditions for researchers in
accord with the principles of equal opportunity, the highest ethical standards, and respect for work-life balance.
Support is a crucial issue at all levels throughout the career development of the researchers. They usually work
for a limited period at the Institute and pursue their own
projects such as PhD theses or post-doctoral research.
In this respect, the Directors pay special attention to
the professional perspective of all Research Fellows
who are planning their next professional step beyond
the Institute: researchers are encouraged to attend
conferences, to make presentations, and to publish articles and books. For example, in the weekly colloquia
researchers regularly make presentations in order to
improve their communication skills. In the first years of
the MPI Luxembourg, six Research Fellows submitted
their PhD theses.
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At the end of 2015, the MPI Luxembourg counted, besides its two Directors, forty-two researchers: thirteen
Senior Research Fellows and twenty-nine Research
Fellows. They originated from twenty-one countries,
thereby showing how the researchers contribute significantly to the internationalisation of the Institute. Taking
into account the Institute’s role as a springboard for
the careers of highly-qualified, internationally employable researchers, between August 2012 and December
2015 the Institute has hosted in total nineteen Senior
Research Fellows and thirty-two Research Fellows who
developed their research projects. It is also noteworthy
that the MPI Luxembourg achieved a good gender balance with twenty-three female and thirty-one male researchers enrolled since its creation.
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4. Structure and organisation
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4.1. Directors

Prof. Dr Dres. h.c.
Burkhard Hess
Professor Burkhard Hess studied law at the Universities
of Würzburg, Lausanne and Munich, and graduated in
Munich in 1990. After being granted 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, in Paris (University Paris 1
Panthéon-Sorbonne), and in Washington (Georgetown
Law Centre), and a scholar in residence at New York
University Centre of Transnational Law. When he was a
Professor in Heidelberg, he also served as a part-time
Judge at the Court of Appeal of Karlsruhe. Professor
Hess often acts as an expert in legal proceedings and 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 as
well as co-editor of IPRax: Praxis des internationalen
Privat- und Verfahrensrechts.
Professor Hess is member of and holds positions in
numerous academic institutions. Presently, he is the
President of the German Association of International
Procedural Law, a member of the Presidium of the
International Association of Procedural Law (IAPL),
a member of the Board of the International Law
Association (ILA) (German branch), and Chairman of the
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, and he is a member of the
Flemish Academy of Science, the Academia Europaea
and an associate member of the International Academy
of Comparative Law.

Professor Hess has given expert advice on many
occasions and conducts projects at the request of
European institutions. He has contributed to the drafting of the proposal for the Regulation on the European
Attachment of Bank Accounts. Among other things,
he was a member of several expert groups of the
European Commission, e.g., on the interfaces between
arbitration and the Regulation Brussels I (2010), on the
cross-border attachment of bank accounts (2011), and
on the reform of the European Insolvency Regulation
(2012). In addition, he evaluated, at the request of the
European Commission, the application of Regulation
44/2001 (Brussels I) in twenty-five EU Member States
(together with other colleagues) in 2005 and the application of Regulation 1346/2000 (on insolvency) in the
twenty-eight EU Member States in 2012.
Currently, Professor Hess is running several major projects on European procedural law. In 2015, the European
Commission awarded a comprehensive study to the
Institute to evaluate the impact of the procedural law
of EU Member States on the free movement of judgements and on the effectiveness of procedural protection
of consumers under EU consumer law. Another project
funded by the EU deals with the implementation of the
new insolvency regulation and a third project in which
Professor Hess is involved addresses the effectiveness
of the functioning of certain specific European and international legal instruments in family matters. With
these major projects and other activities, Professor
Hess’ research agenda covers the entire spectrum of
European and comparative procedural law.
Professor Hess currently holds honorary professorships at Heidelberg University (since September 2012)
and at the University of Luxembourg (since January
2013). 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 which
honoured his achievements in European and comparative procedural laws.
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Prof. Dr
Hélène Ruiz Fabri
Professor Hélène Ruiz Fabri has degrees in law and
political science and a doctorate from the University
of Bordeaux. Before becoming Director of the MPI
Luxembourg in 2014, she was a Professor at the
Sorbonne Law School (University Paris 1 PanthéonSorbonne), where she has been Dean for four years.
She has also been Director of the Joint Institute of
Comparative Law of Paris (UMR de droit comparé - Paris
1/Centre national de la recherche scientifique – CNRS)
for eleven years and Director of the Master 2 Degree
Programme in International Economic Law.
Having been President of the European Society of
International Law (ESIL) for four years, she is currently
Counsellor of the Executive Council of the American
Society of International Law (ASIL) and member of
the Pro Tem Executive Committee of the International
Society of Public Law (ICON-S).
Professor Ruiz Fabri has published extensively in the
fields of WTO law, international dispute resolution
— she is the co-editor of the book series “Journées du
contentieux international” (Pedone) — and constitutional law. She is a member of the Advisory Boards of
the European Journal of International Law, the Revue
Belge de Droit International, and the Korean Journal of
International and Comparative Law.
Professor Ruiz Fabri has taught at the Academy of
European Law in Florence, at The Hague Academy
of International Law, and for the United Nations
Programme of Assistance in the teaching, study, dissemination and wider appreciation of international law.
She is regularly invited to deliver conferences around
the world, and has recently been a Visiting Professor at
Cardozo Law School (New York), Saint-Louis University
(Brussels), Hitotsubashi (Tokyo), Brasilia (UNICEUB),
Helsinki, Oslo, and Barcelona. She has held an honorary
professorship at the University of Luxembourg since
2015 and is teaching as a Professor at Sorbonne Law
School (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne).
Professor Ruiz Fabri has comprehensive experience as
a legal expert in various fields ranging from trade law to

cultural diversity. She was a Special Consultant to the
Council of Europe on the ratification and implementation of the European Convention on Human Rights in the
East European countries. She also advised the French
Government and the Organisation internationale de la
Francophonie (OIF) on international legal issues related
to the preservation and promotion of cultural diversity.
She has been President of the Joint Advisory Committee
of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD) since 2009 and an Arbitrator for
the International Centre for Settlement of Investment
Disputes (ICSID) since 2015. In 2014, Professor Ruiz Fabri
was appointed Arbitrator by the EU on the cultural protocol to the EU-Republic of Korea Free Trade Agreement as
well as trade and sustainable development Expert for the
EU-Central America Association Agreement. In 2015, she
was appointed member of the Group of Experts on trade
and sustainable development for the EU-Colombia/Peru
Trade Agreements, and for the EU-Moldova and the EUGeorgia Association Agreements.
She is also member of and holds functions in numerous
institutions. She has been President of the Scientific
Council of the Ecole Normale Supérieure (Cachan) since
2010 and a member of the Scientific Council of the
Fondation pour les sciences sociales since 2012.
Her broad expertise in international procedural law
has enabled Professor Ruiz Fabri to start her currently
most ambitious project, the Max Planck Encyclopedia
of International Procedural Law which aims to cover all
essential topics in international dispute resolution, to describe the latest developments in the field, and to explain
international law from a procedural perspective. Her second key project, The Making of International Judicial and
Arbitral Decisions, combines the perspectives of law, political science, sociology, psychology, and history.
Professor Ruiz Fabri is a Chevalier des Arts et des
Lettres, Chevalier de l’Ordre national du Mérite and
an Honorary Member of the Institut Universitaire de
France. In 2015, she was also awarded the prestigious
Silver Medal from the CNRS and the Légion d’honneur.

4.2. Scientific Research Coordinator

Dr Clemens
Feinäugle
Dr Clemens Feinäugle graduated from the University
of Augsburg, completed his bar exam at the Higher
Regional Court of Munich and obtained a PhD (summa
cum laude) from the University of Heidelberg. Before
joining the Institute, he worked in the International
Law Unit of the legal department of the World Health
Organization (WHO) in Geneva. Prior to that, he held
positions as a law clerk at the Federal Constitutional
Court of Germany and as a Senior Research Fellow at
the Max Planck Institute for Comparative Public Law
and International Law in Heidelberg. His research interests focus on alternative dispute resolution (ADR) from
a European, German and comparative constitutional
law perspective, and on public international law (general international law, international dispute settlement,
the law of international organisations – specifically the
United Nations) as well as international trade and investment law.

4.3. Senior Research Fellows

Dr Juan
Branco
Dr Juan Branco holds a doctorate in social sciences from
the Ecole normale supérieure (ENS-Ulm), awarded in
2014 with the highest honours. After graduating from
Sciences Po Paris, Paris 1 and Paris 4, he was a Visiting
Researcher at Yale Law School and Visiting Faculty (lector) at the Department of French of Yale. He also taught
at Sorbonne Law School and at the ENS Ulm. In parallel
to his academic career, he worked as a member of the legal team of Julian Assange, as well as a Junior Advisor in
the immediate office of the French Minister of Foreign
Affairs and as a Liaison Officer and Special Assistant
to the Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court.
Specialised in international criminal law and copyright
law, he is the author of Réponses à Hadopi - suivi d'un
entretien avec Jean-Luc Godard (Capricci, Paris, 2011);
De l'aﬀaire Katanga au contrat social global: un regard
sur la Cour pénale internationale (LGDJ - Fondation
Varenne, Paris, 2015), and of L'ordre et le monde Critique de la Cour pénale internationale (Fayard, Paris,
2016). He is currently focusing on mass surveillance, the
scenes of international criminal law and their relation to
sovereignty.
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Dr Georgios
Dimitropoulos
Dr Georgios Dimitropoulos studied law at the University
of Athens. He holds an LL.M. from Yale Law School
and a PhD in global and EU administrative law from
Heidelberg University. Before joining the MPI, he was a
Hauser Research Scholar at New York University School
of Law, he completed an internship at the European
Commission’s Directorate General (DG) Enterprise
and Industry, and worked during his PhD studies as a
Research Assistant at the Institute for German and
European Administrative Law of the University of
Heidelberg. His current research interests include international dispute resolution, international economic law,
global and EU administrative law, and behavioural law
and economics.

Dr Arantxa
Gandía Sellens
Dr Arantxa Gandía Sellens holds a law degree (with honours), a master’s degree in international and European
Union law (with honours), and a PhD in law (excellent
cum laude) from the University of Valencia. Her PhD
thesis focused on international jurisdiction in patent
infringement litigation. During the course of her doctoral studies, she was a Visiting Researcher at the
Documentation Centre of the International Chamber
of Commerce (Paris), at the Max Planck Institute for
Intellectual Property and Competition Law (Munich),
and at the University of Alicante. In 2014-2015, she took
part in the traineeship programme of the Office for the
Harmonization of the Internal Market (OHIM), where
she worked at the Board of Appeal. Her main fields of
research are international litigation and intellectual
property law.

Dr Edouard
Fromageau
Dr Edouard Fromageau obtained a dual PhD (summa cum laude) in public international law from the
University of Geneva (Switzerland) and Aix-Marseille
University (France) in 2014. His doctoral thesis examines the interactions between global administrative
law and public international law from an institutional
perspective. He worked as a Research and Teaching
Assistant at the Public International Law Department
of the Faculty of Law of the University of Geneva from
January 2009 to December 2014. He was also a Visiting
Researcher at Humboldt University of Berlin in 2012, and
a Visiting Scholar at the Institute for International Law
and Justice at the New York University School of Law in
2015. His current research interests include legal theory
and legal reasoning, global and international institutional law, judicial and quasi-judicial dispute settlement.

Dr Matteo
Gargantini
Dr Matteo Gargantini holds a law degree from the
Catholic University of Milan and a PhD in banking and financial markets law from the University of Siena. Before
joining the Institute, he served at Consob (the Italian
Securities and Exchange Commission) in Rome as a
Personal Assistant to one of the Commissioners for five
years. Matteo has also worked in the Capital Markets and
Listed Companies Division of the Association of Italian
public limited companies (Assonime) for three years and
undertook an internship at the European Commission, DG
Internal Market (Unit F2 – Company Law and Corporate
Governance). His research focuses on capital markets,
banking, and company law. Since December 2015, Matteo
has been a member of the Consultative Working Group
(CWG) of European Securities and Markets Authority’s
(ESMA’s) Corporate Finance Standing Committee (CFSC).

Dr Andrea
Gattini
Since 2005, Prof. Andrea Gattini has been a full-tenured Professor of international law at the Law School
of the University of Padua and in 2010 he was appointed Director of the International & European Law and
Policy on Investment and Environment (IELPIE) Summer
School, a joint initiative of the University of Padua and
the University of Venice. Previously, he was a Professor
of international law at the Universities of Urbino and
of Sassari, with teaching assignments in international
law, European Union law, and international trade law. He
was a Visiting Professor (or Visiting Researcher) at the
Universities of Munich and Würzburg (Germany), Paris 2
Panthéon-Assas (France), and Michigan (United States).
He holds a Doctor of Juridical Science (SJD) from the
University of Munich, a Juris Doctor (JD) degree from
the University of Bologna, and a political science degree
from the University of Padova. His research focuses on
international procedural law, especially at the ICJ before
which he appeared as part of the team of councils in a
case opposing Germany to Italy (2008-2012).

Dr Björn
Laukemann
Dr Björn Laukemann graduated from the University
of Tübingen (Germany), and holds a Maîtrise en Droit
(Aix-en-Provence). He completed his bar exam at the
Higher Regional Court of Stuttgart and obtained a
PhD (summa cum laude, Serick Award 2009) from
Heidelberg University for a dissertation on comparative insolvency law. Previously, Björn worked as
Lecturer and Senior Research Fellow (Akademischer
Rat a.Z.) with Prof. Burkhard Hess at the Institute for
Foreign and International Private and Economic Law
(Heidelberg University). Recently, he has been involved
in the evaluation of EU legislative acts (inter alia the
European Insolvency Regulation conducted on behalf
of the EU Commission). In spring 2013, he was a Visiting
Scholar participating in the project on the Foundations
of Private Law at Harvard Law School. In October 2013,
Björn was awarded a lectureship for international and
European procedural law as well as for insolvency law
by the University of Trier. He was invited in 2015 by the
American Law Institute to serve as a member of the
International Advisory Panel for a Restatement of the
Law Fourth, Property. His research interests include
procedural and comparative law, European and German
insolvency law as well as property and general civil law.
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Dr Stephanie
Law
Dr Stephanie Law studied law at the University of
Glasgow (LL.B., First Class, 2009) and the University
of Edinburgh (LL.M., Distinction, 2010) and has a PhD
in EU law from the European University Institute in
Florence (2014). Prior to joining the Institute, she was
a Postdoctoral Research Fellow at the Faculty of Law
at McGill University, Montréal, a position for which she
received funding from the Leverhulme Trust. During
the course of her doctoral research, she was a Visiting
Scholar at Columbia Law School and an intern in the
Cabinet of Judge Christopher Vajda at the CJEU. Her
research interests lie in the areas of EU private and international law, particularly fundamental rights and consumer protection, transnational private and public regulation, legal theory and methodology (with a focus on
general principles and comparative law in international
courts). She has worked in these fields as a researcher
for a number of organisations, has taught property law
at Tilburg University and international private law at
the University of Glasgow, and is currently a Fellow of
the Ecole des Hautes Etudes Commerciales de Paris
(HEC)-NYU Public Interest Clinic, and a member of the
Academic Research Panel of Blackstone Chambers.

Dr Anne-Charlotte
Martineau
Dr Anne-Charlotte Martineau pursued her law studies at McGill University, Canada. She holds an LL.M.
from University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne (in public
international law) and an LL.M. from University Paris
10 West-Nanterre-La Défense (in legal theory). She
completed her PhD on the fragmentation of international law under the supervision of both Professors
Emmanuelle Tourme-Jouannet and Martti Koskenniemi.
Before coming to Luxembourg, Anne-Charlotte worked
as an Assistant Professor at Leiden University. She
also worked for the Organization for Security and
Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) in Croatia and United
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) in
Guinea. Her research interests focus on general international law, the law of international organisations, and
international legal history.

Dr Pietro
Ortolani
Dr Pietro Ortolani holds a law degree from the University
of Pisa and a PhD in arbitration from LUISS Guido Carli
University, Rome. Before taking up his current position,
he was a Research Associate at the University of Pisa
and a Law Research Associate at Queen Mary University
of London. Pietro has also practiced for four years,
mainly in arbitration and civil litigation. In 2014, he contributed to a European Parliament study concerning the
legal instruments and practice of arbitration in the EU.
His current research interests include civil procedure,
international commercial and investment arbitration, international economic law, and private international law.

Prof. Dr Marta
Requejo Isidro
Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro holds a law degree and a
PhD (Doctor Europaeus mention) from the University
of Santiago de Compostela. She became a Tenured
Lecturer in April 2001 and qualified to access full professorship in September 2011. Her primary expertise
is conflict of laws and international litigation. She was
a Visiting Scholar at international institutions like the
Swiss Institute of Comparative Law (ISDC), the British
Institute of International and Comparative Law (BIICL)
as well as the MPI for Comparative and International
Private Law (Hamburg), and an Invited Professor at
the Universities Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas, Complutense
and Sevilla. She is also an expert within the European
Judicial Training Network (EJTN). She was appointed
a member of international and national bodies for the
assessment of research projects and for the reform of
the Spanish university system. She acted as a member
of the academic commission for the “Plan Nacional sobre Empresas y Derechos Humanos” launched by the
Spanish Ministry of Foreign Affairs. She is a Senior
Managing Editor of the Revista Española de Derecho
Internacional. Last year she joined the ILA Committee
for the Protection of Privacy in Private International and
Procedural Law as the Spanish Co-rapporteur. Within
the Institute, she participates in the research projects
funded by the European Commission on European procedural law.

Dr Geraldo
Vidigal
Dr Geraldo Vidigal obtained a PhD in law from the
University of Cambridge, an LL.M. in international law,
with high honours, from the University Paris 1 PanthéonSorbonne, and an LL.B. from the University of São Paulo.
He was a Jean Monnet Fellow at the Global Governance
Programme of the European University Institute in
Florence and a Marie Curie Fellow within the DISSETTLE
FP7 Research Network, on the law and economics of
dispute settlement in international trade, at Bocconi
University, Milan. Geraldo was a Visiting Scholar at the
WTO Economic Research and Statistics Division and
taught international trade law at Bocconi University and
at the University of Verona. He is currently an associate
editor of EJIL:Talk! and has worked as an editor of the
Cambridge Journal of International and Comparative
Law. His research interests include international economic law and international dispute resolution, with a
focus on the role of international courts and tribunals
in the establishment and enforcement of international obligations. He has authored a number of articles in
peer-reviewed journals and is currently developing his
PhD dissertation into a book, provisionally entitled After
Adjudication: Judicial Remedies to Non-Compliance in
International Law (Cambridge University Press).
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4.4. Research Fellows

Robert
Arts
Robert Arts studied law at Heidelberg University and
graduated in 2011. Before coming to Luxembourg, he
worked at the Institute for Comparative Law, Conflict
of Laws and International Business Law of Heidelberg
University, first as part of the student support staff and,
after his graduation, as a Research Assistant. His main
areas of research are both European and German insolvency law. Since 2015, he has been part of the NextGen
Leadership Program (Class IV) of the International
Insolvency Institute (III). In 2016, he completed his
PhD thesis on avoidance actions in a comparative law
perspective.

Henok Birhanu
Asmelash
Henok Birhanu Asmelash is a PhD candidate in international law and economics at Bocconi University. His current research focuses on issues at the intersection of
trade, energy and the environment, with a particular emphasis on the regulation of energy subsidies in the multilateral trading system. Henok holds LL.M. degrees in international economic law and policy from the University
of Barcelona and in business law from Addis Ababa
University. He was a Marie Curie Fellow of the DISSETTLE
Project at the University of St. Gallen and held Visiting
Researcher positions at the University of Barcelona and
at the Max Planck Institute for Comparative Public Law
and International Law in Heidelberg. Henok has also
worked as a Thematic Coordinator at the International
Economic Relations Network (IERN) of the Economic and
Technological Development Distance Learning Centre
(CEDDET) Foundation and as an Intern Trade Analyst at
the Trade and Industry Department (DTI) of the African
Union Commission (AUC). He has published in the area of
international economic law and presented his work at different national and international academic conferences.

Michael
Bakowitz
Michael Bakowitz studied law at Heidelberg University
and won a scholarship to attend the University of
Cambridge in 2009. He graduated from Heidelberg in
2013 with a specialisation in tax law. During his studies,
he was supported by the German National Academic
Foundation and the “Cusanuswerk.” His research area
is European competition law. In 2015, he completed his
PhD thesis on the access to information in cartel damage claims. Michael is an active member of the GermanAmerican Lawyers’ Association (DAJV).

Mehdi
Belkahla
Mehdi Belkahla studied both foreign languages and
law at the University of Strasbourg (France), where he
completed a master’s degree in French-English-Spanish
translation (with honours) in 2007 and a master’s degree
in private and public international law (with honours) in
2012. Mehdi first worked as a Research Assistant, and
then as an Academic Associate at the International
Institute of Human Rights (Institut René Cassin,
Strasbourg). He is currently writing his PhD on the concept of precedent in international law under the supervision of Prof. Sébastien Touzé at the University Paris
2 Panthéon-Assas. His research interests include any
issues relating to general public international law and
international legal theory.

Marco
Benatar
Marco Benatar holds an MA from the Free University of
Brussels (VUB) and an LL.M. from New York University.
Currently, he is completing his PhD at the VUB on the
topic of evidence in inter-state litigation. His past professional experience includes internships at the Belgian
Council of State, the International Law Commission
(ILC), and a position as External Collaborator at the
International Labour Organization (ILO). He was appointed a Visiting Lecturer at the Brussels School of
International Studies (University of Kent), where he
taught international humanitarian law. Marco has served
as an Assistant to Counsel or Advisor in cases before
the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (ITLOS)
and arbitral tribunals. His work was cited by the ILC and
was awarded the Belgian Society of International Law
and Goettingen Journal of International Law Essay
Prizes. He has published in several journals and collections including: Asian Journal of International Law,
Cambridge Journal of International and Comparative
Law, and Oxford Bibliographies in International Law. He
is an editor of Wereldbeeld (United Nations Association
Flanders) and assistant editor of the Chinese (Taiwan)
Yearbook of International Law and Aﬀairs and the
Military Law and the Law of War Review.

Céline
Camara
Céline Camara holds a dual law degree (with merit) from
the University Paris-Est Créteil and from Sheffield
Hallam University. She also holds a joint LL.M. in comparative and European private international law from
the University of Dundee and Toulouse 1 Capitole
University (with distinction). Currently, she is a PhD
candidate at the University of Luxembourg under the
supervision of Prof. Gilles Cuniberti and a Research
Fellow at the Institute. Her PhD topic is the applicability
of European Union private international law regulations
to third state nationals in family matters. Her main areas
of research are European procedural law, private international law and international family law.

Adriani
Dori
Adriani Dori holds a law degree and an LL.M. degree in
civil procedural law (summa cum laude) from the Law
School of the Democritus University of Thrace, Greece.
After working for two years as a trainee lawyer for two
law firms in Athens, Adriani passed the bar exam and
was admitted to the Athens Bar Association in 2006.
She continued her law studies at Heidelberg University
where she obtained her second LL.M. (summa cum
laude) and began her PhD thesis under the supervision of Prof. Burkhard Hess. Prior to this, Adriani was
a Research Assistant at the Institute for Comparative
Law, Conflicts of Law and International Business Law
in Heidelberg. Her research interests include European
and international procedural law, insolvency law and private international law.
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Michel
Erpelding
Michel Erpelding is a PhD candidate in international
law at the Sorbonne Law School (University Paris 1
Panthéon-Sorbonne), where he conducts a research project on slavery and forced labour under the supervision
of Prof. Emmanuelle Tourme-Jouannet. He holds master’s degrees in international law from Sorbonne Law
School and Columbia University, and a bachelor’s degree
in modern standard Arabic from the Institut national des
langues et civilisations orientales (INALCO) in Paris. He
worked as a Teaching Assistant and Sessional Lecturer
in French public law at the Institut du droit des affaires
internationales (part of Sorbonne Law School) in Cairo
(Egypt) and at Paris-Sud University. His research interests include general public international law, international legal history, colonial law, humanitarian law, and
international human rights law.

Aravind
Ganesh
Aravind Ganesh is writing a doctoral thesis on the law of
the European Union as a global human rights actor. He
holds degrees from King’s College London, Columbia
University, and Oxford University, and was a Visiting
Fellow at the Catholic University of Leuven and Tel Aviv
University. Before beginning his doctorate, Aravind
practiced for two years as an Attorney in New York,
and volunteered in South Africa with a major civil rights
organisation, where he devised litigation strategies
designed to compel government fulfilment of constitutional rights to basic education. He also worked as a
Research Associate to the UN Special Rapporteur on
the Right to Food. He has published and presented papers on EU law, public international law and international human rights law, and his research interests include
political philosophy and the theory of private law.

Elias
Habbar-Baylac
Elias Habbar-Baylac is a cum laude graduate of Columbia
University and Sciences Po Paris, where he studied public
law, politics, intellectual history and African and Middle
Eastern studies. During his studies, he was awarded the
Leitner Fellowship for residency at the University of
Dar es Salaam by Columbia University. Previously Elias
worked for several government institutions and public
sector consulting firms in the fields of governance and
international development. Elias is conducting a research
project at the crossroads of political theory and international and comparative law. His research interests include
modern and contemporary (international) legal and political theory, intellectual history, post-colonial and critical
race studies, cosmopolitanism, and global justice.

Remy
Jorritsma
Remy Jorritsma holds an LL.B. in European law (2009)
and an LL.M. on globalisation and law (2010, cum
laude) from Maastricht University. He has worked as
a Lecturer for the Department of International and
European Law, Maastricht University, for various graduate and undergraduate courses on public international
law, in particular on international dispute settlement
and international humanitarian law. He attended two
postgraduate specialisation courses organised by the
International Committee of the Red Cross (2011 and
2013) and The Hague Academy of International Law
(Public International Law session and Directed Studies,
2014). His PhD research concentrates on the relationship between attribution rules as found in the law of
state responsibility, and the content, scope and application of primary rules of public international law.

Franz
Kaps
Franz Kaps studied law at Heidelberg University and
at the University of New Delhi. He was a Student
Assistant at the Institute for Comparative Law, Conflict
of Laws and International Business Law of Heidelberg
University. In 2013 Franz graduated from Heidelberg
University. His research mainly focuses on arbitration,
private international law and international as well as
European procedural law. The title of his doctoral dissertation is “Arbitration in India and Singapore”.

Felix
Koechel
Felix Koechel studied law at Heidelberg University and
at the University of Bologna and holds a law degree
from Heidelberg University, where he specialised in
private international law and international procedural
law. During this specialisation, Felix undertook an internship at the European Commission, DG Justice (Unit
A1 – Judicial Cooperation in Civil Matters). Felix first
worked as a Student Assistant, and then as a Research
Assistant to Prof. Burkhard Hess at the Institute for
Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and International
Business Law in Heidelberg. He is currently working on
his PhD thesis entitled “Submission by appearance in
European procedural law”.

Ana
Koprivica
Ana Koprivica holds a law degree from the University
of Novi Sad (Serbia), bestowed in 2010, and an LL.M.
degree from the Europa-Institut, Saarland University
(Germany), bestowed in 2013, with specialisations
in international dispute resolution and foreign trade
and investment. Prior to studying for her master’s degree, Ana interned for nine months in a law office in
Serbia and worked for the University of Novi Sad as
an Associate on a TEMPUS project monitored by the
European Commission. Before coming to Luxembourg
in September 2013, she attended the International
Academy for Arbitration Law in Paris as a scholarship
holder. Her research is mainly focused on international
arbitration and international trade law.

Georgia
Koutsoukou
Georgia Koutsoukou holds a law degree (summa cum
laude) and an LL.M. in procedural law (summa cum laude)
from the University of Athens and an LL.M. (magna cum
laude) from Heidelberg University. Georgia has worked
as a Research Assistant at the Institute for Comparative
Law, Conflict of Laws and International Business Law of
the University of Heidelberg. Her main fields of research
are EU procedural law, EU insolvency law, private international law and litigation before the European Court of
Justice. In 2016, she submitted her PhD thesis on set-off
in European and comparative private law.
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Loïc
Le Rhun
Loïc Le Rhun studied law at the University Paris 13
Villetaneuse-Bobigny-Saint-Denis and received a master’s degree in international and European economic law
in 2013. Prior to that, he worked as an intern in a law firm
in Seattle. He is currently a PhD candidate under the supervision of Prof. Franck Latty. His work concerns deference of international courts and tribunals to national
courts. Loïc's main areas of research are public international law, international investment law, international
dispute settlement and international procedural law.

Parvathi
Menon
Parvathi Menon studied law at Symbiosis Law School,
India. She holds two LL.Ms, one from the London School
of Economics and Political Science (LSE) (in public international law) and another from Harvard Law School.
Before taking up her current position, she taught public international law and legal theory in India and West
Africa. She went on to a fellowship in Helsinki to work at
the Erik Castrén Institute of International Law. She has
also worked for various regional organisations in West
Africa. Her PhD research examines the relationship between international law and its “others” – minorities, a
“people” – towards constructing a genealogy of the statist paradigm. Her research interests focus on general
international law, legal theory, international criminal law,
laws of war and postcolonial theory.

Tamar
Meshel
Tamar Meshel is a doctoral candidate at the University
of Toronto Faculty of Law in Canada. She holds a B.A.
(Honours) in political science from the University of
Toronto and law degrees from the University of British
Columbia (J.D.) and the University of Toronto (LL.M.).
Tamar has worked as a dispute resolution lawyer in an international law firm in Vancouver, Canada, and as Deputy
Counsel at the International Court of Arbitration of the
International Chamber of Commerce in Paris, France.
She has also acted as a Legal Advisor to the Jerusalem
Arbitration Center in Israel and Palestine and was a
Graduate Fellow with the conflict resolution group of The
Carter Center in Atlanta, United States. Tamar’s interests
include public international law, interstate conflict resolution, international water law, international commercial
and investor-state arbitration, and international courts
and tribunals. Her doctoral research explores the dispute
resolution mechanisms available to states faced with
freshwater disputes and the role of international law and
interstate mechanisms in their resolution.

Evelyn Kerubo
Mogere
Evelyn Kerubo Mogere is a PhD candidate in public international law at the University of Cape Town. She gained
her LL.B. at the University of Nairobi before completing
her LL.M. in international law at the University of Cape
Town, where she graduated with distinction. She is also
an alumnus of the annual International Foundation for the
Law of the Sea (IFLOS) summer academy on marine and
maritime law at the International Tribunal for the Law of
the Sea in Hamburg, which she attended by scholarship.
Her PhD research is about the role and place of international tribunals in the development of international law,
and in particular, the form and content of jus cogens.

André
Nunes Chaib
Andre Nunes Chaib is currently a PhD candidate at
the University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne. He holds
a Bachelor of Laws and a Master of Laws from the
University Center of Brasilia (Brazil), as well as a Bachelor
of Arts in philosophy from the University of Brasilia. He
was previously a Guest Researcher at the Max Planck
Institute for Comparative Public Law and International
Law in Heidelberg, and worked as a Research Officer and
Legal Officer for the International Labour Organization
in Geneva and as a consultant for different non-governmental and international organisations. André’s current
research deals with the law-making processes within
international organisations. More specifically, he examines the formation of particular institutional legal discourses and how they involve the creation of law within
international institutions. His main areas of interest and
research are public international law, the law of international organisations and legal theory.

Dalia
Palombo
Dalia Palombo graduated in law from both the
University of Milan and the LL.M. programme at Harvard
Law School. During her first law degree, she spent a semester at Berkeley Law and a period of research at the
European Court of Human Rights. After graduation,
Dalia qualified as an attorney in New York in February
2013 and clerked at the Court of Justice of the European
Union in the capacity of trainee. She is currently a PhD
researcher at Maastricht School of Law in the area of
international and EU law.

Polina
Pavlova
Polina Pavlova graduated from Heidelberg University
in summer 2012. She holds a law degree (First State
Examination) with a special focus on company law.
During her studies, she worked as a Student Assistant
at the Institute for Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws
and International Business Law in Heidelberg. In 2012,
she participated in the Evaluation of the Insolvency
Regulation carried out jointly by Heidelberg University
and the University of Vienna for the European
Commission as a national reporter for Bulgaria. In 2014,
for four months, she was a trainee at the ECJ (Cabinet
of Advocate General Pedro Cruz Villalón). Her doctoral
research focuses on jurisdictional issues in the private
enforcement of EU competition law.

Nils
Pelzer
Nils Pelzer studied both law and East Asian studies with
a major in Chinese studies at Heidelberg University,
earning his B.A. in East Asian studies in 2010. In July 2012,
he passed his First State Examination. During his studies, Nils was a Fellow of the German National Academic
Foundation and worked as a Student Assistant at the
Institute for Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and
International Business Law of Heidelberg University.
His research interests include Chinese law, alternative
dispute resolution, private international law, and intellectual property rights. In 2016, he submitted his PhD
thesis examining the operating principles of the mediation system in the People’s Republic of China.
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Katharina
Raffelsieper
Katharina Raffelsieper studied law at Heidelberg
University and at the University Paris 1 PanthéonSorbonne. Katharina holds a law degree (First State
Examination) from Heidelberg University, where she
specialised in private international law and international procedural law. During her studies in Heidelberg, she
worked as a Student Assistant to Prof. Burkhard Hess at
the Institute for Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and
International Business Law. Before joining the Institute,
Katharina completed an internship at the European
Commission, DG Justice (Unit A1 – Civil justice policy).
Her main research areas are European and comparative
procedural law. In 2016, she completed her PhD thesis on
the provisional enforcement of judgements in France,
Germany and Italy.

Vincent
Richard
Vincent Richard holds a bachelor’s degree from the
University of Angers (France) and studied in Poland
(Uniwersytet Mikolaja Kopernika in Torun) and
Luxembourg (University of Luxembourg). He completed
a master’s degree in private international law and commercial law (with honours) from the University Paris 2
Panthéon-Assas (Paris). Currently, he is writing his PhD
on default judgements in European and private international law under the supervision of Prof. Gilles Cuniberti
and Prof. Loïc Cadiet.

Kristina
Sirakova
Kristina Sirakova holds a law degree (First State
Examination) from Heidelberg University, obtained
in 2012. During her studies, she worked as a Student
Assistant to Prof. Burkhard Hess at the Institute for
Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and International
Business Law of Heidelberg University. In November
2014, Kristina completed her Second State Examination
at the Higher Regional Court of Koblenz with a specialisation in antitrust law and competition law. During this
specialisation, she undertook an internship at the ECJ.
Her current research focuses on civil procedure and antitrust law.

Edith
Wagner
Edith Wagner studied law both at the University of
Würzburg (Germany) and at the University of Bologna
(Italy). She holds a law degree (First State Examination)
from the University of Würzburg, where she specialised
in European public law and international law, having an
additional qualification in European law from the same
university. She first worked as a Student Assistant,
then as a Research Assistant with Prof. Stefanie
Schmahl, Chair for German and International Public Law,
International Law and European Law at the University of
Würzburg. Edith’s main areas of research are European
and international procedural law.

Alain
Zamaria
Alain Zamaria holds a master’s degree from Sciences Po
Paris. During his undergraduate studies, he underwent
academic training in social sciences and spent one year
as an exchange student at the University of Birmingham
(United Kingdom). Then, he specialised in law and obtained a master’s degree from the University Paris 10
West-Nanterre-La Défense (in international litigation)
and one from the University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas (in
public law). He is currently writing his PhD on the legal
aspects of stateless currencies under the supervision
of Prof. Mathias Audit. Previously, Alain worked as a
Teaching Assistant in international private law at the
University Paris 10. His main areas of research are public law, sovereign debt restructuring and international
monetary law.

Carl
Zimmer
Carl Zimmer studied law at Heidelberg University
(Germany) and at the University of Bologna (Italy).
He holds a law degree (First State Examination) from
Heidelberg University, where he specialised in private
international law and international procedural law.
He first worked as a Student Assistant, and then as a
Research Assistant for Prof. Erik Jayme at the Institute
for Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and International
Business Law in Heidelberg. His main areas of research
are international procedural law, private international
law and intellectual property law.
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4.5. 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. Verica Trstenjak is a Professor of European law at
the University of Vienna. From 2004 to 2006 she was a
Judge at the General Court of the European Union, and
from 2006 to 2012 Advocate General of the ECJ. 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 like copyrights. She is a founding member
and a council member of the European Law Institute, a
member of the International Academy of Comparative
Law (IACL) and the editor of several legal journals (e.g.,
the European Law Review and the European Journal of
Consumer Law).

Prof. Marco
Ventoruzzo
Prof. Marco Ventoruzzo is a Professor of business law at
Bocconi University (Italy) and at Penn State University
(United States). 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
Center at Bocconi University, and a Research Affiliate
of the European Corporate Governance Institute (ECGI).
Prof. Ventoruzzo holds an LL.M. from Yale Law School
and a PhD from the University of Brescia. He is a member of the Boards of Editors of the Rivista delle società,
the European Company and Financial Law Review, and
the Journal of Financial Regulation.

4.6. External Scientific Fellows

Prof. Dagmar
Coester-Waltjen
University of Göttingen
(Germany)

Prof. Dagmar Coester-Waltjen is Professor Emerita at
the University of Göttingen. For twenty years she held a
chair at the University of Munich and before that at the
University of Hamburg. She also taught at universities in
Switzerland, China, the United Kingdom, and the United
States, and gave lectures in Greece, Turkey, Australia,
Japan, and Korea. She is a member of the Academia
Europaea (London) and the Academy of Comparative Law
(Paris). Her fields of expertise are private international
law, family law, civil procedure, and comparative law.

Prof. Pasquale
De Sena
Catholic University of the
Sacred-Heart (Milan, Italy)

Prof. Pasquale De Sena (PhD in international law,
Florence, 1992) has been a (full) Professor of international law since 2000. He has taught international law
and international human rights law in many universities
(Siena, Palermo, Naples "II", Naples "Federico II"). He is
currently a Professor of international law and international human rights law at the Faculty of Law of the
Catholic University of Milan (since 2011). Formerly a
Visiting Professor at the Universities Paris 2 PanthéonAssas (2012), Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne (2010), Valencia
(2008), and Robert Schuman (Strasbourg, 2007), he gave
lectures at the International Institute of Human Rights,
René Cassin, in 2007, 2008, and 2010, and at many other
foreign universities and research institutes.
Prof. De Sena is the founder and General Editor of Diritti
umani e diritto internazionale; the Secretary General
of the Italian Society for International and European
Law and a member of the Executive Board of the
International Institute of Human Rights, René Cassin.

Prof. Jeffrey
L. Dunoff

Prof. Andrea
Gattini

Temple University
(Philadelphia, United States)

University of Padua
(Italy)

Prof. Jeffrey L. Dunoff is the Laura H. Carnell Professor
of law at Temple Law School. His research focuses on
public international law, international regulatory regimes, international courts, international organisations,
and interdisciplinary approaches to international law.
He has served as a Visiting Professor at Harvard Law
School and at the Woodrow Wilson School at Princeton
University. Among other activities, he is an editor of
Global Constitutionalism, a member of the E 15 Expert’s
Group on the Functioning of the Multilateral Trading
System, an elected member of the American Law
Institute, and a Fellow of the American Bar Foundation.
His current research, with Prof. Mark A. Pollack, focuses
on international courts and tribunals.

Prof. Yulin
Fu
Peking University
(China)

Prof. Yulin Fu is a Professor at Peking University Law
School. Her fields of teaching and research comprise civil procedure, evidence, arbitration, and dispute resolution in China. She is an Arbitrator of the
China International Economic and Trade Arbitration
Committee (CIETAC), the Beijing Arbitration Committee
(BAC), and the Kazakhstan International Arbitration
Center (1999-present). From 1987 to 1998 she served
as a Judge in the Wuhan Maritime Court. Prof. Fu was a
Visiting Scholar at the University of British Columbia
(2015), Yale University (2006), the University of
Montreal (2005-2006), Northeastern University (2001),
and Tübingen University (2001).

Before becoming a Senior Research Fellow at the
Institute for one year, Prof. Andrea Gattini came as a
guest for several months (see his academic biography
p. 28).

Prof. Lorenzo
Gradoni
University of Bologna
(Italy)

Prof. Lorenzo Gradoni is an Associate Professor of international law at the Department of Legal Studies,
University of Bologna. He was formerly a Visiting
Professor at the Sorbonne Law School (2011-14) and
a Research Assistant at the Graduate Institute of
International and Development Studies (2009-10). Since
2007 he has also been a Research Associate at the Unité
Mixte de Recherche (UMR) de Droit comparé (Paris).
He completed his doctorate in EU law in 2003, and was
awarded the International Society of International Law
Prize (2008) and the European Society of International
Law Book Prize (2010). His main research interests are
public international law and its sources, international
inter-systemic law, international law and politics, WTO
law, and international criminal law. He recently authored
“The International Court of Justice and the International Customary Law Game of Cards” (in Andenas,
M. & Björge, E. (Eds), A Farewell to Fragmentation:
Reassertion and Convergence in International Law.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2015).
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Prof. and Judge
Constance Grewe

Prof. Peter
Malanczuk

Constitutional Court of
Bosnia and Herzegovina

Peking University
(China)

Prof. and Judge Constance Grewe was a Professor at the
Universities of Chambéry, Caen and Strasbourg (1997
to 2011). She was in charge of several research departments, and a member of academic scientific councils,
between 2003 and 2006, a Vice-President in charge
of research and spent a research stay at the MPI of
Heidelberg. In 2004 she was appointed as a Judge of the
Constitutional Court of Bosnia and Herzegovina by the
President of the European Court of Human Rights.
Her publications are related to comparative constitutional law, German constitutional law and interactions
between international, European and domestic law.
She has received the Research Award of the Humboldt
Foundation and the title of doctor honoris causa of the
University of Basel (Switzerland).

Prof. Young-Joo
Ham
Chung-Ang University
(Seoul, South Korea)

Prof. Young-Joo Ham was a Visiting Scholar at the
Chamber of Jack B. Weinstein in the U.S. Eastern
District Court of New York. Currently he is a member of
the amendment committee of the Korea securities and
fair trade class actions at the Korea Ministry of Justice,
and an Accredited Associate Mediator at the Singapore
Mediation Center, and a Mediator at the Seoul Central
District Court & Seoul Metropolitan City complex
building mediation committee. He is also the General
Director/law journal editor of the Korea Civil Procedure
Association (KCPA), and the Editorial Director of the
Association of Korea Civil Judgement Enforcement
Law as well as the Korean Society of Mediation Studies
(KSMS). As a full-time researcher he works for the
Department of Judicial Policy Office of the Supreme
Court of Korea.

Prof. Peter Malanczuk was the first Faculty member recruited by the Peking University School of Transnational
Law and joined as C.V. Starr Professor of Law in July 2008.
He also serves as a Co-director of the Center for Research
on Transnational Law, a member of the Academic
Advisory Council of the University of Heidelberg (where
he graduated from law school), a member of the Council
of the Shenzhen Court of International Arbitration (SCIA),
China, and as a member of the Advisory Committee of
the Shenzhen Municipal People’s Government on the
Internationalization of Shenzhen.
Prof. Malanczuk also has experience in international
legal practice. Apart from his work with the Iran-US
Claims Tribunal, he has served as a Legal Counsel to Iraq
before the UN Compensation Commission in Geneva
resolving claims arising out of the 1990 Gulf War, an
independent expert before the International Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY), a Special
Legal Counsel of Ethiopia on boundary and compensation claims issues arising from the 1998-2000 war with
Eritrea, and as the first Arbitrator appointed by Ethiopia
in 2001 to the Eritrea-Ethiopia Claims Commission. He
also serves as an Arbitrator in international commercial
and investment disputes and is a member of numerous
panels of arbitral institutions.

Prof. Ki Gab Park
Seoul University (South Korea)
and United Nations
International Law Commission
(Geneva, Switzerland)

Prof. Ki Gab Park was a member of the UN International
Law Commission from 2012 to 2016, and has been a
member of the International Nuclear Liability Experts
Group (INLEX), International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) since 2011, as well as Vice-Chair of the Nuclear
Law Committee, OECD/Nuclear Energy Agency (NEA),
since 2009.
Prof. Park holds a diploma from The Hague Academy of
International Law (1988) and a PhD from the University
Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas (1989). He was awarded the
Prize Ernest Lémonon, Académie des sciences morales
et politiques. In 2013, he taught at The Hague Academy
of International Law on the “La Protection des personnes
en cas de catastrophes”. His current research themes are:
cyberspace security questions, self-determination, law
of treaties, and international humanitarian law.

Prof. Pasquale
Pasquino
New York University (United
States) and School for Advanced
Studies in the Social Sciences –
EHESS (Paris, France)

Prof. Pasquale Pasquino is a Senior Research Fellow at
the CNRS – Ecole des hautes études en sciences sociales (EHESS) and Global Distinguished Professor in
politics and law at New York University. He has worked
in different research institutions, including the Max
Planck Institute for History (since April 2007: Max
Planck Institute for the Study of Religious and Ethnic
Diversity), Göttingen, and the Max Planck Institute
for Comparative Public Law and International Law,
Heidelberg. He is the author of numerous publications
on the constitutional theory and history of European
countries, notably England in the 17th century, France
during the Revolution, and Germany during the Weimar
Republic.
His current research focuses on the role of constitutional courts in democratic societies, and more particularly
on the internal collegial mechanisms for decision-making of these apex courts.
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Prof. Hakan
Pekcanitez

Prof. Fabrice
Picod

Galatasaray University
(Istanbul, Turkey)

University Paris 2
Panthéon-Assas (France)

After his graduation from Istanbul University Faculty
of Law, in 1978, Prof. Hakan Pekcanitez completed his
doctorate in 1980 at the Ankara University Faculty of
Law with his thesis entitled “Complaint in Execution
and Bankruptcy Law”. He was an Assistant Professor
at the Department of Civil Procedure, Execution, and
Bankruptcy in Izmir in 1986 and carried out studies at
Freiburg’s Albert Ludwig University. In 1997, he was
appointed as Professor. He was a Guest Lecturer at
the Law Faculties of Goethe University Frankfurt,
Trier University, and Justus Liebig University Giessen.
Prof. Pekcanitez has been a Professor since 2004 at
Galatasaray University Faculty of Law in Istanbul. He
is the author of numerous books and has written more
than seventy articles.
Prof. Pekcanitez is also a Board member at Galatasaray
University, a registered lawyer of the Istanbul Bar
Association, a member of the World Association of
Procedural Jurists, and has chaired the Commission of
Jurists of Turkish Law of Civil Procedure for ten years.

Prof. Fabrice Picod holds a PhD in law from the
University of Strasbourg (1994) and became a Professor
in 1996. Since 1999, he has been a Professor at the
University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas. He is specialised in
EU law and holds a Jean Monnet Chair in European and
procedural law. He is a Co-director of the master’s programme “Droit et contentieux de l’Union européenne”
at the University Paris 2. Prof. Picod has been a member
of the Academic Scientific Council “Conseil national des
Universités” since 2011. He presided over the French
Association of European Studies (CEDECE) between
2009 and 2013. He was a Legal Secretary at the ECJ
(1990-1991).
Prof. Picod has been Founding Director of the book series “Droit de l’Union européenne”, published by Bruylant
(Brussels), and Director of the Jurisclasseur Europe,
published by LexisNexis, since 2005. He has been a Codirector of the Revue des aﬀaires européennes and of
the Annuaire de droit de l’Union européenne since 2003.
His publications are related to EU law, human rights, litigation, state aids, competition, consumer protection,
and the internal market (goods, services and capital).

Prof. Mark
A. Pollack

Prof. Giuliana
Scognamiglio

Temple University
(Philadelphia, United States)

Sapienza University
(Rome, Italy)

Prof. Mark A. Pollack is a Professor of political science
and law and Jean Monnet Chair at Temple University, in
Philadelphia, where he also serves as Director of Global
Studies. He received his PhD from Harvard University
in 1995, and taught at the University of WisconsinMadison (1995-2004) and the European University
Institute in Florence, Italy (2000-2002), before coming
to Temple. His research agenda focuses on the role of
international institutions and international law in regional and global governance. His past research has examined the delegation of powers to the supranational
organisations in the European Union, governance of
the transatlantic relationship, the global regulation of
genetically modified foods, and the “mainstreaming”
of gender and environmental issues in international organisations. His current research includes a research
project (with Prof. Jeffrey L. Dunoff) on international
judicial dissent, as well as a forthcoming symposium (in
the International Journal of Constitutional Law) and a
book project on the United States’ ambivalent support
for international law.
Prof. Pollack is the author of The Engines of European
Integration: Delegation, Agency and Agenda Setting in
the EU (Oxford University Press, 2003), and co-author
(with Gregory C. Shaffer) of When Cooperation Fails:
The Law and Politics of Genetically Modiﬁed Foods
(Oxford University Press, 2009). He is also co-editor of
eight books, including most recently Interdisciplinary
Perspectives on International Law and International
Relations: The State of the Art (with Jeffrey L. Dunoff,
Cambridge University Press, 2013), and Policy-Making
in the European Union, 7th edition (with Helen Wallace
and Alasdair Young, Oxford University Press, 2015).

Prof. Giuliana Scognamiglio became a full Professor in
1990. Since 1995 she has held the Chair of business law
at Sapienza University of Rome, Faculty of Political
Sciences, where she has taught business law, corporation law and antitrust law. Her main fields of scientific
interest are: groups of companies, mergers and divisions,
corporate accounting following International Accounting
Standards/International Financial Reporting Standards,
corporate bankruptcy and reorganisation. From 1986 to
1993, she was a member of the Commission for the implementation of the EU directives on company law, chaired
by Prof. Floriano d’Alessandro. Since 2009 she has been
the Secretary of the Italian Association of Business Law
University Professors.
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Prof. Bob
Wessels
University of Leiden
(the Netherlands)

Prof. Bob Wessels (PhD in civil law, Amsterdam, 1988)
was a Professor of international insolvency law in
Leiden (2007-2014) and of civil and commercial law,
Vrije University, Amsterdam (1988-2008). He has acted as an international consultant to the International
Monetary Fund (IMF), the World Bank and the European
Commission in matters of resolution, rescue and insolvency of businesses. He advises with legal opinions or
acts as an expert witness in European or international
insolvency related questions in Dutch courts as well as
in the courts of New York, London, Warsaw, Alexandria
(Va., United States), Vienna, Dublin, Rhodes (Greece),
Zurich, Los Angeles, Stockholm and Antwerp.
Prof. Wessels has published hundreds of articles in
leading legal journals and (co-)authored some thirty
books. He is the sole author of Wessels Insolventierecht
(Wessels Insolvency Law), a ten volume series, published
by Wolters Kluwer, the Netherlands, since 1999. In its 4th
edition, six volumes have been published since 2013.
Prof. Wessels has also been a Visiting Professor at
Johann Wolfgang Goethe University, Frankfurt (Institute
for Law and Finance, 2003), University of Pretoria
(2004), St. John’s University, New York (2006 – 2011) and
Riga Graduate School of Law (2008 – 2012).
He is as well: a Deputy Justice at the Court of Appeal
in The Hague (since 1987); a member of the Joint
Board of Appeal of the four European Supervisory
Authorities (European Space Agency, European
Securities and Markets Authority, European Banking
Authority, and European Insurance and Ocupational
Pensions Authority) (since 2013); a past Chairman of
the Netherlands Association for Comparative and
International Insolvency Law (NACIIL), and a past
Chairman of the Academic Forum of the International
Association of Restructuring, Insolvency & Bankruptcy
Professionals (INSOL Europe).

Prof. Margaret
Woo
Northeastern University
(Boston, United States)

Prof. Margaret Woo is a Professor of law at Northeastern
University School of Law. In 1997, she was named the law
school's Distinguished Professor of public policy. She is
also a co-editor for the Journal of Legal Education, the
premier journal on legal education published by the
Association of American Law Schools. Prof. Woo has
published and spoken widely on the role of courts in
economic development and democracy.
A specialist on Chinese legal reform, Prof. Woo is an
Associate of the East Asian Legal Studies Program
at Harvard University, and was a Fellow of the Bunting
Institute (Radcliffe College). She has received grants
from the National Science Foundation, the Ford
Foundation, and was on the Senior Scholar Roster for
the Fulbright Scholars Program.
Her books include East Asian Law: Universal Norms
and Local Culture (Routledge, 2003), Litigating in
America: Civil Procedure in Context (Aspen Publishing,
2006), and Chinese Justice: Civil Dispute Resolution in
Contemporary China (Cambridge University Press, 2011).
Prof. Woo is an elected member of the prestigious American Law Institute and the International
Association of Procedural Law, and a Fellow of the
American Bar Foundation. She previously served
on the Board of Directors for the Law and Society
Association and chaired the Civil Procedure Section of
the Association of American Law Schools. A graduate
of Brown University, Prof. Woo received her J.D. from
New York University School of Law, and her LLM from
Georgetown University School of Law.

4.7. Former Research Fellows

In its first years, the Institute saw several colleagues
leave the Institute to further pursue their careers. The
following overview names these researchers and outlines their further professional development.

Sadie
Blanchard
Sadie Blanchard holds a J.D. from Yale Law School and
a degree in economics from Louisiana State University.
Prior to joining the Institute in 2013 as a Research Fellow,
she practiced in international arbitration law for several
years, with an emphasis on investor-state arbitration,
in Paris and The Hague. She has published academic
articles on international investment law and taught the
subject at The Hague University. She is also a member of
the New York Bar.
Sadie returned to Yale Law School in the fall of 2015 as a
Fellow in private law.

Eléonore
De Duve
Eléonore de Duve holds a law degree from the
University of Leuven (magna cum laude, 2012) and an
LL.M. in European law from the University of Edinburgh
(2013, David Edward Prize for the best dissertation).
In 2013 she completed an internship at the European
Commission, DG Justice, Civil Justice Unit, prior to being
a Research Fellow at the Institute in 2013-2014.
Eléonore joined the Brussels Bar in March 2014 and now
works at the law firm Simont Braun in Brussels. She
teaches economic law at the University of Namur and
private international law at the University of Brussels
(ULB).

Dr Pei
Lu
Dr Pei Lu holds a bachelor’s degree from China
University of Political Science and Law, a master’s degree from Peking University and a PhD from the same
university, where she defended her dissertation on
the scope of review in the third instance in Germany.
In 2006, she passed the Chinese National Judicial
Examination. From 2009 to 2013 she held a state-sponsored scholarship to study in Germany. She was a PhD
candidate at Heidelberg University under the supervision of Prof. Burkhard Hess, before she started to work
at the Institute as a Research Fellow. Her doctoral thesis, completed in 2015, dealt with a comparative study of
the supreme courts of China and Germany.
Pei left the Institute in July 2015 to become a Professor at
the University of International Business and Economics in
Bejing.

Elise
Maes
When Elise Maes came to the Institute to work as a
Research Fellow in 2013, she held a Master of Laws degree from the University of Leuven (Belgium, 2012). At
the Institute, she worked on a project about illegally obtained evidence in Belgium and Germany, and also wrote
on corporate liability in human rights litigation.
After leaving Luxembourg, Elise went on to complete
a Magister Juris with distinction at the University of
Oxford in 2014, and is currently reading for a Master
of Philosophy in law, and subsequently Doctor of
Philosophy in law at the University of Oxford.
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Dr Cristina
Mariottini
Dr Cristina Mariottini holds a law degree (summa cum
laude) from the University of Milan and a PhD from the
same university, where she defended a dissertation on
breach of contract and damages in international law.
Before taking up the position as a Senior Research
Fellow, Cristina was a Visiting Research Scholar at
the University of Pittsburgh School of Law (20092012), where in 2011 she also completed an LL.M. programme. In 2011-2012, as a member of the Centre for
International Legal Education (CILE) observer delegation, she partook in the United Nations Commission on
International Trade Law (UNCITRAL) Working Group III
– Online Dispute Resolution for Cross-Border Electronic
Commerce Transactions. Cristina has been an Associate
Member of the American Society of Comparative Law
since 2012, and she has been a member of the American
Branch of the International Law Association since 2014.
In 2013, she became a member of the Editorial Board
of the Rivista di diritto internazionale privato e processuale. Cristina’s main fields of research are dispute
settlement, and European procedural and private international law in contractual and non-contractual obligations, as well as in cross-border successions.
Since September 2015, Cristina has been a Legal Officer
at the Hague Conference on Private International Law.

Dr Cristian
Oro Martinez
Dr Cristian Oro Martinez holds, both from the
Autonomous University of Barcelona, a law degree (with
extraordinary prize) and a PhD (cum laude, with extraordinary prize and Doctor Europaeus mention) for a dissertation on the private international law aspects of private
enforcement of competition law. He also holds an LL.M.
(cum laude) in international business and trade law from
Fordham Law School (New York). Cristian has worked as
a lecturer and researcher in the field of private international law for ten years at the Autonomous University of
Barcelona. He joined the Institute in October 2012 as a
Senior Research Fellow and has lectured on European
civil procedural law at Saarland University since 2014.
His main areas of research are European civil procedural law, European consumer law, as well as European and
Spanish private international law.
Since he left the Institute in March 2015, Cristian
has been working as a lawyer for the Research and
Documentation Directorate of the ECJ, being responsible for research on Spanish law and for the initial assessment of references for a preliminary ruling submitted by Spanish courts.

Dr Gabriele
Ruscalla
Dr Gabriele Ruscalla holds a PhD in international law
and economics from Bocconi University and a joint research master’s in international business and economic
law from the University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne and
Columbia Law School. Before joining the Institute as
a Senior Research Fellow, he was an associate in the
Shearman & Sterling’s International Arbitration Group
in Paris and a Visiting Scholar at Columbia Law School.
His professional experience also includes traineeships
at the International Affairs Department of the European
Patent Office in Munich and at the Permanent Mission
of Italy to the WTO and World Intellectual Property
Organization (WIPO) in Geneva. His research focuses
on international commercial and investment arbitration
and, more broadly, on dispute settlement mechanisms in
international economic law.
Gabriele became a Counsel at the International Chamber
of Commerce (ICC), Paris, in November 2015.

Dr Immi
Tallgren
Dr Immi Tallgren holds a doctorate in international law
from the University of Helsinki. Prior to her employment
at the MPI Luxembourg, she worked for the Foreign
Service at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Finland,
the Legal Unit of the European Police Cooperation
Organisation in The Hague, the European Space Agency
Legal Department in Paris, the European Space Agency
Office for Cooperation with the EU Institutions in
Brussels as well as the University of Helsinki. From 1995
to 1999, she participated as a governmental delegate in
the negotiations of the Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Court and subsequent legal instruments. Immi
has conducted research in several universities and research institutes in Europe and is a Senior Visiting Fellow
at the Centre for International Studies of the London
School of Economics and Political Science. She is also
an Affiliated Research Fellow at the Séminaire interdisciplinaire d'études juridiques, Saint Louis University,
Brussels. Her research interests include international
law – in particular international criminal law and international cooperation in criminal matters –, international institutional law, international legal history, as well as legal
anthropology, and law and cinema.
At the end of 2015, Immi left the Institute to work on
Prof. Martti Koskenniemi’s research project "Intellectual
Histories of International Law: Empire and Religion",
at the Erik Castrén Institute of International Law and
Human Rights, University of Helsinki.
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Dr Hannes
Wais
Dr Hannes Wais studied law in Heidelberg, London,
Bologna and Cambridge (United Kingdom). He holds a
law degree and a PhD (summa cum laude, Serick Award
2012) from Heidelberg University. He took the bar exam
at the Regional Court of Darmstadt in 2014 and, as a
scholarship holder of the German Academic Exchange
Service, obtained an LL.M. from the University of
Cambridge in 2015. Prior to joining the Institute as a
Senior Research Fellow, Hannes was a Research Fellow
to Prof. Thomas Pfeiffer at Heidelberg University,
a scholarship holder of the Heidelberg Graduate
Academy for Successful Dispute Resolution, a Visiting
Researcher at the Georgetown University Law Center
in Washington, D.C., and a Carnegie scholarship holder at the Hague Academy Summer Course in Private
International Law. His main research areas are contract
law and European procedural law.
Hannes Wais is now a Senior Research Fellow
(Akademischer Rat a.Z.) and a post-doctoral candidate writing a habilitation thesis at the Institute for
Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and International
Business Law, Heidelberg University.

There is an old saying that
There
being right and being proven
to be right at court are two
different things
The Institute’s research activities focus on all forms of dispute
The
resolution procedures primarily from a legal perspective,
but also taking into consideration political, sociological and
economic aspects.
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IV. RESEARCH FOCUS
1. Department of European and
Comparative Procedural Law
1.1. General research agenda
According to its denomination, the first Research
Department addresses three major research areas.
First, the development of procedural law in the European
Union and its Member States. Second, the development
of dispute resolution mechanisms and institutions from
a comparative law perspective where the research
agenda ranges from online dispute resolution, consumer ADR, and commercial and investment arbitration, to
collective litigation and mass claims processing. It also
includes classical subjects such as res judicata and the
concept of an open court in modern times. A third area
of research which has also developed into a major focus
within the Department revolves around the significance
of the public/private divide in dispute resolution. The
interfaces between international and domestic law,
the immunity of states and international organisations,
human rights litigation, the commonalities and differences between commercial and investment arbitration,
private enforcement in competition law, and regulatory
arbitration are some of the subjects that are covered.

Procedural law in Europe
Since 1998, the coordination and the harmonisation of
the civil procedural laws of Member States have become a priority in the European Union. The function of
procedural law within the Union is twofold. On the one
hand, it strengthens the Internal Market by providing for
an infrastructure which encourages the free movement
of persons, goods, and services through uniform rules
for the settlement of cross border disputes in commercial law, family matters and cross-border enforcement,
and insolvency. On the other hand, it is up to the national justice systems to implement EU law in the Member
States. Hence, procedural law must meet additional requirements beyond those requested by the settlement
of private disputes. Concepts like “private enforcement”
or “justice for growth” describe the increasing use of
procedural law for additional purposes. In this respect,
the Department investigates the impacts of these
concepts on the national adjudicative systems of EU
Member States.
Comparative procedural law
The procedural landscape of today is characterised
by a diversity of national and supranational courts and
(arbitral) tribunals. In addition, globalisation and the
Information Technology (IT) revolution are changing
the national and the international systems for dispute
resolution. Today, dispute resolution has developed
into a competitive market where litigation, arbitration,
and alternative dispute resolution mechanisms openly compete at the national and the international levels
in order to attract high profile litigation. In this setting,
comparative law is becoming more and more influential. Knowledge of foreign laws and procedures is not
only necessary for any reform of a national system in
an international environment, but also for the planning
of cross border litigation. On the other hand, comparative law has also changed its methods. It is not only
about the academic comparison of “legal families”, but
includes empirical, statistical, and interdisciplinary research methods (especially with social sciences and
economics).

The public/private divide in international
dispute resolution
The delineation as to private and public law is different
between common and continental law; in addition, the
demarcation also varies among the civil law countries.
When it comes to legal protection, the division also
applies to the demarcation between civil and administrative courts. At the international level, the divide is
even more uncertain as the application of public law is
strictly confined to the territory of the state. However,
modern regulation also uses tools of private law (private enforcement) and applies them extraterritorially.
Thus, the separating line between public and private has
blurred. With regard to international dispute resolution,
the delineation of public and private remedies becomes
especially complicated. On the one hand, there is a separation between commercial arbitration and international dispute settlement (like investment arbitration). On
the other hand, the division between domestic (private
and commercial) litigation and international dispute
settlement has not yet been sufficiently clarified. In this
context, the Department is engaged in several projects:
the public/private divide will be the subject of a lecture
by Prof. Hess in 2017 at the Academy of International
Law in The Hague. Other research areas relate to the international protection of privacy and private data and to
appellate bodies within European agencies.

General profile of the Department
Led by Professor Burkhard Hess, the Department of
European and Comparative Civil Procedural Law addresses the whole range of judicial and extrajudicial
settlement of civil and commercial law disputes at the
national and international levels. The Department was
set up between 2012 and 2015 and comprises five Senior
Research Fellows, sixteen Research Fellows and two
Research Assistants. It applies a methodology based
on modern comparative law which includes interdisciplinary research. The international composition of its
researchers and its guests creates an ideal environment for comparative studies in procedural law and dispute resolution. The work profile of the Department is
marked by major projects which cover the main research
areas. However, it is equally marked by the individual
projects of its researchers. Between 2012 and 2015, the
Department addressed the three following subjects:
European procedural law, Comparative procedural law
and divergent modes of dispute resolution, and the
public/private divide in international dispute resolution.
Finally, a description of the individual research profiles
of the Senior Research Fellows of the Department shall
demonstrate the additional individual investigation performed in the frame of the Department.
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1.2. European procedural law
European procedural law is characterised by the legislative activities of the EU Commission and the expanding
case law of the Court of Justice of the European Union
on the interpretation of instruments of cross-border
judicial and extra-judicial cooperation. The research activities of the Department relate to both developments
– the Department completed several studies for the EU
Commission and the EU Parliament supporting ongoing lawmaking activities. The case law of the Court of
Justice is constantly discussed in the Referentenrunden
of the Department and was exhaustively assessed in the
Commentary of Schlosser & Hess, EU Zivilprozessrecht
(4th ed., 2015). At present, the second edition of Hess,
Europäisches Zivilprozessrecht, is being prepared for
2017 with an English version to follow.

1.2.1. The impact of national procedures
on European procedural law
1.2.1.1. Main project of the Department
European Commission Study on the Impact
of National Civil Procedures

The study aims at assessing whether the different laws
of civil procedure in the 28 EU Member States promote
the effective enforcement of European law or whether
this diversity rather hampers it. It addresses two core
areas: its first strand deals with the impact of national
civil procedure on mutual trust and the free circulation
of judgements within the EU Member States; the second deals with the impact of national civil procedure on
the enforcement of consumer rights derived from EU
law. Both legal and economic practice has been widely
checked through a specially designed online platform
which has collected more than 850 answers from stakeholders. National reporters collected case law from all
EU Member States and conducted (coded) interviews.
Their findings will be analysed in a General Report
which will present different options for lawmaking that
might trigger the political activities of the European
Commission. The study shall be completed by the end
of 2016.
The main responsibilities lie with Dr Stephanie Law and
Dr Pietro Ortolani (responsible for the two strands of
the study, both academically and from the point of view
of the management of the project), and with Prof. Marta
Requejo Isidro as a partner of the Consortium.

The Department, leading an international Consortium
comprising universities and academics of several
Member States, is conducting a comprehensive study
on the impacts of the laws of national civil procedure
of the 28 EU Member States on the enforcement of
European Union law. The study was commissioned by the
EU Commission 1. The Consortium involves researchers
from the Universities of Florence, Ghent, Heidelberg,
Madrid (Complutense), Oxford, Paris (Sorbonne),
Rotterdam, Uppsala, Vienna, and Warsaw. In total, about
fifty researchers are participating in the project operating as a Europe-wide network. The Research Fellows of
the Department are largely involved in the preparation
of the study.

1

JUST/2014/RCON/PR/CIVI/0082. The overall amount of the funding by the EU Commission is 480,000 EUR.

1.2.1.2. Individual research projects

Felix Koechel

Polina Pavlova

Almost all EU regulations in European procedural law
provide - in one form or another - for a rule on submission by appearance. However, although the concept of
submission by appearance has established itself as a
basic element of European law on jurisdiction, there is
still much uncertainty as to what it actually requires and
how it interrelates with other concepts of European procedural law (e.g., express choice of court agreements, ex
oﬃcio examination of jurisdiction). It is also due to this
ambiguity that the interplay between the autonomous
rules on submission by appearance and the national
procedural laws of the Member States has proven particularly problematic. On the basis of a thorough comparative analysis of the quite diverse national rules on
submission by appearance, this PhD thesis will first
seek to clarify the autonomous concept of submission
by appearance in European procedural law and determine whether a consistent, uniform interpretation may
be applied in the different regulations. Building on the
results of this analysis, a second part will scrutinise the
interplay between the rules of submission by appearance in European procedural law and the autonomous
procedural laws from a European law perspective.

Over a decade after the European Court of Justice issued
its famous Courage ruling establishing that Article 101
of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
(TFEU) entitles victims of competition law infringements to full compensation, cartel damage claims still
face a number of procedural hurdles which vary from
one Member State to another. While a certain extent of
harmonisation and predictability in this regard was introduced with Directive 2014/104/EU, many questions still
remain open. This PhD thesis focuses on the jurisdictional
framework in cross-border private enforcement cases of
EU competition law. In particular, it deals with the implications of choice-of-court agreements in such proceedings.

Submission by Appearance in
European Procedural Law

Choice-of-court Agreements in the Private
Enforcement of Competition Law in Europe

Due to the particularities of competition law infringements,
bundled enforcement is often the only economically reasonable way to enforce the private right to compensation. From
a jurisdictional perspective, a number of procedural rules
in Regulation (EU) 1215/2012 allow such concentration of
damage claims before one court. However, by invoking jurisdiction agreements – commonly inserted terms in contracts
between cartel members and their customers – defendants
often seek to avoid bundled enforcement. In these cases a
number of issues not explicitly regulated by EU law arise. To
what extent can competition law-related disputes be considered as covered by the scope of a jurisdiction agreement?
How should courts interpret the wording of standard clauses? How is it possible to differentiate between the different
constellations of competition law infringements? Can litigation of EU competition law-related issues be “exported”
to third state courts by way of prorogation by the parties?
Failure by Member State courts to apply apt criteria to
these and related issues might pose a threat to the effective
enforcement of the rules on competition in the treaties: for a
significant number of cartel victims, the much-praised right
to compensation might just remain an empty shell. Against
this backdrop, it is the aim of this PhD project to provide for
a coherent approach in dealing with jurisdiction agreements
in the context of private enforcement of EU competition law.
The PhD thesis shall be submitted in fall 2016.
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Katharina Raffelsieper

Vincent Richard

This PhD involves a comparative study on provisional enforcement in Germany, France and Italy. It includes the application of the Brussels I bis Regulation (Reg. EU 1215/2012)
to cross-border cases of provisional enforcement as well
as the functioning of the new instrument establishing a
European Account Preservation Order (Regulation EU
655/2014). It relates to the issue of how to enforce monetary judgements in cross-border settings while an appeal
against this judgement is pending in the Member State
of origin. The evaluation of the different national systems
serves to detect how to fairly balance the competing interests of the parties involved. As the law stands in France and
Germany, provisional enforcement carries a great risk for
the creditor of being held liable for the resulting damage,
in case the judgement is set aside in appeal proceedings.
Due to the long duration of appeal proceedings, it seems
unreasonable to place such a heavy burden on the creditor
who, at this stage of the proceedings, has already obtained
an enforceable judgement. A better approach is the Italian
solution where the creditor can be held liable only if the
damage of the debtor is linked to his fault.

This dissertation aims at discovering the European
principles underlying the regulation of recognition
and enforcement of European default judgements in
European law. Every European Regulation on recognition and enforcement of judgements contains a provision on default judgements (Brussels I and I bis, Brussels
II bis, European Enforcement Order, European Payment
Order, Small Claims procedure, etc.) without being the
result of a general theoretical framework.

Provisional Enforcement of Judgements
in Germany, France and Italy

In addition, the abolition of exequatur makes it necessary
to analyse provisional enforcement and its consequences
in cross-border cases. The decision of one Member State
as to the enforceability of a not yet final judgement directly applies abroad, in any Member State where the enforcement of such a judgement is sought. The risk that a creditor encounters while enforcing a provisional enforceable
judgement must be predictable, also when the enforcement takes place in another Member State. Therefore, the
law applicable to the liability of the creditor should be the
law of the Member State where the judgement was rendered. Furthermore, the rules of jurisdiction must provide
the debtor with a competent court in the Member State of
enforcement as well as in the Member State of origin.
The PhD was submitted in spring 2016; its defence at the
University of Heidelberg is expected for fall 2016.

Default Judgements in the European area
of Freedom Security and Justice

The goal of this dissertation is thus to develop a
European theory of recognition of foreign default judgements starting with the national level. The first part of
the dissertation will be devoted to the establishment
of a theory on default judgements based on procedural theory and comparative law. This internal theory of
default judgements will then be extended to the international order so as to show all the consequences for
private international law. In a second part, this theory,
taken as an abstract regulation, will be compared to
other federal systems, and notably to the United States,
before being applied to European recent developments.
This will allow clarification of the situation and direction
of European law on the issue of default judgements and
provide suggestions for further developments.
The PhD is supervised jointly by Prof. G. Cuniberti
(University of Luxembourg) and Prof. L. Cadiet (University
Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne).

1.2.2. European insolvency law

Kristina Sirakova

1.2.2.1. Main project of the Department

Quantiﬁcation of Harm in
Cartel Damage Claims

The Heidelberg-Luxembourg-Vienna Report on
European Insolvency Law and its follow-up study

More than fifteen years ago, the Court of Justice of the
European Union had already stated in its decision in the
famous case Courage and Crehan that it is “open to any
individual to claim damages for loss caused to him by a
contract or by conduct liable to restrict or distort competition”. The right to claim compensation for damages
suffered from a cartel has been then confirmed on several occasions.

In 2012 and 2013, the Department of Comparative and
European Procedural Law was involved in a major empirical
study mandated by the European Commission on the practical application of the European Insolvency Regulation in 28
EU Member States. The aim of this empirical study was to
prepare a legislative proposal of the EU Commission on the
Reform of the EU Insolvency Regulation (1348/2000/EU).
In collaboration with the Universities of Heidelberg (Prof.
Pfeiffer) and Vienna (Prof. Oberhammer), Prof. Hess devised
a questionnaire which was answered by practitioners and
academics specialising in this field. Several workshops were
organised where the outcomes of the surveys were discussed. The study was completed in fall 2012 (by Prof. Hess
and Dr Laukemann) and submitted to the EU Commission
in January 2013. Based on the findings of the study, the EU
Commission published its proposal for the reform of the
Regulation in January 2014. The study was published as The
Heidelberg-Luxembourg-Vienna Report in 2014. 2

However, the right is valuable for the individual only
when it is possible to enforce it. Otherwise, it has no
practical impact. When one looks deeper into the private
enforcement of competition law, one realises that the
reality sometimes differs very much from the theory.
Although every individual has a right to compensation,
only very few claims – at least in Germany – have been
successful so far. It is, therefore, necessary to detect
the impediments to successful cartel damage claims
and to analyse possible alternatives.
Often, those claims are unsuccessful because the claimant is not able to prove that damages occurred and
to quantify them. If reliable market information is not
available or the claimant does not have access to it, the
Court would normally estimate the amount of the damages. The estimate, however, should also be based on
market data which the claimant has to provide the court
with. Thus, in certain cases the possibility to estimate
the amount of the damages still leaves some open questions to be discussed.

The Recast was eventually adopted as Regulation
848/2015/EU. In 2014, the EU Commission awarded funding to the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg (as leading
institution) for a follow-on project on “The Implementation
of the New Insolvency Regulation – Improving Cooperation
and Mutual Trust” in the Specific Programme “Civil Justice”. 3
Together with the Universities of Milan and Vienna, the
MPI Luxembourg analyses the most important innovations
of the Regulation 848/2015/EU as well as the implementing legislation in the EU Member States. Based on questionnaires and interviews, the partners prepared working
papers which were discussed with a network of insolvency
practitioners and lawmakers. Conferences took place in
Vienna (February 2015) and in Milan (January 2016). A final conference was organised in October 2016 at the MPI
Luxembourg. The results of the project will be published in
the book series of the Institute.
The project is being conducted by Prof. M. Requejo Isidro, Dr
B. Laukemann, Dr M. Gargantini, G. Koutsoukou, and R. Arts.

2

Hess, B., Oberhammer, P. & Pfeiffer, T. European Insolvency Law: the Heidelberg-Luxembourg-Vienna report on the application of Regulation No. 1346/2000/EC
on Insolvency Proceedings (external evaluation JUST/2011/JCIV/PR/0049/A4). Munich: Beck, 2014, 1034 pages.

3

JUST/2013/JCIV/AG/4679. The project is co-funded by the Directorate-General for Justice and Consumers of the European Commission, within the programme
“Projects to support judicial cooperation in civil or criminal matters” (Justice Programme).
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1.2.2.2. Individual research projects

Robert Arts

Georgia Koutsoukou

German insolvency law allows for avoidance actions to
be brought against “preferences” and against fraudulent (or presumably fraudulent) transactions. Several of
these provisions require specific subjective conditions
to be met, either on the side of the debtor or on that of
the recipient of the transaction. However, the underlying
concept is not stringent and its application has been difficult in the courts.

This PhD project investigates both private international
law and procedural aspects of set-off and netting agreements in the EU judicial area. A specific focus is given to
insolvency law.

The subjective Requirements of avoidance
actions in a comparative law perspective

The PhD aims to show the conceptual deficiencies of
the current law, primarily with regard to the indistinct
line between the different prerequisites of avoidance
actions. Methodically, this work analyses the current
set of laws, compares it to the preceding statute, and
examines the subjective requirements of avoidance actions from their historical starting point to the current
regime. Finally, a comparison of the German Insolvency
Code with the American Bankruptcy Code and the
English Insolvency Act (1986) permits to propose a reassessment of the German law.
This PhD thesis was submitted in summer 2016.

Set-oﬀ and netting agreements in European
Private International and Procedural Law

The Rome I Regulation, which establishes a harmonised
private international law regime in the EU judicial area,
provides for special provisions on set-off. The relevant
provisions, in particular Article 17, raise a considerable
number of interpretive issues. Additionally, this doctoral thesis broadly examines the scope of protection of
set-off rights under the European Insolvency Regulation
as set-off is of crucial importance in insolvency settings.
Procedural issues related to set-off are equally taken into account. Given that set-off is a shield and not
a sword, it is highly controversial whether under the
Brussels I Regulation the court before which set-off
rights are asserted must have jurisdiction over the
claim brought by way of set-off. Furthermore, it has to
be examined whether a set-off defence can give rise to
lis pendens in accordance with Article 27 et seq. of the
Brussels I Regulation with regard to the counterclaim
asserted by way of set-off. Finally, the PhD addresses
the issue of whether a set-off defence can be brought
before the courts of EU Member States where execution is sought on the basis of a decision or another enforceable title issued in another Member State under
the Brussels I Regulation, the Regulation for a European
Payment Order, or the Regulation creating a European
Enforcement Order for uncontested claims.
The PhD thesis was submitted in summer 2016.

1.2.3. EU family and succession law
1.2.3.1. Main project of the Department
Planning the Future of Cross-border Families:
A Path through Coordination ( EUFam’s Project)
In December 2015, the Department joined a project entitled “Planning the Future of Cross-border Families: A
Path through Coordination – EUFam’s” on the effectiveness of the functioning of certain specific European and
international legal instruments in family matters. Led
by the University of Milan, this project also involves the
Universities of Heidelberg, Osijek, Verona and Valencia. 4
It aims at identifying difficulties met by courts and
practitioners in applying the provisions laid down in the
regulations on European family and succession laws.
It also assesses the solutions adopted by courts and
practitioners and compares the solutions adopted in the
different Member States involved in the project. Final
purposes are: to facilitate dialogue between stakeholders and develop a common expertise by identifying
uniform best practices; to suggest models of concrete
tools available to courts and practitioners, as well as
to the end-users themselves; and to propose policy
guidelines for future regulations and/or amendments
to the current regulations. The results and suggestions
will be submitted to the EU Commission with a view to
taking further steps in the direction of removing the current obstacles to the free movement of persons in the
European space of freedom, security and justice. The
project will be finished in 2017.
Within the Department, Dr A. Gandia Sellens is in charge
of the project, together with C. Camara, G. Koutsoukou,
P. Pavlova, Dr B. Laukemann, and Prof. M. Requejo Isidro.

4

1.2.3.2. Individual research projects

Céline Camara

European Private International Law
in Relation to Third States
International family law has been at the heart of the legislative activity of the European Union for the past fifteen years. The political expediency of EU intervention
in this field – justified by the objective of free movement
of EU citizens – has led to a considerable body of regulations. The harmonisation of European rules in relation to
third states is crucial as it questions the core objectives
and the boundaries of European private international
family law. Indeed, the issue of third states in EU family
law is not dealt with in a consistent manner and varies
from one instrument to the other. The current state of
affairs illustrates the lack of a clear policy when it comes
to the harmonisation of private international family law
in relation to third states. The general objectives related
to the creation of a European citizenship are not in line
with the current extensive personal scope of application
of family rules.
The PhD aims to explore the relevance of harmonised
European private international rules in relation to third
states in order to identify the potentially specific objectives underlying this extensive approach in relation
to third states. From this prerequisite, a systematic and
consistent approach in relation to third states could be
drawn for EU private international family law as a standalone field of law.
The PhD thesis is being written at the University of
Luxembourg under the supervision of Prof. G. Cuniberti.

JUST/2014/JCOO/AG/CIVI/7729. The EUFam’s project is co-funded by the Directorate-General for Justice and Consumers of the European Commission within the
programme “Projects to support judicial cooperation in civil or criminal matters” (Justice Programme).
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1.3. Comparative procedural law
1.3.1. Main project of the Department
IAPL-MPI Post-Doctoral Summer School on
Comparative Procedural Law
The research in comparative procedural law was initially marked by a multitude of individual projects like the
Commentary on the German Act on Model Proceedings
in Capital Market Cases, which addresses collective redress from a comparative law perspective. As a second
step a major project was undertaken in the form of the
first IAPL-MPI Post-Doctoral School on Comparative
Procedural Law, mainly conceived and organised by Prof.
Marta Requejo Isidro in 2014 (see p. 100). During the second IAPL-MPI Post-Doctoral School on Comparative
Procedural Law in 2016, a significant initiative on comparative procedural law began: a treatise on comparative procedural law with contributions by a team of leading experts in this field coming from all continents of the
world coordinated and edited by Prof. Hess, together
with Prof. Margaret Woo (Boston) and Prof. Loïc Cadiet
(Paris). This project will take stock of the existing methods and the state of affairs of comparative procedural
law in a globalised world and explore future avenues of
this dynamic research field. Several conferences and
workshops will be organised in conjunction with the
project. The publication of the treatise is expected for
2018/2019.

1.3.2. Individual research projects

Michael Bakowitz
Access to Documents
in EU-Cartel Cases

The starting point of this PhD thesis was a Draft
Directive on the private enforcement of cartel damages, which the European Commission had published in
June 2013. It entered into force in late 2014 as Directive
2014/104/EU and was intended to facilitate actions
for damages brought by private parties against cartel
members.
The most important issue addressed by the Directive
is the access to information by private parties. In order
to win, the claimant must not only show that he or she
suffered damages due to the price-fixing arrangements
of the sellers, but also how much damage they suffered.
Typically, the claimant will not be able to answer this
question. The cartelists, on the contrary, could provide
such information, and so might the competition authorities who have conducted investigations against the
cartel.
Against this background, the thesis examines the different European and domestic regimes for accessing
cartel documents, focusing on documents in the possession of the European Commission and the German
Bundeskartellamt (the national competition authority).
It also reviews the case law of the European Court of
Justice and the reactions to its rulings in the EU Member
States, notably in England, France and the Netherlands
as the most relevant jurisdictions for cartel cases and
group actions. On the basis of this analysis, the thesis frames a proposal for the implementation of the
Directive in Germany.
This thesis, supervised by Prof. Burkhard Hess, was submitted in 2016. The defence is expected for 2017.

Adriani Dori

Franz Kaps

Civil litigation is a forum where information on the facts
of a case is constantly communicated to the judge. This
information flow starts with the claimant’s written
pleadings on the alleged relevant facts, whereas normally the respondent would first present their own version
of the story in their notice of appearance. In such cases, when there is a genuine disagreement between the
parties on a particular question of fact, the fact-finding
process is crucial in determining the length of the procedure and the outcome of the dispute.

The doctoral thesis addresses international commercial
arbitration in Asia, especially in India and Singapore.
Although both are common law jurisdictions, Singapore
has the reputation of being an arbitration-friendly
country whereas India has been perceived as an arbitration-unfriendly jurisdiction. The PhD thesis compares
the arbitration law and court decisions of India and
Singapore in order to determine their arbitration friendliness. In an arbitration-friendly legal system, state
courts should, on the one hand, assist the arbitration tribunal when their support is needed, even if the parties to
the arbitration proceeding have opted out of the state
court system. On the other hand, state courts should not
interfere in the arbitration proceedings if their support
is not required, because court interventions can harm arbitration proceedings significantly and impede the parties’ objective to resolve their dispute in a speedy and
flexible private forum. The interplay between courts and
arbitral tribunals exists at every stage of the arbitration proceeding, from the arbitration agreement to the
enforcement of the arbitral award. This inquiry into the
arbitration-friendliness of India and Singapore is mainly
based on the landmark decisions of the state courts in
Singapore and India, since court decisions reveal in practice the attitude of a legal system towards arbitration. In
a comparative analysis, the thesis determines how supportive and how interfering the Indian and Singaporean
legal orders are at the essential stages of the arbitration proceeding.

The Role of Experts
in Civil Litigation

In this context, the judge must quite often rely on third
persons’ knowledge and skills in order to ascertain the
disputed facts. Technical experts, witnesses, expert
witnesses, and experts undertaking the visual inspection on behalf of the judge build the four categories (five
along with the parties testimonies), of the so-called
personal evidence (Personalbeweis) under German procedural law. The importance of such persons lies with
their privileged access to relevant information, whether
directly concerning the occurrence of a fact or depending on a higher capacity to understand complex factual
elements. Therefore, they can contribute to a better understanding of the case by the judge.
The way such experience and skills are conveyed to
the judge is an essential element for an efficient procedure, because misguided dogmatic conceptions on
Personalbeweis and poorly conceived rules on the interaction between the judge and the carrier of privileged
information may distort the decision-making process or
lengthen the procedure.
The dissertation addresses the procedural rules on
Personalbeweis with a view to assessing whether the
current regulatory framework – which has been left substantially unchanged since its creation – is still able to
effectively perform its functions.

Arbitration in India
and Singapore

The submission of the thesis is planned for fall 2016.
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Pei Lu

Nils Pelzer

The PhD thesis compares the different procedural mechanisms for a uniform application of civil and commercial
law in Germany and China. The project also investigates
the different structures of the adjudicative systems as
well as the internal structures of the supreme courts.
Although there are manifold differences in the systems,
there is a need to provide for a consistent and uniform
application of the law. In China, the Supreme Peoples’
Court has the power to give general rules on the interpretation of the law whereas, in Germany, the uniform
interpretation is achieved by the Revision (second
appeal).

This PhD project tries to assess how Western legal systems, in particular Germany, may benefit from Chinese
experiences in the field of amicable dispute resolution.
To do this, a closer look at the Chinese concept of tiaojie,
which is usually translated as mediation or conciliation,
is necessary. It encompasses a wide array of dispute resolution instruments, ranging from people’s mediation
at the grassroots level to mediating activities by trial
judges, which are all said to be part of a comprehensive
“mediation system”. In Germany, however, the various
existing mechanisms are instead discussed separately.

Die Wahrung der Rechtseinheit
in Deutschland und China

The thesis was completed in 2015 and published in the
MPI book series in 2016.

Mediation and Conciliation:
Chinese Experiences and German Law

On the basis of the broad Chinese concept, the thesis
analyses and compares the existing conciliatory dispute
resolution mechanisms in China and Germany. To gain a
better understanding of how the Chinese legal system
works, perspectives of legal history, practice and policy-making are equally taken into account. It is found
that the various mediation schemes in China have themselves undergone rapid change in recent years.
While it would not be advisable to directly copy any of
the Chinese mediation or policy methods, there are lessons to be learned for German jurisprudence. Leaving
aside warnings about pressuring parties into settlement, the idea of a more comprehensive understanding
of various ADR schemes seems to be advantageous. It
is shown that developing a “general part” of conciliation
helps to solve various theoretical and practical problems in German law.
The study draws on a broad range of sources in Chinese
language, including monographs and journal articles,
government websites, central and local regulations, and
also interviews and other materials gathered during
on-site fieldwork in Chinese courts, arbitration commissions, and mediation committees.
The PhD was finalised and submitted in summer 2016.

1.4. The public/private divide
in international dispute resolution

Carl Zimmer

1.4.1. Main projects of the Department

The Proper Claimant
in Cross-Border Litigation

1.4.1.1. The Protection of Privacy and of Personal Data
in the Age of Internet

The thesis addresses the law applicable to determine
the “proper claimant” in cross-border litigation from
a German and comparative law perspective. In certain
cases the claimant may not hold the claim in question,
but be a third person claiming in its own name yet on
behalf of the creditor. The specific cases in which a third
person is entitled to do so vary considerably in the different jurisdictions. Thus, in litigation with international
elements the question of the applicable law to determine the “proper claimant” is crucial for the success
of the claim. The thesis focuses on the following three
questions: (1) in a case with foreign law elements, how do
German courts determine whether a claimant is entitled
to bring a claim?; (2) what is the role of the lex fori principle for the question of the “proper claimant”?; and (3)
may the application of the lex causae be the more appropriate solution?

The ILA Committee on the Protection of Privacy in Private
International and Procedural Law was established in 2013
to create a forum on the protection of privacy in the context
of private international and procedural law. The Committee
is chaired by Prof. Hess; Prof. von Hein and Dr Mariottini
have been appointed Committee Co-rapporteurs.

The submission of the thesis is planned for spring 2017.

The scope of the Committee – which comprises experts
from Australia, Belgium, Brazil, France, Germany, Greece,
Italy, Japan, Korea, Luxembourg, Spain, United Kingdom,
and the United States of America – encompasses the
protection of personality rights against violations between private parties and by mass media, especially
with regard to non-contractual claims, also taking into
account: the question of the liability of Internet service
providers and intermediaries; the protection of privacy
in social media, especially with regard to contractual and
quasi-contractual claims; data protection, especially under the new EU regulation on data protection; questions
of consumer protection and protection of minors as well
as alternative dispute resolution mechanisms.
The Committee’s activities focus on the promotion of
international cooperation and the contribution to predictability on issues of jurisdiction, applicable law, and
circulation of judgements in privacy matters, taking into
account, inter alia, human rights, legislation and recent
case law of national and supra-national courts.
With a view to providing a sense of the problems and
the available solutions with regard to the protection of
privacy, the Committee aims at drafting guidelines and
principles as well as an explanatory report.
The proceedings of the first conference were published
in the book series of the Institute: Hess, B. & Mariottini,
C.M. (Eds.), Protecting Privacy in Private International
and Procedural Law and by Data Protection. BadenBaden: Nomos, 2015.
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1.4.2. Individual research projects

1.4.1.2. Appeal and Procedural reform Project on
European Agencies’ Legal review (APPEAL Project)
Boards of appeal operating within some EU agencies are
a fundamental legal tool deployed to keep administrative
action accountable. Lying at the crossroads of administrative and judicial functions, boards of appeal give rise to
a number of theoretical and practical questions concerning their nature, their role, and their functions.
The APPEAL (Appeal and Procedural reform Project on
European Agencies’ Legal review) research project, which
focuses on the tasks carried out by boards of appeal,
started in 2015 and is conducted in close cooperation
with the boards of appeal of the Office for Harmonization
in the Internal Market (OHIM) and with the involvement
of other equivalent bodies operating in EU agencies. The
project aims at providing a detailed mapping of the procedural and institutional rules concerning administrative
review and at assessing whether reforms are needed to
help appellate bodies to better perform their role.
Although balancing uniformity and flexibility is far from
easy, the organisation of the boards of appeal reflects
their non-systematic origins, and this normative fragmentation shows that there is room for further research and,
potentially, for regulatory improvement. Whenever divergent rules address similar needs, the identification of best
practices may foster coherent solutions in the application
and the drafting of the applicable rules, as the case may be.
After some years of operation, the legal framework
for boards of appeal can now be tested from the point
of view of its efficiency. While the workload of some
boards has put procedural rules under stress, the relationship between administrative review, on the one
hand, and EU and national judicial review, on the other
hand, has highlighted some uncertainties concerning the
respective roles of the actors involved.
The researchers in charge of this project are: Dr M.
Gargantini, Dr P. Ortolani, C. Sirakova; and formerly Dr G.
Dimitropoulos and Dr C. Feinäugle.

Ana Koprivica

Public Hearings in International
Investment Arbitration
The dissertation focuses on the concept of public hearing as an element of the principle of a public hearing
(Öﬀentlichkeitsprinzip) enshrined in constitutions, statutes, and practices of courts in many democratic legal
systems, international conventions, and practices of international courts and tribunals. Recently, the relevance
of this principle has been discussed in the area of international investor-state arbitration where, due to its
mixed nature and the public interest involved, ever more
so-called transparency is demanded. Developments
such as the adoption of the UNCITRAL Transparency
Rules and the UN Transparency Convention reflect this
trend. In such advocacy for more publicity the term itself has been used rather hastily throughout the discussion, without providing much context therefore. While it
seems that there is a general agreement on the need for
more transparency in investment arbitration, its scope
and limits have not been defined.
The aim of the PhD thesis is to revisit the concept of public hearing and define its origins, purpose and how it is
understood, given the various legal settings. It seeks to
confront the concept with some modern day challenges,
such as the role of social media in conveying information
about disputes to the public. By applying a comparative
method (looking at national courts of different legal traditions, international courts and tribunals, and different
types of procedures), the project seeks to mirror the
findings from already established practices onto the
investor-state arbitration setting and propose possible
solutions and models to be followed.
The submission of the thesis is planned for 2017.

1.5. Research projects of the Senior
Research Fellows
1.5.1.

Edith Wagner

Case Management at the European Court
of Human Rights – An Analysis of the
Procedural, Technical and Practical Tools
for Repetitive Applications
The dissertation assesses the case management tools
at the European Court of Human Rights (the Court) for
the so-called repetitive applications. These applications
represent one of the largest groups of pending cases
before the Court. Due to their repetitive nature, they
do not contribute to the further development of the
European Convention on Human Rights. At the same
time, repetitive cases have boosted the further development of the Court and led to significant changes as to
the way these cases are processed.
The expression “case management” is used to describe
the effort of the Court to deal more efficiently with repetitive cases and the means which are used to achieve
this goal. The Court’s management approach for repetitive cases relies not only on procedural tools which were
specifically created or are typically used for repetitive
cases but also on a number of “non-legal” measures:
technical tools, in particular the IT-system, and practical
considerations which influence the treatment of repetitive cases. These key ingredients enable the Court to
process tens of thousands of repetitive applications per
year and to gain time for the meritorious cases which
help to further develop the Strasbourg system.
The focus of this dissertation is on the procedural tools,
in particular the pilot judgement procedure. The aim is
to identify, on the basis of a case law analysis, which
procedural strategies are applied in practice to the remaining repetitive cases after a pilot judgement in order
to manage them more efficiently. Further, the interplay
between the procedural, technical and practical tools
will be illustrated in order to show how they support the
decision-making process.

Dr Georgios Dimitropoulos
Comparative procedural law
The design of international courts and tribunals
The project looks at judicial independence, accountability, and management from a comparative and social science perspective in several international and European
courts, including the International Court of Justice,
the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, the
International Criminal Court, the World Trade Organization
Appellate Body, and international investment tribunals.
Based on a modified set of indicators used for domestic
courts, data on the internal organisation and operations
of these fora, that has never been collated before, such as
re-appointments, court budget, professional backgrounds
of adjudicators, etc., has been collected. The aim is to identify and develop different theories of institutional design
based on which independence and accountability of international adjudicators can be measured and conceptualised. The project finally claims that states should develop
a design of international courts and tribunals which aims at
addressing cognitive rather than strategic biases.
Some results of this work have been presented in various fora, including the Hamburg Law and Economics
Lecture Series of the Institute of Law and Economics
of the University of Hamburg, a workshop on the
Independence of the International Judiciary at Pompeu
Fabra University, Barcelona, and the iCourts Visiting
Fellows Lecture Series. First findings will be published
in a special issue of the Maastricht Journal of European
and Comparative Law edited by Prof. Aida Torres Pérez.
The public/private divide
The independence of international arbitrators
Relatedly, research has been done on a project on the
independence of international investment arbitrators
which compares the independence and impartiality provisions of various arbitration fora and their differences
concerning commercial and investment arbitrators. An
empirical paper on the independence of international investment arbitrators was published in the Northwestern
Journal of International Law & Business.
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1.5.2.

1.5.3.

Dr Arantxa
Gandía Sellens

Habilitation project

Dr Gandía Sellens started working at the
Institute in December 2015, which explains the
limited research outcomes listed in this
activity report.
Procedural law in Europe
International jurisdiction for patent infringement cases
This research project builds on the doctoral thesis of Dr
Gandia Sellens and focuses on the problems identified in
the field of patent infringement litigation, namely the treatment of the question of validity of the allegedly infringed
patent. The validity of registered intellectual property (IP)
rights is treated as an exclusive jurisdiction ground in the
Brussels I system, meaning that it can limit the jurisdiction
of the competent courts to hear a case of infringement. In
fact, the ECJ ruled that the question of validity of a patent
is one of exclusive jurisdiction even if it is raised as an incidental question. This interpretation leads to problems both
in the judicial area as well as regards the use of alternative
dispute resolution mechanisms like arbitration or mediation. The main outcome of this project is a monograph (La
competencia judicial internacional de los tribunales españoles en los casos de presunta infracción de derechos
de patente. Valencia: Tirant Lo Blanch, forthcoming). This is,
though, an open line of research, being currently developed
and shared in several conferences and articles.
Comparative procedural law
Family law in Europe
The aim of this project is to propose better solutions to the
EU policy maker, in light of the migration phenomenon that
affects, according to the statistics, mainly four countries
in Europe: Germany, Italy, Spain, and Croatia (especially because of its recent incorporation to the EU). An assessment
of those four main jurisdictions, and also an examination of
the practice carried out in many other European countries,
will provide tools for drafting guidelines and good practices.
This research is embedded in the ongoing collective research project “EUFam’s”.

Dr Björn Laukemann
The working title of this habilitation project is “Numerus
clausus und unkörperliche Wirtschaftsgüter jenseits
von Sachen- und Immaterialgüterrecht”. The project
addresses the question whether German property law
is (still) capable of responding to changes caused by
fundamental technological and normative developments, such as digitalisation or the Europeanisation of
property law, putting pressure on the traditional (formalistic) structures of the Member States’ property
regimes, some of them rooted in nineteenth-century
Pandectism. In that regard, particular attention is given to the problem 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, i.e. monopolising new
goods. The project, including a comparative analysis,
will describe 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 and interpretation of property rights. Analysing
the limits of transformation processes in the light of the
numerus clausus principle and judicial decision-making
will shed light on the key question whether and through
which instruments a modern property concept may
serve stability and flexibility at the same time.
In 2015, Dr Laukemann was nominated by the American
Law Institute (Philadelphia/United States) as International
Advisor for the Restatement of the Law Fourth Property.

European procedural law and European
and German insolvency law
This field of research analyses fundamental structures
and principles of European and national insolvency law.
The topic has been reflected, inter alia, in the interplay of collective and bilateral proceedings (cf. “Annex
Proceedings” in: Hess, B., Oberhammer, P. & Pfeiffer, T.
European Insolvency Law: the Heidelberg-LuxembourgVienna report on the application of Regulation No.
1346/2000/EC on Insolvency Proceedings (external
evaluation JUST/2011/JCIV/PR/0049/A4). Munich: Beck,
2014, pp. 112-152), in general structural aspects of harmonisation in European insolvency law (in: Le temps et le droit.
Hommage au Professeur Closset-Marschal. Louvain-laNeuve: Bruylant, 2013, pp. 383-410), or, not least, in new
procedural instruments (such as synthetic proceedings)
coordinating the administration of cross-border insolvencies in Europe. This latter project was presented at
conferences in Vienna (2015) and Milan (2016) and will finally be published as part of the joint EU research project
of the MPI on the “Implementation of the New Insolvency
Regulation (JUST/2013/JCIV/AG/4679)”.
As regards European procedural law, one research project
focuses on the interplay of EU Law and domestic legal orders. So far, it has been examined through the conflict between res judicata and the European principle of effectiveness (cf. “Die Relativierung der res judicata im Europäischen
Beihilferecht”, Zeitschrift für Gemeinschaftsprivatrecht 4,
2016, pp. 172-178).
These research projects are complemented with a lectureship at the University of Trier (Germany) on international
and European procedural law and, in 2015, on German insolvency law.

European succession law
The recent coming into force of the European Succession
Regulation (No 650/2012) gave rise to various legal
problems in the context of cross-border successions.
In that regard, this research mainly focuses on specific issues ranging between procedural law and private
international law, such as the European Certificate
of Succession as a new instrument in this field of law
(presented at the conference on “Civil Justice in the
EU-Growing and Teething?”, The Swedish Network for
European Legal Studies, Uppsala University and the
MPI Luxembourg, Uppsala,17-18 October 2013, and published in: EU Civil Justice - Current Issues and Future
Outlook. Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2016, pp. 161-182), but
also the role of the lex rei sitae in transnational successions (see: Festschrift für Rolf A. Schütze zum 80.
Geburtstag. Munich: Beck, 2014, pp. 325-341). This latter
publication is a follow-on project of a study on the new
Succession Regulation conducted for the European
Parliament in 2012 (“Verhältnis des Erbrechtsstatuts zum
Sachen- und Insolvenzrechtsstatut” in: Hess, B., Jayme,
E. & Pfeiffer, T. (Eds.), Stellungnahme zum Vorschlag
für eine Europäische Erbrechtsverordnung im Auftrag
des Rechtsausschusses des Europäischen Parlaments.
Brussels: European Parliament, 2012, pp. 36-44).
Comparative procedural law
As a member of a Belgian-German-French-Italian working group on the harmonisation of procedural law, Dr
Laukemann’s research is also dedicated to a comparative analysis on major aspects of domestic procedural
law. It has been conducted through published presentations given on specific issues of German procedural law
at annual conferences (cf. “L’acquisition d’information
et la production des documents en droit processuel allemand", presented at the symposium “L’office du juge –
Etude de droit comparé”, Bergamo, 29 November 2014).
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1.5.4.

Dr Stephanie
Law
Dr Law’s research interests fall largely in the areas of
EU private and international law, with a particular focus
on European civil procedure, consumer protection and
fundamental rights, transnational public and private
regulation, legal theory and methodology.
European civil procedure
The first of these ongoing research projects is a collective one undertaken by the MPI Luxembourg: the
European Commission Study on the Impact of National
Civil Procedure (JUST/2014/RCON/PR/CIVI/0082). It is
a European Commission-funded study on the impact of
national procedural law and practices on mutual trust
and the free circulation of judgements, and on the enforcement of consumer rights derived from EU law. Dr
Law is largely responsible for the second strand of the
study (consumer protection).
Comparative procedural law
A second project is concerned with the interplay between the substantive and procedural dimensions of
consumer protection and examines the development
of consumer contract law from its legislative foundations to its judicialisation. It focuses on three spillovers
deriving from the CJEU’s jurisprudence: 1) the construction of the ex oﬃcio obligations of national courts,
2) on the one hand, the shifts between individual and
collective enforcement, and on the other, the shifts between judicial, alternative and administrative consumer
enforcement, and 3) the impact of fundamental rights
guarantees (constitutionalisation) in the enforcement
of consumer rights.
A third research interest analyses the methodological
and theoretical aspects of the CJEU’s recognition and development of general principles of EU law. It critically examines the sources, identification, and characterisation

of such principles by the Court in the areas of European
private law and fundamental rights, and their use in the
development of EU law. One paper has been presented
at the conference of the “50ème anniversaire des Cahiers
de droit européen” (“Les principes généraux du droit de
l’Union européenne”), and will be published in the Cahiers
de droit européen in 2016. Both projects advance distinct parts of the PhD research previously undertaken
(an analysis of the framework and existence of comparative analysis in the Europeanisation of private law via
the Court of Justice of the EU; defended at the European
University Institute, Florence, in September 2014).
A fourth related project aims, via methodological and
case-based analyses, to examine the framework for and
existence of dialogue between the national courts, the
CJEU and the European Court of Human Rights in the areas of state liability, consumer protection and in respect
of the horizontal effect of fundamental rights. An edited
collection of contributions (Cafaggi, F. & Law, S. (Eds.),
Judicial Dialogue in European Private Law) has recently
been sent for publication.
The public/private divide in international
dispute resolution
A fifth research interest falls in the area of transnational regulation, and in particular the way in which public,
private and hybrid actors cooperate in lawmaking and
enforcement in multi-level regulatory structures beyond the state. The results of a joint, empirical and
comparative research project, funded by the Finnish
Funding Agency for Technology and Innovation, have
recently been published as Transnational Private
Regulation, System Level Innovations and Supply Chain
Governance in the Coﬀee Sector: Evidence from Brazil,
Italy and Finland. A book chapter (entitled “Regulating
Private Military Security Companies by Contract:
Between Anarchy and Hierarchy?”) will be published at
the beginning of 2017 in: Cutler, A.C. & Dietz, T. (Eds.),
The Politics of Private Transnational Governance by
Contract (Routledge).

1.5.5.

Dr Pietro Ortolani
Procedural law in Europe
The interplay between the Brussels I
Regulation and international arbitration
The interplay between the Brussels I Regulation and
international arbitration is a particularly controversial theme and one of the mainsprings of the reform
process leading to the recast of the instrument. Dr
Ortolani addressed the theme in a study commissioned
by the European Parliament, The Legal Instruments and
Practice of International Arbitration, conducted together with a team of researchers led by Dr Tony Cole
(University of Leicester).
In addition to the European Parliament study, this line
of research led to three publications and many invitations to present from institutions such as the European
Parliament, Université Libre de Bruxelles, Vrije
Universiteit Brussel, Chartered Institute of Arbitrators,
Clifford Chance, and the International Chamber of
Commerce.
Online dispute resolution
Thanks to his experience in the field of new technologies
and cryptocurrencies, Dr Ortolani was able to explore the
connections between these themes and online dispute
resolution. The main outcome of this line of research was
the award of the James Crawford Prize 2016 for the article “The Three Challenges of Stateless Justice”. The James
Crawford Prize is awarded by Oxford University Press
and the Journal of International Dispute Settlement not
necessarily every year, but only when a scholarly article
meets the criteria of excellence identified by the jury.
In addition, Dr Ortolani published an article concerning
this theme in the Oxford Journal of Legal Studies. This
research resulted in a number of invited presentations,
including the European Public Law Organization, Athens,
July 2016.

The public/private divide
Sovereign debt dispute resolution
The 2007-2008 financial crises posed unprecedented
challenges to the contemporary world economy and to
the role of states as global economic actors. In this context, Dr Ortolani investigated the problematic relations
between sovereign debt restructuring and international
investment law, with a specific focus on the resolution
of disputes arising out of the retrofit introduction of
collective action clauses in Greek bonds.
This line of research led to the publication of an article in
the Leiden Journal of International Law. Subsequently,
Dr Ortolani was invited to present at the conference of
the Society of International Economic Law of April 2016.
EU law and intra-EU investment treaties
The relationship between EU law and investment treaties concluded among EU Member States is another critical area of debate concerning the public/private divide,
especially in the light of the effects of arbitral awards on
the effectiveness and consistency of EU law. Dr Ortolani
first tackled this issue in the EU Parliament study “The
Legal Instruments and Practice of Arbitration in the EU”.
Subsequently, the research led to the publication of the
article “Intra-EU Arbitral Awards vis-à-vis Article 107
TFEU: State Aid Law as a Limit to Compliance”, Journal
of International Dispute Settlement 6(1), 2015, pp. 118135. In June 2015, Dr Ortolani presented the article at
Sciences Po, Paris. As a result of the attention attracted
by his research, Dr Ortolani was offered a book contract
by Kluwer Law International. The co-authored book,
Arbitration and the States in the EU, will be published
in 2018.
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1.5.6.
Comparative procedural law
International arbitration
The comparative study of arbitration is a primary research focus of Dr Ortolani. Routledge is currently
printing the textbook International Arbitration: The
Practice and the Theory, co-authored with Dr Tony
Cole. Furthermore, Dr Ortolani signed a contract with
Cambridge University Press for a co-authored commentary on the UNCITRAL Model Law on International
Arbitration.
In 2016, he was invited to write a chapter for the forthcoming Oxford Handbook of International Arbitration.
In addition, he co-authored a book chapter with the renowned psychologist, Professor Donna Shestowsky, UC
Davis, which will be included in the forthcoming book
The Roles of Psychology in International Arbitration.
Empirical research on comparative civil procedure
In 2014, Dr Ortolani conducted an EU-wide survey of
arbitration practitioners together with Dr Tony Cole.
The research resulted in four articles published by the
American Review of International Arbitration (Columbia
Law School). Additionally, the dataset was published by
the leading arbitration review Transnational Dispute
Management.
Domestic civil procedure in a comparative perspective
Dr Ortolani is a qualified attorney in Italy and he has practiced for three years in the field of civil litigation and arbitration. In his research, these interests are reflected in
a sequence of articles discussing Italian civil procedural
law from a distinctively comparative perspective.

Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro
Procedural law in Europe
Mutual trust and free circulation
of judgements in the EU
Exequatur has been removed from European procedural law instruments to allow for the direct enforcement
of access rights and decisions ordering the return of a
child, as well as of certain decisions on money claims and
protection orders. These sectorial outcomes pave the
way towards the unrestricted freedom of movement
of Member States’ decisions within the EU. However,
recent developments have made it clear that the end
of the exequatur will be the fruit of a slow, piecemeal,
and controversial process, the consequences of which
are discussed as much in academia as before national
and supranational courts. They have also shown that
the path towards mutual trust in civil matters may not
be possible without a preliminary harmonisation of civil
procedural standards or even rules.
The research has crystallised in several presentations
in international conferences (such as “Civil Justice in
the EU-Growing and Teething?”, The Swedish Network
for European Legal Studies, Uppsala University and
the MPI Luxembourg, Uppsala, 17-18 October 2013; or
“International Procedure and Brussels I bis”, TMC Asser,
The Hague, 19 March 2015) and contributions to legal
journals (see for instance: “La ejecución sin exequatur: reflexiones sobre el Reglamento Bruselas I bis,
capítulo III”, Revista Española de Derecho Internacional
67(2), 2015, pp. 49-82.). It remains active, embedded
in the ongoing collective research project of the MPI
Luxembourg: European Commission Study on the
Impact of National Civil Procedure.
Family and succession law in cross-border cases
The project focuses on specific issues raised by EU regulations in family matters and succession in cross border
cases. Regarding the latter, the recent entering into force
of Regulation nº 650/2012 has so far only allowed for the

examination of theoretical questions, regarding jurisdiction (interaction with the Commission’s proposals on international jurisdiction for claims related to matrimonial
property) and recognition and enforcement. Conversely,
family matters in cross-border constellations have been
analysed in practice, focusing in particular on the relationship between the ECtHR and the CJEU case law regarding
child abduction.
In both fields research was first done independently
resulting in printed publications (for instance, “La coordinación del Reglamento (UE) núm. 650/2012 y las
Propuestas sobre la competencia judicial internacional,
ley aplicable y reconocimiento y ejecución de resoluciones en materia de régimen económico matrimonial y
de efectos patrimoniales de las uniones registradas” in:
Domínguez Luelmo, A., Paz García Rubio, M. & Herrero
Oviedo, M. (Eds.), Estudios de Derecho de Sucesiones,
Liber Amicorum Teodora F. Torres García. Madrid: La
Ley Grupo Wolters Kluwer, 2014, pp. 731-745) and conferences. This line of research will continue and be integrated within the collective MPI project “EUFam’s”.
Communication and cooperation among national
courts (and other actors) in cross-border cases
The project analyses direct cooperation among judges and courts, as well as other main actors, involved in
cross-border cases as a tool to enhance mutual trust and
help overcome some typical difficulties of cross-border
civil proceedings. Research has focused on communication and cooperation regarding the applicable law and
insolvency proceedings; it has resulted in several printed
papers (such as “La cooperación judicial en materia de insolvencia transfronteriza en la Propuesta de Reglamento
del Parlamento Europeo y del Consejo por el que se
modifica el Reglamento (CE) nº 1346/2000 sobre procedimientos de insolvencia”, Anuario Español de Derecho
Internacional Privado 13, 2014, pp. 217-244) and lectures
(for instance in the conference “Judicial Dialogue. Private
and Public European Law Perspectives”, University of
Luxembourg and MPI Luxembourg, 26-27 September
2013). Its main outcome will be presented as part of the
collective research project of the MPI: Implementation of
the New Insolvency Regulation.

Building up a European area of civil justice
This line of research analyses the interplay between
the different actors in the European civil justice area:
European and national lawmakers, the CJEU, and the
domestic courts. In a very graphic way, authors have
recently referred to the ensemble of European instruments of civil procedure as “the house of European civil
procedure”, a house the style of which corresponds to
the architectural style known as “deconstructivism”.
Disorder and chaos are both the initial assumption
and the final outcome of an architectural project that
“deconstructs”. However, in the field of procedural law,
disorder and chaos cannot be the foundational concepts; and they should not be the final outcomes. The
project studies the key elements of the creation of the
European area of (civil) justice in the last fifteen years
in order to assess to what extent the house metaphor is
adequate, or, to the contrary, the building materials are
the appropriate ones, the quality control is sufficient,
and if there are proper design plans and detailed drawings which sufficiently take into account the particularities of the construction site.
The research has so far led to several publications
(such as “El inestable edificio del espacio europeo de
justicia”, Cursos de Derecho Internacional y Relaciones
Internacionales de Vitoria-Gasteiz, Thomson-Reuters,
2016, pp. 359-406) and invitations as invited speaker
(ad ex., “Evolution of European Private International
Law”, BIICL-QMUL, London, 25-26 November 2014;
“IX Seminario Complutense de DIPr.”, University
Complutense of Madrid, 21-22 May 2015). It remains actively embedded in the ongoing collective research project of the MPI: the European Commission Study on the
Impact of National Civil Procedure.
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Comparative procedural law
Domestic enforcement proceedings
For this research project Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro
was appointed as expert on a Commission case study
led by Optimatrix, London, on the functioning of enforcement proceedings relating to judicial decisions in
Member States. The results were incorporated into the
Scoreboard 2015.
Research day series for the development of a civil
procedure lexicon
This research project led by the University Paris 1 under the leadership of Prof. E. Jeuland brings together
the expertise of academics and linguists from different
European countries. It focuses on appropriate EnglishFrench translation, and vice versa, of selected procedural terms.
Self-help remedies in international contracts
The research focuses on private remedies as an alternative to adjudication. It has so far analysed set-off as a
private remedy, i.e. as a privately administered remedy,
which allows for the collection of a debt without judicial
assistance. The outcome was presented at the international conference “European Contract Law and the
Concept of Proprietary Rights”, SECOLA, Santiago de
Compostela, 7-8 June 2013.

The public/private divide
Grave violations of human rights by multinational and
transnational companies
This research project revolves around the access to remedy pillar of the Ruggie’s Guiding Principles. Procedural
factors such as international jurisdiction and recognition
and enforcement of decisions, but also the interaction
between investment arbitration and judicial remedies,
have been analysed in the light of the latest domestic
case law, both in Europe and in third countries. Several
presentations (for instance, at the international conference “Implementation of the UN Guiding Principles in
Spain”, Universidad de Sevilla, 4-6 November 2013) and
papers published in legal journals (such as “El caso Lago
Agrio: multipolaridad en la litigación civil internacional”,
Revista Catalana de Derecho Ambiental 5(1), 2014, pp.
1-27) and collective books (e.g., “La compertencia judicial
y legislativa del Estado por actos contrarios al interés
general cometidos en el extranjero” in: La gobernanza
del interés público global: Jornadas de Profesores de
Derecho Internacional y Relaciones Internacionales 25ª
2013 Barcelona. Madrid: Tecnos, 2015, pp. 485-508) are
outcomes of the project.
Cross-border privacy and data protection
As Spanish Co-rapporteur within the ILA Committee on
the Protection of Privacy in Private International and
Procedural Law, established in May 2013 to create a
forum on the protection of privacy in the context of private international and procedural law. This is an on-going project.
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2. Department of International Law
and Dispute Resolution
2.1. General research agenda
The landscape of public international law has changed
significantly since the Second World War. During the
course of the 20th century it has opened up to new players and extended to new areas. On the one hand, there
are new nation states and many international organisations have also been established, thus significantly
increasing the number of stakeholders in public international law. On the other hand, its expansion to a huge
set of new legal questions led to the debate on the fragmentation of the discipline, putting its coherence into
question.

Generally, the Department elucidates the influence of
international procedural law on the development of public international law, that is to say the importance of procedure for the further development of international law.
It sets out to do so by taking into account the concept of
international procedural law in its widest meaning and
using a synoptic method that unites theoretical, historical, and practical perspectives on international dispute
settlement. This is the pluralistic method that seems to
be required by the aforementioned diversification of international law.

Together with this diversification, international law has
also faced major challenges with its jurisdictionalisation. Traditionally considered as the clearest example
of a law without judge, a large variety of international
courts and tribunals has been progressively entrusted
with the task of applying and enforcing its rules. These
two major phenomena explain the rising importance of
international procedural law, largely conceived of as the
law of decision-making processes.

Hence the different backgrounds of the involved researchers enrich, structure and further the common
research projects of the Department. Based on this
idea, the Department draws upon the diversity of its
collaborators reflected in the broad spectrum of specialisations, backgrounds and fields of research. Thus
an interdisciplinary research environment encouraging
a cross-fertilisation of views on the developments of
public international law has been established.

Besides being a leading scholar in public law and more
specifically public international law, Prof. Dr Hélène Ruiz
Fabri has focused on international dispute settlement
throughout her career. A recognised expert in WTO law,
she has advocated for a vision of international law which
stresses its diversity more than its pathological fragmentation. Accordingly, as Director of the Department
of International Law and Dispute Resolution, she has
designed the Department taking account of the complexity of today’s international procedural law, and the
interaction of procedural law and public international
law. A main characteristic of the Department is therefore an awareness of the need for an interdisciplinary
approach to modern international legal issues that one
single profile cannot grasp. There is a clear recognition
that a plurality of perspectives is needed.

The different axes of research of the department include:

1) international economic law
2) international criminal law,
3) history of international dispute settlement,
4) institutionalisation,
5) international human rights law,
6) environmental law,
7) comparative and theoretical approaches.

2.2. Individual research projects
2.2.1. International economic law
International economic law is generally regarded as a
major example of the judicialisation of international law.
The WTO dispute settlement mechanism epitomises
this feature. Besides being a highly used dispute settlement body, its procedure has jurisdictionalised even the
phase of enforcement of decisions, traditionally left to
the political domain. This leads to a reconsideration of
the absence of imperium in the international legal order.
The second branch of international economic law that
has polarised the attention of legal doctrine in the last
decades is international investment arbitration. This
mixed arbitration procedure has seen considerable
success starting from the 1990s, as it has allowed international arbitral tribunals to adjudicate the disputes
between a private investor and his host state.

Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri
The Contribution of WTO
Law to International Law

While the specificity of international economic law used
to be emphasised, the evolution of WTO law demonstrates its banalisation within international law from
which it is not “isolated”. WTO law largely borrows from
international law its legal reasoning and principles.
At the same time it contributes to their development,
thanks to a high degree of jurisdictionalisation that has
no equivalent at the global level. An analysis of its technical and positive law aspects proves this statement.
Above all, this branch of international law constitutes,
with regard to its development and implementation, a
site of study for various issues linked to the construction of a global law. Deemed to be a highly specialised
legal regime, it actually lacks clear-cut borders. The way
it interconnects and overlaps with other legal regimes
reveals the tensions innervating global regulation and
its political choices. Indeed, these strong normative
asymmetries lead to a peculiar hierarchy of interests.
It must be assessed whether this hierarchising is the
result of a reasoned choice, and in that case it must
be discussed by which means this could be rectified or
counterbalanced.

pag

74 75pag ACTIVITY REPORT /
MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE

Dr Gabriele Ruscalla

Dr Geraldo Vidigal

The concept of transparency in international investment
law is broad and may have three distinct dimensions: “institutional transparency”, “legislative transparency”, and
“procedural transparency”. Investment arbitration academics and practitioners have often focused on the two
latter aspects of transparency. However, another kind of
transparency concerning a topical element of international investment arbitration is rarely taken into account: “the
contractual transparency”. This is quite surprising, as foreign investment transactions usually start with the negotiation and conclusion of an investment contract between
a foreign multinational corporation and the host state.
Investment contracts are signed by foreign investors and
states to carry out activities in sensitive fields of states’
economies, such as oil-and-gas, telecommunication, and
extractive industries. Although different from each other,
these contracts present common features. First of all, they
are “internationalised”: they contain specific provisions
– e.g., arbitration clauses and applicable law clauses with
reference to international or third laws – that move the
transaction away from the domestic jurisdiction and fora.
Moreover, the host state party to the transaction is usually
a developing country whose gross domestic product (GDP)
is often lower than the revenues of the multinational corporation investing on its territory. Then, such contracts are
considered to be the first step of an investment activity,
falling within the jurisdiction of arbitral tribunals, if a dispute arises between the parties. Finally, these investment
contracts are strictly confidential: aside from a few cases,
their negotiation history and their terms are not disclosed
to the public.

Geraldo Vidigal’s projects revolve around the role of
international courts and tribunals in the establishment
and enforcement of international obligations. He especially questions the relative utility of different options
for the design of international dispute settlement, including the different forms of remedies available to
courts. He also analyses the consequences, legal and
practical, of the increasing overlap of international legal
regulations of state conduct, in particular when a plurality of adjudicators may be called upon to examine the
same matter.

The Concept of Transparency in
International Investment Law

Gabriele’s project examines the important role played
by international investment contracts in international
investment law regime, in particular in the relation between the foreign investor and the host country. It also
analyses the various options to make contractual relations more transparent and to balance the interests of
the parties involved in the transaction.

Obligations and their Enforcement
by International Courts and Tribunals

Henok Asmelash

The Regulation of Energy Subsidies in
the WTO: Assessing the Case for
Energy-Speciﬁc Subsidy Disciplines
from a Sustainable Energy Transition
Perspective
The linkage between trade and environment has been
intensely debated in the multilateral trading system
over the past few decades. Nevertheless, the debate
remains unresolved and continues to mature. Its scope
has recently widened further to include energy, forming
a triangle of trade, energy, and the environment. The
status of energy subsidies in the WTO, an issue that lies
at the heart of this triangle, has become increasingly
significant, particularly following the recent rise in the
number of WTO cases involving renewable energy subsidies. Together with agriculture and fisheries, energy is
one of the most heavily subsidised sectors in the world.
However, while special rules apply to agricultural subsidies and new disciplines for fisheries subsidies are in the
pipeline, there are no subsidy rules specific to energy
(nor negotiations to this effect). Energy subsidies are instead subject to the general rules on subsidies under the
Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures
(SCM Agreement).
The SCM Agreement was designed to discipline
trade distorting subsidies and hence fails to take account of the environmental implications of subsidies.
Accordingly, the existing subsidy rules of the SCM
Agreement do not make any distinction between environmental-friendly and environmentally-harmful subsidies. The lack of such distinction, coupled with the fact
that these rules have been used to challenge renewable
energy subsidies only, has raised concerns as to the role
of the existing subsidy disciplines in the global effort
to mitigate climate change. Against this backdrop, the
objective of this PhD thesis is twofold: firstly, to assess
whether there is a need for new energy-specific subsidy disciplines, and secondly, to explore the various options/venues for adopting such disciplines (and examine
their limitations and prospects).

2.2.2. International criminal law
Another aspect of international adjudication is international criminal law. Since the Nuremberg trials, criminal
jurisdictions have also operated at the international
level. Following the idea of Hannah Arendt, according to
whom criminal acts could not be dealt with exclusively
at the national level, international criminal law has been
seen as a global challenge, and been broadly covered by
academia. Nevertheless, this field is rapidly growing.
While the Nuremburg Tribunals had only eleven procedural provisions, this number has significantly increased
for the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia (ICTY) with 120 provisions, up to the creation
of the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court
(ICC), which comprises more than 220 provisions regarding procedure.
Therefore, research in international criminal law also
holds a philosophical component: even in regards to procedural law, a blend of practical considerations and of
philosophical points of view is needed, thus leading to a
critical assessment of international dispute settlement.

pag

pag ACTIVITY REPORT /
76 77
MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE

Dr Juan Branco

From the Katanga Case to the global
social contract: a critical perspective
on the International Criminal Court
Juan Branco’s current research focuses on the functioning of the International Criminal Court, and has led to his
publishing his main work on the institution, in particular
on the Katanga Case, on which he had previously based
part of his PhD thesis. In particular, he edited and updated the version of his PhD thesis published in December
2015 and prepared the publication of a philosophical
narrative on the International Criminal Court for March
2016. In the meantime, Juan wrote first drafts trying
to expand the scope of his work on the question of the
scenes and visibility of international justice.
In parallel, he started the preparation of an article on the
ICC and the Palestinian situation, trying to understand
the difficulties faced by the institution to interpret its
own legal system and apply it in a coherent manner. The
dissensions between the Prosecutor and the Chambers
in the preliminary phase of the situations are of particular importance in this questioning.

Dr Immi Tallgren
International Criminal Law
and Its Histories

Criminalising war or other large-scale collective violence and judging individuals for violating such law is
today a major field of law and politics, referred to as
“international criminal law” (ICL). It is also a domain of
new academic research programmes, dedicated curriculums, chairs, and journals. Whereas research on ICL has
increased in volume, its past is by and large dealt with
by superficial accounts of institutions and instruments.
This is the familiar continuous narrative from Versailles
via Nuremberg to The Hague. The bigger picture remains
unaddressed: What is ICL, past and present?; Is it a set
of rules, of institutions, or of actors, objectives and outcomes?; Where did this law and these institutions come
from, based on which previous norms and practices,
transplanted from where?
The project analyses the emergence and growth of ICL
as a social, intellectual, ideological, and political project
in its particular contexts in time and space. The project
strives at demystification by bringing visibility also to
actors, ideas, and histories that so far have remained
marginalised, for reasons of social status, gender, legal
culture, or geographical location in the “enemy states”.
While engaging in “writing histories”, the project in parallel reflects on what histories and their creation mean.
The objective is to understand legal and institutional
changes, and their actors and outcomes, reaching beyond the history of ICL towards ICL and its actors in history. A way of achieving this is to bring the disciplinary
ICL histories out of their nest, into the broader field of
humanities and social sciences.

2.2.3. History of international dispute settlement
Many developments in public international law have
their root in historic trends, landmark cases or events.
Therefore, a deeper understanding of its historical development holds the key to uncovering forgotten facets
of international procedural law. This understanding also
sheds light on recent trends and enables a more profound appreciation of current legal questions. Modern
problems can thus be answered by setting them in a
context of longer developments or comparison with
similar questions from the past. Moreover, by questioning the narrative of said developments it is possible to
explore new angles, adding layers of understanding to
the pre-existing perspectives.

Michel Erpelding

The International Antislavery
Law of “Civilised Nations” (1815-1945)
The prohibition of slavery ranges amongst the most important rules of present-day international law. However,
when it comes to determining the phenomena that this
notion actually covers, international law has been less
clear. Thus, while slavery and the slave trade have been
supplemented by forced labour and servitude, the relationship between these notions has given rise to conflicting interpretations. Most of the controversy focuses on the existence of de facto slavery, i.e. the possibility
to qualify a phenomenon as “slavery” after the legal institution of slavery has been formally abolished. Thus,
the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) deems
slavery inapplicable to extreme forms of forced labour
in Europe. Conversely, International Criminal Tribunal
for the former Yugoslavia (YCTY) case law and the
International Criminal Court (ICC) Statute have used the
same definition as the ECtHR to characterise wartime
sequestration and exploitation as enslavement.
This research tries to show that much of the debate is
due to conflicting declarations made by colonial powers.
These declarations are closely linked to the notion of
“civilisation”, whose first appearance in positive international law coincides with the first multilateral antislavery instrument, the 1815 Vienna Declaration. Thus, the
persistence of de facto slavery in colonial Africa was
mostly denied in order to maintain the credibility of the
“civilising mission”. Slavery was described as a primitive
institution, impossible within the “civilised” setting of
an industrialised nation. State practice shows a more
complex picture. Thus, Western powers actually did
recognise the existence of de facto slavery by fighting
enslavement and the slave trade in their colonial empires, even after the abolition of slavery as a legal institution. Moreover, the crisis of “civilisation” during World
War I and its final demise during World War II were both
marked by the recognition of slavery as a potentially
Western phenomenon.
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Dr Anne-Charlotte
Martineau

Parvathi Menon

This research project is first and foremost historical as
it looks at law in colonial times, and more precisely at the
relationship between international law and domestic
law in imperial expansion and colonial governance. The
research investigates the complexity of “colonial law”
and seeks to analyse the laws, techniques and procedures used by colonial powers to exercise their supremacy over colonial subjects and to discipline them. To
what extent did any of these laws open an avenue to contesting colonial governance? This project also poses the
question of whether legal techniques and institutions
inherited from the imperial past re-emerge in the present. To what extent, for instance, do the International
Criminal Court or the High Commissioner for Refugees
use methods and techniques that resemble those which
were once applied to colonial populations? One of these
fields of inquiry is the practice of slavery: the research
project aims to trace the evolution of slavery as a legal
institution from the 16th to the 20th century. How was
slavery understood when used for imperial purposes?
Would public law or private law be relevant in regulating
slavery? To what extent was slavery legislation of a special character? How did special domestic law and international law relate to each other?

This project looks at how the concept of sovereignty
of the state gets recalibrated in the wake of a liberation movement within it. In international law, the state,
in relation to its reduction of differences, is portrayed
as the centre of stability. By crushing contradictions to
this stability, the state neutralises its resistance, whilst
equating such responses to a restoration of normality.

International Law in Colonial Times

International Law and Its
Post-Colonial Others:
Maintaining Order through Disorder

The first part of this project examines the contradictions within the artificial normality of the state vis-àvis its “people”: the concept of the “people” of a state
is largely territorial; it’s an “objective criterion leading
to subjective feelings of oneness called nationalism.” In
this heterogeneity, one is faced with clashes between
the groups formed out of subjective personal identities.
But minority rights and protection have been the law’s
response to these clashes, and an attempt to depoliticise the relationship between the state and the various
communities. There is thus a paradoxical attitude towards liberation movements and nationalism on behalf
of the state.
The second part of the project examines this attempt at
“restoring normality” by states versus the nature of the
“abnormality” of the liberation movements. The war and
conflict over territory portrays the double-edged sword
of international law: of trying to maintain order and of
resorting to disorderly means to achieve it. The paradox
established through an analysis of liberation struggles
against the state is this: there is disorder in the “order”
that the law attempts to preserve through the actions
of the state, as much as there is order created in the
disorder through an institutionalisation of the violence.
This leads to the reproduction of the order-disorder
phenomenon at various stages of the struggle, making
it difficult to distinguish between the two.

2.2.4. Institutionalisation
International law is no longer a pure inter-state legal
phenomenon, but has seen the evolution of international
organisations. This phenomenon of institutionalisation
has been part of the complexification of international
law. Many of these international organisations have
developed procedural law-making procedures or non-jurisdictional or quasi-judicial dispute settlement mechanisms that deserve to be studied.

Dr Edouard Fromageau
International Quasi-Judicial
Bodies (IQJB) – Theory and Practice

The purpose of this research is to draw a comprehensive picture of the theory and practice of a large array of
quasi-judicial organs that are currently operating at the
international level. It also aims at shedding light on the
legal and political motives behind the use of the notion
of quasi-judicial bodies by international organisations,
international judges and legal scholars. Most of these
organs are quite unknown to the general public, or even
to much of international law scholarship. The practice
of the Committee against Torture, or of the World Bank
Access to Information Committee and Appeals Board is,
for example, not often cited in recent academic work.
The notion itself of quasi-judicial body is not easily discernible. The first block of the research project is specifically dedicated to identifying a clear and workable legal definition of this notion, to go beyond the somehow
unsatisfactory semblance with courts. The first move of
any definitional attempt is indeed to delineate the field
to be studied. The category of quasi-judicial bodies can
be logically described as composed by organs that cannot be qualified either as judicial or as non-judicial, and
which are somehow in between these two poles. The
test of quasi-judiciality would then be defined as being both a failing test of judiciality and a failing test of
non-judiciality.
Behind the idea of judicialisation as a process, it is
suggested that quasi-judicial bodies resemble courts
and tribunals but are not yet “fully judicialised”. Dr
Fromageau’s working hypothesis is that the cluster of
quasi-judicial bodies acts as an autonomous corpus,
having its own dynamics that are distinct from the ones
acting among judicial courts and tribunals.
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André Nunes Chaib

International Law-making by International
Organisations between Institutional
Autonomy and Legal Control
International organisations have nowadays become
important actors in international law-making. They are
not only capable of independently producing normative
instruments impacting the action of states, but also
come to act more autonomously with respect to their
member states in multilateral law-making processes.
Yet, very little research has been done to examine how,
institutionally, this autonomy of international organisations has developed. This research project deals
precisely with this question. It does so by looking at the
internal legal structure of international organisations
and how they have become “thinking” and “acting” bodies independent from states. Secondly, it looks at how
the acts of international organisations, as autonomous
actors in law-making processes, can be subject to legal
scrutiny by other organisations or other international
institutions, such as international courts. This leads to
1) an attempt to develop a legal theory of international
organisations’ autonomy and 2) an assessment of the
possibility of judicial review of international organisations’ normative acts.
In order to provide a feasible domain of empirical analysis, this thesis focuses on international economic
and financial organisations, such as the World Trade
Organization, the International Labour Organization, the
International Monetary Fund and the World Bank. This
thorough study should highlight sufficient elements to
demonstrate that the autonomy of international organisations has largely been built by developing internal legal structures allowing its own agents and bureaucracy
to distance themselves from the will of states. It also
shows that there are sufficient legal grounds to allow
the acts of such organisations to be scrutinised not only
by their own accountability mechanisms but also by other international institutions.

Alain Zamaria
Stateless currencies.
A legal approach

“Stateless currencies” refer to currencies which are not
issued by the state and whose purpose is to circulate
alongside official currencies (such as local currencies,
innovative currencies backed on raw materials, miles
and various loyalty programmes). Since 2008, universal and decentralised digital currencies, like Bitcoin,
have emerged and developed remarkably. The PhD
project is to analyse these currencies from a legal and
political perspective, taking into account their economic
peculiarities.
Crypto-currencies offer lower transaction costs, increased privacy, and no erosion of purchasing power
due to inflation. However, they raise several political
and legal issues. Concerning their legal classification,
digital currencies have caused confusion: are they real
currencies, merchandise, or highly speculative financial
assets? Thus, Bitcoin is not subject to central bank monitoring and is defined by the balance between supply
and demand, much like an ordinary currency. Concerning
their regulation, the main problem lies in the fact that
these currencies are decentralised and have no established issuer. Escaping any monitoring and offering anonymity to users, Bitcoin can consequently be used for all
sorts of illicit transactions. Finally, with regard to international law, stateless currencies raise the issue of monetary sovereignty. The development of these currencies
evokes the fundamental question concerning the link
between currency and state. Can we still today consider money to be the “property of the sovereign state”, or
does money rather pre-exist sovereignty?
Like state currencies, Bitcoin may be analysed as a political and legal project based on the Bitcoin protocol. Yet,
no threat of violence stands behind this law, and that
makes it “un-lawlike”.

2.2.5. International human rights law
The so-called humanisation trend of public international
law deals with multifaceted implications on the general
evolution of the discipline. Starting from a more general
study of the impact of humanitarian law and international human rights law on the law of state responsibility, it
equally impinges on the evolution of the extraterritorial
effects of states authority or the need for reform called
for by the business and human rights movements.

Remy Jorritsma

The function of attribution rules
in the law of state responsibility,
in relation to the scope, content
and application of primary rules
of public international law
The International Law Commission (ILC) Articles on
State Responsibility (2001) are said to be secondary
rules of public international law, to be distinguished
from primary rules of international law which contain
the actual norms of behaviour expected from states
and other subjects of international law. The distinction
and ensuing separation between primary rules (defining
substance) and secondary rules (governing the existence and consequences of an internationally wrongful
act) proved to be a major catalyst in the completion of
the project on state responsibility. Nevertheless, this
distinction has been called into question, in particular
in the case law of international criminal tribunals. In
addition, the residual nature of the Articles on State
Responsibility allows for primary rules of international
law to deviate from its principles by way of lex specialis.
This PhD research concentrates on the function of attribution rules as found in the law of state responsibility,
in relation to the content, scope, and application of primary rules of public international law. Are primary and
secondary rules truly conceptually distinct, or can secondary rules on attribution operate as a tool to answer
questions on the application and interpretation of substantive rules of international law?

Dalia Palombo

Suing the European Union for
Human Rights Abuses Committed
by European Corporations Abroad
This thesis argues that human rights activists should
file suits against states before the European Court
of Human Rights for their failure to regulate the responsibility of multinational companies. The relationship between corporations and society has radically
changed during the last century. Corporations are no
longer simple associations of people that form to conduct business, but supranational entities leading the
global economy. At the same time, society is no longer
a local community confined to its national dimension,
but rather a global community of people. However, the
laws regulating the relationship between corporations
and society have not yet developed. Free to use their
deregulated super-power, corporations abuse the fundamental rights of people for their own benefits. Human
rights activists have attempted to change the status
quo in domestic courts by suing multinational corporations. However, those attempts are often unsuccessful
because international and domestic laws do not recognise the responsibility of corporations for extraterritorial human rights abuses. This thesis advocates for the
use of international courts as a tool for legal change.
The focus of human rights activists should switch from
the liability of corporations in domestic courts to the responsibility of states before international courts. Under
the European Convention on Human Rights, states have
a positive obligation to secure that corporate groups respect human rights. Human rights activists should argue
that this obligation includes the duty to protect individuals against extraterritorial abuses committed by multinational corporations and the duty to fulfil corporate
social responsibility foreign policies.
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Aravind Ganesh
The Law of the EU as a
Global Human Rights Actor

The thesis provides a theoretical account of the law
of the EU as a global human rights actor. Starting with
certain provisions added by the Lisbon Treaty that commit the EU to advancing human rights, democracy and
the rule of law “in the wider world”, the thesis examines
(1) the EU’s human rights obligations towards distant
strangers, (2) its competences to advance or promote
their human rights both in concert with other political
actors and unilaterally, and (3) the legal implications under public international law and EU administrative law of
unilateral measures purporting to advance human rights
and other “global public goods”.
The entire thesis stems ultimately upon a conception of
dignity as autonomy, or the simple idea that no person
is entirely subject to the will of another. This normative
framework provides the basis for drawing a distinction
between power (affecting persons) and authority (governing them), which then lays the ground for a systematic analysis of the legal implications of when the EU acts
in the wider world by creating legal effects, and by creating factual effects. The thesis is intended to be offered
as an argument of broad principle, rather than as a pure
doctrinal exposition. Nevertheless, it will derive clear legal conclusions with a view to contributing towards current scholarship in EU law, public international law and
comparative constitutional law.

2.2.6. Environmental law

2.2.7. Comparative and theoretical approaches

International environmental law is progressively undergoing a process of jurisdictionalisation. Different
international courts and arbitral tribunals deal with such
issues. A particularly relevant and promising area is the
domain of fresh water disputes.

More general, comparative and theoretical approaches to international procedural law lay the groundwork
for a fruitful synthesis of the results of other research
interests.

Tamar Meshel

A Bridge over Troubled Waters:
The Role of International Law in the
Resolution of Transboundary
Freshwater Disputes
There is no single natural resource on which our world depends more than freshwater. Unfortunately, freshwater
is rapidly becoming a scarce resource due to depletion,
population growth, unequal distribution, and inefficient
use. As states strive to take advantage of freshwater
passing through their territory, they may disregard or
harm the interests of other states, leading to transboundary freshwater disputes (TFDs). These disputes may concern issues of allocation, usage, or pollution, and risk escalating into violent conflict. This global threat has led to
a growing body of research on cooperative management
techniques in an effort to prevent such conflicts. However,
relatively little attention has been paid to the need for
effective mechanisms to resolve TFDs if and when they
arise. This doctoral research explores the dispute resolution mechanisms and legal instruments available to
states faced with TFDs, it evaluates their effectiveness
in resolving such disputes, and examines when and how
they can best be used for this purpose. To this end, the
circumstances under which four key interstate dispute
resolution mechanisms have been used by states in past
TFDs are analysed and compared. These include bilateral
negotiation, third-party mediation, third-party binding
arbitration, and judicial settlement by a permanent international court. Particular emphasis is placed on the role
of international water law and regulatory or institutional
regimes in states’ use of these mechanisms, and how this
role can be reinforced in order to facilitate the peaceful
resolution of current and future TFDs.

Prof. Andrea Gattini
Judicial Discretion of International
Courts and Tribunals

This research project deals with the concept of judicial
discretion by international courts and tribunals. The
phenomenon has received scant attention in legal literature. Until now only sectorial and limited studies have
been done on single procedural aspects and in relation
to single tribunals, and no attempt has ever been made
to systematise, both theoretically and practically, all relevant aspects on a comparative basis.
The research covers the International Court of Justice,
the International Tribunal of the Law of the Sea, the
Dispute Settlement Body of the WTO, the InterAmerican Court of Human Rights, the European Court
of Human Rights, and the International Centre for
Settlement of Investment Disputes (ICSID) Arbitral
Tribunals. The focus of the research is the judicial discretion, as distinguished from apparently similar concepts,
such as judicial self-restraint versus judicial activism
and judicial economy. It is divided into three parts. The
first focuses on procedural aspects, such as questions
of jurisdiction and admissibility, incidental proceedings,
methods and standards of proofs. The second part addresses substantive aspects, such as the use of general
principles, the interpretation of open-ended norms, the
criteria for a standard of review. The third part raises
questions on the supervision of compliance and execution of judgements.
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Mehdi Belkhala

Loïc Le Rhun

The concept of precedent is frequently associated with
a law-making mechanism that is typical of domestic legal systems inspired by common law. Yet, this concept
exists in any legal system, whatever role is assigned to
it or form it takes. Precedent should indeed neither be
limited to the definition generally given to it nor to the
scope to which it is often restricted: a dispute before a
court of law. As a matter of fact, precedent also exists
within the international legal order, where it is gaining
increasing importance and taking numerous and novel
forms. It appears that not only international judges and
arbitrators, but also legislatures – typically states and
international organisations – have increasingly resorted
to this notion. In a nutshell, issues raised by this PhD project are numerous and relate to the identification and
definition of the notion of precedent within the international legal order as well as its effects in the contentious
and non-contentious practice of international law.

The term “deference” is, in the legal realm, subject to
several meanings. Black’s Law Dictionary defines deference by referring to the outcome of the relevant world:
the judge shows deference when he yields to the opinion
of another decision-maker, like the legislator. Current
literature seems to address “judicial deference” by referring to the respect the judge shows to another decision-maker. This study will go further than these simplistic identifications of deference.

The concept of precedent
in international law

Deference of International Courts
and Tribunals to National Courts

This project will identify two aspects of deference as
applied by international courts and tribunals to national
judges in the decision-making process. The first aspect
can be observed when national judgements are challenged before international courts, as the international
judge may reduce the standard of review of these judgements. The second aspect of deference does not necessarily occur when national judicial decisions are the
subject-matter of the dispute, but it can be observed
when the international judge takes into account one or
a number of national judicial decisions.
Moreover, national expertise, subsidiarity, judicial comity, and specific goals of international courts that seem
to be rationales for judicial deference will be analysed.
Then, the risk of inappropriately using deference, especially with regard to the legitimacy of international adjudication, will be addressed. As a result, international
judicial deference could be a means by which national
courts contribute to the normativity and the development of the rule of international law.

Marco Benatar
The law of evidence in
inter-state disputes

The aim of this PhD is to explore the most significant
evidentiary hurdles international judges and arbitrators
must face, based on a comparative study of the jurisprudence and practice of the International Court of Justice,
the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea and
arbitral tribunals, such as the Eritrea-Ethiopia Claims
Commission. Other international adjudicatory bodies
are considered tangentially to the extent they provide
innovative approaches to evidence, which can serve as
inspiration for inter-state courts and tribunals.
The matters explored relate both to core concepts and
challenges associated with factually complex cases. A
prominent example is the standard of proof, which denotes the degree to which a claimant must demonstrate
to a tribunal’s satisfaction that the assertions made are
accurate. The dissertation charts an oscillation between
two tendencies, on the one hand setting a specific standard and, on the other hand, free evaluation in accordance
with the inner conviction of the judge. Factually complex
cases are addressed by focusing on two types of disputes, which have proved particularly challenging: those
related to armed conflict and to questions of science. As
regards the former category, the thesis discusses, inter
alia, under which conditions adverse inferences should
be made, when faced with a party’s non-cooperation
and the propriety of relying on findings made by other
fact-finders. With respect to scientific litigation, much
attention is paid to the investigatory powers that international courts and tribunals enjoy under their statutes,
taking stock of promising recent case law, in which recourse was had to independent experts and site visits.

Elias Habbar-Baylac

On Citizenship, Public Law and Markets:
Deﬁning the Boundaries of the Community
in the Age of Neoliberal Rationality and the
Judicialisation of Politics
This project questions the relationship between political
theory and public law, with a specific interest in the resolution of disputes concerned with citizenship, immigration,
belonging, and neoliberal legality. Contemporary neoliberal citizenship and immigration laws have impacted realities and possibilities of inclusion and exclusion. Despite
the increased sense of insecurity in the public sphere of
liberal democracies, states have simultaneously tightened their control over their membership boundaries and
widened opportunities of economic and spatial mobility.
The result is a paradoxical situation in which neoliberalism produces new borders while it removes others. Public
law transforms our conceptual understanding of borders,
membership, belonging, and rights, for example in the recent concurrent development of the EU citizenship, the
Exceptional Talent and Investor visa programmes, and
the deprivation of nationality.
Is law constitutive of democracy or is it merely performative? What is the relationship between law, foreignness
and economic growth? The US EB-5 Immigrant Investor
Program, for instance, presents foreignness as a solution
on the condition that it can enhance the host society’s
competitive advantage. Intertwining the insights of analytical political theory, international and comparative
law, and continental legal and political philosophy, including that of Seyla Benhabib, Ayalet Shachar, and Wendy
Brown, the project aims at conceptualising the impact of
neoliberalism on the law and governance by foregrounding the exclusionary dimensions of the concept of citizenship and democracy in the European context.
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2.3. Main research projects of the Department
All of the above mentioned profiles and research projects contribute to the three main projects of the department: “The Max Planck Encyclopaedia of International
Procedural Law”, “The Making of International Judicial
and Arbitral Decisions” and “DEBACLES – Illusions and
Failures in the History of International Adjudication”.

2.3.1. The Max Planck Encyclopedia of International
Procedural Law
In 2015, the Department of International Law and Dispute
Resolution, under the supervision of Professor Hélène
Ruiz Fabri, began compiling the Max Planck Encyclopedia
of International Procedural Law (MPEiPro), in collaboration with Oxford University Press. The Encyclopedia not
only aims at encapsulating the state of the art of legal and
interdisciplinary research on international procedure, it
also has the ambition to promote cutting-edge research
on what generally remains an underexplored realm of international practice.
The project builds on the assumption that a systematic
study of international procedural law and practice will yield
important insights into the highly complex workings of today’s international relations. It is also expected that the encyclopedic project will encourage monographic studies on
particular aspects of international procedure. The inauguration of the DEBACLES project in late December stands
as a confirmation of just this enhanced potential (see p. 89).
The scope of the encyclopedic project matches the broad
notion of “procedure” underlying it. The latter embraces
decision-making by international organs in general, including political and administrative bodies whose purpose is
not to adjudicate or otherwise settle a dispute or a legal issue. However, in the first three years of its life-cycle (20162019) the project will focus on dispute settlement and adjudication, making adjudicative means of dispute settlement
its core business. Non-adjudicative modes of dispute settlement, like negotiation, mediation and conciliation, will be
fully integrated in the project by mid-2017.
The encyclopedic project adopts a broad notion of “adjudication”, which includes non-binding (e.g., compliance

and communication procedures) and non-contentious
(e.g., advisory opinions) forms of it. “Adjudication” is then
broadly defined as the interpretation and application of a
pre-existing internationally relevant set of rules, regardless of whether or not the rules themselves and the resulting act are legally binding. The purpose of this definition
is to break loose from a formal, source-based conception
of the international legal space. For the purposes of the
project, that space would then include domestic and translational institutions, from hybrid criminal courts and tribunals to the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers (ICANN), whose essential purpose is to lay down
and/or apply rules of obvious international relevance.
From June through December 2015 a provisional full list
of encyclopedic entries on adjudication was established.
Its 950 keywords cluster around fourteen thematic
poles, called Institutions, Procedures, Composition,
Participation, Organisation of proceedings, Jurisdiction,
Evidence, Decision-making, Review, Enforcement,
Cooperation, Ethics, Theory, and History. As a result of
the progressive fine-tuning of this general classificatory
scheme, the encyclopedic tree now features more than
fifty main branches, or sub-clusters. The keyword list
will be submitted, for comments and suggestions, to an
Advisory Board comprised of forty-five renowned experts in the different fields the Encyclopedia plans to cover. The members of the Advisory Board will subsequently
act as peer reviewers of the encyclopedic entries.
In the last twenty-five years the international legal space
has reached – not least by undergoing a process of “judicialisation” – unprecedented levels of complexity and diversity. The time is ripe then for a rigorous and systematic
application of the comparative method of analysis to the
field of international adjudication. Recourse to the analytic
toolbox of comparative law is an important feature of the
Encyclopedia. The nearly thousand entries were accordingly subdivided into five categories, two of which are comparative. System-specific entries analyse a specific issue,
or set of issues, as they arise within a single international
legal system or procedure. System entries are wider in
scope for they 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, keeping the comparison within the bounds of a family
of legal systems (e.g., international criminal courts and tribunals) when such a restriction appears to be methodologically appropriate or heuristically advantageous. 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 explorations. While we set
them in a separate category, we did not lose sight of 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 comparison and theorising go hand in hand.
Actual or potential conflicts with the existing Max
Planck Encyclopedia of Public International Law, edited
by the MPI for Comparative Public Law and International
Law in Heidelberg, have been identified, carefully analysed, and resolved, with a view to establishing a harmonious and productive relationship between the two encyclopedias, both of which will operate as independent
parts of the Oxford Public International Law (OPIL), the
online portal managed by Oxford University Press.
We expect that EiPro’s general design, method and style
will make it appealing to a wide audience. EiPro’s readership could include academics and practitioners working
in any subfield of public international law and interested
in the activities of any international court or tribunal. The
fact that the Encyclopedia will feature many entries on
highly specific topics in the field of procedural law, often
dealt with in a comparative tone, should make it particularly useful for practitioners. Moreover, the broad notion
of adjudication lying at the basis of the project should
further expand EiPro’s audience to include transnational
and global lawyers, too. The Encyclopedia’s ambitious
multidisciplinary approach should make it attractive for
theoretically-minded scholars and practitioners. Last
but not least, EiPro aims to position itself as a reference
work, and a first port of call, for undergraduate, graduate, and PhD students interested in international procedural law and public international law more generally.

2.3.2. The Making of International Judicial and
Arbitral Decisions
That procedural law has gained in importance over time
is reflected in the well-known maxim according to which
not only must justice be done, it must also be seen to be
done. This is the general aim of the rules guaranteeing
due process and fair trial. But no analysis of such rules,
no matter how sophisticated, can tell the whole story
about how judicial decisions are actually made.
The pluri-annual and multidisciplinary research programme on the making of judicial and arbitral decisions
aims at opening up the black box which in many respects
still encrypts the decision-making processes of courts
and tribunals. There is no shortage of analysis of the
end product of such processes but very little is known
about the processes themselves, their actors and actual power dynamics. Courts and tribunals are complex
institutions giving rise to decision-making practices
that cannot be gleaned, let alone deciphered, from the
standpoint of codified bodies of procedural rules. And
they are special institutions, as courts and tribunals are,
among other things, bound to make decisions when correctly seized, a characteristic that sets them apart from
other political actors and organisations.

From left to right: Judge and Prof. Angelika Nußberger, Judge and Prof. Armen Harutyunyan, and
Judge and Prof. Luis López Guerra
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Judicial decision-making is investigated in a wide-ranging comparative perspective, which includes, but is not
limited to, major institutions like the International Court
of Justice, the International Tribunal of the Law of the
Sea, the World Trade Organisation Dispute Settlement
System, investment arbitration, the International
Criminal Court, the European Court of Human Rights,
the Court of Justice of the European Union, along with
some domestic supreme and/or constitutional courts.
The research programme brings into focus the various
factors impinging upon the conditions under which judges
perform their functions, from the identity of the claimant
(citizens, other judges, states, international bodies, etc.)
and the type of dispute to be settled, to the case load,
time constraints, linguistic factors, the persons involved
in the decision-making process other than judges, the
ways in which drafting is actually organised and carried
out, and the possibility to append individual opinions.
The investigation requires an interdisciplinary framework of analysis, where sociological insights inform
legal analysis. Regular meetings with judges and law
clerks in the form of closed-shop round tables as well as
interviews of actors taking part in the shaping of judicial
decisions will enrich our common reflection on possible
procedural improvements, for not only must justice be
seen to be done, it should also be done ever better.
In the framework of the research programme, two inhouse workshops were organised in 2015 as the first two
important steps in our investigation into the “fabrics” of
judicial decisions from a comparative perspective. The
first was held on 21 and 22 May, under the patronage of
His Excellency, Mr Guy Yelda, Ambassador of France in
Luxembourg, and in collaboration with Judge and Prof.
Constance Grewe (Constitutional Court of Bosnia and
Herzegovina), Prof. Pasquale Pasquino (EHESS and New
York University), and Prof. Jean-Marc Sorel (University
Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne). It allowed an impassioned
dialogue between constitutional as well as international
judges and academics. The second workshop, organised
on 11 December in collaboration with Judge and Prof.
Iulia Motoc, focussed on the decision-making of the

judges of the European Court of Human Rights. No less
than eleven of them shared their invaluable experience
with the researchers on this occasion.
Both events were under Chatham House Rules to ensure
that the participating judges felt comfortable about
speaking openly regarding the inner workings of their
courts. Their discussions were structured around four
main topics: the mechanism of access to the courts and
their caseload; the process underlying the screening,
selection and/or filtering of cases, the rules for assigning cases among the judges, and the collective decision-making procedure.

2.3.3. DEBACLES – Illusions and Failures in the
History of International Adjudication
“DEBACLES: Illusions and Failures in the History of
International Adjudication” is the first monographic spinoff
from the encyclopedia project. Following a thorough discussion among the members of the Department of International
Law and Dispute Resolution in October 2015, the decision
was taken to organise a two-day conference on the topic
and to launch a call for papers. More than a hundred, mostly
younger scholars from all over the world, submitted paper
proposals. On account of the many excellent submissions,
thirty speakers were selected. The conference will take
place at the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg on 24-25
November 2016. Such prominent academics as Professors
Ilias Bantekas, Bardo Fassbender, Moshe Hirsh, Jarna
Petman, and Antoine Vauchez, along with Professor Hélène
Ruiz Fabri, accepted to chair the conference’s six sessions.
Encouraged by the post-Cold War rise of international adjudication, most international lawyers have focused their
attention on judicial “success stories”. They have thereby
revitalised a liberal-modernist narrative that views the
constant expansion and improvement of international adjudication as historically ineluctable. Against this backdrop,
the DEBACLES project aims to cast an unconventional light
on the history of international adjudication, bringing to the
foreground its many illusions and failures, the paths not taken, and, more generally, the nonlinearity of its developments.

At centre-left: Ambassador of France to Luxembourg, Mr Guy Yelda

The 2016 Conference, which marks an important milestone
in the project, will engage with specific failed attempts to
create and operate international judicial forums, as well as
with broader historical and theoretical issues related to
such failures. First among these is the elucidation of the very
concept of “failure” and the identification of its subjective
and objective dimensions. In the call for papers, potential
candidates were asked to use as a starting point a comprehensive working definition of what counts as a “debacle” or
“failure” in the field of international adjudication. This initial
move paved the way for the formulation of a considerable
variety of potential approaches to the topic. The conference
will offer a rich inventory of cases of failure arranged in two
introductory sessions on theoretical and historical aspects
and four thematic sessions on – respectively – human rights,
international economic law, regional international organisations, and international criminal law. Prominent and outwardly thriving institutions – including the International Court of
Justice, the Court of Justice of the European Union and the
ICSID – are examined along with lesser-known or almost
forgotten ones, like the International Loans Tribunal and
other dead letter courts. The choice to take a closer look at
cases of failure may be seen as an attempt to draw lessons
from past setbacks with a view to the progressive advancement and further expansion of international adjudication.
The analyses that the DEBACLES project will offer may of
course be put to such use, although the project’s main purpose is, rather, to develop a dispassionate critique of the
practice of international adjudication itself, its ideological
underpinnings most notably as reflected in its historiography, and its structural limits.
It is expected that the conference proceedings will be published by a major publishing house. Preliminary positive
contacts have been taken with Oxford University Press.
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3. Department of Regulatory
Procedural Law

The Department of Regulatory Procedural Law started
in 2012 with Prof. Marco Ventorruzzo, Dr Cristian Oro,
and Dr Matteo Gargantini as Senior Research Fellows.
When Prof. Ventorruzzo resigned as a Co-Director in
winter 2012, the Senior Research Fellows continued
their research activities in close connection with the
Department of European and Comparative Procedural
Law. Dr Oro mainly worked on research projects of the
Department until he left in March 2015. Between 2013
and 2015 the main research activities of Dr Gargantini
unfolded along different strands, each resulting in the
publication of one or more scientific papers. The relevant publications are found in Annex 2 of this Report.
Corporate governance and takeover law
A first line of research has addressed shareholder rights
in the corporate law of listed companies. This includes
investor protection against related party transactions
and the exercise of shareholder rights within and outside general meetings and the extent to which coordinated shareholder action – including through voting
agreements – can lead to a concerted action and, hence,
trigger the mandatory bid rule on a EU and comparative
law basis. Proxy voting was also analysed as a form of
shareholder interaction, and major shareholding disclosure duties.
Market abuse
Another research focus is related to market abuse: besides issuers and intermediaries, investor protection
is a matter for market regulation, too. The research has
investigated key features of market abuse enforcement
after some recent case law of the European Court of
Human Rights (Grande Stevens Decision) regarding
the ban on double jeopardy and the right to a fair trial. It
has highlighted the economic rationale of these human
rights and has stressed that voluntary implementation
of the principles they enshrine would actually foster a
more efficient and effective public enforcement of market abuse prohibition.

Governance of the European Supervisory Authorities
(ESAs)
Public enforcement requires functional supervisors.
Therefore, another line of research is centred around
the organisation of EU financial supervision in the aftermath of the financial crisis and its activity. First, the
governance of the three ESAs, with a special focus on
the European Securities and Markets Authority (ESMA),
was analysed with a view to putting forward some reform proposals which might streamline supervisory and
regulatory functions given the constraints stemming
from the EU treaties. Second, the supervisory role of
ESMA and its governance were considered in the light
of a decision by the ESA’s Board of Appeal concerning
rating agencies.
Cross-border securities litigation
Finally, the research activities have addressed private
enforcement of financial law in the context of cross-border disputes after the financial crisis. In particular, some
regulatory reforms which could solve the current lack
of a clear legal framework for actions claiming damages for violation of securities terms and conditions were
proposed. In this respect, the much-debated judgement
of the CJEU in Kolassa was analysed. This research area
is closely related to the other Departments of the MPI
Luxembourg.

Advancement
of outstanding
young
academics
a cornerstone of the MPI Luxembourg
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V. SUPPORT OF
YOUNG SCIENTISTS
1. Weekly colloquia
(Referentenrunden)
Together with cutting-edge research, the support of
young researchers is indubitably another cornerstone
of the MPI Luxembourg. The Institutes of the Max
Planck Society in general place particular emphasis on
the promotion of outstanding young academics.
Since its creation, the Institute has striven to motivate
and foster the personal and professional development
not only of its own Research Fellows but also of young
researchers who are working all over the world on procedural issues. With this in mind, the MPI Luxembourg
has developed multifaceted programmes in order to
support promising young researchers, including: weekly
colloquia, training seminars, summer schools, and scholarship grants for research stays, besides its participation in the International Max Planck Research School
(IMPRS). The Institute also supports the participation
of its researchers in scientific events to which they have
been invited to give presentations or in summer schools
on topics linked to their research.

Called “Referentenrunden” or “Department meetings”
by the researchers, these colloquia are organised on a
weekly basis by each Research Department and gather
the Institute’s Research Fellows. They offer the opportunity to present research projects to colleagues and
the Institute’s guests, share results, and also explain
the challenges and difficulties they are facing in their
research-in-progress. The weekly colloquia are also opportunities to present and discuss new and important
judgements of the CJEU, the ICJ, and national courts.
In the three years of their existence, the weekly colloquia have become a central venue. The researchers find
this kind of colloquium useful as it strengthens their
presentation skills and dissertation writing with fresh
perspectives from an attentive, often challenging community of peers. Many advanced dissertation projects
have been the topic of these colloquia, and in principle nearly every kind of scientific production/writing/
work a researcher wants to put to discussion can be
presented.
Undoubtedly, these weekly colloquia bring the Research
Fellows in contact with a wide range of conceptual
and substantive issues which reflect the breadth and
depth of international and comparative legal research.
Attendance and active participation in the colloquia are
strongly encouraged.
Twice a month, joint colloquia are held in order to facilitate exchanges between the researchers from the two
Departments of the Institute.

2. Guest programme - Regular guests

POLAND •  ()

) •  () • AUSTRIA

FINLAND •  ()

) •  () • ITALY

SERBIA •  ()

) • SWITZERLAND
() • GERMANY
 () • TUNISIA
• NETHERLANDS

) • BELGIUM

) • FRANCE

) • SPAIN

TUGAL

GREECE •  () •  ()
MACEDONIA •  () •  ()
LITHUANIA
• 2013,
()the
• Institute’s
() Guest programme Since its implementation, a growing number of students,
Organised
since
aims
to attract•promising
BULGARIA
 () • young
 ()researchers, renowned researchers and practitioners have applied to the guest
senior colleagues and practitioners from all over the programme as regular guests. The Institute welcomed sevROMANIA •  () •  () •  ()
world for a short- or medium-term research stay. A en of them in 2013, twenty-nine in 2014 and thirty in 2015.
TURKEY
dedicated
team• is ()
in charge of welcoming them and These guests came from Europe (Austria, Bulgaria, Finland,
smoothing their stay in Luxembourg. The guests benefit, France, Germany, Greece, Italy, Lithuania, Macedonia,
RUSSIA •  ()
inter alia, from the Institute’s focal point – its extensive Netherlands, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, and Spain), Africa
ARMENIA
•  ()
library. In addition
to a personal
workspace, they receive (Tunisia), Asia (China, India, and Taiwan) and America
professional support from
the
regarding the (Argentina, Canada, Chile, and the United States).
IRAN •  librarians
()
use of the library and its facilities. The guests enjoy exSOUTH KOREA •  () •  ()
•  ()
changes of ideas with international INDIA
colleagues
as well
as with the Institute’s researchers. The weekly colloquiaCHINA •  ()
and other events hosted at the Institute, such as conferHONG KONG •  ()
ences and workshops, constitute excellent opportuniTAIWAN •  ()
ties for these exchanges. In addition, the Institute offers
regular get-togethers with the guests and researchers
THAILAND •  ()
of the Institute in a more informal atmosphere.

Via the Institute’s website, regular guests can apply for a
research stay at the Institute throughout the whole year.
The application must include the applicant’s curriculum
vitae, an outline of the current research project, two recommendation letters (except for professors) and a list
of publications. The Directors then choose the guests
to invite. The duration of stay is flexible and may extend
from one week up to twelve months.

IRAN •  ()
• SPAIN

) • FRANCE

ARMENIA •  ()
POLAND •  ()

) • BELGIUM

 () • ITALY

CHINA •  ()
THAILAND •  ()

() • GERMANY

) • SWITZERLAND
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GREECE •  ()
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3. Guest programme – Scholarship holders

In 2015, the Guest programme was further developed in
order to give intensive academic and also financial support to young scientists. In consequence, the Directors
decided to offer annually 120 months of scholarships for
research stays of doctoral students from abroad, with
a maximum of up to twelve months granted for any applicant. The scholarships are provided for doctoral projects on comparative procedural law and international
litigation and/or arbitration.
To apply, interested PhD students must send a cover
letter, indicating their motivation and also detailing the
link of their dissertation to the research of the Institute,
a curriculum vitae with grades of their university degrees, a summary of their PhD project, including subject,
description and working plan, and two letters of recommendation, one being from their PhD supervisor with
his/her contact details.
Though a good command of English is necessary to benefit the most from a stay within the Institute, this call is
also open to doctoral students writing their thesis in another language. Besides a monthly grant of €1,500, the
selected PhD students are offered a work space in the
Library reading room and the opportunity to participate
in the regular scientific events and other activities of the
Institute.

REGULAR GUESTS
-

› NATIONALITIES REPRESENTED WITHIN REGULAR GUESTS (IN HEADS)











 ()

TOTAL REGULAR GUESTS
PER YEAR

 () •  (

 (
 () • CANADA

 () • 

 () •  ()

 () •  (

 () •  (

 () •  () •  ()

 () • PORT
 () • UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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 () • CHILE
 () • COLOMBIA

SCHOLARSHIP HOLDERS
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3. Guest programme – Scholarship holders

In 2015, the Guest programme was further developed in
order to give intensive academic and also financial support to young scientists. In consequence, the Directors
decided to offer annually 120 months of scholarships for
research stays of doctoral students from abroad, with
a maximum of up to twelve months granted for any applicant. The scholarships are provided for doctoral projects on comparative procedural law and international
litigation and/or arbitration.
To apply, interested PhD students must send a cover
letter, indicating their motivation and also detailing the
link of their dissertation to the research of the Institute,
a curriculum vitae with grades of their university degrees, a summary of their PhD project, including subject,
description and working plan, and two letters of recommendation, one being from their PhD supervisor with
his/her contact details.
Though a good command of English is necessary to benefit the most from a stay within the Institute, this call is
also open to doctoral students writing their thesis in another language. Besides a monthly grant of €1,500, the
selected PhD students are offered a work space in the
Library reading room and the opportunity to participate
in the regular scientific events and other activities of the
Institute.

NAME

COUNTRY ORIGIN

RESEARCH TOPIC

Benatar, Marco

Belgium

The Law of Evidence in Inter-State-Disputes

Betancur, Laura

Colombia

The Role of International Mediation as an Internal Armed Conflict
Settlement Mechanism in Latin America

Breder, Sebastian

Germany

The Interface between the Brussels I Regulation and Arbitration

De Stefano, Carlo

Italy

State Entities in International Arbitration

Eggers, Alexander

Germany

Judicial Approval of Mass Settlements

Gandía Sellens,
María Aránzazu

Spain

International Jurisdiction and Patent Infringement

Golab, Agnieszka

Poland

Ending the civil process without examining the merits of the case –
temporal aspects, causes and effects

Keawchaum, Chirat

United Kingdom

The Judicial Interactions between the WTO Tribunals and the European Courts

Klouda, Eftychia

Greece

The petition to modify a judgement according to Article 334 of
the Greek Code of Civil Procedure

Kupelyants, Hayk

United Kingdom

Sovereign Debt:
Conflict of Laws and Commercial Dispute Resolution in the English Courts

Li, Junjie

China

The Compatibility and Feasibility of Investor-State
Dispute Settlement with European Union

Llopis Nadal, Patricia Spain

Civil judicial protection of copyright in the era of online exploitation

Marceddu,
Maria Laura

Italy

The Emerging Profile of European International Investment Agreements

Misra, Manu

India

Optimal ISDS Provisions for States:
Balancing FDI Incentives with Policy-Making Leeway – the Indian Perspective

Moin, Donya

Iran

The Most Appropriate Dispute Resolution Strategy
in Ustream Petroleum Contracts

Panayotov, Alexander United States

Treatment of jurisdictional choices – questions of private international law, choice of law
and extraterritoriality – by the Court of Justice of the European Union

Papadaki, Stamatia

Greece

General principles as indicators of the current state of international law

Pato, Alexia

Portugal

Cross-Border Collective Redress in the European Union
and Private International Law Rules on Jurisdiction

So, Wing Winky

China

The Cost of Civil Justice - a Multidisciplinary and Comparative Study

Stoppioni, Edoardo

Italy

The Use of Unwritten International Law in WTO and Investment Litigation

Yuan, Lin

China

Mediation in the System of Diversified Dispute Resolution Forms
from Comparative Perspective
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“

“

Edoardo
Stoppioni
Within the framework of my doctoral project, focusing on the use of unwritten international law by the WTO
judges and the investment arbitrators, I had the chance to come to the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg as a scholarship holder, where I spent a whole summer. My research deals mainly with the role of customary international
law and general principles in the framework of international economic law dispute resolution and tries to compare
the way the two jurisdictions address general international law and forge principles proper to their normative
space in order to show whether some common trends exist, allowing to outline a theory of international economic
litigation. I also wanted to analyse WTO and investment dispute settlement mechanisms in a broader perspective,
transcending national borders. This is the opportunity that my stay at the Institute provided me with.
The unique multinational and multilingual background at the Institute allowed me to dive into different international law and legal theory traditions, to meet some renowned scholars, and make new challenging friends that
enriched my way of thinking and critically assessing my subject. It is this diversity of approaches to the common
field of international law, this “ordered pluralism” that turned out to be the biggest advantage of my stay. This is
clearly reﬂected in the diversity of the books and reviews accessible in the library of the Institute as well as in the
variety of topics analysed during the Referentenrunden, a moment of great intellectual interaction and sharing.
While I still wonder where international law will lead my professional path, the MPI Luxembourg allowed me to
reinforce my will of working in the field of international procedural law and reminded me that it is this trans-border and diverse way of seeing the law that had pushed me to engage in international legal research.

”

Agnieszka
Golab

Graduated from the University of Warsaw, I am writing a PhD thesis in comparative civil procedure under the
supervision of Professor Karol Weitz. The aim of my PhD project while staying at the Max Planck Institute
Luxembourg was to explore different aspects of inadmissibility of civil proceedings with a special emphasis on cases
admissible ab initio, but becoming inadmissible in the course of the proceedings hindering the court from further
examining the substance of the case – both with regard to procedural and substantive civil law.
The scholarship offered me a unique opportunity to expand my understanding of this issue and sparked an even greater
interest in comparative research of civil procedure systems. Thanks to an extremely stimulating intellectual atmosphere, I
was able to make significant progress with my thesis and developed new ideas on my topic. A practically unlimited access
to the extensive resources of the Institute, especially to the Library, multiple databases, and a wide range of comparative
materials as well as having my personal working space created a perfect working environment.
As a scholarship holder, I was offered a unique insight into the day-to-day work of the Institute and I was able
to access an impressive array of Max Planck events: the weekly Referentenrunden, workshops, conferences and,
last but not least, regularly held after-work meetings with Research Fellows and Guests of the Institute. All these
encounters created a unique platform for intellectual exchanges and truly helped me expand my knowledge on recent
developments in civil procedure and deepen my understanding of this discipline.
Overall, my scholarship stay at the MPI Luxembourg was a very valuable experience that I will benefit from also
in the long run. It is worth emphasising that my stay at the Institute also enriched me on a personal level because it
resulted in either friendship or acquaintance with many scholars from all over the world. I wholeheartedly recommend applying for a scholarship at MPI Luxembourg. It is without a doubt one of the best destinations for PhD
students dealing with international, European and comparative procedural law.

”

4. Post-Doctoral Summer School on
Comparative Procedural Law

In partnership with the International Association of
Procedural Law (IAPL), the Institute held the first IAPLMPI Post-Doctoral Summer School on Comparative
Procedural Law from 20 to 23 July 2014. Under the direction of Prof. Loïc Cadet (University Paris 1 PanthéonSorbonne) and Prof. Burkhard Hess, the Summer School
brought together outstanding young post-docs of various nationalities who deal with European and comparative procedural law, as well as with other relevant dispute mechanisms for civil controversies.
Research focus and project description
The Summer School focused on the increasing accessibility of modern procedural law in some comparative
and international perspectives. These developments
are triggered by growing globalisation, European integration and similar developments of regional economic
and judicial cooperation. Besides this, the economisation and constitutionalisation of procedural law are also
more and more influenced by international standards.
Against this backdrop, procedural science requires a
new research approach which has to be based on a comparative methodology.
According to the Summer School’s philosophy, the main
contributors are the post-doctoral students, who are
invited to present their current research topic and actively discuss the presentations of fellow participants.
The role of the professors is to encourage them and
offer guidance in this initiative. The Summer School
has gained a reputation of outstanding quality which is
mirrored both by the professors invited for the first edition of the Summer School – Professors Neil Andrews
(United Kingdom), Loïc Cadiet (France), Remo Caponi
(Italy), Peter Gottwald (Germany), Edoardo Oteiza
(Argentina), and Rolf Stürner (Germany) – and the students admitted for participation.
Selection of participants and programme
Indeed, a pre-selection – based on the applicant’s CV
and research topic (interest, methodological approach,
originality) – had to be made of the hundreds of applications channelled through the MPI website. It was

jointly made during a meeting of the Presidium of the
IAPL at the beginning of 2014 by both the IAPL and the
MPI Luxembourg. In the end, seventeen post-doctoral
researchers in procedural law were selected. Their various legal and academic backgrounds as well as their
geographical origins (Belgium, Bulgaria, China, France,
Germany, Greece, Italy, Kyrgyzstan, Poland, Spain,
Switzerland, and the United Kingdom) ensured a valuable diversity was present at the Summer School.
The academic programme was divided into specific panels clustering related topics. Each session, chaired by one
professor, was sequenced according to the same pattern.
Firstly, students had twenty minutes maximum to explain their research. Then, a peer, previously appointed
as a discussant, addressed the highlights of the previous
presentation for three to five minutes. Finally, fifteen to
twenty minutes were allocated for an open discussion
with all the participants. In order to facilitate the task of
the discussant and for the sake of a productive debate,
papers of approximately 15,000 words were sent in advance to be circulated among all the participants. At the
end of each working session, professors commented on a
major work of procedural and comparative law: a selected
book, author, or even an important event that they considered worth being read and discussed.
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NAME

UNIVERSITY OF ORIGIN

PRESENTATION

Alenkina, Natalia

Kyrgyz National State University

Interaction between Litigation Procedures of State and Non State
Courts: The Case of Aksakal Courts in Kyrgyzstan

Armeli, Beatrice

Bocconi University of Milan

The service of summons in accordance with EU law and the case of the
defendant not entering an appearance in light of the fundamental right
to a fair hearing

Cao, Zhixun

Peking University

Does non liquet status exist in civil system of proof in China?

Fabbi, Alessandro

Sapienza University of Rome

“New” sources of civil procedural law

Fornage,
Anne-Christine

University of Lausanne

Swiss law on unfair competition and collective interests:
a Swiss perspective

Gradi, Marco

University of Messina

The right of access to information and the disclosure duty
of the parties in civil litigation

Kajkowska, Ewelina

University of Cambridge

Enforceability of Multi-Tier Dispute Resolution Clauses
in Comparative Perspective

Karameros, Stefanos Aristotle University of Thessaloniki

The legal presumption as a legislative tool both in national
and European legislation

Magnus, Robert

University of Heidelberg

Time for a meeting of the generations – Is there a need for a new
uniform recognition and enforcement regulation?

Mailhé, François

University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas

Securing jurisdictional issues in Europe

Ortolani, Pietro

University of Pisa

The Recast Brussels I Regulation and Arbitration

Otero-Crespo, Marta

University of Santiago de Compostala

The collective redress phenomenon in the European context:
the Spanish case

Paradela Areán,
Paula

University of Santiago de Compostala

Liability for a defective medical products:
international jurisdiction problems in Brussels I Regulation

Rylski, Piotr

University of Warsaw

Non-litigious proceedings – comparative view. Criteria for allocation
civil cases to non-litigious proceedings in European countries

Spasova Yordanova,
Silviya

Sofia University
“Saint Kliment Ohridski”

Cooperation between the state courts and the arbitration tribunals

Vallar, Giulia

Universita degli studi di Milan

Insolvency of Cross-Border Banking Groups:
A Private International Law Perspective

Vandensande, Els

University of Leuven

A critical review of procedural rulemaking in the European Union

Result and prospect
Besides fruitful exchanges between the post-doctoral
researchers and leading scholars, the Summer School
resulted in the publishing of a book compiling the students’ presentations, each of them reworked in light of
the discussions and reviewed by one of the professors
attending the event:

Cadiet, L., Hess, B. & Requejo Isidro, M. (Eds.), Procedural
Science at the Crossroads of Diﬀerent Generations.
Baden-Baden: Nomos, 2015.
The second edition of the Summer School took place in
Luxembourg in July 2016. It focused on the methodology
of comparative procedural law.

5. International Max Planck Research
School for Successful Dispute Resolution in
International Law (IMPRS-SDR)
In 2009, the International Max Planck Research School
for Successful Dispute Resolution in International Law
(IMPRS-SDR) was created by Prof. Rüdiger Wolfrum and
Prof. Burkhard Hess through the Max Planck Institute
for Comparative Public Law and International Law
(Heidelberg) together with the Heidelberg University
Law Faculty, represented mainly by the Institute for
Comparative Law, Conflict of Laws and International
Business Law. In 2013, the MPI Luxembourg assumed a
leading position in the IMPRS-SDR, and from 2014 the
school became an integral part of the Institute. Since
2015, the IMPRS-SDR counts as a fourth partner the
University of Luxembourg, Faculty of Law, Economics
and Finance.
Research focus
The IMPRS-SDR’s research topic focuses on major and
increasingly important aspects of international relations in the public, private, and public/private spheres.
In the public sphere, for example, various disputes
between states, such as those pertaining to maritime
delimitation, require dispute settlement institutions
to find peaceful solutions that could not be achieved
through negotiations or other nonviolent means. In the
private sphere, globalisation, along with political, commercial and technological developments, means that
parties are increasingly mobile and active on the international stage. As international mobility and activity
increase, so does the number of disputes that must be
brought before courts or other arbitral bodies. In the
public/private sphere, substantial quantities of foreign
direct investment are dependent on investment treaties
that guarantee the legal protection of investment interests through arbitral tribunals.
In light of the possible EU-US TTIP, tackling the issue
of the efficiency and fragmentation of international
dispute resolution has become even more relevant.
Matters relating to this topic have already been investigated and will continue to be a significant focus of the
Research School.

The IMPRS-SDR examines and compares international
dispute settlement procedures primarily from a legal
perspective, while also considering wider political, sociological and psychological aspects. One major issue is,
for example, assessing why parties turn to dispute settlement rather than negotiation in order to achieve a particular outcome. The reasons may be internal to a state
or due to differences between the relative economic or
political power of the concerned states. Another important issue to consider is how the decisions of international courts or tribunals are implemented.
Complementing this multidisciplinary approach, a multinational student body has so far conducted outstanding
research from a truly international standpoint.
Embedded research
A unique feature and a cornerstone of the IMPRS-SDR
is its cooperation with stakeholders in legal practice.
The Research School offers selected doctoral students
the opportunity for funded six-month internships at the
Permanent Court of Arbitration in The Hague. The internship is an exceptional opportunity for students pursuing
arbitration research to complement their work by gaining
experience in practice. The interns are fully integrated
into the working processes of the Permanent Court of
Arbitration. IMPRS-SDR staff will ensure that each internship closely relates to each student’s research.
Supervision
Supervision is doubly ensured: first by the student’s
primary supervisor and, second, by the other participating professors. Professors and students have regular
meetings that take place alternately in Heidelberg and
Luxembourg and that are supported by video conferencing. Students present their current research or, for example, a recent legal decision or other development which is
important to their research. These exchanges are always
held in English, the working language of the IMPRS-SDR.
The meetings take the form of an open discussion to
which supervisors, visiting professors, and other legal
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experts also contribute regularly. The different legal
backgrounds and shared perspectives of all participants
generate a significant appreciation and understanding of
the complexity and nuances of international legal issues.
Furthermore, all doctoral students present and report on
the progress of their research projects in biannual seminars. These also provide a comprehensive review of the
IMPRS-SDR research position, which allows the School’s
future agenda to be thoughtfully and carefully structured,
according to student requirements.
With the beginning of the School’s second working cycle,
nine further professors joined the IMPRS-SDR as PhD
supervisors. The team of spokespersons and supervisors now comprises:
˶ Prof. Dr Dres. h.c. Burkhard Hess, MPI Luxembourg/
Heidelberg University (Spokesperson)
˶ Prof. Dr Dr h.c. Thomas Pfeiffer,
Heidelberg University (Spokesperson)
˶ em. Prof. Dr Dr h.c. Rüdiger Wolfrum, MPI
Heidelberg/Heidelberg University (Spokesperson)
˶ Prof. Dr Gilles Cuniberti,
University of Luxembourg (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Dres. h.c. Werner Ebke,
Heidelberg University
˶ Prof. Dr Matthew Happold,
University of Luxembourg (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Herwig C.H. Hofmann,
University of Luxembourg (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Christoph Kern,
Heidelberg University (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Dres. h.c. Herbert Kronke,
The Hague/Heidelberg University
˶ Prof. Dr Séverine Menétrey,
University of Luxembourg (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Dr h.c. mult. Peter-Christian Müller-Graff,
Heidelberg University

˶ Prof. Dr Anne Peters,
MPI Heidelberg/Heidelberg University (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Andreas Piekenbrock,
Heidelberg University
˶ Prof. Dr Ekkehart Reimer, Heidelberg University
˶ Prof. Dr Marta Requejo Isidro,
MPI Luxembourg (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Hélène Ruiz Fabri, MPI Luxembourg/
University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne (since 2015)
˶ Prof. Dr Marc-Philippe Weller,
Heidelberg University (since 2015)
IMPRS-SDR candidates
A core feature of the IMPRS-SDR research environment
is its international student body, which in the first working period from 2009 to 2015 was composed of fourteen
different nationalities. The Research School is committed to maintaining this diversity. With all students having a solid international background, their breadth of
experience perfectly positions the IMPRS-SDR to realise a genuinely international and comparative approach,
while their depth and variety of experience allows it to
bridge the public-private divide in international law.

First working period
NAME

NATIONALITY RESEARCH TOPIC

STATUS

Arrese, Daniela

Chile

Land and Maritime Delimitation: Truly Different Areas of the Law?

Work in progress

Chen, Sisi

China

The Role of Arbitral Institutions in International Commercial
Arbitration – A Comparative Study on Arbitration in Germany and China

Work in progress

Dahlkamp, Christoph

Germany

How Fast Can You Get? An Analysis of Procedural Party Autonomy
and Its Due Process Limits in German Arbitration Law

Work in progress

Diel-Gligor, Katharina

Germany

Inconsistency in International Investment Jurisprudence: The Example
of ICSID Arbitration – Analysis of Problem and Proposal for Reform

Completed in 2015

Gätzschmann, Ina

Germany

Provisional Measures Protection in Arbitration Proceedings
under the ICSID Convention

Completed in 2014

Solveigardóttir, Margrét Iceland

Balancing Private and Public Interests in the Energy Sector –
The Specificities of the Energy Charter Treaty

Work in progress

Koprivica, Ana

Serbia

Public Hearings in Investment Arbitration

Work in progress

Koutsoukou, Georgia

Greece

Set-off and Netting Agreements in European Private International
and Procedural Law

Submitted in 2016

Lievens, Dennis

Belgium

European Cross-border Enforcement of Arbitration Agreements
During Insolvency Procedures

Work in progress

Luo, Gang

China

Successful Claims for Transboundary Environmental Damage
in International Law – Legal Solutions through Civil Remedies under
National Legal Systems

Work in progress

Maltseva, Anastasia

Russia

Pecuniary and Non-Pecuniary Remedies in Investor-State Arbitration

Work in progress

Möckesch, Annabelle

Germany

Attorney-Client Privilege in International Commercial Arbitration

Completed in 2015

Pushkar, Pablo

Ukraine

The Origins of Difficulties in Complying with Judgements and Awards
of International Courts and Tribunals Given Against the Former Soviet
Union States

Work in progress

Sabanogullari, Levent

Germany

General Exception Clauses in International Investment Law –
Submitted in 2014
The Recalibration of Investment Agreements via WTO-Based Flexibilities

Segrera Ayala, Yira Luz

Colombia

World Trade Organization and Preferential Trade Agreements Dispute
Settlement Mechanism. A Way into a Coexistence and Coherence

Work in progress

Steup, Magdalene

Germany

Standard of Review of International Arbitration Awards for
Compliance with the Ordre Public in Germany, England, and France

Work in progress

Strotkemper, Noemi

Germany

Field of Tension between Tax Treaty Arbitration and an International
Tax Tribunal: Enhancing Dispute Resolution after Double Tax Treaties

Submitted in 2013

Treves, Raymundo Tullio Italy

Equality of Arms in International Dispute Settlement

Work in progress

Wegner, Patrick

Germany

Navigating the Peace-Justice Divide –
the Impact of ICC Investigations in Ongoing Intrastate Conflicts

Completed in 2013

Wiik, Astrid

Germany

Amici Curiae before International Courts and Tribunals

Submitted in 2015
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Second working period
The IMPRS-SDR has already selected ten new PhD students for its second working period,
which started in June 2015, and will appoint an additional five in 2016.

NAME

NATIONALITY

RESEARCH TOPIC

LOCATION

Angoura, Stavroula

Greece

The Independence and Impartiality of Arbitrators in International
Commercial and Investment Arbitration

Luxembourg

De Boeck, Michael

Belgium

The Effect of EU Public Policy on International Commercial Arbitration

Luxembourg

Chartier, Basile

France

Negotiation in the Context of Third-Party Dispute Settlement Regimes

Luxembourg

Dsouza, Nihal

India

Transforming India Into An International Arbitration Friendly State:
Lessons To Be Learnt From A Cross-Jurisdictional Study
Of The Public Policy Exception

Heidelberg

Escher, Mirjam

Germany

Dissenting Opinion in Private Commercial Arbitration

Heidelberg

Ivanova, Elena

Bulgaria

WTO and UNCLOS Dispute Settlement Forums in the Context of Overlapping
Jurisdictions and Applicable Law

Luxembourg

Garcia Olmedo,
Javier

Spain

The Determination and Recognition of Investors' Nationality under
International Law and by Investor-State Arbitration Tribunals

Luxembourg

Pika, Maximilian

Germany

Third-Party Effects of Arbitral Awards

Heidelberg

Prodromou, Zena

Greece

Public Law Considerations under Different International Dispute Resolution
Mechanisms: Bringing the Domestic Closer to the International and the Private
Closer to the Public

Heidelberg

Wagner, Edith

Germany

Case Management at the European Court of Human Rights - An Analysis
of the Procedural, Technical and Practical Tools for Repetitive Applications

Heidelberg

› NATIONALITY OF THE IMPRS CANDIDATES - FIRST AND SECOND PERIODS

FIRST PERIOD
SECOND PERIOD
FIRST AND SECOND PERIODS

6. Training seminars

Rationale
The training seminars are conceived as an extra tool to
broaden the academic skills of PhD students and postdoctoral fellows of the Institute. Under the scientific
supervision of Professor Hélène Ruiz Fabri, a varied
programme has been designed in order to help the researchers in the process of designing, collecting, and
analysing data, writing their PhD thesis, presenting their
work, and acquiring valuable soft skills.
Researchers are expected to read the seminar material
prepared for each session and to participate actively
during seminars. Institute’s guests as well as PhD students and post-doctoral researchers of the Law Faculty
of the University of Luxembourg are also welcome to
attend these training seminars.

A focus on qualitative methodologies to start
Since autumn 2015, two prominent scholars, Professors
Marie-Sophie Devresse (Catholic University of Leuven,
Belgium) and Mark A. Pollack (Temple University, United
States), have shared their extensive experience in qualitative methodologies with the Institute Fellows.
Organised on November 4, 2015, the training seminar
given by Prof. Devresse, entitled “Studying Justice:
Some tools in epistemology and methodology”, addressed key epistemological and theoretical challenges
as well as opportunities that emerge from qualitative
methodologies. After having explained the schemes
of intelligibility of any phenomenon in social sciences,
she gave the audience valuable insight into the methodological tools for qualitative data collection, with a
focus on in-depth interviews, collective interviews and
focus groups, and the grounded theory to analyse social
phenomena. Finally, she shared her practical experience
with some tips and pitfalls of such methodological tools.
The second training seminar focussed on judicial interviews. During his presentation, “Interviewing International
Judges: Social Science Research Design and Practical
Considerations”, Prof. Mark A. Pollack explained how to
“get” and “do” interviews with international judges. He highlighted the strengths and weaknesses of judicial interviewing and the difficulties involved in translating the theoretical approaches into concrete methods and strategies. He
concluded his vivid presentation with practical considerations and possible bias.
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7. Language courses

Broadening the soft skills in the future
The training seminars planned for the first semester of
2016 will further develop the soft skills of the researchers. The first will focus on Comparative Qualitative
Analysis (CQA) and will be given by Tamar Meshel
(Research Fellow) who has extensive experience with
this methodological tool. The second will question the
legitimacy of constitutional courts and will be given by
a leading scholar on this topic: Prof. Pasquale Pasquino
(EHESS and New York University). Marco Benatar, also
Research Fellow, will introduce his colleagues to the
Oxford University Press platforms and several other
seminars will be dedicated to citation management
software programs. The librarians of the MPI will provide these presentations.

The Institute offers language courses in German,
French and English at all levels for its employees. Apart
from general deepening of language skills, the courses
also focus on the legal terminology of the respective
language.

Promoting
international
collaboration
as a driving force for excellence
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VI. SCIENTIFIC
COOPERATION

The Max Planck Institute Luxembourg is committed to promoting international collaboration, both formal and informal, as a driving force for excellence. Since 2012, it has built
up a worldwide network of institutions, research centres,
and scholars working in the different areas of dispute settlement. These contacts and connections yield fruit in collaborative research projects, joint publications, the organisation
of conferences and workshops, teaching and editorship activities, and participation in professional associations.

and called PRIDE (Programme for Research-intensive
Doctoral Education). One of PRIDE’s key objectives is to
support research institutions by awarding a block of PhD
grants to a consortium of supervisors centred around a coherent and competitive research programme. The proposal,
entitled “Enforcement in multi-level regulatory systems”,
aims to support twenty-three PhD projects and involves
fifteen supervisors from the Institute and the University of
Luxembourg. The scheme was successfully evaluated in fall
2015, and a call for application has already been launched.

1. Cooperation with the University
of Luxembourg and other research
institutions in the Greater Region

There is also vigorous scientific exchange with the University
of Trier. Several researchers of the Department of European
and Comparative Procedural Law teach at its Law Faculty,
with Dr Laukemann and Cristina Sirakova having already
lectured on insolvency law there. A cooperation agreement
with the University of Trier is planned to provide Humboldt
scholars who conduct research in Trier with the opportunity
of having a research stay at the MPI Luxembourg.

A close cooperation exists with the Faculty of Law,
Economics and Finance of the University of Luxembourg.
It is based on the Framework Cooperation Agreement between the Max Planck Society, the Max Planck Institute
Foundation Luxembourg and the University of Luxembourg
signed in 2012. Professors Hess and Ruiz Fabri have both
been appointed Honorary Professors of the University of
Luxembourg, in 2013 and 2015 respectively. With the Faculty
of Law, Economics and Finance being housed in the same
building as the Institute, this de facto cohabitation has significantly stimulated the cooperation with the University.
The collaboration has resulted in numerous joint conferences and projects. In addition, the MPI Luxembourg and the
Law Faculty maintain a close scientific exchange through
mutual participation in lectures, conferences and colloquia.
Researchers of the Institute started to lecture at the Law
Faculty in 2014. This collaboration continued in 2015 with
seminars on “Fundamental Developments in European
Procedural Law” in the first semester and on “Einführung
in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Introduction au droit allemand”
in the second, while Prof. Ruiz Fabri taught “WTO and the
European Union” as a part of the Master in European Law.
Also in partnership with the Law Faculty, the Institute has
applied for a PhD funding scheme proposed by the FNR

In 2014 and 2015, Prof. Hess and several researchers of the
Department of European and Comparative Procedural Law
also taught at the Europa-Institute of Saarland University
(Saarbrücken). A joint seminar with the Law Faculty was
held in 2014 and an international conference is already
planned for fall 2017 on the topic “The open court and the
principle of the public hearing”. Also, a cooperation agreement has been concluded with Saarland University which
will allow Humboldt scholars to conduct research both at
Saarland University and the MPI Luxembourg.
The commitment to deepening the professional collaboration between the Institute and the aforementioned academic partners is also illustrated by the International Max Planck
Research School for Successful Dispute Resolution. In this
research school, the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg cooperates with the Max Planck Institute for Comparative Public
Law and International Law, the Max Planck Foundation for
International Peace and the Rule of Law, both in Heidelberg,
the Law Faculty of the University of Heidelberg, and the
Law Faculty of the University of Luxembourg. Doctoral
students are enrolled in the Universities of Heidelberg and
of Luxembourg; the two groups meet regularly for common
seminars and workshops.

2. Cooperation with
international academic institutions

Through the various research projects launched since
September 2012, strong collaborations have been developed with research centres and academic institutions
abroad: close relationships exist with the University
Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne and the University of
Heidelberg as the Directors are members of the respective Law Faculties. A close collaboration has been
established with the University of Ghent: in 2014, the
Department of European and Comparative Procedural
Law organised a joint seminar on comparative civil procedure with the Institute of Procedural Law. In 2015,
the University of Ghent awarded to Prof. Hess a doctor
honoris causa. In October 2013, the MPI Luxembourg organised a joint conference at the University of Uppsala:
"Civil Justice in the EU-Growing and Teething?". The
results of the conference were published in a book edited by B. Hess, M. Bergström and E. Storskrubb: EU
Civil Justice – Current Issues and Future Outlook (Hart,
2016). Within the European Law Institute (ELI) the MPI
Luxembourg is involved in the project “European Rules
of Civil Procedure” jointly conducted by ELI and the
International Institute for the Unification of Private
Law (UNIDROIT). Prof. Hess is co-chairing the Working

Group on Lis Pendens and Res Judicata, together with
Prof. F. Ferrand (University of Lyon). In the International
Law Association, Prof. Hess is chairing the Committee
on the Protection of Privacy in Private International and
Procedural Law; several meetings of the Committee
were organised at the Institute. Since 2016, Prof. Ruiz
Fabri has been the Co-Chair of the ILA Committee on the
Procedure of International Courts and Tribunals, together with Professors Shotaro Hamamoto (University of
Tokyo) and Philippe Sands (University College London).
In conducting the study on the Impact of National
Civil Procedures on the Enforcement of EU law 5, the
MPI Luxembourg coordinates a consortium of eleven
European universities (Florence, Ghent, Heidelberg,
Luxembourg, Madrid (Complutense), Oxford, Paris 1,
Rotterdam, Uppsala, Vienna, and Warsaw).

From left to right: German Ambassador Christine Glaser, Judge and Prof. Vassilios Skouris, and
Prof. Burkhard Hess

5

JUST/2014/RCON/PR/CIVI/0082.
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3. Cooperation with international courts,
organisations and associations

The Institute, especially through its Directors, cultivates
strong cooperative relations with various legal, economic and/or political international players. These relationships gave rise, from the first months of the Institute’s
existence, to extremely valuable collaborations and expressions of support.
From the nearby European judicial institutions numerous high-ranking officials have contributed to MPI conferences or given lectures, providing their most productive first-hand experience and expertise: Judge and Prof.
Vassilios Skouris (former President, European Court
of Justice), Judge and Prof. Koen Lenaerts (President,
European Court of Justice), Judge Marc Jaeger
(President, General Court of the European Union), Judge
and Prof. Jean-Claude Bonichot (European Court of
Justice), Judge and Prof. Marko Ilešič (European Court
of Justice), Judge and Prof. Ján Klučka (European Court
of Justice), Judge and Prof. Juliane Kokott (Advocate
General, European Court of Justice), Judge and Prof.
Allan Rosas (European Court of Justice), Judge and Prof.
Camelia Toader (European Court of Justice), Judge and
Prof. Vesna Tomljenovic (General Court of the European
Union), Judge and Prof. Pedro Cruz Villalón (Advocate
General, European Court of Justice), and Judge and Prof.
Jörg Pirrung (Court of First Instance of the European
Communities).
Other international courts and tribunals as well as other
international organs have honoured our Institute by the
visits of their representatives, sharing their invaluable
experience with our researchers: International Court of
Justice and Iran-United-States Claims Tribunal (Judge
and Prof. Charles N. Brower and Judge and Prof. Bruno
Simma), International Court of Arbitration (Mr John
Beechey), International Law Commission (Sir Michael
Wood and Prof. Ki-Gab Park), United Nations Dispute
Tribunal (Judge Thomas Laker), and Administrative

Tribunal of the Council of Europe (Judge and Prof.
Christos Rozakis). More than a dozen of the judges from
the European Court of Human Rights partook in our
scientific activities. It is worth calling attention to their
participation in the workshop “The Making of Decisions
of the European Court of Human Rights” organised on
December 11, 2015, when no less than eleven of them
attended the event: Judge and Prof. Armen Harutyunyan
(Armenia), Judge Helena Jäderblom (Sweden), Judge
and Prof. Işıl Karakaş (Turkey), Judge and Prof. Egidijus
Kūris (Lithuania), Judge Mirjana Lazarova Trajkovska
(Macedonia), Judge and Prof. Luis López Guerra (Spain),
Judge and Prof. Iulia Antoanella Motoc (Romania), Judge
and Prof. Angelika Nußberger (Germany), Judge and
Prof. Georges Ravarani (Luxembourg), Judge and Prof.
Ksenija Turković (Croatia), and Judge and Prof. Ganna
Yudkivska (Ukraine). A part from the above, the following Judges of the European Court of Human Rights took
part in other scientific events held at the Institute: Prof.
Johan Callewaert (Deputy Grand Chamber Registrar),
Judge and Prof. Lech Garlicki (Poland), Judge and Prof.
Paul Lemmens (Belgium), Judge and Prof. Giorgio
Malinverni (Switzerland), Judge and Prof. Ann PowerForde (Ireland), Judge and Prof. András Sajo (Hungary),
Judge and Prof. Mark Villiger (Liechtenstein), and Judge
and Prof. Vladimiro Zagrebelsky (Italy).
Finally, the collaboration with the Permanent Court of
Arbitration in The Hague has to be highlighted. In the
framework of the IMPRS-SDR, the Court has already accepted several Research Fellows for a funded six-month
internship.

4. Guest programme –
External Scientific Fellows

In the framework of its Guest programme, the Institute
has developed specific arrangements in order to attract
world-leading scientists as renowned external experts
for the duration of sabbaticals, mid- or long-term research stays, and short-term visits.
Personally invited by the Directors of the Institute,
these guests largely contribute to the scientific life of
the Institute. Indeed, their stay offers an excellent opportunity for fruitful discussions and cooperation regarding ongoing projects: while invited to conduct their
research in the library, the External Scientific Fellows
might be included in specific research projects and
events of the Institute. Likewise, they might participate
in the academic life of the Institute, by either presenting
their work in progress in a weekly colloquium, speaking at a conference which might take place during their
stay, giving a training seminar, or by delivering a lecture
in the Max Planck Lecture Series. In the end, their active involvement in daily scientific activities enhances
the international profile of the Max Planck Institute
Luxembourg.

Since 2013, the Institute has welcomed the following
External Scientific Fellows:

In 2013:
Prof. Peter Malanczuk 1
˶˶ Peking University (China)
Prof. Giuliana Scognamiglio 2
˶˶ Sapienza University (Italy)

In 2014:
Prof. Dagmar Coester-Waltjen 3
˶˶ University of Göttingen (Germany)
Prof. Young-Joo Ham 4
˶˶ Chung-Ang University (South Korea)
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In 2015:
Prof. Pasquale De Sena 5
˶ Catholic University of Milan (Italy)
Prof. Jeffrey L. Dunoff 6
˶ Temple University (United States)

1

2

Prof. Yulin Fu 7
˶ Peking University (China)
Prof. Andrea Gattini 8
˶ University of Padua (Italy)

3

4

Prof. Lorenzo Gradoni
˶ University of Bologna (Italy)
9

Prof. and Judge Constance Grewe 10
˶ Constitutional Court of Bosnia and Herzegovina

5

6

7

Prof. Young-Joo Ham 4
˶ Chung-Ang University (South Korea)
Prof. Ki Gab Park 11
˶ Korea University (South Korea)

8

9

10

Prof. Pasquale Pasquino 12
˶ New York University (United States)
Prof. Hakan Pekcanitez 13
˶ Galatasaray University (Turkey)
11

Prof. Fabrice Picod 14
˶ University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas (France)

12

Prof. Mark A. Pollack 15
˶ Temple University (United States)
Prof. Giuliana Scognamiglio 2
˶ Sapienza University (Italy)

13

14

15

Prof. Bob Wessels 16
˶ Leiden University (Netherlands)
Prof. Margaret Woo 17
˶ Northeastern University (United States)

16

17

The heart of the
Max Planck
Institute
Luxembourg
A highly specialised law library
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VII. SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT
1. Library

1.1. From zero to a full-fledged law library

1.2. Pioneering (2012-13)

Today, the Library is considered the heart of the Max
Planck Institute Luxembourg. Within only three years,
it has become a fully-fledged academic research library,
hosting an overall collection of about 34,000 volumes,
including 28,500 books in 27 languages and 5,150 bound
journals. It also subscribes to the major online law databases, and to 100 print journals. It provides access to
24.000 electronic journals and 220 eBooks.

The first steps in acquiring the collection
The development of the Library collection started in
August/September 2012, when the first book title lists
were compiled by Felix Koechel, Research Fellow at the
new Institute, with the help of a University of Heidelberg
student team. The most important publications on civil procedure were selected from the catalogues of
the Heidelberg and Hamburg Max Planck Institutes,
as well as from the University library of Heidelberg.
Additionally, a German book supplier was instrumental
in suggesting important titles from major publishers.
The task of ordering books without any library system,
or even a local computer network, combined with lack
of staff, meant an extremely high workload for those involved. Against this backdrop, the work of three student
assistants in receiving and arranging the books was very
valuable.

When the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg was established, the Max Planck Society already possessed
several well-established law libraries, which attract
researchers from all over the world. Accordingly, the
standard for the new library was set at the highest level.
In one of his first statements Professor Hess targeted
an ambitious goal: the acquisition of 10,000 items per
year on average. A highly specialised law library had to
be built in the shortest possible time, starting from zero
and meeting the Max Planck Society standard for an excellent environment for cutting-edge research.
The Head of Library, Ms Juja Chakarova, was appointed
in December 2012 and fully committed herself to the
project of building up this new law library from scratch.
She could draw on the necessary resources in order to
realise the three-stage development masterplan of the
Library: pioneering (2012-13), automation (2014), and
steady development (2015).

In fall 2012, the Library premises were merely two big,
empty spaces. Then, a simple, provisional shelving system was set up, and an Excel spreadsheet was used to
register and find the books. Since there was no computer network yet, this file was carried on a memory stick
so that only one person at a time could modify the data.
Despite these challenges, the small team of four librarians employed at the start of 2013 was enthusiastic to
quickly acquire the most important law publications.
The researchers had drawn up lists of the most relevant
titles for their research; these became the priorities for
acquisition. The reference collection proudly hosted
the Max Planck Encyclopaedia of Public International
Law as the first volumes on its then still mostly empty
shelves.

Since the beginning, the Library’s acquisition policy has
aimed at obtaining high-quality materials relevant to the
Institute’s research, complemented by an efficient reference section. During the first year, the Library collection contained predominantly print materials published
from 2000 onwards, drawn from the researchers’ lists
and also leading law publishing houses. Everything was
done to enable library users to conduct their research
from day one. At the end of 2012, the Library already
housed 2,000 volumes, and in 2013 this increased to
13,390 volumes.
The selection of book shelves was made by Mr Joachim
Schwietzke, former Director of the Library of the
Max Planck Institute for Comparative Public Law and
International Law (Heidelberg). He later continued assisting the Library. Having in mind the ambitious goal to host
a large print collection, the shelving plan utilised all the
available space, leaving a small reference area and a spot
to display the latest journals. When the first shelves were
mounted in early 2013 and the books arranged on them,
the space took on the more familiar face of a library.
The materials began to rapidly diversify, in response to
the requirements of a 21st-century library. Apart from the
traditional print materials, the collection included journals, electronic and online publications, and increasingly, electronic content accessible through various online
databases. The first online services were included at the
end of 2012 and gave access to the major law databases.
Seventy journal subscriptions alone were made in 2013.

Close collaboration and mutual understanding
From the outset, librarians and researchers have
worked closely together to build and organise the collection. This has developed a mutual understanding of
the most important topics and of the legal meaning of
some special terms. With the continuing assistance of
Mr Schwietzke, Professor Kohler (former CJEU Library
Director) and Vincent Richard (Research Fellow at the
Institute), the researchers devised a classification system for the Library whose open access would allow users to browse the books on the shelves by subject. The
classification system was later registered at the Library
of Congress in Washington D.C., thus obtaining official
status and eligibility for inclusion in bibliographic records. As new publications kept arriving at a rate of one
thousand volumes per month, a visitor could regularly
witness busy evenings at the Library where researchers
and librarians were indexing new books.
Fruitful cooperation with other libraries
The MPI Library has cooperated with other libraries
from its inception. Even when shelves and books had
only just been ordered, Library customers naturally requested diverse publications for their research: books,
journal articles, access to databases, information and
reference. Primary sources had to be made available as a matter of urgency, and other organisations in
Luxembourg generously extended their assistance. The
European Commission Library (ECL), which is physically
located across the street from the MPI, granted permission for MPI researchers to request books and articles
through the ECL catalogue. On many occasions, books
were delivered from ECL Brussels.
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Early cooperation with other libraries was crucial for
the new MPI Library. The Library further expanded its
international network of peer libraries and interlibrary
loans. The MPI Libraries in Heidelberg and Hamburg
were approached as well as the Peace Palace Library
in The Hague, the Belgian network Impala, the Subito
Document Delivery service, and several other libraries
from all over the world. The European Court of Justice
Library allowed MPI researchers and student assistants
to use its resources on site.
Based on sustained cooperation with other libraries
and document delivery suppliers, the MPI library developed its interlibrary loan service at the beginning of
2013. Thanks to this service, Library users have universal
access to information. They can reach any publication
in any country regardless of the year it was printed. In
most cases, the requested material is received electronically in a couple of hours or, when a book is delivered by
mail, within a week.
Ahead of the Institute’s inauguration, law libraries from
around the globe were invited to take part in a photo exhibition. The initiative was aimed at informing the community about the new MPI Library and at creating links
of mutual support and partnership. More than 80 libraries sent their photos, accompanied by a greeting, a wish,
or even a poem, to Luxembourg. The photo exhibition
was mounted for the official opening of the Institute on
8 May 2013 and was also shown on the Library website.
These pictures of world renowned libraries are appreciated by all visitors.

Finding a remedy for the lack of automation
For the first year and a half, the Library did not have any
library system and automation to support the heavy influx of materials and users’ loans. From December 2012
until May 2013, a computer file listing all available and
ordered titles was the only existing tool. It was made accessible to users online. A local computer network was
established in May 2013, thus allowing this only file to be
shared between the then only four librarians.

a record of a book already exists in the system or to create the record if no library has it yet. On 1 July 2013, SWB
assisted in migrating 2,287 records from the MPI Library
spreadsheet to its catalogue. In addition, 821 records
were inserted manually by the cataloguers. In this way,
more than 3,000 records were made available online to
MPI users through the SWB catalogue. This was a major
milestone, as the researchers now had a tool for checking
item availability online and at any time.

A strategic decision had to be taken with the objective
of securing sustainable development and future automation through multiple migrations of bibliographic
data, and, of course, of avoiding the duplication of cataloguing efforts.

To further improve the service, the Library asked the
SWB to dedicate an individual webpage to the MPI
Library OPAC which contained only the records that
corresponded to the Library holdings. The MPI holdings
were filtered out from the millions of other records in
the SWB catalogue, and this “cloud”-based OPAC was
used between October 2013 and July 2014. While the librarians were adding new records to the SWB platform,
MPI users could consult the dedicated OPAC. The assistance of the SWB was invaluable. The MPI was at that
time the only library contributing to and benefiting from
the union catalogue without having in parallel its own library system. When the new integrated library system
finally came into place in May 2014, the Library’s records
could again migrate, without having to be created from
scratch, as is usually the case.

The Head of Library initiated an innovative approach
which allowed keeping and migrating bibliographic records continuously in order to use them in the future,
as well as offering an online public access catalogue
(OPAC) to users, even in the absence of a library system.
Compared to the usual practice of creating records only
after the implementation of a library system, the new
approach saved time and prevented duplication of effort. The MPI Library became a member of the Library
Consortium of South-West Germany (Südwestdeutscher
Bibliotheksverbund – SWB), which has a union catalogue
shared between 800 libraries in Germany. The SWB platform allows member libraries to add their holdings when
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1.3. Automation (2014)
The automation of the Library was a major milestone
in 2014. It allowed for a new and effective organisation
of all workflows involving acquisitions, cataloguing, and
circulation, and provided an OPAC to users. In addition,
the electronic resources became available at a single
access point – the eResources portal.
The Aleph system as a significant improvement
In May 2014, the Library implemented the Aleph library integrated system. Aleph, a product of the Ex Libris Group,
is used by around thirty MPI libraries and hosted on a
common server at the Göttingen Society for Scientific
Data Processing (Gesellschaft für wissenschaftliche
Datenverarbeitung mbH Göttingen – GWDG), which is a
shared corporate facility for scientific data processing of
the University of Göttingen and the Max Planck Society.
Each of the 11,686 records accumulated in the SWB catalogue at that time was successfully transferred to the
local Aleph system. This significant improvement allowed
users to see immediately the status of a book: ordered,
received or loaned; and allowed the librarians to use all
the Aleph modules simultaneously: acquisitions and serials, cataloguing, and circulation.
Aleph is a complex system and, therefore, requires continuous training for the library staff. After a couple of
days of formal introduction to the system, the librarians spent several months becoming expert users of the
software and suggesting necessary adaptations and
improvements to the settings. The Head of library also
served as a system librarian, in order to push forward
the adaptation progress in close collaboration with IT,
GWDG and Ex Libris. This work continued throughout
2014 and 2015.

Modern technology to facilitate the research work
The Library website was created in May 2014 at the
same time as the OPAC was launched. The librarians structured the most relevant information for the
Library’s different user groups and presented it in an
easy and intuitive way. The website is the gateway to the
OPAC and the eResources portal, these being the most
essential search tools for users. The website additionally provides information on Library rules, new acquisitions and interesting news and events. Users can submit
suggestions for acquisitions or requests for interlibrary
loans, reference questions and feedback by using different online forms.
In late November 2014, MPI Luxembourg joined the publication repository of the Max Planck Society, PuRe/
PubMan, now called MPG.Pure. All information related
to publications of the Institute’s Directors, researchers
and external scientific members is registered and compiled. While researchers have direct access to the database to insert their publications’ bibliographic data, two
moderators – cataloguers from the library team – are
responsible for assessing the accuracy of the submitted
data. The moderators developed a user guide in order to
introduce scientists to this new tool. In 2014 and 2015,
164 and 444 entries respectively were added to the repository. Its aim is to produce a full coverage of scientific production of the Institute and to compile regular
yearbooks of the Institute’s publications in MPG.Pure.

Another key decision for the Library was to base its catalogue on the international standard for machine-readable
catalogues, MARC 21. This is a commonly-used standard,
frequently updated by the Library of Congress, to accommodate new developments. It allows for the exchange of
bibliographic records between institutions. This decision
proved to be beneficial to the continued development of
the Library, as compatibility with libraries from all over
the world facilitates downloading records from their
catalogues in many languages. The Library established
connections with some prominent partners and obtained
their permission to download MARC records from their
catalogues. Most important in this respect are the Library
of Congress, the Oxford University Libraries, the SWB,
the Système Universitaire de Documentation (SUDOC),
the National Library of Spain and some Chinese university libraries. Once downloaded, the records are checked
and further adapted to the requirements of the Institute’s
catalogue.
A modern radio frequency identification (RFID) system
was implemented. All library items received RFID tags
which enabled two important functionalities. Firstly, users are able to borrow books at any time through the selfcheck station. Individual book bar codes do not have to be

scanned one by one any longer; the system can read up to
ten items at once and transfer the loan to the user’s card.
Secondly, the RFID tag also includes a security chip so
that an alarm is triggered when an item leaves the premises without being correctly borrowed. During two months
in 2014, one librarian, assisted by two student assistants,
processed 19,000 volumes with RFID tags.
In addition, a special eResources portal was built to
offer a single alphabetical A-Z list, where over 20,000
electronic journals and e-books can be searched regardless of the provider. The Library’s print journal holdings
were also added for ease of reference. Users are just
one click away when searching for a particular journal title, as they can immediately open a link to the title which
also gives access to the online journals’ archives.
Along with the everyday work of cataloguing newly-arrived
books, the cataloguers had to retroactively implement
many adjustments to existing records, including authority records, introducing additional classification indexes,
linking records from a series, adding abstracts or tables of
content, enriching cataloguing records of multi-volume editions, etc. The aim was to provide users with the Library’s
own OPAC which became available at the end of May 2014.

pag

pag ACTIVITY REPORT /
120 121
MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE

1.4. Steady development (2015)
The Library as provider of client-oriented services
and partner of the researchers
After the successful implementation of the Aleph software, the library could further concentrate on developing its services to users. The service design of the
Library is based first and foremost on close observation
and understanding of customers’ information needs and
is aimed at creating a unique user experience by offering
customised help in an intuitive environment which stimulates the use of information, creativity and professional development. During initial development, the Library
services aimed at being accurate and easily accessible.
The librarians intended to develop services that were
perceived as a partnership with users required to support the advanced legal research of the Institute.
The methodological approach in designing client-oriented services at the Library is based on vast theoretical research, a rich expertise in law libraries and on innovative
ideas. The librarians participated in two brainstorming
sessions focusing on user experience. The first session compiled a list of 50 services expected by library
customers. The team members built on each other’s
proposals and at the end voted for the ten best ideas
for services. This short list became a blueprint for service implementation and improvement. At the second
brainstorming session, the customer perspective was
discussed in order to define the links between users and
the Library and to specify what kind of services were expected from each other. The goal of the brainstorming
was to optimise the services in order to ensure a seamless customer experience.
At the end of 2014, the Library conducted its first user survey
among MPI researchers and guests. This was instrumental
in revealing users’ expectations, needs and satisfaction, as
well as about their ideas for further services and content. In
order to become a reliable barometer of the Library’s development, a user survey will be conducted annually. The second survey was completed at the end of 2015. An in-depth
comparison of the 2014 and 2015 surveys highlighted some
interesting trends in users’ preferences and satisfaction.
These results will be detailed in the following points.

In 2015 the Library continued to build on the existing
collection and infrastructure to further ensure steady
development. The first half of the year focused on improving the Aleph integrated system, while the second
half concentrated on the needs of the newly-established Department of International Law and Dispute
Resolution.
Further customisation of the Aleph system and more
technical tools
After the introduction of Aleph in 2014, the system was
further customised to fully adjust to the specific needs
of the Library workflows. This process was continued by
the MPI Library team, the IT unit, GWDG and Ex Libris.
During the first four months of 2015, more than 250 individual tasks and tests were conducted.
The most important Aleph improvements were: the
establishment and maintenance of authority records
allowing the catalogue to be searched using different
spellings or alphabets for author names; the enabling of
search by classification index; the linking of all records
of a series publication thus allowing users to find every
title published in a series; the adaptation of the system
to circulation needs specific to user groups and loan categories; the granting of permission to internal users to
see details on an item’s borrower; and the setting of hold
requests and overdue loan notices workflows.
Some of the main features were innovative and implemented on the common Aleph server at GWDG for the first time,
e.g. establishing an electronic information delivery (EDI)
connection with the Library’s major book suppliers in order
to secure fast delivery of orders; enabling the transfer of
MARC 21 bibliographic records from other libraries (so far
existing in only one MPI library); retroactively extracting the
classification of records from the call number automatically;
enriching the records with the classification index and using
more than one such index, in order to reflect the broader or
more specific content of an item. The upgrading of the Aleph
system in late 2015 ensured improvement of its overall
performance. The RFID system was likewise constantly enhanced so that 18,000 items received their RFID tags in 2015.

In addition to the eResources portal, a link resolver
was also implemented in 2015. When researchers find
relevant references via Google Scholar or other similar
tools, a link to the full text is given, provided that the
source material is within the MPI subscriptions. The
eResources portal and the link resolver have been positively welcomed, as both tools facilitate access and save
time in research.
A growing collection on public international law
The establishment of the new Department of
International Law and Dispute Resolution required the
Library to extend its acquisition policy to this field of law.
Director Professor Ruiz Fabri supported the Library to
develop its existing book stock into a rich and diversified
collection, able to assist the new researchers and to attract scholars from all over the world. The Department’s
researchers were enthusiastic to provide the Library
with selections of the most important titles. With their
active participation, the classification system has been
additionally edited to keep pace with the growth of the
second Research Department of the Institute and to be
continuously adapted to the in-depth development and
enlargement of the subjects of interest.
The development of the collection had so far focused on
the acquisition of books from the year 2000 and later.
It had to further select publications from the 20th, 19th
and even 18th centuries. The purpose of acquiring publications retrospectively was to establish a core collection in procedural law, international law and dispute
resolution to be the basis for embracing more recent
publications and to encompass the development of legal theory and practice. In many cases the Library had to
contact antiquarian booksellers or ask for print-on-demand for books already out of print. Fortunately, some
major works were already digitised and made publicly
available by other institutions, such as Gallica (online
digital collection of the French National Library), Persée
(University of Lyon), Literaturquellen (MPI for European
Legal History), and DigiZeitschriften (German digital
journals archive, Göttingen).

Ongoing advancement of acquisition policy
and services
The first book orders were based on the immediate
needs of the researchers and on their recommendations
for additional publications germane to the specific research topics of the Institute. This practice continues
to a great extent. As well, the Library follows the catalogues of major academic publishers worldwide and
takes into account the advice of its users for its acquisition policy. The acquisition librarians have established
and maintain excellent relationships with vendors and
publishers to ensure timely receipt of quality information material, generally at greatly discounted prices to
maximise the Institute’s return on investment.
New books are displayed for one week on a special shelf
for new acquisitions in the tradition of other MPI libraries.
Users can quickly browse the latest arrivals during the
week and reserve some of them. The Library collection
has also been enriched by significant donations from
personal libraries. The collections of the late Professors
Giuseppe Tarzia and Adriano De Cupis cover Italian and
European procedural law and include more than 10,000
volumes. Professor Erik Jayme continuously donates
books and journals from his valuable private library.
The journal collection was further extended with back
volumes of the most important titles. The archive also
grew with significant donations of Italian, German and
French journals.
A balance between print and electronic materials was
achieved by the end of 2015, with a growing tendency to
provide journals and reference mainly online, together
with access to e-books of major publishers. In the 2014
survey, the library users declared their respective preference for print or electronic materials depending on
the type of publication. 88% of users preferred to have
the print edition of a book, while for journals the percentage was reversed, with 88% preferring an electronic version of a journal. In the 2015 survey, the preference
for electronic journals rose to 91%.
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The Library subscribes and manages access to the major
online law databases in English, German, French, Spanish
and Italian. Forty databases can be accessed, including
Lexis, Westlaw, Beck, HeinOnline, Juris Classeur, Oxford
multiple law collections. The selection of databases is
based on research interests and an initial trial period to
test usage. In 2015, the Institute’s databases were used
4,990 times. Guests of the Institute also appreciate being
able to access databases within MPI premises. According
to the 2015 Library survey, 52% of regular users and 68%
of guests use the online databases daily. The Library organises group and individual training sessions when acquiring a new database, or on demand.
Trends in Library use and user satisfaction
User satisfaction and demand are closely monitored by
different tools – the user survey, interviews and statistical data. An analysis of the data shows that guests of
the Institute consider the Library’s print collection very
important. They come from different academic institutions or organisations and are glad to find all the books
relevant to their research in one place. The 2015 survey
showed that 62% of guests used the book collection daily. At the same time, they were able to find requested articles in electronic journals through the eResources portal.
During 2015, demand for user services increased
tremendously with the establishment of the new
Department and the growing number of guests at the
Institute. There were 48 active users, 66 guests staying
usually for several months, as well as 318 external users’
visits in 2015. The number of loans increased from 525 in
2013, and 5,477 in 2014, to 8,349 in 2015. The Library received an average of 600 interlibrary loan (ILL) requests
annually during its first three years. However, with the
constant growth of its collection the Library can satisfy
a higher proportion of those requests from its own resources, and therefore ILL requests have decreased in
relative figures.

The library team
The distinguishing feature of the library team is that
it brings together professionals from different backgrounds and cultures. Their vast experience and language expertise contribute to efficient everyday work.
In discussions and brain-storming, the library team
shares best practices and seeks innovative solutions for
the new, fast-developing MPI Library. Being committed
to continuous learning, professional development of the
librarians is supported by training sessions in cataloguing, copyright issues, Aleph, TYPO3 software, online databases, and also by participation in international conferences and professional meetings. Student assistants
have also been helpful in assisting the library staff. They
are usually pursuing a law degree at the Universities of
Trier or Luxembourg, and are allowed to work ten hours
per week, or fulltime during their summer vacation.
Overall, the library staff has been growing gradually in
step with the development of the Institute and an increase in workload. It consisted of one full time employee (FTE) librarian in 2012, 7 in 2013, 7.55 in 2014 and 11.85
FTE in 2015, coming from nine nationalities.
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The overall holdings of the Institute’s Library and
catalogue at the end of 2015
After the first three years, the Library collection consists of over 33,000 items, including 28,500 books in 27
languages, as well as 5,150 bound journals. In support of
its mission, the Library subscribes to the major law databases online, as well as to 100 journals in print. It also
provides access to 24,000 electronic journals, including
important law packages of Oxford and Cambridge, and
220 eBooks. The librarians continue to enrich the MPG.
Pure database with the researchers’ publications. In
2015, 444 new entries were added to the repository.
The total number of bibliographic records in the MPI Library
catalogue reached 29,000 at the end of 2015. Those were
created over the past three years, but mostly checked and
enriched based on the improved features throughout 2015.
With the fast growth of the collection, the original
Library space became insufficient. A room in the building basement provided more storage, which had to be
organised to host around 6,500 journal volumes and single issues. This room was further equipped with a selfcheck station so that users have open-access to it at any
time, including weekends. By the end of 2015, the journals archive was also transferred to the basement, thus
leaving only the most recent journals within the Library
premises and freeing up some space for new books.

1.5. Strategy for the coming years
At the end of its third full year, the Library has successfully
developed the core collection and substantially implemented the most important services for its customers.
Continued access to major online law databases facilitates
research at the highest level. The introduction of the Aleph
system in 2014 and its upgrade in 2015 were major milestones together with the development of the OPAC, the
Library website, and the RFID system. The provision of primary online resources and the catalogue, the eResources
portal, and a link resolver marked the accomplishment of
the Library’s automation development.

The most important objectives for the near future are
to provide remote access to the Library resources for
all users and to create a single interface for cross-media
search. This important feature requires the implementation of a modern discovery tool to enable simultaneous
search in the OPAC, eResources, freely available web content, e-book aggregators, etc. Furthermore, the librarians
need modern tools to work on several collaborative projects like classification enrichment and maintenance, the
Aleph knowledge base and the cataloguing manual. The
Intranet will be crucial to facilitate these projects.
The exponential developments in communications and
IT open a new range of possibilities for all. More and
more information is disseminated; the information
reaches its audience instantly, while networking builds
communities. Researchers’ habits and needs are changing, as it becomes possible to have any piece of information at your fingertips. Open source publications are
common practice. The changing landscape of information as regards its abundance and accessibility creates
an interesting challenge to modern research libraries. To
successfully deal with this challenge, the MPI Library is
committed to constantly adjusting to its constituency’s
expectations and to implementing world best practices. A new lab for innovation, knowledge and exchange
(LIKE) will start in 2016 as a forum for MPI librarians as
well as researchers, IT and other institutions’ libraries.
The 2016 annual conference of librarians of the MPG’s
Social Sciences Section, to be hosted by the Library of
the MPI Luxembourg, will focus on innovation in libraries
and the future of libraries.
A wise and flexible acquisition policy will always be important, as in the days of the Library’s inception. This relies on the driving force of the Institute’s Directors and
the involvement of all researchers.
The Library is often referred to as “the heart of the
Institute”, and it certainly is.

2. Administration

2.1. Before even starting
With Scientific Directors having been nominated and the
Max Planck Institute Luxembourg Foundation already
created in May 2012, the Institute became operational
even before an administration was established. From
the very beginning of the negotiation process, Dr Sabine
Gieszinger was in charge of conceptualising and setting
up the new Institute. Most preliminary work had been
handled directly from the administrative headquarters
of the Max Planck Society in Munich. In order to assure the smooth running of early-stage operations, the
MPG nominated the General Manager of the MPIs for
Informatics and for Software Systems Kaiserslautern
and Saarbrücken , Mr Volker Maria Geiß, as the interim
manager for the Luxembourg Institute. The recruitment
of administrative staff as well as financial and accounting tasks were outsourced to a Luxembourgish consulting company in order to guarantee local compliance and
continuity. From the beginning it was inevitable that the
Institute had to additionally deal with the unique specifics and compliance requirements of Luxembourg that
needed to be taken into consideration.
Already at this early stage, the Institute proved to be
a highly attractive employer: more than four hundred
applications were received for only five advertised
positions.

2.2. From preliminary work
to a systematic administration
At the end of July 2012 the Institute officially started its
operations on creating the structures and systems that
a fully functioning Institute relies on. In order to achieve
these, one of the first tasks was to identify what was
actually needed. The newly recruited Chief Operating
Officer (COO), Mr Wolfgang Knill, first focused his work
on the following areas:
˶˶
˶˶
˶˶
˶˶

Secure operations
Basic contract management
Cash flow management
Basic design of the administration

Especially at the beginning, when the Institute had only a
few employees, everyone worked very closely together.
This favoured the close-to-needs identification of fields
of action, and contributed to the ongoing improvement
of processes, structures, policies and priorities. In a
short time, the MPI administrative processes were defined and implemented and constant monitoring was
begun to ensure tailor-made support for researchers.
Some specific results have been realised:
˶˶ Meaningful standardisation and automation of processes
˶˶ Definition of clear roles and responsibilities
˶˶ Continuous improvement of processes related to
quality and increased pro-activity of services
˶˶ Transparency of MPI processes and facilitated access to process documentation
˶˶ Better flexibility and responsiveness with regard to
the different and specific research requirements
In having performed most of the requested tasks at
least once, routines were already in place at a very early
stage, creating further orientation as well. This essential
foundation really enabled the Institute to organise major conferences and public events. The biggest challenge
was the organisation of the opening event of the MPI
Luxembourg on 8 May 2013 with a list of high ranking
guests and representatives.
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In order to maintain such an indispensable base, monitoring and evaluation became obvious tools to identify
possible improvements that could be applied directly.
In the end, this monitoring and evaluation resulted in
the Administrations’ process management. By the end
of 2015, approximately forty detailed processes were
already implemented ensuring the sustainable growth
and support of the Institute. During the next years these
processes will be further improved and adapted.
Framing the Institute’s activities in 2012 led to the establishment of basic organisational structures within
the Administration in 2013. The administrative aspects
of the research activities undertaken by the Institute
were re-identified and defined in 2014 to 2015. The response to new challenges was not only to recruit more
people but also to adapt the organisation of work. In order to maximise support, the Administration re-defined
the administrative aspects of the research activities.
Specific and task-oriented units were organised around
these aspects, leading to the central Administration being divided into four competence teams, each headed by
a coordinator:
˶
˶
˶
˶

Human Resources
Finance & Accountancy
Information and Communication Technology
General Services

Furthermore, to complete the services called for, some
additional support functions within these units have
been created since the end of 2015: research partner,
communication officer, onboarding officer and project
manager. These are all going to be dedicated to key areas of new priorised services to support the Institute’s
further development.

To understand why there was a need to adapt the administrative structures, two specific changes within the
Institute need to be taken into account. The introduction
of the Guest programme as a platform for exchanges between researchers of the Institute and external
researchers resulted in an administrative activity assigned to the HR pool. The first guest researcher arrived
in July 2013, and by the end of the same year the activity
of the Guest programme had already generated visits
by numerous guest researchers from different countries. This marked an important step towards the higher
visibility of the Insitute on the international research
landscape.
The creation of the Research Department of
International Law and Dispute Resolution marked a
second step in the growth of the Institute. With its start
in September 2014, not only new reseachers and other
staff members had to be recruited. When the second
Department was established, it became apparent that
the administrative system now was clearly serving two
different scientific departments with innately different strategies, needs, expectations and cultural background. Structures had to be adapted in order to cope
with this second stage of evolution of the Institute.
The organisational structure of the Administration, as it
has been developed so far, is successful and responsive
to current and prospective future questions and tasks.
This includes further growth stages which are to be
expected.

2.3. Organisational structure of the Administration
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2.3.1. Human resources (HR)
The first HR professional was hired in December 2012
in order to meet the challenges of the expected fast
growth of the Research Departments, the Library and
scientific support. The HR Unit advised on local labour
law specifics, handled the payroll prepared by the external service providers, and, as their core mission, managed the recruitment of employees. This implied the
processing of more than 4500 applications all together,
which the Institute received in 2012-2013 for open positions in research and scientific support.

individual personal files for every employee. In parallel,
TalentLink, an electronic talent management tool for selecting future collaborators, was installed in anticipation
of the high number of recruitments to come. This allowed
a tremendous cost and workload reduction, as in 2015, for
example, nearly 1000 applications had to be handled by HR.

As for process development, the first HR processes to
be identified were the management of absences, the onboarding process, payroll control and the coordination
of students support activities. Subsequently, additional processes were implemented in order to facilitate
the onboarding of new researchers and staff members.
With its final organisation as a HR Unit consisting of five
people, headed by an HR Coordinator, the Unit is to facilitate research by focusing on providing a high-level professional service to all researchers. On the one hand, the
HR Unit will keep on developing tools to facilitate the
administrative duties of each employee. On the other
hand, the objective will be to reinforce the service level
in order to facilitate the integration of each individual so
that they can focus on their research to the fullest extent possible.

˶ Recruitment: following the opening of a second
Research Department, all Departments were reinforced with recruitment activity by 76% between
2014 and 2015 alone, a total of 965 applications being
handled by the end of the year.

In addition, with the full integration of the Guest programme as part of the professional HR services, the
focus was placed on increasing the visibility of the
Institute and on supporting the administration of the
annual “Call for Scholarships”. In order to attract strong
researchers, a specific effort is needed to facilitate the
onboarding of external researchers through the complete management of relocation issues. With a common
vision: Position the Institute as the pre-eminent place to
conduct research.
To deal with all its various aspects, the HR Unit needed to
be able to rely on technological support in some specific
fields. As part of the Enterprise-Resource-Planning system implementation, an HR database was created with

The following overview of the main challenges the HR
Unit had already faced by the end of 2015, emphasises
the necessity of processes:

˶ Hiring: with the complete staffing of Research
Department II and the reinforcement of the Library
and the central administration, the number of hires
in 2014 and 2015 reached 85, which totaled 105 on 31
December 2015.
˶ Guest programme: the number of applicants to the
Guest programme increased by 269% between 2014
and 2015, with 72 applications received in 2014 and
266 in 2015. By the end of 2015, the total of guests
welcomed in 2014 and 2015 reached 101.
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2.3.2. Finance & accountancy

2.3.3. Information and communication technologies (ICT)

In the starting phase, outsourced services were used
for bookkeeping, payroll calculation and management.
One of the critical initial tasks faced by the Institute
following its inception was to establish control over all
financial aspects of the entity. The key pending areas of
financial control included payment processing and cash
management, budget control and financial reporting,
and compliance with financial/legal regulations.

The ICT Unit’s first task was the planning and implementation of the basic network infrastructure, followed by
the implementation of the different production systems
and services, including the management of the telecommunication systems. In order to do so, the ICT team benefited from the ongoing support of the IT Department of
the Max Planck Institute for Informatics in Saarbrücken.
This helped to find highly sophisticated solutions, especially in the following sectors:

With the implemention of the Enterprise Resource
Planning (ERP) system, the Finance Unit was able to
activate accounting, HR/personnel, payroll, purchasing
and invoicing modules, thus covering most relevant administrative aspects of the organisation. By coordinating the business processes of all departments in a centralised and transparent way, expenditure of time and
work amount were reduced as much as possible.

˶ Network- and server infrastructure

To face the new challenges of a constantly growing
structure, the Finance Unit introduced a separation of
tasks between financial controlling and reporting, cash
management and accounting. The Finance Unit ensures
availability of sufficient budget required to sustain the
Institute’s operations and specifically to support ongoing scientific activities. Through careful financial analysis and planning, the Finance Unit maintains an annual
budgeting and forecasting process. The budget for the
following fiscal year is established during the first quarter of the preceding year as per funding regulations. The
budget draft is first reviewed internally by the Institute’s
Management Board and the final version is subsequently submitted to the governmental bodies for final review
and approval.
There are two key aspects that make the budgeting process vital to the Institute’s ongoing scientific operations:
˶ The budget determines the specific level of annual institutional funding from the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg
within pre-determined limits and conditions.
˶ The budget is a primary benchmark that gauges overall operating effectiveness of the Institute.

˶ Communication systems, software, applications and
peripherals
˶ Helpdesk
˶ Library support
Additionally, video conference systems were installed
in the Institute’s conference rooms to provide the researchers with a well-equipped, professional work environment. With the standards being set, the Institute’s
ICT landscape has constantly been optimised concerning its administration and management. Therefore, the
ICT team implemented the following tools:
˶ Continuous development of solutions to optimise the
IT landscape, for example the implementation of a completely new printer management system which allows to
combine several printers to be linked and dramatically
increases the availability, flexibility and security.
˶ Detailed online documentation (WiKi) to keep an overview of all systems, services and applications design
and development.
˶ Reporting tools to generate statistical information,
failure or error reports about the infrastructure and
allowing appropriate responses to problems.
˶ Automatisation of processes like hard- and software
deployment, staff entry and exit procedures, backupand restore procedures, fall-back procedures.
˶ Definition of responsibilities to ensure that all important tasks within the ICT Unit are covered as comprehensively as possible by profession and expertise.
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2.3.4. General services (GS)
The General Services’ main mission from the beginning
has been to create an infrastructure conducive to scientific work, provide administrative assistance to the researchers, and support the scientific life of the Institute.
This ranges from all administrative actions supporting
office needs, to organising business trips, and to the
preparation of the Institute’s scientific events. In view
of the variety of tasks handled by this flexible and multitasking team, these heterogeneous tasks were clustered over time and have been assigned to dedicated
professionals:
˶ Welcome and orientation of visitors
˶ Maintenance and furnishing of offices and conference rooms
˶ Management of transportation and accommodation
for guests as well as for staff members
˶ Practical organisation of scientific events of varying scale
˶ Creation and development of communication tools
˶ Procurement (e.g. stationery, office equipment or IT
supplies)
˶ Management of rented flats
˶ Internal audit

de route, de séjour et de déménagement”, corresponding travel expenses formulas including any travelling expenses, food expenses, accommodation costs and any
general additional costs occurring during a business trip
had to be developed. This led to a Travel Policy that was
established in 2014:
˶ the travel conditions of the MPI Luxembourg as well
as all other special business activities,
˶ the formalities which have to be observed in order for
business activities expenses to be reimbursed,
˶ the conditions for a smooth and, as far as bookkeeping is concerned, accurate processing of our travel
expenses management.
Similar to the development of the Travel Policy, it became apparent that a Purchasing Policy was needed to
ensure the procurement of proper equipment, materials
and supplies of the right quantities, at the right prices
and at the right time. There are different purchasing areas such as:
˶ Stationery supplies
˶ Office equipment supplies
˶ IT supplies

For every support area of the General Services Unit,
processes and policies have been devised in order to
simplify the procedures. At the same time, programmes
and tools have been tested and continue to be developed to accommodate the various requirements of a
research institute.

˶ Event supplies

Given the growing number of employees, guests and
conference or workshop participants it became apparent at a very early stage that travel management plays
a decisive role for the MPI Luxembourg in daily business
life. In order to be able to offer support for any travel
arrangements, strategic approaches and processes for
travel management have been created. These include
negotiations with vendors, the traveller’s safety and security, as well as travel and expenses data management.
Taking into account the Luxembourgish regulation “Frais

˶ Operationally: expediting orders.

˶ Company flats
In order to handle the different areas, the purchase
function needs to facilitate activities in an operational,
tactical and strategic manner, combining the following
sub-functions:
˶ Tactically: Negotiating deals in order to select the
economically most feasible supplier(s).
˶ Strategically: Sourcing regarding the procurement
decisions taken.
˶ Totally: Synchronizing the material needed for the
Institute’s operations.

Another process was implemented when setting up the
structure for the Institute’s Event Management. This involved an incremental learning process; from one event
to the other the process was improved and streamlined.
The implementation of the project management as well
as the process management helped to find a clear structure for organising every kind of event. Among other
things, the challenge was to make the structure applicable for all different kinds of events which vary from
small closed meeting groups to big conferences open
to the public. Finally all steps which need to be considered for planning the perfect event resulted in a process
which includes not only the event management itself
but also the links to other processes such as the travel
management.
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2.4. The Administration staff at a glance
› GROWTH OF THE MPI
59%

50

120

51
105

40

100
14

%

48%
32

75%

75

GROWTH %

ACTIVE STAFF
(IN HEADS)

28

20

55
167%
16

120%

10

ADMINISTRATION

0

91%
21

60

23

22

16

40

11

RESEARCH DEPARTMENTS
SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT *

80

31
5%

38%

5



6

TOTAL ACTIVE STAFF
(IN HEADS)

30

27

20






* In this chart, the Scientific Support consists of Scientific Library, Scientific Coordinator, and Student Support. The Administration is shown separately to emphasise its growth in relation to the overall growth of the MPI.

› NATIONALITIES WITHIN THE ADMINISTRATION

CANADA

LUXEMBOURG
BELGIUM
FRANCE
SPAIN
PORTUGAL

GERMANY
ITALY
POLAND

Numerous
accolades and
awards
between 2012 and 2015
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VIII. HONOURS AND AWARDS

The researchers of the MPI Luxembourg received numerous accolades and awards between 2012 and 2015. In
this list it is worth highlighting two distinctions received
by the Directors. On 5 March 2015, Professor Hélène
Ruiz Fabri was awarded the prestigious Silver Medal
from the Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique
(CNRS) which honoured her scientific achievements in
WTO law and international dispute resolution as well
as comparative and constitutional law. The Silver Medal
also gives recognition to Professor Ruiz Fabri for her
development of scientific collaborations enhancing the
openness of law to other social sciences. A few days
later, on 20 March 2015, Professor Burkhard Hess was
conferred an honorary doctorate from Ghent University.
With this distinction, the University of Ghent honoured Professor Hess’ scientific research in the field of
European procedural law.

2012
Prof. Burkhard Hess
˶˶ was appointed Honorary Professor at the University
of Heidelberg, Faculty of Law.

2013
Prof. Burkhard Hess
˶˶ was appointed Honorary Professor at the University of
Luxembourg, Faculty of Law, Economics and Finance.
Dr Georgios Dimitropoulos
˶˶ held a Yale Law School Scholarship (2013-2014);
˶˶ received funding from the Alexander von Humboldt
Foundation and the German Academic Exchange
Service (DAAD) in order to organise the HumboldtKolleg "State Reform for a Better Europe".
Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro
˶˶ was appointed Member of the Editorial Board of the
Colección de Estudios del Tráfico Jurídico Externo,
Iprolex, as well as of La Ley Unión Europea.

2014
Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri
˶˶ was appointed Honorary Professor at the University of
Luxembourg, Faculty of Law, Economics and Finance.
Dr Pietro Ortolani
˶˶ obtained a European Parliament grant for the study
"The Legal Instruments and Practice of Arbitration in
the EU".
Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro
˶˶ was appointed Senior Managing Editor of the Revista
Española di Derecho Internacional as well as Member of
the Editorial Board of the Anuario Español de Derecho
Internacional Privado.
Dr Anne-Charlotte Martineau
˶˶ was awarded the Prize of the best PhD thesis in
international law from the Sorbonne Law School,
University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, together with
a grant to publish it.

2015
Prof. Burkhard Hess
˶˶ was conferred a Doctorat Honoris Causa from Ghent
University.
˶˶ was elected as a Member of the Academia Europaea
of Arts and Sciences.
Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri
˶˶ was awarded the CNRS (Centre national de la recherche scientifique) Silver Medal ;
˶˶ was proposed as Knight of the French Order of the
Légion d’Honneur by Mr President François Hollande;
˶˶ was elected Counsellor of the American Society of
International Law;
˶˶ was designated as Member of the Executive Board of
the Société de Législation Comparée.

Dr Juan Branco
˶˶ was awarded the Fondation Varenne PhD Prize,
co-sponsored by the International Criminal Court
and attributed by the President of the French
Constitutional Court.

Marco Benatar
˶˶ was appointed Knight of the Order of Merit by the
Republic of Cameroon for his involvement in the project
aimed at producing the Manual of International Law in
Peace Operations.

Dr Edouard Fromageau
˶˶ received a grant from the University of Geneva,
Commission of Publications, to publish his PhD thesis by the renowned editor, Bruylant, "Jus Gentium"
Series.

Tamar Meshel
˶˶ won the 2015 Student Writing Competition of the
University of Missouri’s Centre for the Study of Dispute
Resolution;
˶˶ was awarded the Joseph-Armand Bombardier Canada
Graduate Scholarship, Social Sciences and Humanities
Research Council of Canada;
˶˶ obtained the International Law Research Program
Scholarship offered by the Centre for International
Governance Innovation.

Dr Björn Laukemann
˶˶ was nominated by the American Law Institute as
International Advisor for a new Restatement of
Property Law.
Dr Pietro Ortolani
˶˶ received the Jean Monnet Grant for the project
"European Civil Procedure in a Comparative and
Transnational Perspective", directed by Dr Albert
Henke.
Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro
˶˶ was appointed Member of the Editorial Board of La Ley
Mercantil.
Roberts Arts
˶˶ was awarded the Gold Medal by the International
Insolvency Studies for his paper “Main and Secondary
Proceedings in the recast of the European Insolvency
Regulation - The only good secondary proceeding is a
synthetic secondary proceeding”.

Mehdi Belkahla
˶˶ received the Charles-Rousseau Award (for the
Winning Team) and the ESIL Award (for the Finalists)
as the coach of the winning team at the 2015 Charles
Rousseau International Moot Court Competition.
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IX. TRANSFER
OF KNOWLEDGE

The transfer of knowledge is a matter of great importance for the Max Planck Institute
Luxembourg. Indeed, efficient dissemination is a fundamental activity in any research process
since its success contributes decisively to both the short- and long-term impact of the findings.
In this respect, a thoughtful strategy was devised to address various target audiences, and establish a communication plan for each one of them. With its several approaches, the MPI Luxembourg
reaches out to other scientific institutions and their collaborators, students of law, political sciences and international relations, practitioners in the field as well as to the general public.

1. Organisation of scientific events
2012

2013

2014

2015

Conference

-

7

6

8

Lecture

-

13

9

12

Seminar

-

-

5

5

Visit (group or prominent visitor)

-

-

3

1

Workshop

1

1

3

6

TOTAL

1

21

26

32

EVENT

˶
˶
˶

 ˶ 

CONFERENCES
 ˶ 

SEMINARS
 ˶ 

WORKSHOPS

˶
˶

 ˶ 

LECTURES

 ˶ 

VISITS

Benefiting from its central location in Luxembourg, the
Institute offers an ideal forum for exchange to visiting scientists, representatives of international courts
and tribunals, practitioners, and other political figures.
Conferences, workshops and lectures nurture the work of
the Research Fellows. They give participants the opportunity to exchange views and engage in fruitful discussions
with other specialists and with a well-informed public,
made up of representatives of the political, economic and
academic spheres, the media, and civil society.
The Institute hosts all kinds of scientific events dealing
with procedural law. In the course of three years and a
half, an impressive number of high quality events has
been organised giving the floor to more than three hundred individual speakers. The main categories of events
are conferences, workshops, seminars, and the Max
Planck Lecture Series. A complete list of events organised by our Institute since its creation can be found in
Annex 1.
Conferences
Since 2013, the MPI Luxembourg has (co-)organised twenty-one international conferences, seventeen being intra-muros, which have brought together some of the highest
ranking authorities of European and international procedural law to present and discuss crucial procedural topics.
˶ Dispute Resolution and Law Enforcement in the
Financial Crisis (7 May 2013)
˶ Satellite Communication and Dispute Resolution
(23-24 May 2013)

˶ EU Civil Justice: Current Issues and Future Outlook
(Uppsala, 17-18 October 2013)
˶ Les 20 ans de la Société par action simplifiée (SAS)
(Paris, 24 January 2014)
˶ Arbitration and EU Law: Open Issues and Enduring
Challenges (Trier, 10-11 March 2014)
˶ Colloque à la mémoire et en l’honneur de Giuseppe
Tarzia; Convegno in memoria e in onore di Giuseppe
Tarzia (9 May 2014)
˶ IAPL-MPI Post-Doctoral Summer School on European
and Comparative Procedural Law (20-23 July 2014)
˶ The Rule of Law and Its Application to the United
Nations (11-12 September 2014)
˶ The Protection of Privacy in the Aftermath of
the Recent Judgements of the CJEU - “eDate
Advertising”, “Digital Rights Ireland”, and “Google
Spain” (29 September 2014)
˶ Religious Pluralism and Secularism in Europe (16
January 2015)
˶ Ne Bis in Idem and the Right to a Fair Trial. The case
law of the European Court of Human Rights and its
consequences on financial markets supervision (5
February 2015)
˶ ADR & ODR in the EU: Implementing the ADR Directive
and the ODR Regulation (Trier, 5-6 March 2015)
˶ Der europäische Gerichtsverbund – Die internationalen
Dimensionen
des
europäischen
Zivilverfahrensrechts (25-28 May 2015)

˶ Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg: A Comparative
Perspective (10 June 2013)

˶ International Law and Litigation. Launch conference
of the Department of International Law and Dispute
Resolution directed by Professor Hélène Ruiz Fabri
(16 October 2015)

˶ The “Kiobel” judgement of the US Supreme Court
and the future of human rights litigation in civil
courts (4 July 2013)

˶ Norway and the European Law of Civil Procedure:
Latest developments of procedural law in Norway
and other Scandinavian countries (21 October 2015)

˶ Judicial and quasi-judicial accountability of
European Agencies: The case of the Board of Appeal
of the European Supervisory Authorities (ESAs) (25
September 2013)

˶ The Departure of the European Law of Civil
Procedure (11 November 2015)

˶ Judicial Dialogue: Private and Public European Law
Perspectives (26-27 September 2013)

˶ Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership
(TTIP) – Framing the Adequate System for InvestorState Dispute Settlement (3-4 December 2015)
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Workshops
Another point of pride is the eleven workshops which
were organised as fora for the thought leaders in the
field of international procedural law to discuss and
share insights. These intensive work sessions gathered
experts on a wide range of topics, thereby illustrating
the diversity of our research objects, including:

Seminars
In parallel, ten seminars dedicated to specific legal issues gave our researchers the opportunity to gain valuable insights into the implementation of the law, and
moreover, gave rise to lively debates:

˶ L’Office du Juge (22-23 November 2012)

˶ The Cross-Border Enforcement of Judgements in
Europe (1 April 2014)

˶ Exploring Future Avenues of the European Law of
Civil Procedure (29 August 2013)
˶ The External Dimension of EU Private International
and Procedural Law (25 April 2014)
˶ Meeting of the International Law Association
(ILA) Committee on the Protection of Privacy (30
September 2014)
˶ 15. Interuniversitäre Tagung Sportrecht (9-10 October
2014)
˶ International Law Association (ILA) Committee
“Protection of Privacy in Private International and
Procedural Law” (26-27 February 2015)
˶ Working Group ELI/UNIDROIT on “Lis Pendens and
Res Judicata” (15 April 2015)
˶ Civil Justice in China: Recent Developments (20 April
2015)
˶ In Whose Name? A Public Law Theory of International
Adjudication (30 April 2015)
˶ Morphology of Judicial Decisions (21-22 May 2015)
˶ The Making of Decisions of the European Court of
Human Rights (11 December 2015)
Particularly noteworthy is the workshop “The Making
of Decisions of the European Court of Human Rights”
organised on 11 December 2015, which called together
eleven judges from the European Court of Human Rights
and the same number of academics to discuss the complex fabric of the judicial decisions of this emblematic
European court.

˶ Europäisches Handels- und Vertragsrecht (25 February
2014)

˶ Die neue EuGVVO (21 May 2014)
˶ Die Europäische Erbrechtsverordnung (26-28 May 2014)
˶ Investment Law and Arbitration – A View from the
European Union (11 December 2014)
˶ Kontrolle allgemeiner Geschäftsbedingungen in nationalen und internationalen Verträgen – materielle
Ziele und prozessuale Durchsetzung (11-12 June 2015)
˶ Kick-off Meeting of the IMPRS-SDR (29-30 September
2015)
˶ Training seminar on empirical research methodologies in social sciences (4 November 2015)
˶ Training seminar on in-depths interviews (15 December
2015)
˶ IMPRS-SDR Annual Seminar (17-18 December 2015)
Max Planck Lecture Series
Usually organised monthly, the Max Planck Lecture
Series gives the floor to the most prominent academics, practitioners, and experts in procedural law from
all over the world. In two hours, these renowned experts
offer a first-hand update on topical questions.
All lectures take place on the MPI premises, and are free
and open to the public. Each lecture concludes with an
audience Q&A session with the speaker.
Between 2013 and 2015, no less than thirty-six lecturers from various universities and institutions, including
the European Commission, the Court of Justice of the

European Union, the International Court of Justice, and
the World Trade Organization shared their valuable
knowledge with an attentive audience:
˶ Prof. Neil Andrews
(Cambridge University, United Kingdom)
˶ Mr Hasan Bakirci
(European Court of Human Rights, France)
˶ Ms Karin Basenach
(European Consumer Centre, Luxembourg)
˶ Prof. Paul Beaumont
(University of Aberdeen, United Kingdom)
˶ Prof. em. Karl-Heinz Böckstiegel
(University of Cologne, Germany)
˶ Prof. Alegría Borrás
(University of Barcelona, Spain)
˶ Judge and Prof. Charles N. Brower
(20 Essex Street Chambers, United Kingdom)
˶ Prof. Hannah Buxbaum
(Maurer School of Law, Indiana University
Bloomington, United States)
˶ Prof. Gralf-Peter Calliess
(University of Bremen, Germany)

˶ Ms Sabine Hackspiel
(Research and Documentation Directorate, European
Court of Justice, Luxembourg)
˶ Prof. Christopher Hodges
(University of Oxford, United Kingdom)
˶ Judge Thierry Hoscheit
(District Court of Luxembourg)
˶ Judge and Prof. Marko Ileši
(Court of Justice of the European Union,
Luxembourg)
˶ Prof. Cally Jordan
(University of Melbourne, Australia)
˶ Dr Jan Kayser
(Centre for Civil and Commercial Mediation,
Luxembourg)
˶ Dr Nandor Knust
(MPI for Foreign and International Criminal Law,
Freiburg, Germany)
˶ Prof. Johan Lindholm
(Umeå University, Sweden)
˶ Prof. Peter Mankowski
(University of Hamburg, Germany)

˶ Prof. Pasquale De Sena
(Catholic University of Milan, Italy)

˶ Prof. Gabrielle Marceau
(University of Geneva, Switzerland; Legal Division,
World Trade Organisation, Switzerland)

˶ Prof. Jeffrey Dunoff
(Temple University, United States)

˶ Prof. Ángel Espiniella Menendez
(University of Oviedo, Spain)

˶ Prof. Ángel Espiniella Menendez
(University of Oviedo, Spain)
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˶ Prof. Ki Gab Park
(Korea University Seoul, Korea; International Law
Commission, Geneva, Switzerland)
˶ Prof. Christoph Paulus
(Humboldt University of Berlin, Germany)
˶ Judge and Prof. Jörg Pirrung
(Court of First Instance of the European
Communities, Luxembourg)

˶ Prof. em. Peter Schlosser
(University of Munich, Germany)
˶ Judge and Prof. Bruno Simma
(Former Judge, International Court of Justice, the
Netherlands; Arbitrator, Iran-United States Claims
Tribunal, the Netherlands)
˶ Prof. Stacie I. Strong
(University of Missouri, United States)

˶ Prof. Mark A. Pollack
(Temple University, United States)

˶ Prof. István Varga
(Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)

˶ Mr Pavlo Pushkar
(European Court of Human Rights, France)

˶ Prof. Marco Ventoruzzo
(Bocconi University of Milan; MPI Luxembourg)

˶ Ms Viviane Reding
(Vice-Presidence of the European Commission,
Belgium)

˶ Prof. Armin von Bogdandy
(MPI for Comparative Public Law and International
Law, Heidelberg, Germany)

˶ Prof. Arie Reich
(Bar-Ilan University, Israel)

˶ Mr André von Walter
(Directorate-General for Trade, European
Commission, Belgium)

˶ Prof. Giorgio Sacerdoti
(Bocconi University of Milan, Italy; former Member
and President, World Trade Organisation Appellate
Body, Switzerland)
˶ Dr Stephan Schill
(MPI for Comparative Public Law and International
Law, Heidelberg, Germany)

From left to right: Ms Viviane Reding (Vice-President of the European Commission) and Prof.
Burkhard Hess.

2. Publications

Research Fellows and Senior Research Fellows are encouraged to publish their research findings and participate in the legal debate. They are actively supported by
the Institute’s Directors who make use of their valuable
networks. During the reporting years 2012-2015, the
Institute’s researchers published 20 monographs, 103
articles in law journals, and 74 book chapters. A complete list of publications in alphabetical order by author
can be found in Annex 2.
The MPI Luxembourg is also proud to enhance the visibility of procedural law through its two book series
published in cooperation with the German publishing
firm Nomos and its working papers. Annex 2 also gives
bibliographical details on these in-house publications.
˶˶ Series “Studies of the Max Planck Institute
Luxembourg for International, European and
Regulatory Procedural Law”, Nomos
Edited by Prof. Burkhard Hess and
Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri

The last twenty years have seen a sharp increase in the
number of international institutions for dispute resolution. The hopes that have been pinned on them are
fulfilled to a very different degree. Many of these institutions are very successful, whereas others are hardly
ever called upon. How can the success of international
dispute resolution be explained and how would it be
organised ideally? These are the questions which are
pursued in the research work published in the series
“Successful Dispute Resolution”. The series aims at
making a contribution to the better understanding and
further development of these institutions.
Finished doctoral theses can be published in this book
series, which consists of three books so far. Theses
written by students who are not part of the IMPRS-SDR
may also be published, provided that their topic complements the research focus of the School. Publication in
the collection “Successful Dispute Resolution”’ requires
at least a magna cum laude.
˶˶ MPILux Working Paper

In the series “Studies of the Max Planck Institute
Luxembourg for International, European and Regulatory
Procedural Law”, the Institute’s and its staff’s scientific
papers, as well as studies on methods of dispute resolution which correspond to the Institute’s research
profile, are published. It documents the productive dialogue established between the Max Planck Institute
Luxembourg and the Court of Justice of the European
Union and other international courts. Thus, the publication series contributes to cross-border scholarly discourse in the field of procedural law. At the end of 2015,
there were four books in this book series.

The series “MPILux Working papers” gathers pre-publication versions of academic articles, book chapters, or
reviews as well as intermediary research reports on various legal issues. They are offered on the Institute’s website by the author, in the interest of scholarship. The content of papers is the responsibility of individual authors.
The quality of the “MPILux Working Papers” is guaranteed by the review of at least one Senior Research
Fellow of our Institute. Papers may be downloaded from
the MPI website by individuals, for their own use, subject
to the ordinary copyright rules.

˶˶ Series “Successful Dispute Resolution”
Edited by Prof. Burkhard Hess, Prof. Rüdiger Wolfrum
and Prof. Thomas Pfeiffer

As of 2015, nine working papers have been published on
the MPI Luxembourg website:
http://www.mpi.lu/research/working-paper-series/
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3. Participation in
scientific events

4. Dissemination
to specific target groups

The MPI Luxembourg strives to disseminate the results
of its research as widely, and in as many ways, as possible. Lectures and seminars enable the Institute’s researchers to present the findings of completed projects
and to expose work in progress to the criticism of their
academic colleagues as well as to practitioners from the
private sector or from national or international courts
and tribunals. Between 2012 and 2015, the Institute’s
Directors and Research Fellows gave numerous presentations and talks at many conferences, workshops,
seminars, and meetings all across the globe.

Dissemination goes well beyond simply making research
available through the traditional vehicles of journal publication and academic conference presentations. It involves a process of extracting the main messages or key
implications derived from research results and communicating them to specific targeted groups.

A complete list of talks and presentations of the
Institute’s researchers is available in annex 3.

The diverse publications and conferences of our researchers as well as the numerous events organised
by the MPI Luxembourg contribute indisputably to the
dissemination of the research findings into the academic community. In order to reach the wider lay audience,
especially civil society in Luxembourg and the Greater
Region, our Directors and researchers gave also numerous interviews, for radio broadcast or print media, and
participated in specific seminars and trainings.
The MPI Luxembourg also intends to transfer its knowledge to civic decision-makers and other stakeholders
in a way that encourages them to factor research implications into their professional work. The Institute
appreciates and welcomes any initiatives to meet and
exchange knowledge with politicians, representatives
of law firms or, among others, representatives of civil
society. Our Senior Research Fellows and more especially our Directors have been repeatedly invited to
share their legal expertise on specific issues.

Screen shots of the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg YouTube Channel

5. To reach as wide an
audience as possible

In order to make itself public and its knowledge available
to as wide an audience as possible, the MPI Luxembourg
has developed various communication tools.
Presenting ourselves in clear and simple terms
A challenge for any young research institute is first of
all to become known. The task was even more important in as much as our research focus – procedural law
– remains arcane for the non-jurist. With this in mind, a
well-documented image brochure in plain language was
published. It gives broad, yet understandable, information both for practitioners and civil society alike.
In the preparation of the image brochure the decision for
a simplified logo and a shortened appellation was taken.
The head of Minerva, emblem of the Max Planck Society,
and to its right the Institute’s name on three lines identify our letter head paper, cards, stamps and printed or
electronic communication materials. Still for communication purposes the Institute’s full title “Max Planck
Institute Luxembourg for International, European and
Regulatory Procedural Law” was shortened to “Max
Planck Institute Luxembourg for Procedural Law”.
The image brochure, “A look inside”, was widely distributed, not only to academic colleagues but also to politicians and journalists. It is available for download on the
MPI website:
http://www.mpi.lu/uploads/media/MPIL_Image_
Brochure_2015.pdf.

Max Planck Institute Luxembourg YouTube channel
Apart from the traditional means of publishing in print
or electronic documents, the MPI Luxembourg also employs social media to give a second life to its premiere
events. With regard to this, the Institute maintains its
own YouTube channel as a platform and way to communicate to the web community. At the end of 2015 viewers
from around the world had access to three playlists:
˶ “Directors’ interviews”. Professors Hess and Ruiz
Fabri explain in short and simple terms their respective fields of research and why they matter.
˶ “International Law and Litigation – Launch Conference
of the Department of International Law and Dispute
Resolution”. Three panels focusing on crucial topics for
the study of international litigation.
˶ “TTIP – Framing the Adequate System for InvestorState Dispute Settlement”. Two round tables and
four panels dedicated to the TTIP.
All in all, the channel contains more than sixteen hours
of recordings so that even those who were unable to attend the actual event can now access the content.
The Max Planck Institute Luxembourg YouTube Channel
is located at the following web address:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCVn6ZishtWTZ
u6dEpK7xlLQ
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Live streaming
In order to increase the number of participants in the
Institute’s events, the Directors decided to broadcast
the major events expected to raise particular public
interest live on Internet. The first joint conference of
the two Research Departments and its appealing topic,
the TTIP, gave the opportunity to try out this new communication tool for the first time. On 3 and 4 December
2015, people who were not able to attend the conference
physically watched the interesting debates among the
invited speakers. Journalists were especially interested
in the live streaming.
Owing to this success, more events will be live streamed
in the future.

To become a hub for
all researchers working
in the wider field of
procedural law
through the promotion of mobility, exchange and cooperation
and the inﬂux of people and ideas
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X. LOOKING AHEAD

The Institute staff is proud of having built up in a rather
short time an efficient, ambitious, attractive and vibrant
research institution. The integration process which had
to be undergone was in itself a challenge – and will continue to be one. This challenge is all the more discernible
if one considers the Institute’s specific features which
are all, more or less, related to its distinctly international dimension. As it is one of the very few Max Planck
Institutes set up outside Germany, it enjoys a certain
autarky which has to be managed in order to meet
the requirements of its stakeholders, the Max Planck
Society and the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg. The
Institute is characterised from within by the extremely
diverse individuals who work here: diverse with regard
to their national, cultural and educational backgrounds.
Most of them are expatriates who have to relocate to a
new country and for whom a friendly atmosphere at the
Institute is especially important.
However, the challenge does not end with the steps already taken. The existing has to be consolidated, while
new strengths should be developed.

˶˶ First of all, the Department of Regulatory Procedural
Law foreseen by the agreement between the Max
Planck Society and the Grand-Duchy of Luxembourg
will have to be established. The opportunity to soon
have some additional working space available in the
Weicker Building makes it possible to envisage the
launch of the recruitment process of its Director in
the coming months. Thanks to the cooperative mindset which characterises the Institute, a steady and
smooth process can be expected, although a new
equilibrium will have to be found.
˶˶ The two existing Research Departments will welcome
new young researchers at different career stages
while pursuing their scientific programmes. Thanks
to its growing international reputation, the Institute
increasingly attracts promising scientists from all
over the globe. Its researchers also take advantage
of this heightened prominence when looking for positions to pursue their career, be it in the academia
or in legal practice. The professional trajectories of
the researchers who have left the MPI Luxembourg
show that the Institute has already become an impressive springboard to advancement. To help them,
the Institute will furthermore contribute to their continuous education and training in terms of scientific,
soft and management skills as well as their participation in calls for application, be it for scientific events
or for scientific programmes such as the European
Research Council (ERC) grants. For this purpose, the
scientific support provided by the Institute will be
reinforced in order to promote best practices and the
highest level of performance.

˶˶ The Research Departments will continue their common endeavours, not only because they have common
fields of interest but also because the two Directors,
hopefully joined soon by the third, consider it important for the scientific teams to collaborate and contribute to each other’s mutual enrichment. Therefore, the
next joint international conference, organised in 2017,
will focus on the Versailles Peace Treaty, which will also
give the opportunity to increase the multidisciplinary
reach of the Institute. Moreover, cooperation between
Research Departments will be even more developed,
giving researchers of each Department the opportunity to take part in the scientific programmes of the
other one. Thus, researchers from the Department of
European and Comparative Procedural Law will be offered to contribute to the Max Planck Encyclopedia of
International Procedural Law.

˶˶ The Institute intends to improve and deepen regional and international cooperation, particularly with
the University of Luxembourg and its Law Faculty.
Two large-scale projects are already initiated: the
joint supervision of doctoral students in the framework of the Doctoral Training Unit on Enforcement
in Multi-Level Regulatory Systems (DTU REMS –
programme financed by the Luxembourg National
Research Fund) and the joint application for hosting
the annual conference of the European Society of
International Law in 2020. The Institute, if possible
in collaboration with the Law Faculty, will also increasingly participate in research networks aiming
at applying for research calls such as Horizon 2020,
thus contributing to Luxembourg’s presence in international legal research. The Institute also intends to
augment, strengthen, deepen, and broaden its fruitful
collaboration with international courts and tribunals.
The pluri-annual research project on the making of international judicial and arbitral decisions is one focal
point of this cooperation. The efforts to increase the
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global appeal and international attractiveness of the
Institute for both prominent academics and promising young researchers will be sustained.
˶ The Institute will work intensely on enhancing the dissemination of its scientific works, by better coordinating top-quality online and paper publications. The
main goal will be to give early access to the scientific
production, thus contributing to its visibility, without spoiling the prospect of publication in renowned
journals or books. Besides this, the Institute will increase the outreach of its communication policy, the
better to be able to contribute to public debate and
to address civil society on topics related to its field of
expertise, as was done for the TTIP, the reform of the
judiciary in the Grand Duchy, or regarding the state of
emergency reform in Luxembourg.
Looking ahead, the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg
aims to become a hub for all researchers working in the
wider field of procedural law. Through the promotion
of mobility, exchange and cooperation and the influx of
people and ideas, new gateways for the development of
multidisciplinary approaches to procedure and procedural law will open up.
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XI. ANNEXES
1. Scientific Events

2012
Workshop
L’Office du Juge
22-23 November 2012
Participants: Prof. Jacques van Compernolle (University of Leuven), Prof. Achilles Saletti (Studio Saletti Milan),
Prof. Séverine Menétrey (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Cécile Chainais (University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas),
Prof. Stefan Huber (University of Hanover), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Björn Laukemann (MPI
Luxembourg), and Ms K. Raffelsieper (MPI Luxembourg).

2013
Conferences
Inauguration of the MPI
Dispute Resolution and Law Enforcement in the Financial Crisis
7-8 May 2013
Speakers: Prof. Stefania Bariatti (University of Milan), Prof. Paolo Giudici (Free University of Bozen-Bolzano), Prof.
Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. David Skeel (University of Pennsylvania), Prof. Verica Trstenjak (University
of Vienna), Prof. Marco Ventoruzzo (MPI Luxembourg), and Prof. Eddy Wymeersch (University of Ghent).
Satellite Communication and Dispute Resolution
23-24 May 2013
Joint conference with the University of Luxembourg
Speakers: Dr Symeon Chatzinotas (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Mark Cole (University of Luxembourg), Prof.
Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Mahulena Hofmann (University of Luxembourg), Judge and Prof. Ján Klučka
(University of Košice; former Judge, European Court of Justice), Mr Jean-Francois LeBihan (EuroReg Luxembourg),
Dr Andreas Loukakis (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Francis Lyall (University of Aberdeen), Prof. Peter Malanczuk
(Peking University of Transnational Law), Prof. Tanja Masson-Zwaan (University of Leiden), Prof. Susan Poser
(University of Nebraska), Mr Gerald E. Oberst (SES Luxembourg), Prof. Lesley Jane Smith (University of Lüneburg),
Ms Ioanna Thoma (European Space Agency), Mr Srinivasan Venkatasubramanian (International Telecommunication
Union), and Prof. Frans von der Dunk (University of Nebraska).
Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg: A Comparative Perspective
10 June 2013
Speakers: Prof. Remo Caponi (University of Florence), Prof. Leny de Groot-van Leeuwen (Radbout University of
Nijmegen), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Luc Heuschling (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Séverine
Menétrey (University of Luxembourg), Judge and Prof. Christos Rozakis (Administrative Tribunal of the Council of
Europe), Prof. Anja Seibert-Fohr (University of Göttingen), Prof. Marcel Storme (University of Ghent), Dr Sophie
Turenne (University of Cambridge), and Dr Stefaan Voet (University of Ghent).
(Hess, B. (Ed.) (2014), Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg and Europe. Baden-Baden: Nomos, “Studies on International,
European and Regulatory Procedural Law”, n° 1.)

The “Kiobel” judgement of the US Supreme Court and the future of human rights litigation in civil courts
4 July 2013
Speakers: Prof. Donald Earl Childress III (Pepperdine University), Dr Clemens Feinäugle (MPI Luxembourg), Prof.
Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Nicola Jägers (Tilburg University), Prof. Catherine Kessedjian (University
Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas), Prof. Patrick Kinsch (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Horatia Muir Watt (Sciences Po,
Paris), Dr Anke Sessler (Siemens AG, Berlin/Munich), and Prof. David Stewart (Georgetown University).
Judicial and quasi-judicial accountability of European Agencies: The case of the Board of Appeal of the
European Supervisory Authorities (ESAs)
25 September 2013
Speakers: Sir William Blair (Board of Appeal of the European Supervisory Authorities), Prof. Fabrizio Fracchia
(Bocconi University), Dr José Garcia Alcorta (Uría Menéndez, Madrid), Prof. Thomas Groß (University of Osnabruck),
Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Herwig Hofmann (University of Luxembourg), Judge Marc Jaeger
(President, General Court of the European Union), Prof. Marco Lamandini (University of Bologna), and Dr Petra
Senkovic (Financial Law Division, European Central Bank).
Judicial Dialogue: Private and Public European Law Perspectives
26-27 September 2013
Joint conference with the University of Luxembourg
Speakers: Prof. Joxerramon Bengoetxea (University of the Basque Country and Oñati), Dr Agata Capik (University of
Luxembourg), Prof. Pedro Cruz Villalón (Advocate General, European Court of Justice), Prof. Gilles Cuniberti (University
of Luxembourg), Prof. Jean-Philippe Derosier (University of Rouen), Judge Marie-Catherine Gaffinel (Bureau du droit des
personnes et de la famille, Paris), Prof. Jörg Gerkrath (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg),
Prof. Herwig Hofmann (University of Luxembourg), Judge Thierry Hoscheit (District Court of Luxembourg), Prof. Catherine
Kessedjian (University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas), Prof. Patrick Kinsch (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Malik Laazouzi
(University of Saint-Etienne), Mr Philippe Lortie (Permanent Bureau of the Hague Conference on Private International
Law), Judge and Prof. Giorgio Maliverni (University of Geneva; former Judge, European Court of Human Rights), Prof.
Séverine Menétrey (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Marie-Françoise Mercadier (Aix-Marseille University), Prof. Marta
Requejo Isidro (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Ioana Pelin-Raducu (University of Luxembourg), Judge Patrick Rossi (Ministry of
Justice, France), Dr Xavier Souvignet (University of Luxembourg), and Prof. Johan van der Walt (University of Luxembourg).
(Hess, B. & Ménetrey, S. (Coords.) (2014), Les dialogues des juges en Europe. Brussels: Larcier.)
EU Civil Justice: Current Issues and Future Outlook
17-18 October 2013
Joint conference with Uppsala University
Venue: Uppsala University, Sweden
Speakers: Prof. Maria Bergström (Uppsala University), Prof. Carla Crifò (University of Leicester), Prof. Gilles
Cuniberti (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Jim Davies (University of Oxford), Prof. Laura Ervo (Örebro University),
Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Maarit Jänterä-Jareborg (Uppsala University), Prof. Xandra Kramer
(University of Rotterdam), Prof. Marie Linton (Uppsala University), Dr Björn Laukemann (MPI Luxembourg), Dr
Cristina Mariottini (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Rebecca Money-Kyrle (University of Oxford), Dr Cristian Oro Martinez
(MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Eva Storskrubb (Uppsala University), and
Prof Stefaan Voet (University of Ghent).
(Hess, B., Bergström, M. & Storskrubb, E. (Eds.) (2016), EU Civil Justice – Current Issues and Future Outlook.
London: Hart Publishing.)

Workshop
Exploring Future Avenues of the European Law of Civil Procedure
29 August 2013
Participants: Prof. Loïc Cadiet (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Prof. Remo Caponi (University of Florence),
Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Katja Langenbucher (University of Frankfurt), Dr Björn Laukemann (MPI
Luxembourg), Dr Cristina Mariottini (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Thomas Pfeiffer (University of Heidelberg), Prof. Marta Requejo
Isidro (MPI Luxembourg), Ms Diana Wallis (European Law Institute), and Prof. Christiane Wendehorst (University of Vienna).
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Lectures
Regulatory Approaches to Dispute Resolution
12 March 2013
Prof. Christopher Hodges (University of Oxford, United Kingdom)
The Filtering Section of the Registry of the European Court of Human Rights and its work in the context of the
pilot judgement procedure
27 March 2013
Mr Hasan Bakirci and Mr Pavlo Pushkar (European Court of Human Rights, France)
Regulatory Attributes of Class, Mass and Collective Arbitration in National and International Law
28 March 2013
Prof. Stacie I. Strong (University of Missouri, United States)
Should Israel (or any State) adopt the UNCITRAL Model Law on International Commercial Arbitration?
23 April 2013
Prof. Arie Reich (Bar-Ilan University, Israel)
How International Financial Markets really work
22 May 2013
Prof. Cally Jordan (University of Melbourne, Australia)
Cross-Border Road Accidents Claims
11 June 2013
Prof. Ángel Espiniella Menendez (University of Oviedo, Spain)
Lex Mercatoria Publica: Private-Public Arbitration as Transnational Regulatory Governance
2 July 2013
Dr Stephan Schill (MPI for Comparative Public Law and International Law, Heidelberg, Germany)
A possible framework for a Hague Convention on International Surrogacy
24 July 2013
Prof. Paul Beaumont (University of Aberdeen, United Kingdom)
Accessible, Affordable and Accurate Civil Justice – Challenges facing the English System
9 September 2013
Prof. Neil Andrews (Cambridge University, United Kingdom)
Fragmentation of Post-conflict-Justice
13 November 2013
Dr Nandor Knust (MPI for Foreign and International Criminal Law, Freiburg, Germany)
Civil and Commercial Mediation in Luxembourg – Legal Framework and Practice
26 November 2013
Dr Jan Kayser (Centre for Civil and Commercial Mediation, Luxembourg)
The European Consumer Centre Network (ECC-Net) – Information and Advice for Consumers
10 December 2013
Ms Karin Basenach (European Consumer Centre, Luxembourg)
Securities Regulation and the US Supreme Court: Does Ideology Matter?
16 December 2013
Prof. Marco Ventoruzzo (Bocconi University, Italy; Penn State Dickinson, United States)

2014
Conferences
Les 20 ans de la Société par action simplifiée (SAS)
24 January 2014
Joint conference with the University of Luxembourg
Venue: Descartes University, Paris
Speakers: Prof. Pierre-Henri Conac (University of Luxembourg), Dr Isabelle Corbisier (University of Luxembourg),
Prof. Philippe Didier (University Paris 5 Paris-Descartes), Prof. Holger Fleischer (MPI for Comparative and
International Private Law, Hamburg), Prof. Bénédicte François (University of Tours), Prof. Laurent Godon (University
of Versailles Saint-Quentin-en-Yvelines), Ms Jacqueline de Guillenchmidt (Constitutional Council, France), Prof.
Brenda Hannigan (University of Southampton), Prof. Paul Le Cannu (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Prof.
Hervé Le Nabasque (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Mr Emmanuel Masset (Bredin Prat), Prof. Stéphane
Rousseau (University of Montreal), Ms Joëlle Simon (Legal Affairs, Mouvement des Entreprises de France (MEDEF)),
Prof. Isabelle Urbain-Parleani (University Paris 5 Paris-Descartes), and Prof. Marco Ventoruzzo (Bocconi University;
Penn State Dickinson).
Arbitration and EU Law: Open Issues and Enduring Challenges
10-11 March 2014
Joint conference with the Academy of European Law (ERA)
Venue: ERA, Trier
Speakers: Prof. Stefania Bariatti (University of Milan; Chiomenti Studio Legale, Milan), Prof. Massimo Benedettelli
(University of Bari; Freshfields Bruckhaus Deringer, Milan), Dr Martin Bernet (Schellenberg Wittmer, Zurich), Prof.
Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Catherine Kessedjian (University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas), Mr Alexander
Layton QC (20 Essex Street), Dr Dirk-Reiner Martens (Martens Rechtsanwälte, Munich), Dr Patricia Nacimiento
(Norton Rose Fulbright, Frankfurt), Prof. Luca G. Radicati di Brozolo (Catholic University of Milan; ARBLIT Radicati
di Brozolo Sabatini, Milan), Dr Maxi Scherer (University of London; Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr, London),
and Prof. István Varga (Eötvös Loránd University; KNP Law, Budapest).
Colloque à la mémoire et en l’honneur de Giuseppe Tarzia; Convegno in memoria e in onore di Giuseppe Tarzia
9 May 2014
Speakers: Ms Juja Chakarova (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Jacques van Compernolle (Catholic University of Leuven),
Prof. Mariacarla Giorgetti (University of Bergamo), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Nikolaos K.
Klamaris (University of Athens), Mr Felix Koechel (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Achille Saletti (University of Milan), Prof.
Bruno Sassani (University of Rome Tor Vergata), and Prof. Marcel Storme (University of Ghent).
1st IAPL-MPI Post-Doctoral Summer School on European and Comparative Procedural Law
20-23 July 2014
Speakers: Prof. Neil Andrews (University of Cambridge), Prof. Loïc Cadiet (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne),
Prof. Remo Caponi (University of Florence), Prof. Peter Gottwald (University of Regensburg), Prof. Burkhard Hess
(MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Eduardo Oteiza (University of La Plata), Prof. Marcel Storme (University of Ghent), and
Prof. Rolf Stürner (University of Freiburg).
(Cadiet, L., Hess, B. & Requejo Isidro, M. (Eds.) (2015), Procedural Science at the Crossroads of Different
Generations. Baden-Baden: Nomos, “Studies on International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law”, n° 4.)
The Rule of Law and Its Application to the United Nations
11-12 September 2014
Speakers: Prof. Gian Luca Burci (World Health Organization), Prof. Janelle Diller (Office of the Legal Adviser,
International Labour Organization), Dr Georgios Dimitropoulos (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Clemens Feinäugle (MPI
Luxembourg), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Matthew Happold (University of Luxembourg), Dr
Holger P. Hestermeyer (King’s College London), Judge Thomas Laker (United Nations Dispute Tribunal), Mr Stephen
Mathias (Office of Legal Affairs, United Nations), Prof. Robert McCorquodale (British Institute of International
and Comparative Law), Mr Asaël Rouby (Luxembourg National Research Fund), Dr Tilmann J. Röder (Max Planck
Foundation for International Peace and the Rule of Law, Heidelberg), Mr Edric Selous (Rule of Law Unit, Executive
Office of the Secretary-General, United Nations), Mr Ernst Tschoepke (United Nations Interim Administration
Mission in Kosovo), Ms Edith Wagner (MPI Luxembourg), and Prof. Erika de Wet (University of Pretoria).
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The Protection of Privacy in the Aftermath of the Recent Judgements of the CJEU – “eDate Advertising”, “Digital
Rights Ireland”, and “Google Spain”
29 September 2014
Speakers: Prof. Stefania Bariatti (University of Milan), Prof. Pedro Cruz Villalón (Advocate General, Court of Justice
of the European Union), Dr Georgios Dimitropoulos (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg),
Prof. Patrick Kinsch (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Christopher Kuner (University of Cambridge; University of
Copenhagen), Dr Cristian Oro Martinez (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Cristina Mariottini (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Martin
Nettesheim (University of Tübingen), and Prof. David P. Stewart (Georgetown University).
(Hess, B. & Mariottini, C.M. (Eds.) (2015), Protecting Privacy in Private International and Procedural Law and by
Data Protection. Baden-Baden: Nomos, “Studies on International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law”, n° 3.)

Workshops
The External Dimension of EU Private International and Procedural Law
25 April 2014
Participants: Prof. Christian Kohler (Saarland University) and Prof. Pietro Franzina (University of Ferrara).
Meeting of the International Law Association (ILA) Committee on the Protection of Privacy in Private
International and Procedural Law
30 September 2014
Participants: Prof. Stefania Bariatti (University of Milan), Prof. Pedro Cruz Villalón (Advocate General, Court of Justice
of the European Union), Dr Georgios Dimitropoulos (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg),
Prof. Patrick Kinsch (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Christopher Kuner (University of Cambridge; University of
Copenhagen), Dr Cristian Oro Martinez (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Cristina Mariottini (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Martin
Nettesheim (University of Tübingen), and Prof. David P. Stewart (Georgetown University).
15. Interuniversitäre Tagung Sportrecht
9-10 October 2014
Participants: Mr Stefan Brost (German Football Association-DFB), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Mr Marc
Kretschmer (University of Bayreuth), Dr Paul Lambertz (Beiten Burkhardt, Düsseldorf), Ms Katharina Lammert (German
Sports University Cologne), Dr Cristina Mariottini (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Patrick Meier (Julius Maximilian University of
Würzburg), Prof. Klaus Vieweg (University of Erlangen-Nuremberg), and Mr Johannes Wittmann (Lucas Stevens, Munich).

Lectures
Exequatur and mutual trust in the EU civil justice area – Recent achievements and future perspectives
25 March 2014
Ms Viviane Reding (Vice-Presidence of the European Commission, Belgium)
Free movement of civil judgements in the European Union: Where do we stand after the recast of the Regulation
Brussels I and the “Povse” decision of the ECtHR?
14 January 2014
Venue: Faculty of Law, Economics and Finance, University of Luxembourg
Inaugural Lecture of Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg)
The Judgements Project of The Hague: Lessons from the Past and Future Challenges
21 January 2014
Prof. Alegría Borrás (University of Barcelona, Spain)
Civil Justice in Luxembourg
19 February 2014
Mr Thierry Hoscheit (District Court of Luxembourg)

The Research and Documentation Directorate at the European Court of Justice – Activities and Internet
Resources
19 March 2014
Ms Sabine Hackspiel (Research and Documentation Directorate, European Court of Justice, Luxembourg)
The Ongoing New Codification of Civil Procedure in Hungary with Special Regard to the Embedding of Provisions
Relating to Cross-Border, European Union and Arbitration Procedural Law
2 April 2014
Prof. István Varga (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)
The Insolvency Privilege of the Closeout-Netting
16 April 2014
Prof. Christoph Paulus (Humboldt University of Berlin, Germany)
What is the CJEU doing, really? Lessons from an empirical study case law
28 May 2014
Prof. Johan Lindholm (Umeå University, Sweden)
Human Rights before the International Court of Justice
5 November 2014
Judge and Prof. Bruno Simma (Former Judge, International Court of Justice, the Netherlands; Judge, Iran-United
States Claims Tribunal, the Netherlands)

Visits
10 February 2014
Mr Félix Braz (Minister of Justice of Luxembourg)
14 February 2014
Mr Claude Meisch (Minister of Higher Education and Research of Luxembourg)
27 February 2014
Prof. Martin Stratmann (President of the Max Planck Society)

Seminars
Europäisches Handels- und Vertragsrecht
25 February 2014
Participants: Prof. Annemarie Matusche-Beckmann (Saarland University) and students.
The Cross-Border Enforcement of Judgements in Europe
1 April 2014
Participants: Prof. Stéphanie Francq (Catholic University of Leuven) and students.
Die neue EuGVVO
21 May 2014
Participants: Prof. Daphne-Ariane Simotta (University of Graz) and students.
Die Europäische Erbrechtsverordnung
26-28 May 2014
Joint seminar with the University of Vienna
Participants: Prof. Walter Rechberger (University of Vienna), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Jens
Kleinschmidt (University of Trier), and students.
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Investment Law and Arbitration - A View from the European Union
11 December 2014
Participants: Prof. Catherine Kessedjian (University Paris 2 Panthéon-Assas), Ms Ana Koprivica (MPI Luxembourg),
Prof. Séverine Menétrey (University of Luxembourg), Dr Pietro Ortolani (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Gabriele Ruscalla
(MPI Luxembourg), and students.

2015
Conferences
Religious Pluralism and Secularism in Europe
16 January 2015
Speakers: Ms Katayoun Alidadi (Catholic University of Leuven), Mr Pasquale Annicchino (European University
Institute), Prof. Veit Bader (University of Amsterdam), Prof. Heiner Bielefeldt (Special Rapporteur on Freedom of
Religion or Belief, United Nations; University of Erlangen), Dr Louis-Léon Christians (Catholic University of Leuven),
Prof. Cole Durham (Brigham Young University), Prof. Silvio Ferrari (University of Milan), Prof. Marie-Claire Foblets
(MPI for Social Anthropology, Halle), Ms Effie Fokas (Hellenic Foundation for European and Foreign Policy), Prof.
Kristin Henrard (Erasmus University of Rotterdam), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Matthias Koenig
(University of Göttingen), Prof. Juliane Kokott (Advocate General, European Court of Justice), Judge and Prof.
Paul Lemmens (European Court of Human Rights), Judge and Prof. Koen Lenaerts (President, European Court of
Justice), Prof. Susanna Mancini (University of Bologna), Dr Ronan McCrea (University College London), Judge and
Prof. Ann Power-Forde (European Court of Human Rights), Dr Eugenia Relaño Pastor (Complutense University
Madrid; Defensor del Pueblo), Dr Mathias Rohe (Friedrich-Alexander University Erlangen-Nuremberg), Judge and
Prof. András Sajo (European Court of Human Rights), Dr Prakash Shah (Queen Mary University of London), Judge
and Prof. Camelia Toader (European Court of Justice), Prof. Lucy Vickers (Oxford Brookes University), and Judge and
Prof. Vladimiro Zagrebelsky (European Court of Human Rights).
Ne Bis in Idem and the Right to a Fair Trial
The case law of the European Court of Human Rights and its consequences on financial markets supervision
5 February 2015
Speakers: Prof. Silvia Allegrezza (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Johan Callewaert (Deputy Grand Chamber
Registrar, European Court of Human Rights; University of Speyer; Catholic University of Leuven), Prof. Pierre-Henri
Conac (University of Luxembourg), Mr Denis Fosselard (Ashurst, Brussels), Dr Matteo Gargantini (MPI Luxembourg),
Mr Salvatore Providenti (Commissione Nazionale per le Società e la Borsa-Consob), Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri (MPI
Luxembourg), Prof. Marco Ventoruzzo (Bocconi University; Penn State Dickinson), and Prof. John A.E. Vervaele
(Utrecht University; College of Europe).
ADR & ODR in the EU: Implementing the ADR Directive and the ODR Regulation
5-6 March 2015
Joint conference with the Academy of European Law (ERA)
Venue: ERA, Trier
Speakers: Mr Juan Bueso (European Consumer Centre Ireland), Mr Alessandro Bruni (Concilia, Rome), Dr Pablo
Cortés (University of Leicester), Mr Christoph Decker (DG Justice and Consumers, European Commission), Mr Paulo
Fonseca (Portuguese Association for Consumer Protection), Ms Jolanda Girzl (European Consumer Centre Sweden),
Ms Marie Luise Graf-Schlicker (Federal Ministry of Justice and Consumer Protection, Germany), Prof. Burkhard Hess
(MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Christopher Hodges (University of Oxford), Ms Ulrike Janzen (Federal Ministry of Justice
and Consumer Protection, Germany), Ms Nathalie Jouant (DG Economic Regulation - Consumers & Enterprises
Unit; Federal Public Service Economy, Belgium), Dr Rafal Morek (University of Warsaw), and Ms Marie-Josée Ries
(Ministry of Economy, Luxembourg).

Der europäische Gerichtsverbund – Die internationalen Dimensionen des europäischen Zivilverfahrensrechts
Biennial conference of the Wissenschaftliche Vereinigung für Internationales Verfahrensrecht e.V.
25-28 May 2015
Speakers: Prof. Samuel P. Baumgartner (University of Akron), Prof. Dagmar Coester-Waltjen (University of Göttingen),
Prof. Frédérique Ferrand (Jean Moulin University Lyon 3), Prof. Peter Gottwald (University of Regensburg), Prof.
Ulrich Haas (University of Zurich), Prof. Wolfgang Hau (University of Passau), Prof. Govindraj G. Hegde (National Law
School of India University), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Mr Thierry Hoscheit (Tribunal d’Arrondissement
de Luxembourg), Mr Alexander Layton (20 Essex Street), Prof. Heinz-Peter Mansel (University of Cologne), Prof.
Andreas Nelle (Humboldt University of Berlin), Judge Georges Santer (President, Supreme Court, Luxembourg),
Prof. Peter Schlosser (University of Munich), Prof. Vassilios Skouris (President, European Court of Justice), Mr Pál
Szirányi (DG Justice, Freedom and Security, European Commission), Dr Rolf Wagner (Federal Ministry of Justice,
Germany), and Prof. Christian Wolf (University of Hanover).
International Law and Litigation
Launch conference of the Department of International Law and Dispute Resolution
directed by Professor Hélène Ruiz Fabri
16 October 2015
Speakers: Prof. Hervé Ascensio (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Dr Yas Banifatemi (Shearman & Sterling
LLP, Paris), Prof. Laurence Boisson de Chazournes (University of Geneva), Judge Jean-Claude Bonichot (Court of
Justice of the European Union), Prof. Yves Daudet (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Prof. Andrea Gattini (MPI
Luxembourg), Prof. Lorenzo Gradoni (University of Bologna), Prof. Andrea Hamann (University of Strasbourg), Prof.
Matthew Happold (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Robert Howse (New
York University), Prof. Gabrielle Marceau (World Trade Organization), Judge and Prof. Fausto Pocar (University of
Milan), Judge and Prof. Allan Rosas (European Court of Justice), Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri (MPI Luxembourg), Prof.
Christoph Schreuer (zeiler.partners Rechtsanwälte GmbH, Vienna), Judge and Prof. Bruno Simma (Iran-United
States Claims Tribunal), Prof. Jean-Marc Sorel (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Prof. Rüdiger Wolfrum (MPI
for Comparative Public Law and International Law, Heidelberg), Sir Michael Wood (20 Essex Street; International
Law Commission Court, United Nations), His Excellency Mr Guy Yelda (Embassy of France to Luxembourg), and
Judge Ineta Ziemele (Constitutional Court of Latvia).
Norway and the European Law of Civil Procedure: Latest developments of procedural law in Norway and other
Scandinavian countries
21 October 2015
Speakers: Prof. Camilla Bernt (University of Bergen), Prof. Tanja Domej (University of Zurich), Prof. Halvard
Haukeland Fredriksen (University of Bergen), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Ms Marie Holm (University
of Bergen), Prof. Volker Lipp (University of Göttingen), Prof. Anna Nylund (University of Tromsø), Dr Pietro Ortolani
(MPI Luxembourg), Mr Nils Pelzer (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro (MPI Luxembourg), and Prof. Magne
Strandberg (University of Bergen).
The Departure of the European Law of Civil Procedure
11 November 2015
Book Launch of Schlosser/Hess, Europäisches Zivilprozessrecht (4th ed., 2015)
Speakers: Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Judge and Prof. Marko Ilešič (Court of Justice of the European
Union), Judge and Prof. Jörg Pirrung (Court of First Instance of the European Communities), and Prof. Peter Schlosser
(University of Munich).
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) - Framing the Adequate System for Investor-State
Dispute Settlement
3-4 December 2015
Speakers: Mr John Beechey (International Court of Arbitration; International Chamber of Commerce), Prof. Laurence
Boisson de Chazournes (University of Geneva), Mr Colin Brown (Unit Dispute Settlement and Legal Aspects of Trade
Policy, DG Trade, European Commission), Prof. Diego Fernández Arroyo (Sciences Po, Paris), Mr Marc Hansen (Secretary
of State for Higher Education and Research), Prof. Matthew Happold (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Burkhard Hess
(MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Rainer Hofmann (Goethe University of Frankfurt), Prof. Robert Howse (New York University), Mr
Marc Hübsch (Directorate for International Economic Relations and European Affairs, Government of the Grand Duchy
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of Luxembourg), Prof. Pieter Jan Kuijper (University of Amsterdam), Prof. Eleftheria Neframi (University of Luxembourg),
Prof. Alain Pellet (University Paris-West-Nanterre-La Défense), Ms Viviane Reding (European Parliament), Prof. Hélène
Ruiz Fabri (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Giorgio Sacerdoti (Bocconi University), Mr Daniel Sahr (International Affairs, Chamber
of Commerce of Luxembourg), Prof. Stephan Schill (University of Amsterdam), Prof. Christoph Schreuer (zeiler.partners
Rechtsanwälte GmbH, Vienna), Prof. Jeremy Sharpe (Shearman & Sterling LLP, London), Prof. Patrick Thieffry (Thieffry &
Associés, Paris), and Ms Blanche Weber (Mouvement écologique, Luxembourg).

Workshops
International Law Association (ILA) Committee “Protection of Privacy in Private International and Procedural Law”
26-27 February 2015
Participants: Prof. Pedro De Miguel Asensio (Complutense University Madrid), Prof. Mark Cole (University of
Luxembourg), Prof. Mario Viola de Azevedo Cunha (Viola & Oliveira, Rio de Janeiro, via video conference), Prof.
Thomas Engel (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Jan von Hein (University of Freiburg), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI
Luxembourg), Prof. Patrick Kinsch (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Christopher Kuner (University of Cambridge;
University of Copenhagen), Dr Cristina Mariottini (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro (MPI Luxembourg),
Prof. David P. Stewart (Georgetown University, via video conference), and Judge and Prof. Vesna Tomljenovic
(European Court of Justice).
Working Group ELI/UNIDROIT on “Lis Pendens and Res Judicata”
15 April 2015
Participants: Prof. Neil H. Andrews (University of Cambridge), Prof. Marco de Cristofaro (University of Padua),
Prof. Frédérique Ferrand (Jean Moulin University Lyon 3), Prof. Yulin Fu (Peking University), Prof. Fernando
Gascón (Complutense University of Madrid), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Björn Laukemann (MPI
Luxembourg), Dr Cristina Mariottini (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Pietro Ortolani (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Marta Requejo
Isidro (MPI Luxembourg), and Prof. Margaret Woo (Northeastern University).
Civil Justice in China: Recent Developments
20 April 2015
Participants: Prof. Björn Ahl (University of Cologne), Prof. Yulin Fu (Peking University), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI
Luxembourg), Dr Pei Lu (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Knut Benjamin Pissler (MPI for Comparative and International Private
Law, Hamburg), Mr Nils Pelzer (MPI Luxembourg), and Prof. Margaret Woo (Northeastern University).
In Whose Name? A Public Law Theory of International Adjudication
30 April 2015
Participants: Mr Mehdi Belkhala (MPI Luxembourg), Ms Sadie Blanchard (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Armin von
Bogdandy (MPI for Comparative Public Law and International Law, Heidelberg), Dr Clemens Feinäugle (MPI
Luxembourg), Mr Loïc Le Rhun (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Anne-Charlotte Martineau (MPI Luxembourg), Ms Parvathi
Menon (MPI Luxembourg), Mr André Nunes Chaib (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri (MPI Luxembourg),
Dr Gabriele Ruscalla (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Immi Tallgren (MPI Luxembourg), Dr Ingo Venzke (University of
Amsterdam), and Mr Alain Zamaria (MPI Luxembourg).
Morphology of Judicial Decisions
Workshop organised under the patronage of His Excellency, Mr Guy Yelda, Ambassador of France to Luxembourg
21-22 May 2015
Participants: Prof. Hervé Ascensio (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Judge and Prof. Nicole Belloubet (Constitutional
Court, France), Prof. Laurence Boisson de Chazournes (University of Geneva), Judge Jean-Claude Bonichot (Court of Justice of
the European Union), Prof. Lorenzo Gradoni (University of Bologna), Judge and Prof. Lech Garlicki (European Court of Human
Rights; Constitutional Tribunal, Poland), Prof. Andrea Gattini (University of Padua), Judge Mattias Guyomar (Council of State,
France), Prof. Matthew Happold (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Maurice Kamto (University Yaoundé II; International Law
Commission, United Nations), Prof. Lewis Kornhauser (New York University), Ms Sarah Lambrecht (Constitutional Court,
Belgium), Judge and Prof. Gertrude Lübbe-Wolff (Bielefeld University), Prof. Gabrielle Marceau (World Trade Organization),
Prof. Pasquale Pasquino (School for Advanced Studies in Social Sciences; New York University), Prof. Joël Rideau (University
of Nice), Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri (MPI Luxembourg), and Prof. Jean-Marc Sorel (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne).

The Making of Decisions of the European Court of Human Rights
11 December 2015
Participants: Prof. Laurence Burgorgue-Larsen (University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), Prof. Başak Çalı (Koç
University), Prof. Radu Carp (University of Bucharest), Prof. Pasquale De Sena (Catholic University of Milan), Prof.
Jeffrey Dunoff (Temple University), Prof. Lorenzo Gradoni (University of Bologna), Judge and Prof. Constance Grewe
(Constitutional Court of Bosnia and Herzegovina), Prof. Matthew Happold (University of Luxembourg), Judge and
Prof. Armen Harutyunyan (European Court of Human Rights, Armenia), Judge Helena Jäderblom (European Court
of Human Rights, Sweden), Judge and Prof. Işıl Karakaş (European Court of Human Rights, Turkey), Judge and Prof.
Egidijus Kūris (European Court of Human Rights, Lithuania), Judge Mirjana Lazarova Trajkovska (European Court
of Human Rights, Macedonia), Judge and Prof. Luis López Guerra (European Court of Human Rights, Spain), Judge
and Prof. Iulia Antoanella Motoc (European Court of Human Rights, Romania), Judge and Prof. Angelika Nußberger
(European Court of Human Rights, Germany), Prof. Pasquale Pasquino (School for Advanced Studies in Social
Sciences; New York University), Judge and Prof. Georges Ravarani (European Court of Human Rights, Luxembourg),
Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Arman Sarvarian (University of Surrey), Prof. Yuval Shany (Hebrew
University of Jerusalem), Judge and Prof. Ksenija Turković (European Court of Human Rights, Croatia), Prof. Geir
Ulfstein (University of Oslo), and Judge and Prof. Ganna Yudkivska (European Court of Human Rights, Ukraine).

Lectures
Globalization, Europeanization, Digitization: Adapting the Civil Justice System to Changed Legal Needs
14 January 2015
Prof. Gralf-Peter Calliess (University of Bremen, Germany)
Immunity of State Officials from Foreign Criminal Jurisdiction
3 February 2015
Prof. Ki Gab Park (Korea University Seoul, Korea; International Law Commission, United Nations, United States)
The experience of an international adjudicator: The WTO Appellate Body and ICSID arbitration compared
11 February 2015
Prof. Giorgio Sacerdoti (Bocconi University, Italy; former President, Appellate Body, World Trade Organization,
Switzerland)
The EU Commission’s approach to investment protection and ISDS as part of the common commercial policy –
recent developments
18 March 2015
Mr André von Walter (DG Trade, European Commission, Belgium)
The State of Investor-State Arbitration: Is Fear Triumphing Over Experience?
1 April 2015
Judge Charles N. Brower (20 Essex Street, United Kingdom; Iran-United States Claims Tribunal, the Netherlands)
Building new identities: a different view on frontier research in law
29 April 2015
Prof. Armin von Bogdandy (MPI for Comparative Public Law and International Law, Heidelberg, Germany)
New Procedural Challenges in WTO Disputes: Preliminary Rulings, the Use of Experts and the Independence of
Adjudicators
20 May 2015
Prof. Gabrielle Marceau (University of Geneva, Switzerland; Legal Division, World Trade Organization, Switzerland)
International Arbitration: Where do we come from? Where do we go?
10 June 2015
Prof. Karl-Heinz Böckstiegel (University of Cologne, Germany)
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Foreign Governments as Plaintiffs in US Courts
24 June 2015
Prof. Hannah Buxbaum (Indiana University Bloomington, United States)
International Procedural Law: Between Private International Law and Procedural Law
23 September 2015
Prof. Peter Mankowski (University of Hamburg, Germany)
The ICJ as a Court of Cassation: Recent Developments
18 November 2015
Prof. Pasquale De Sena (Catholic University of Milan, Italy)
International Judicial Dissent: Causes and Consequences
16 December 2015
Prof. Mark A. Pollack (Temple University, United States) and Prof. Jeffrey Dunoff (Temple University, United States)

Visits
9 June 2015
Prof. Andreas Vosskuhle (President of the Federal Constitutional Court, Germany).

Seminars
Kontrolle allgemeiner Geschäftsbedingungen in nationalen und internationalen Verträgen – materielle Ziele
und prozessuale Durchsetzung
11-12 June 2015
Participants: Prof. Bettina Heiderhoff (University of Münster) and students.
Kick-off Meeting of the IMPRS-SDR
29-30 September 2015
Participants: Prof. Gilles Cuniberti (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Werner Ebke (University of Heidelberg), Prof.
Matthew Happold (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Thomas Pfeiffer
(University of Heidelberg), Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri (MPI Luxembourg),
and students.
Training seminar on empirical research methodologies in social sciences
4 November 2015
Participants: Prof. Marie-Sophie Devresse (Catholic University of Leuven) and students.
Training seminar on in-depths interviews
15 December 2015
Participants: Prof. Mark A. Pollack (Temple University).
IMPRS-SDR Annual Seminar
17-18 December 2015
Participants: Prof. Gilles Cuniberti (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Matthew Happold (University of Luxembourg),
Prof. Burkhard Hess (MPI Luxembourg), Prof. Herwig Hofmann (University of Luxembourg), Prof. Séverine Menétrey
(University of Luxembourg), Prof. Thomas Pfeiffer (University of Heidelberg), Prof. Marta Requejo Isidro (MPI
Luxembourg), Judge and Prof. Allan Rosas (European Court of Justice), Prof. Hélène Ruiz Fabri (MPI Luxembourg),
Judge and Prof. Mark Villiger (European Court of Human Rights), Dr Hannes Wais (University of Heidelberg), Prof.
Marc-Philippe Weller (University of Heidelberg), and Prof. Rüdiger Wolfrum (MPI Heidelberg), and students.

2. Publications

2.1. Publications of the Institute

Hess (ed.) • Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg and Europe

2.1.1. Book Series “Studies on International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law”, Nomos

ISBN 978-3-8487-1588-6

1

Studies of the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for
International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law

Judicial Reforms in
Luxembourg and Europe

Nomos

21.08.14 11:29

Hess (ed.) • Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg and Europe

BUC_Hess_1588-6_UeZ.indd 1

ISBN 978-3-8487-1588-6

1

BUC_Hess_1588-6_UeZ.indd 1

N°1
Hess, B. (Ed.) (2014), Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg and Europe. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
ISBN print: 978-3-8487-1588-6, ISBN online: 978-3-8452-5603-0

1

Burkhard Hess (ed.)

Studies of the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for
International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law

Abstract:
By establishing a “Conseil national de la Justice” and a “Cour suprême”, the Grand Duchy of
Luxembourg is facing a substantial reform of its organisation of the judiciary. In June 2013
these changes were discussed at a conference at the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for
International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law. This conference book serves as the
basis for further debate in the ongoing reform process. It serves as a comparative study on the
organisation of the judiciary in other Member States, raising the issues of judicial independence, accountability and efficiency.
With contributions by: Remo Caponi, Georgios Dimitropoulos, Rusen Ergec, Leny de Groot-van
Leeuwen, Burkhard Hess, Luc Heuschling, Sevérine Menétrey, Christos Rozakis, Anja SeibertFohr, Marcel Storme, Sophie Turenne, and Stefaan Voet.

N°2
Seibert-Fohr, A. & Villiger, M.E. (Eds.) (2014), Judgments of the European Court of Human
Rights - Effects and Implementation. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
ISBN print: 978-3-8487-1869-6, ISBN online: 978-3-8452-5934-5

1

Burkhard Hess (ed.)

Judicial Reforms in
Luxembourg and Europe

Nomos

21.08.14 11:29

Abstract:
This volume deals with the domestic effects of judgments of the European Court of Human
Rights as a challenge to the various levels of legal orders in Europe. The starting point is the
divergent impact of the ECtHR’s jurisdiction within the Convention States. The volume seeks
new methods of orientation at the various legal levels, given the fact that the Strasbourg case
law is increasingly important for most areas of society. Topical tendencies in the case law of the
Court are highlighted and discussed against the background of the principle of subsidiarity. The
book includes a detailed analysis of the scope, reach, consequences and implementation of the
Court’s judgments and of the issue of concomitant damages. At the same time the volume deals
with the role of domestic jurisdictions in implementing the ECtHR’s judgments. Distinguished
Judges, legal academics and practitioners from various Council of Europe States are among the
contributors to this volume, which succeeds in bringing divergent points of view into the discussion and in developing strategies for conflict resolution.
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Nomos Verlag

ASHGATE

ISBN 978-3-8487-2371-3

ISBN 978-1-4724-7330-1

Studies of the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for
International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law

N°3
Hess, B. & Mariottini, C.M. (Eds.) (2015), Protecting Privacy in Private International and
Procedural Law and by Data Protection. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
ISBN print: 978-3-8487-1869-6, ISBN online: 978-3-8452-5934-5

3

Burkhard Hess and Cristina M. Mariottini (eds.)

Protecting Privacy in Private International
and Procedural Law and by Data Protection
European and American Developments

Nomos

3

24.08.15 15:48

Cadiet/Hess/Requejo Isidro (eds.) • Procedural Science at the Crossroads of Different Generations

BUC_Hess_2371-3.indd 1

ISBN 978-3-8487-2497-0

4

Studies of the Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for
International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law

N°4
Cadiet, L., Hess, B. & Requejo Isidro, M. (Eds.) (2015), Procedural Science at the Crossroads
of Different Generations. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
ISBN print: 978-3-8487-2497-0, ISBN online: 978-3-8452-6642-8

4

Loïc Cadiet/Burkhard Hess/Marta Requejo Isidro (eds.)

Procedural Science at the Crossroads
of Different Generations

Nomos

BUC_Cadiet_2497-0.indd 1

Abstract:
Ensuring the effective right to privacy regarding the gathering and processing of personal data
has become a key issue both in the internal market and in the international arena. The extent
of one’s right to control their data, the implications of the “right to be forgotten”, the impact of
the CJEU’s decisions on personality rights, and recent defamation legislation are shaping a new
understanding of data protection and the right to privacy. This book explores these issues with
a view to assessing the status quo and prospective developments in this area of the law which
is undergoing significant changes and reforms.

09.10.15 10:00

Abstract:
Due to the financial crisis, public perception of the necessity of efficient legal systems guaranteeing a stable economic system was heightened, but also the importance of international
standards become apparent. Here new challenges arise, especially for procedural law.
Written by different generations of researchers from various countries.

Zimmermann • The Independence of International Courts

2.1.2. Book Series “Successful Dispute Resolution”, Nomos

Nomos Verlagsgesellschaft
ISBN 978-3-8487-1248-9

Successful Dispute Resolution

The Adherence of the International Judiciary to a
Fundamental Value of the Administration of Justice

Hart Publishing

Nomos

ISBN 978-1-84946-741-4

1

12.05.14 09:47

Benninghofen • Die Staatsumschuldung

BUC_Zimmermann_1248-9.indd 1

ISBN 978-3-8487-1619-7

2

BUC_Benningshofen_1619-7.indd 1

N°1
Zimmermann, D. (2014), The Independence of International Courts. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
ISBN print: 978-3-8487-1248-9, ISBN online: 978-3-8452-5361-9

1

Dominik Zimmermann

The Independence of
International Courts

Successful Dispute Resolution

Abstract:
The study analyses the contents and scope of the principle of judicial independence as currently applied in the international judiciary. In light of the increasing role played by courts in the international system, the author initially examines the theoretical foundation for the principle’s
application and develops a working definition of judicial independence in an international law
context. On the basis of a comprehensive evaluation of sources pertaining to some of today’s
most influential international courts, the author then draws conclusions on a general consensus
of normative requirements for judicial independence and is able to point to requirements applicable only to specific jurisdictions (e.g., human rights courts).
The study thus not only fills a gap in the scholarly evaluation of the organisational setup of the
current international judiciary but also functions as a valuable guide for potential future permanent judicial bodies.

N°2
Benninghofen, J. (2014), Die Staatsumschuldung. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
ISBN print: 978-3-8487-1619-7, ISBN online: 978-3-8452-5661-0

2

Jens Benninghofen

Die Staatsumschuldung

Abstract:
Do we need insolvency proceedings for states and if so, what should they regulate? Against the
background of this question, the author analyses the methods and courses of the big conversions of debts of States in the 20th and 21st centuries from a juridical point of view. From the

Nomos

30.09.14 11:31

Gätzschmann • Der vorläufige Rechtsschutz in ICSID-Schiedsverfahren

London Debt Agreement of 1953 to the procedures of the “London” and “Paris” Club to the negotiations on the restructuring of national debts in Argentina and Greece, the most important
conversions of debts of recent decades are covered.
A separate chapter is dedicated to the question which possibilities creditors have to evade restructuring of their debt claims by appealing to national courts or international investment arbitration and through cross-border enforcement measures. Furthermore, the author investigates
the options of the community of states to involve creditors against their will in debt restructuring.

ISBN 978-3-8487-1841-2

3

Successful Dispute Resolution

N°3
Gätzschmann, I. (2015), Der vorläufige Rechtsschutz in Schiedsverfahren nach der ICSIDKonvention. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
ISBN print: 978-3-8487-1841-2, ISBN online: 978-3-8452-5848-5

3

Ina Gätzschmann

Der vorläufige Rechtsschutz
in Schiedsverfahren
nach der ICSID-Konvention

Nomos

BUC_Gaetzschmann_1841-2.indd 1

30.01.15 09:18

Abstract:
The dissertation focuses on interim measures protection in international investment arbitration. It analyses the case law on Art. 47 of the ICSID Convention and puts the provision into the
broader context of interim measures protection under Art. 41 of the ICJ Statute and Art. 26 of
the UNCITRAL Rules.
In light of the still existing uncertainties regarding the interpretation and application of Art. 47
ICSID, the dissertation aims at defining clear guidelines on how to couch a successful request
for the issuance of provisional measures by defining the prerequisites of and legal consequences resulting from Art. 47 ICSID. Further, the dissertation deals with topical questions regarding
the bindingness as well as the recognition and enforcement of provisional measures orders.
Finally, the emergency arbitrator - a prominent feature recently introduced in various arbitration
rules - is addressed in detail to demonstrate possible improvements in the current ICSID framework.

2.1.3. Working Paper Series
(ISSN 2309-0227)
At the end of 2015, the series “MPILux Working papers” recorded nine publications downloadable from the MPI
Luxembourg website (http://www.mpi.lu/research/working-paper-series/). The references of these working papers are
listed in the section dedicated to the articles written by the MPI Luxembourg researchers.

2.2. Publications by our researchers
2.2.1. Monographs and edited volumes
Branco, Juan
˶˶ (2015) De l’affaire Katanga au contrat social global: un regard sur la Cour pénale internationale. Paris: Institut
Universitaire Varenne.
Hess, Burkhard
˶˶ (with Oberhammer, P. & Pfeiffer, T.) (2014) European Insolvency Law: the Heidelberg-Luxembourg-Vienna report on the application of Regulation No. 1346/2000/EC on Insolvency Proceedings (external evaluation
JUST/2011/JCIV/PR/0049/A4). Munich: Beck.
˶˶ (with Gottwald, P. - Eds.) (2014) Procedural Justice: XIV. IAPL World Congress / XIVème Congrès mondial de l'AIDP.
Bielefeld: Gieseking.
˶˶ (with Beaumont, P.R., Walker, L. & Spancken, S. - Eds.) (2014) The Recovery of Maintenance in the EU and
Worldwide. Oxford: Hart.
˶˶ (Ed.) (2014) Die Anerkennung im internationalen Zivilprozessrecht: Europäisches Vollstreckungsrecht.
Bielefeld: Gieseking.
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˶˶ (with Menétrey, S. - Eds.) (2014) Les dialogues des juges en Europe. Brussels: Larcier.
˶˶ (with Reuschle, F., Rimmelspacher, B. & Vollkommer, G. - Eds.) (2014) Kölner Kommentar zum KapMuG: Gesetz
über Musterverfahren in kapitalmarktrechtlichen Streitigkeiten (Kapitalanleger-Musterverfahrensgesetz KapMuG) (2nd ed.). Cologne: Heymanns.
˶˶ (with Mariottini, C.M. - Eds.) (2015) Protecting privacy in private international and procedural law and by data
protection: European and American developments. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
˶˶ (with Requejo Isidro, M. & Cadiet, L. - Eds.) (2015) Procedural science at the crossroads of different generations.
Baden-Baden: Nomos.
˶˶ (with Schlosser, P.F.) (2015) Eu-Zivilprozessrecht: EuGVVO, EuVTVO, EuMahnVO, EuBagVO, HZÜ, EuZVO, HBÜ,
EuBVO, EuKtPVO: Kommentar. Munich: Beck.
Law, Stephanie
˶˶ (with Sorsa, K., Cafaggi, F., Iamiceli, P., Ferrari, C. & Swensson, L.F.J.) (2015) Transnational Private Regulation,
System Level Innovations and Supply Chain Governance in the Coffee Sector: Evidence from Brazil, Italy and
Finland. Turku: Turku University of Applied Science.
Mariottini, Cristina M.
˶˶ (with Hess, B. - Eds.) (2015) Protecting privacy in private international and procedural law and by data protection: European and American developments. Baden-Baden: Nomos.
Martineau, Anne-Charlotte
˶˶ (2015) Le débat sur la fragmentation du droit international: une analyse critique. Brussels: Bruylant.
Ortolani, Pietro
˶˶ (with Campione F., Cecchella C. & Mengali, A.) (2015) La nuova giustizia civile: processo e notifiche telematiche,
arbitrato incidentale, negoziazione assistita, nuova esecuzione civile. Milan: Il Sole 24 Ore.
˶˶ (with Cole, T., Riefa, C., Bantekas, I., Ferretti, F. & Warwas, B.) (2015) The Legal Instruments and Practice of
Arbitration in the EU. Brussels: European Parliament Study.
Requejo Isidro, Marta
˶˶ (with Hess, B. & Cadiet, L. - Eds.) (2015) Procedural science at the crossroads of different generations. BadenBaden: Nomos.
Ruiz Fabri, Hélène
˶˶ (with Toufayan, M. & Tourme-Jouannet, E. - Eds.) (2013) Droit international et nouvelles approches sur le tiersmonde: entre répétition et renouveau / International law and new approaches to the third world: between
repetition and renewal. Paris: Société de Législation Comparée.
˶˶ (with Sinclair, G.F. & Rosen, A. - Eds.) (2014) Revisiting Van Gend en Loos. Paris: Société de Législation Comparée.
˶˶ (with Guinchard, S., Chainais, C., Delicostopoulos, C.S., Delicostopoulos, I.S., Douchy-Oudot, M., Ferrand, F.,
Lagarde, X., Magnier, V., Sinopoli, L. & Sorel, J.-M.) (2015) Droit processuel: droits fondamentaux du procès (8th
ed.). Paris: Dalloz.

2.2.2. Book chapters
Benatar, Marco
˶˶ (2015) “Au mépris du danger, reculer l’impossible: à la recherche d'un ordre juridique intergalactique” In: O.
Corten & F. Dubuisson (Eds.), Du droit international au cinéma: présentations et représentations du droit international dans les films et les séries télévisées. Paris: Pedone, pp. 29-49.
Blanchard, Sadie
˶˶ (with Brower, C.N. & Rosenberg, C.B.) (2014) “International Development Loans and Non-Compliance with
Investment Arbitration Awards” In: B. Sabahi, N.J. Birch, I.A. Laird & J.A. Rivas (Eds.), A Revolution in the
International Rule of Law: Essays in Honor of Don Wallace, Jr. Huntington: Juris, pp. 529-538.

Camara, Céline
˶˶ (2015) “Discrimination against Third-State Respondents in Regulation (EC) No. 2201/2003” In: J.-S. Bergé, S.
Francq & M. Gardenes Santiago (Eds.), Boundaries of European Private International Law. Brussels: Bruylant,
pp. 233-248.
Dimitropoulos, Georgios
˶˶ (2014) “Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg and Europe: International and Comparative Perspectives” In: B. Hess
(Ed.), Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg and Europe. Baden-Baden: Nomos, pp. 11-32.
˶˶ (2015) “The CJEU's Decision on the Data Retention Directive: Transnational Aspects and the Push for
Harmonisation: A Comment on Professor Martin Nettesheim” In: B. Hess & C.M. Mariottini (Eds.), Protecting
privacy in private international and procedural law and by data protection: European and American developments. Baden-Baden: Nomos, pp. 71-80.
Feinäugle, Clemens
˶˶ (2014) “Germany” In: S. Grossi (Ed.), The U.S. Supreme Court's Modern Common Law Approach to Judicial
Decision Making. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 386-391.
Gargantini, Matteo
˶˶ (2014) “Coordinamento (extra-)assembleare dei soci e azione di concerto nella s.p.a. quotata” In: M. Campobasso,
V. Cariello, V. Di Cataldo, F. Guerrera & A. Sciarrone Alibrandi (Eds.), Società, banche e crisi d'impresa: Liber amicorum Pietro Abbadessa. Turin: UTET, pp. 2097-2153.
˶˶ (2014) “Oltre la record date: gli ostacoli al voto transfrontaliero dopo il recepimento della direttiva sui diritti
degli azionisti” In: L. Schiuma (Ed.), Governo societario ed esercizio del diritto di voto. Padua: Cedam, pp. 57-111.
˶˶ (2015) “The European Securities and Markets Authority: Accountability towards EU Institutions and
Stakeholders” In: P. Iglesias-Rodríguez (Ed.), Building Responsive and Responsible Financial Regulators in the
Aftermath of the Financial Crisis. Cambridge: Intersentia, pp. 115-184.
Gattini, Andrea
˶˶ (2015) “Immunité et souveraineté dans l'arrêt de la Cour internationale de justice dans l'affaire Immunités juridictionnelles de l'Etat” In: A. Peters, E. Lagrange, S. Oeter & C. Tomuschat (Eds.), Immunities in the Age of Global
Constitutionalism. Leiden: Brill, pp. 223-235.
Hess, Burkhard
˶˶ (2012) “Die Zukunft des Vorabentscheidungsverfahrens nach Art. 19 EUV und Art. 267 AEUV” In: B. Gsell
& W. Hau (Eds.), Zivilgerichtsbarkeit und europäisches Justizsystem: institutionelle und prozedurale
Rahmenbedingungen des Vorabentscheidungsverfahrens nach Art. 267 AEUV auf dem Prüfstand. Tübingen:
Mohr Siebeck, pp. 181-201.
˶˶ (2012) “Kartellrechtliche Kollektivklagen in der Europäischen Union: aktuelle Entwicklungen” In: O. Remien
(Ed.), Schadensersatz im europäischen Privat- und Wirtschaftsrecht: Würzburger Tagung vom 11. und 12.6.2010.
Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck, pp. 151-166.
˶˶ (2012) “The proposed recast of the Brussels I Regulation: Rules on Jurisdiction” In: F. Pocar, I. Viarengo & F.C.
Villata (Eds.), Recasting Brussels I: proceedings of the conference held at the University of Milan on November
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Recht?: ZVG § 10 I Nr. 2, Das in § 10 I Nr. 2 ZVG enthaltene Vorrecht begründet kein dingliches Recht der
Wohnungseigentümergemeinschaft. BGH, Urteil vom 13.09.2013 - V ZR 209/12 (LG Landau), NJW 2013, 3515:
Anmerkung”, LMK : kommentierte BGH-Rechtsprechung / Lindenmaier-Möhring 3, p. 355864.
˶˶ (2014) “Die Lex Rei Sitae in der Europäischen Erbrechtsverordnung – Inhalt, Schranken und Funktion”, MPILux
Working Paper 2, 27p.
˶˶ (2014) “Gesamtschuldnerische Nutzungsherausgabe im Eigentümer-Besitzerverhältnis – Anmerkung zur
Entscheidung des BGH, Urteil v. 14.3.2014 – V ZR 218/13”, LMK: kommentierte BGH-Rechtsprechung 8, p. 361201.
˶˶ (2015) “Dingliches Vorkaufsrecht auf Erwerb eines künftigen Miteigentumsanteils am Erbbaugrundstück
– Anmerkung zum Urteil des BGH v. 11.7.2014 – V ZR 18/13 (OLG Düsseldorf)”, LMK: kommentierte BGHRechtsprechung 2, p. 366438.
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˶˶ (2015) “Eigentumsvermutung bei Besitzdienerschaft – Anmerkung zum Urteil des BGH v. 30.1.2015 – V ZR 63/13
(OLG Brandenburg)”, LMK: kommentierte BGH-Rechtsprechung 12, p. 374506.
Lu, Pei
˶˶ (2014) “The Unification of Jurisprudence: An Analysis of Decisions by the United Grand Panels (VGS) and the
Grand Panel for Civil Matters (GSZ) of the Federal Court of Justice (BGH)”, Contemporary Law Review 28(6),
pp. 125-139.
Mariottini, Cristina M.
˶˶ (2013) “Due nuovi strumenti in materia di risoluzione delle controversie dei consumatori”, Rivista di diritto internazionale privato e processuale 49(3), pp. 831-839.
˶˶ (2013) “U.S. Jurisdiction in Products-Liability in the Wake of McIntyre: An Impending Dam on the Stream-ofCommerce Doctrine?”, MPILux Working Paper 1, 24p.
Martineau, Anne-Charlotte
˶˶ (2014) “Overcoming Eurocentrism? Global History and the Oxford Handbook of the History of International
Law”, European Journal of International Law 25(1), pp. 329-336.
Meshel, Tamar
˶˶ (2015) “Commercial Peacemaking: The New Role of the International Commercial Arbitration Legal Order”,
Cardozo Journal of Conflict Resolution 16(2), pp. 395-422.
˶˶ (2015) “Human Rights in Investor-State Arbitration: The Human Right to Water and Beyond”, Journal of
International Dispute Settlement 6(2), pp. 277-307.
Oro Martinez, Cristian
˶˶ (2013) “El alcance subjetivo de los acuerdos de elección de foro: el caso de las ‘cadenas de contratos’ (Comentario
a la Sentencia del Tribunal de Justicia (Sala 1.ª) de 7 de febrero de 2013, asunto C-543/10: Refcomp SpA c. Axa
Corporate Solutions Assurance SA y otros)”, La ley Unión Europea 5, pp. 22-31.
˶˶ (2013) “Competencia judicial internacional. Nota a la Sentencia del Tribunal de Justicia de la Unión Europea (Sala
1ª) de 25 de octubre de 2012”, Revista Española de Derecho Internacional 65(1), pp. 209-211.
˶˶ (2013) “Competencia judicial internacional. Nota a la Sentencia del Tribunal de Justicia de la Unión Europea (Sala
1ª) de 7 de febrero de 2013”, Revista Española de Derecho Internacional 65(2), pp. 288-290.
˶˶ (2013) “Legitimación del presunto autor de un hecho dañoso para demandar a la víctima potencial ante el tribunal del lugar en el que tal hecho supuestamente se ha producido o pudiera producirse. Nota a la Sentencia del
Tribunal de Justicia, Sala Primera, de 25 de octubre de 2012”, Anuario Español de Derecho Internacional Privado
12, pp. 848-850.
˶˶ (2013) “Reglamento Bruselas I: concepto de resolución, eficacia de la declaración de validez de una cláusula de
sumisión, derechos de defensa del demandado rebelde y obligación de motivación de las resoluciones judiciales”, Anuario Español de Derecho Internacional Privado 12, pp. 1024-1029.
˶˶ (2013) “El artículo 5.1.b) del Reglamento Bruselas I: examen crítico de la jurisprudencia reciente del Tribunal de
Justicia”, Indret: Revista para el Análisis del Derecho 2, 24p.
˶˶ (2014) “Lugar de producción del hecho dañoso cuando el demandado no ha actuado en el Estado del foro: el caso
de las acciones por infracción de derechos de autor”, La Ley Unión Europea 18, pp. 28-36.
˶˶ (2014) “El nuevo Max Planck Institute Luxembourg for International, European and Regulatory Procedural Law”,
Revista Española de Derecho Internacional 66(2), pp. 345-348.
˶˶ (2015) “Las reclamaciones por daños derivados de una infracción del Derecho de la competencia de la UE: primeras observaciones sobre la Directiva 2014/14/UE”, La ley Unión Europea 22, pp. 28-34.
˶˶ (2015) “Competencia judicial internacional. Nota a la Sentencia del Tribunal de Justicia de la Unión Europea (Sala
5ª) de 11 de septiembre de 2014”, Revista Española de Derecho Internacional 67(1), pp. 252-254.
˶˶ (with Gandía Sellens, A.) (2015) “Acciones declarativas negativas y ligitación internacional de los derechos de
patente¿problema resuleto? Cambio jurisprudencial a partir de los asuntos Solvay y Folien Fischer”, Revista
Boliviana de Derecho 19, pp. 706-725.

Ortolani, Pietro
˶˶ (2014) “Indisponibilità della materia e inderogabilità della legge applicabile, nell’arbitrato in corso di causa e
nella negoziazione assistita”, Ventiquattrore Avvocato (suppl. 2), pp. 66-73.
˶˶ (2014) “Responsabilità processuale aggravata ai sensi dell’art. 96, comma 3, c.p.c”, Ventiquattrore Avvocato 4, pp. 72-80.
˶˶ (2015) “Indisponibilità della materia e inderogabilità della legge applicabile, nell’arbitrato in corso di causa e
nella negoziazione assistita”, Ventiquattrore Avvocato (Supplemento 2), pp. 66-73.
˶˶ (with Cole, T.) (2015) “Diversity in Arbitration in Europe: Insights From a Large Scale Empirical Study”,
Transnational Dispute Management 12(4), 20p.
˶˶ (2015) “Los efectos de una orden anti-suit dictada por un órgano arbitral sobre el Reglamento Bruselas I: Nota
crítica a la STJUE en el as. Gazprom”, La ley Unión Europea 29, p. 6.
˶˶ (2015) “What Do We Talk About, When We Talk About Arbitration? Empirical evidence from a recent EU
Parliament study”, Young Arbitration Review 4(3), p. 34.
˶˶ (2015) “Intra-EU Arbitral Awards vis-à-vis Article 107 TFEU: State Aid Law as a Limit to Compliance”, Journal of
International Dispute Settlement 6(1), pp. 118-135.
˶˶ (2015) “Anti-suit Injunctions in Support of Arbitration Under the Recast Brussels I Regulation”, MPILux Working
Paper 1, 18p.
˶˶ (2015) “Self-Enforcing Online Dispute Resolution: Lessons from Bitcoin”, Oxford Journal of Legal Studies (advance access), pp. 1-35.
˶˶ (2015) “Appello nel procedimento sommario di cognizione ex art. 702 quater c.p.c.", Ventiquattrore Avvocato 3, p. 10.
˶˶ (with Cole, T. & Warwas, B.) (2015) “Arbitration in Southern Europe: Insights from a Large-Scale Empirical Study”,
American Review of International Arbitration 26, pp. 187-268.
Palombo, Dalia
˶˶ (2014) “The Law of Nations in the United States Constitution after the cases Sosa v. Alvarez and Kiobel v. Royal
Dutch Petroleum Co”, Cuadernos de derecho transnacional 6(1), pp. 397-413.
˶˶ (2015) “Chandler v. Cape: An Alternative to Piercing the Corporate Veil Beyond Kiobel v. Royal Dutch Shell”,
British Journal of American Legal Studies 4(1), pp. 453-471.
Pavlova, Polina
˶˶ (with Koutsoukou, G.) (2014) “Der Gerichtsstand der Streitgenossenschaft bei Schadensersatzklagen wegen
Verletzung des EU-Kartellrechts”, Wirtschaft und Wettbewerb 64(2), pp. 153-163.
Pelzer, Nils
˶˶ (2015) “Verbraucherschutz durch Schlichtung? ‘Berücksichtigung’ des geltenden Rechts nach dem geplanten
Verbraucherstreitbeilegungsgesetz”, Zeitschrift für Konfliktmanagement 18(2), pp. 43-46.
Raffelsieper, Katharina
˶˶ (with Hess, B.) (2015) “Die Europäische Kontenpfändungsverordnung: Eine überfällige Reform zur Effektuierung
grenzüberschreitender Vollstreckung im Europäischen Justizraum”, Praxis des Internationalen Privat- und
Verfahrensrechts 35(1), pp. 46-52.
˶˶ (with Hess, B.) (2015) “Schuldnerschutz bei fehlender Zustellung eines EU-Mahnbescheids: Regelungslücken
der EuMahnVO (AG Wedding, 22.10.2014 - 70b C 17/14, unten S. 420, Nr. 40)”, Praxis des Internationalen Privatund Verfahrensrechts 35(5), pp. 401-403.
Requejo Isidro, Marta
˶˶ (2013) “Aguinda v. Texaco en la fase de exequátur: análisis del primer tropiezo”, Dereito: revista xurídica da
Universidade de Santiago de Compostela 22, pp. 581-597.
˶˶ (2013) “Elección de la ley aplicable y responsabilidad extracontractual: ¿cambio de orientación en el modelo
conflictual?”, Revista de Derecho 8(8), pp. 205-234.
˶˶ (2014) “La cooperación judicial en materia de insolvencia transfronteriza en la Propuesta de Reglamento del
Parlamento Europeo y del Consejo por el que se modifica el Reglamento (CE) nº 1346/2000 sobre procedimientos de insolvencia”, Anuario Español de Derecho Internacional Privado 13, pp. 217-244.
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˶˶ (2014) “El caso Lago Agrio: multipolaridad en la litigación civil internacional”, Revista catalana de dret ambiental 5(1), 27p.
˶˶ (2015) “La ejecución sin exequatur: reflexiones sobre el Reglamento Bruselas I bis, capítulo III”, Revista Española
de Derecho Internacional 67(2), pp. 49-82.
˶˶ (2015) “El Derecho Internacional Privado y el Derecho Procesal Civil Europeo en la Jurisprudencia del Tribunal de
Justicia”, Anuario Español de Derecho Internacional Privado 14-15, pp. 55-89.
˶˶ (2015) “El reglamento (UE) nº 606/2013 del parlamento Europeo y del Consejo, de 12 de junio de 2013, relativo
al reconocimiento mutuo de medidas de protección en materia civil”, International Journal of Procedural Law
5(1), pp. 51-70.
˶˶ (with Álvarez González, S.) (2015) “Jurisprudencia española y comunitaria de Derecho internacional privado - Tribunal Europeo de Derechos Humanos - Derecho a un proceso justo”, Revista Española de Derecho
Internacional 67(1), pp. 231-235.
˶˶ (2015) “Jurisprudencia española y comunitaria de Derecho internacional privado - Tribunal de Justicia: Espacio
de libertad, seguridad y justicia - Proceso monitorio europeo”, Revista Española de Derecho Internacional
67(2), pp. 212-215
Richard, Vincent
˶˶ (with Ménetrey, S.) (2015) “Le silence du défendeur dans le procès international: paroles de droit judiciaire européen”, Les Cahiers de droit 56(3-4), pp. 491-524.
Ruiz Fabri, Hélène
˶˶ (2014) “Is there a case - legally and politically - for direct effect of WTO obligations?”, European Journal of
International Law 25(1), pp. 151-173.
˶˶ (with Monnier, P.) (2015) “Organisation Mondiale du Commerce: chronique du règlement des différends 20142015”, Journal du droit international “Clunet” 3, pp. 935-1026.
Ruscalla, Gabriele
˶˶ (2015) “Transparency in International Arbitration: Any (Concrete) Need to Codify the Standard?”, Groningen
Journal of International Law 3(1), pp. 1-26.
Sirakova, Kristina
˶˶ (2015) “Съотношението между директивата Болкестейн и първичното право на ЕС (Решение
на Съда на ЕС по дело С-593/13, Rina Services и др.)”, Европейски Правен Преглед 13, pp. 119-133.
˶˶ (2015) “Impediments to the private enforcement of competition law in Europe – The Brussels Commercial
Court’s decision European Union v Otis et al”, NZKart - Neue Zeitschrift für Kartellrecht 11, pp. 466-470.
Tallgren, Immi
˶˶ (2015) “The Voice of the International: Who is Speaking?”, Journal of International Criminal Justice 13(1), pp.
135-155.
Wagner, Edith
˶˶ (2015) “The Rule of Law and Its Application to the United Nations: Conference Report”, Max Planck Yearbook of
United Nations Law 18, pp. 249-257.
Zimmer, Carl
˶˶ (with Jayme, E.) (2013) “Brauchen wir eine Rom-0-Verordnung? Überlegungen zu einem Allgemeinen Teil des
Europäischen IPR”, Praxis des Internationalen Privat- und Verfahrensrechts 33(1), pp. 99-101.
˶˶ (with Jayme, E.) (2013) “Die Kodifikation lusophoner Privatrechte: zum 100. Geburtstag von António Ferrer
Correia”, Praxis des Internationalen Privat- und Verfahrensrechts 33(5), pp. 483-484.
˶˶ (2015) “Aufenthaltswechsel und Haager Unterhaltsprotokoll”, Praxis des Internationalen Privat- und
Verfahrensrechts 35(2), pp. 180-182.

3. Participation to scientific events

Asmelash, Henok
˶˶ The 13th European Law Student Association (ELSA) Moot Court Competition on WTO Law. Panelist during the
competition organised by the Martin Luther University of Halle-Wittenberg. Saale (Germany), 23-27 March 2015.
˶˶ Falling Oil Prices, Energy Subsidies and the Transition Towards a Sustainable Energy Future. Talk presented at
the workshop “Political Economy of Clean Energy Transition” organised by National Renewable Energy Laboratory
(NREL). Golden (Colorado, United States), 28 August 2015.
Bakowitz, Michael
˶˶ German Experiences with Group Actions: The Verbandsklage and the Capital Markets Model Case Act
(KapMuG). Talk presented at “Public Interest Litigation – Group Litigation – Comparative Perspectives” organised by Pázmány Péter Catholic University. Budapest (Hungary), 7 November 2013.
˶˶ Preliminary References: The dialogue between the European Court of Justice and the National Courts. Talk
presented with H. Hestermeyer and G. Koutsoukou at “Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law”
organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 4 March 2014.
˶˶ Preliminary references: The dialogue between the European Court of Justice and the national courts. Talk
presented with G. Koutsoukou at “Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law” organised by the
University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 5 March 2015.
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Recht. Talk presented with A. Dori at “Überblick: Schuldner- u. Gläubigerverzug und
Rechtsfolgen: Unmöglichkeit und Störung der Geschäftsgrundlage, Verschulden bei Vertragsverhandlungen und
Schutzpflichten nach Vertragsschluss” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 29 October 2015.
Belkahla, Mehdi
˶˶ Theorizing the Place of Precedent in International Adjudication. Talk presented at the workshop “In Whose
Name? A Public Law Theory of International Adjudication” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 30
April 2015.
˶˶ Le précédent jurisprudentiel devant la Cour internationale de justice et le Tribunal international du droit de
la mer en matière de délimitation maritime: entre cohérence et développement du droit. Talk presented at the
conference “Le précédent en droit international” organised by the Société française pour le droit international
and the University of Strasbourg. Strasbourg (France), 29 May 2015.
˶˶ Precedent and International Adjudication: Version 2.0. Talk presented at the workshop “In Whose Name? On
the Functions, Authority and Legitimacy of International Adjudication” organised by the Asser Institute, the
Amsterdam Center for International Law, the MPI for Comparative Public Law and International Law, and the MPI
Luxembourg. The Hague (the Netherlands), 8 September 2015.
Benatar, Marco
˶˶ Cyberdefensie. Talk presented with M. Fontaine at “Juridische Actuele Vragen Rond Defensie - Questions juridiques d’actualité en lien avec la Défense”. Brussels (Belgium), 12 November 2015.
Camara, Céline
˶˶ The European Succession Regulation. Talk presented with B. Laukemann at “Fundamental Developments in
European Procedural Law” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 22 April 2014.
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De Duve, Eléonore
˶˶ The debtors' protection in European civil procedures: reviewing the review. Talk presented with K. Raffelsiper at
“What are the Boundaries between Internal Market and European PIL and Among PIL Instruments?” organised by
the University of Jean Moulin Lyon 3, the Catholic University of Louvain-la-Neuve, and the Autonomous University
of Barcelona. Louvain-la-Neuve (Belgium), 6 June 2014.
Dimitropoulos, Georgios
˶˶ Re-inventing International Law through Peer Review. Talk presented at “Graduate Works-in-Progress
Symposium” organised by Yale Law School. New Haven (United States), 17 April 2013.
˶˶ Global Administrative Law. Talk presented at “Society for the Study of Administrative Law Lecture Series” organised by the Council of State of Greece. Athens (Greece), 28 May 2013.
˶˶ Horizontal Forms of Governance in the EU. Talk presented at “Humboldt-Kolleg Staatsreform für ein besseres
Europa/State Reform for a Better Europe”. Athens (Greece), 30 May 2013.
˶˶ Crisis and Reform of Justice in Europe: an International Perspective. Talk presented at the workshop “European
Integration through Crisis” organised by the Global Network of Greek Lawyers working abroad (GNGL) and the
European Public Law Organization (EPLO). Sounion (Greece), 26 July 2013.
˶˶ Peer Review in International Law: Making Informality Work. Talk presented at “Inaugural Conference for Junior
Researchers on Law and (In)formality” organised by Stanford Law School. Palo Alto (United States), 16 June 2014.
˶˶ The Functional Equivalence of Dispute Resolution Mechanisms in International Law: A Comment on Judge
Laker. Talk presented at the conference “The Rule of Law and its Application to the United Nations Conference”
organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 11 September 2014.
˶˶ The CJEU's Decision on the Data Retention Directive: a Comment on Professor Martin Nettesheim. Talk presented at the conference “The Protection of Privacy in the Aftermath of the Recent Judgments of the CJEU:
‘eDate Advertising’, ‘Digital Rights Ireland’ and ‘Google Spain’” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 29
September 2014.
˶˶ Regulating International Judges: Towards an Empirical Re-definition of Judicial Independence Standards in
International Law. Talk presented at “Hamburg Lecture on Law & Economics” organised by the University of
Hamburg. Hamburg (Germany), 22 October 2014.
˶˶ Measuring Judicial Independence: Putting Together the Pieces of the Puzzle. Talk presented at the workshop
“The Independence of the International Judiciary” organised by Pompeu Fabra University. Barcelona (Spain), 13
November 2014.
˶˶ Nudging Governments? The Behavioural Law and Economics of International Trade. Talk presented at “4th Law
and Economics Conference on Nudging: Theory and Applications” organised by the University of Lucerne and the
University of Notre-Dame. Lucerne (Switzerland), 17 April 2015.
˶˶ The Behavioural Law and Economics of International Trade. Talk presented at “The Adam Smith Seminar” organised by the University of Munich. Munich (Germany), 20 April 2015.
˶˶ Learning and the Law: Individual, Institutional and Systemic Processes. Talk presented at “Humboldt Private
Law Workshop (HPLW)” organised by Humboldt University. Berlin (Germany), 25 June 2015.
˶˶ Law, Economics and Public Policy in the International Economic Regime. Talk presented at “Global Law &
Governance Summer School” organised by the European Public Law Organization (EPLO) and the Global Network
of Greek Lawyers working abroad (GNGL). Sounion (Greece), 22 July 2015.
˶˶ Learning and the Future of Regulation: Connecting Expertise with Democracy. Talk presented at the conference “The Future of Regulation: Between Expertise and Democracy” organised by the Institute of Studies in
Competition Law and Policy (IMEDIPA) and the European Public Law Organization (EPLO). Athens (Greece), 22
July 2015.
˶˶ Behavioural Law and Economics and the Design of International Courts. Talk presented at “iCourts Lunch
Seminar” organised by The Danish National Research Foundation’s Centre of Excellence for International Courts
(iCourts). Copenhagen (Denmark), 16 September 2015.
˶˶ Law, Economics, Behaviour. Talk presented in the framework of the “Programme in Energy Law” organised by the
University of Piraeus. Athens (Greece), 17 December 2015.

Dori, Adriani
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Recht. Talk presented with M. Bakowitz at “Überblick: Schuldner- und Gläubigerverzug
und Rechtsfolgen: Unmöglichkeit und Störung der Geschäftsgrundlage, Verschulden bei Vertragsverhandlungen und
Schutzpflichten nach Vertragsschluss” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 29 October 2015.
Feinäugle, Clemens A.
˶˶ Strengthening the Rule of Law in the UN: Do We Need a New Approach to UN Targeted Sanctions? Talk presented at “107th Meeting of the American Society of International Law”. Washington DC (United States), 7 April 2013.
˶˶ UN Smart Sanctions and the Rule of Law in the United Nations. Talk presented at “Sanctions and Embargoes:
International Law and Contemporary Practice” organised by the Society of Legal Scholars – International Law
Section and the British Institute of International and Comparative Law. London (United Kingdom), 29 April 2013.
˶˶ The Rule of Law in the United Nations from an International Public Authority Perspective. Talk presented at
the workshop “International Public Authority” organised by the MPI for Comparative Public Law and International
Law. Heidelberg (Germany), 25 October 2013.
˶˶ The legitimacy of the exercise of public authority in the United Nations. Talk presented at “Mosaike der
Legitimität: Akzeptanz und Legitimation jenseits des Nationalstaats” organised by the University of Konstanz.
Konstanz (Germany), 4 July 2014.
˶˶ Targeted Sanctions and the Rule of Law in the United Nations. Talk presented at a seminar organised by the
Department of Public International Law and Comparative Law of the University of Freiburg. Freiburg (Germany),
25 July 2014.
˶˶ Comment on “Charles Leben: L’Etat au sens du droit international et l’Etat au sens du droit interne (à propos
de la théorie de la double personnalité de l’Etat) ”. Talk presented at “Charles Leben: L’Etat au sens du droit international” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 21 October 2014.
˶˶ Proportionality as an element of the rule of law and its application to the United Nations. Talk presented at
“5th Oslo International Law Seminar. Proportionality in International Courts: Convergence in Law and Method?”
organised by PluriCourts and the Center for Franco-Norwegian Cooperation in the Social and Human Sciences
(FMSH). Paris (France), 16 February 2015.
˶˶ The Europeanization of Alternative Dispute Resolution in the Light of Constitutional Law. Talk presented at
the Centre for Socio-Legal Studies of the University of Oxford. Oxford (United Kingdom), 18 June 2015.
Gandía Sellens, Arantxa
˶˶ International jurisdiction for patent infringement cases: the Brussels I Regulation recast and the Agreement
on a Unified Patent Court. Talk presented in the framework of the “Programme in European Private Law for
Postgraduates”. Valence (Spain), 1 January 2015.
˶˶ Una nueva jurisdicción en Europa en materia de Derecho de patentes: el Tribunal Unificado de Patentes. Talk
presented at the seminar “La unificación y armonización del derecho privado en Latinoamérica y Europa: nuevos
retos” organised by the University of Valence. Valence (Spain), 13 February 2015.
˶˶ La arbitrabilidad de la validez de los derechos de patente: desencuentros paralelos en la legislación española
y europea. Talk presented at “XXVI Jornadas Ordinarias de la Asociación Española de Profesores de Derecho
Internacional y Relaciones Internacionales. España y la Unión Europea en el orden internacional”. Seville (Spain),
16 October 2015.
Ganesh, Aravind
˶˶ The EU’s Legal Obligations to Protect the Human Rights of Distant Strangers. Talk presented at “ICON-S Israel
Inaugural Conference” hosted by the College of Law and Business. Ramat Gan (Israel), 14 May 2015.
˶˶ The EU’s Legal Obligations to Protect the Human Rights of Distant Strangers. Talk presented at “2015 ICON-S
Conference: Public Law in an Uncertain World” hosted by the New York University Law School. New York (United
States), 3 July 2015.
˶˶ The EU’s Human Rights Obligations towards Distant Strangers. Talk presented at “Law Faculty Lunch Seminar”
organised by the Free University of Amsterdam. Amsterdam (the Netherlands), 10 August 2015.
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Gargantini, Matteo
˶˶ Il recepimento della direttiva azionisti: le opzioni fondamentali degli ordinamenti europei. Talk presented
at “Governo societario ed esercizio del diritto di voto” organised by the University of Perugia. Perugia (Italy), 27
January 2014.
˶˶ The ESMA decision and its implications for the governance of the ESAs. Talk presented at “The landmark 2014
ESMA decision of the European Court of Justice. Perspectives for EU financial services regulation and supervision” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 27 March 2014.
˶˶ Securities Law Enforcement after Grande Stevens. Talk presented at “Ne Bis in Idem and the Right to a Fair Trial.
The case law of the European Court of Human Rights and its consequences on financial markets supervision” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 5 February 2015.
˶˶ Novità in tema di Market Abuse e sistema sanzionatorio. Talk presented at “La nuova vigilanza bancaria e la
nuova disciplina sanzionatoria” organised by Paradigma. Milan (Italy), 20 March 2015.
˶˶ I forum degli azionisti. Talk presented at “Principio Capitalistico. Quo Vadis?” organised by the G. d’Annunzio
University of Chieti-Pescara. Chieti (Italy), 6 June 2015.
˶˶ Contractual Agreements on Shareholder Litigation in the EU. Talk presented at “Comparative Perspectives
on Shareholder Litigation: Contractual Limitations on Procedure in US Firms” organised by the University of
Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 24 June 2015.
˶˶ Shareholder Rights Directive: the Way Forward. Talk presented at “Corporate Finance Standing Committee
(CFSC); Corporate Governance Advisory Group (CGAG) meeting” organised by the European Securities and
Markets Authority (ESMA). Paris (France), 8 July 2015.
˶˶ Incomplete Rules and Discretionary Choices in EU Financial Markets Law: The Role of the Judiciary. Talk
presented at “The Future of Regulation” organised by the Institute of Studies in Competition Law and Policy
(IMEDIPA) and the European Public Law Organization (EPLO). Athens (Greece), 22 July 2015.
˶˶ Capital Markets and the Market for Judicial Decisions: In Search of Consistency. Talk presented at “Annual
Conference of the Italian Association of Law and Economics Academics” organised by Associazione dei Docenti
di Diritto dell’Economia (ADDE). Milan (Italy), 12 December 2015.
Hess, Burkhard
˶˶ Procedural Reforms in Portugal. Talk presented at the “IMF Internal Judicial Reform Workshop: Court
Accountability and Performance” organised by the International Monetary Fund. Washington DC (United States),
24 October 2012.
˶˶ Talk presented at the conference “Increasing Access to Justice through EU Class Actions” hosted by the European
Parliament. Brussels (Belgium), 12 November 2012.
˶˶ Europäische Impulse für die Mediation in Zivilsachen. Talk presented at the colloquium “Forum für Forschung und
Wissenschaft zu Mediation und aussergerichtlicher Konfliktlösung” organised by the University of Regensburg.
Regensburg (Germany), 29 November 2012.
˶˶ Regulation 650/2012/EU on succession and wills: unresolved questions. Talk presented at the workshop “Civil
Law and Justice: Do EU citizens enjoy free movement?” organised by the Committee on Legal Affairs of the
European Parliament. Brussels (Belgium), 23 January 2013.
˶˶ The new MPI in Luxembourg. Keynote speech given at the conference “Building Effective Markets – The Role of
an Integrated Legal System” organised by the Swiss Reinsurance Company Ltd and the Centre for Socio-Legal
Studies of the University of Oxford. Zurich (Switzerland), 29 January 2013.
˶˶ Das Zusammenspiel von nationalem und europäischem Zuständigkeitsrecht für Rechte des Geistigen
Eigentums. Talk presented at the conference “Modellgesetz für Geistiges Eigentum” organised by the University
of Mannheim. Mannheim (Germany), 8 February 2013.
˶˶ Die Vorschläge der EU-Kommission zur Reform der Europäischen Insolvenzverordnung. Talk presented at the
seminar “Unternehmenssanierung: ESUG-Praxiserfahrungen und künftige Reformen – EUInsVO, Konzerninsolvenz
und Krisenprävention der Banken”. Düsseldorf (Germany), 1 March 2013.
˶˶ Erste Erfahrungen mit der Verordnung 4/2009. Talk presented at the conference “The Recovery of Maintenance
in the EU and worldwide” organised by the University of Heidelberg. Heidelberg (Germany), 6 March 2013.

˶˶ Recent CJEU case law on related actions and the interplay with the Brussels I Regulation. Talk presented at
the conference “Cross-Border Insolvency Proceedings – The EU Insolvency Regulation: Latest Case Law And
Revision” organised by the Academy of European Law. Trier (Germany), 19 March 2013.
˶˶ Deutsches Zivilprozessrecht: Prozessuale Filter- und Rechtsbehelfe. Talk presented at the conference
“Comparative Civil Procedure” organised by Corto d’Appello di Milano. Milan (Italy), 22 April 2013.
˶˶ Reform of the European Insolvency Law – Against the background of the jurisdiction of the European Court
of Justice. Talk presented at the conference “Restructuring International” organised by Handelsblatt. Frankfurt
(Germany), 24 April 2013.
˶˶ Regulatory responses to the crisis in procedural law. Talk presented at the Opening Conference of the MPI
Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 7 May 2013.
˶˶ The “new” European Insolvency Regulation and groups of companies. Talk presented at “2nd European Insolvency &
Restructuring Congress” organised by the Deutsche Anwaltakademie. Brussels (Belgium), 16 May 2013.
˶˶ Theory and Practice of Dispute Settlement in International Economic Relations. Talk presented at the conference “Satellite Communication and Dispute Resolution” organised by the MPI Luxembourg and the University of
Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 23 May 2013.
˶˶ Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg and in Europe. Keynote Speech presented at “Judicial Reforms in Luxembourg
and in Europe” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 10 June 2013.
˶˶ Die Regulierung der privaten Rechtsdurchsetzung auf europäischer Ebene. Talk presented at the workshop
“Private Enforcement” organised by EBS Law School. Wiesbaden (Germany), 21 June 2013.
˶˶ The Role of Procedural Law in the Governance of Enforcement in Europe. Talk presented at the conference “The
Transformation of Enforcement” organised by the European Law Institute. Florence (Italy), 28 June 2013.
˶˶ The Kiobel Judgment of the US Supreme Court and the Future of Human Rights Litigation in Civil Courts.
Welcome address at the seminar “The Kiobel Judgment of the US Supreme Court and the Future of Human Rights
Litigation in Civil Courts” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 4 July 2013.
˶˶ Exploring Future Avenues of the European Law of Civil Procedure. Keynote speech presented at the conference “Exploring Future Avenues of the European Law of Civil Procedure” organised by the MPI Luxembourg.
Luxembourg, 29 August 2013.
˶˶ The European Small Claims Procedure in the context of the European law of civil procedure. Talk presented at the Conference “European Small Claims Procedure” organised by the Academy of European Law. Vilnius
(Lithuania), 13 September 2013.
˶˶ The EU-Commission’s New Policy on Collective Redress. Talk presented at the Conference “The Future of Collective
Redress in Europe” organised by Erasmus Law School. Rotterdam (the Netherlands), 20 September 2013.
˶˶ Judicial and quasi-judicial accountability of European Agencies: The case of the Board of Appeal of the
European Supervisory Authorities (ESAs). Keynote speech presented at the seminar “Judicial and quasi-judicial
accountability of European Agencies: The case of the Board of Appeal of the European Supervisory Authorities
(ESAs)” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 25 September 2013.
˶˶ Die neue Richtlinie zur Streitbeilegung in Verbrauchersachen. Talk presented at the “Fifth International
Conference on Aspects of European Consumer Law” organised by the European Consumer Centre (ECC)
Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 10 October 2013.
˶˶ Die internationale Zuständigkeit nach der Erbrechtsverordnung. Talk presented at the symposium “Die
Europäische Erbrechtsverordnung” organised by Deutsches Notarinstitut. Würzburg (Germany), 11 October 2013.
˶˶ The State of the Civil Justice Union. Keynote speech presented at the conference “Civil Justice in the EU – Growing
and Teething?” organised by the MPI Luxembourg and Uppsala University. Uppsala (Sweden), 17 October 2013.
˶˶ European Acquis of Civil Procedure: The Existing Body of Rules. Talk presented at “ELI/UNIDROIT Project: From
Transnational Principles to European Rules of Civil Procedure” organised by the European Law Institute (ELI) and
the International Institute for the Unification of Private Law (UNIDROIT). Vienna (Austria), 18 October 2013.
˶˶ Access to State Judicial Mechanisms: The Alien Tort Claim Act (ACTA): a Vision from the Practice. Presentation
at the conference “The Implementation of the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights in Spain” organised by the University of Seville. Seville (Spain), 4 November 2013.
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˶˶ European Perspectives of Collective Litigation. Presentation at the conference “Public Interest Litigation –
Group Litigation – Comparative Perspectives” organised by the University of Budapest. Budapest (Hungary), 7
November 2013.
˶˶ Kollektiver Rechtsschutz im Rahmen eines weltweiten Anerkennungs- und Vollstreckungsübereinkommens.
Introductory speech on “Geplantes Haager Anerkennungs- und Vollstreckungsübereinkommen” at the request of
the German Council for International Private Law. Würzburg (Germany), 22 November 2013.
˶˶ Les défis à relever au Luxembourg en matière de ADR dans le domaine de la consommation. Talk presented at “Conférence sur la Résolution Extrajudiciaire des Litiges de Consommation” organised by the Ministry of
Economy of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 12 December 2013.
˶˶ Free movement of civil judgments in the European Union: Where do we stand after the recast of the Regulation
Brussels I and the “Povse” decision of the ECHR?. Inaugural lecture at the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg,
14 January 2014.
˶˶ Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit und europäisches Zivilprozessrecht. Talk presented at the “Annual Conference of
German-American Lawyers’ Association”. Frankfurt (Germany), 21 March 2014.
˶˶ What counts as Evidence – Die Perspektive der Rechtswissenschaften. Talk presented at “Symposium of
the Human Sciences Section of the Scientific Council of the Max Planck Society” organised by the Max Planck
Society. Munich (Germany), 4 June 2014.
˶˶ Civil Litigation in the Wake of the Financial Crisis. Talk presented at the conference “Hot Topics in European
Cross-Border Commercial Disputes: Brussels I Recast and Recent Trends in ECJ and National Case Law” organised by the International Bar Association. Milan (Italy), 12 September 2014.
˶˶ Protection of Privacy in the Case Law of the ECJ. Talk presented at “Meeting of the ILA Committee on the
Protection of Privacy in Private International and Procedural Law” hosted by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg,
30 September 2014.
˶˶ Binnenverhältnisse im Europäischen Zivilprozessrecht: grenzüberschreitende v. nationale Sachverhalte. Talk
presented at the conference “Kohärenz im Internationalen Privat- und Verfahrensrecht der Europäischen Union”
organised by the University of Freiburg. Freiburg (Germany), 10 October 2014.
˶˶ European Court Systems: A new architecture of the European court system and national judicial systems. Talk
presented at the conference “A New Approach to the Harmonization of Private Law in Europe?” organised by the
University of Konstanz. Konstanz (Germany), 31 October 2014.
˶˶ Gewinne für den europäischen Rechts- und Verbraucherschutz? Talk presented at “9. Berliner Rechtspolitische
Konferenz” organised by Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung. Berlin (Germany), 7 November 2014.
˶˶ Aktuelle Entwicklungen der deutschen Ziviljustiz. Talk presented at the conference “Europäisches Netzwerk der
Berufungsgerichte/OLGe” organised by Oberlandesgericht Naumburg. Naumburg (Germany), 13 November 2014.
˶˶ Unionsrechtliche Synthese: Mindeststandards und Verfahrensgrundsätze im acquis communautaire / Schlussfolgerungen für European Principles of Civil Procedure. Talk presented at the conference
“Mindeststandards im europäischen Zivilprozessrecht: Grundvoraussetzung für ‘gegenseitiges Vertrauen’” organised by EBS Law School. Wiesbaden (Germany), 15 November 2014.
˶˶ Stellungnahme zum Entwurf eines Gesetzes über die Einführung von Gruppenverfahren (Bundestagsdrucksache
18/1464). Talk presented at the public hearing of the Committee on Legal Affairs and Consumer Protection of the
Deutscher Bundestag. Berlin (Germany), 18 March 2015.
˶˶ Impacts of the financial crisis on international dispute resolution. Talk presented at the “Doctor iuris honoris
causa Award Ceremony”, organised by the University of Ghent. Ghent (Belgium), 19 March 2015.
˶˶ Neue Rechtsfragen der Sportschiedsgerichtsbarkeit: Die Urteile Pechstein und SV Wilhelmshaven. Talk presented at the biennial conference of the Wissenschaftliche Vereinigung für Internationales Verfahrensrecht e.V.
“Der europäische Gerichtsverbund – Die internationalen Dimensionen des europäischen Zivilverfahrensrechts”
hosted by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 26 March 2015.
˶˶ Consumer Dispute Resolution – Minimum Standards and Fair Trial. Talk presented at the conference “ADR & ODR
in the EU” organised by the Academy of European Law and the MPI Luxembourg. Trier (Germany), 5 March 2015.
˶˶ The Recast of the Insolvency Regulation. Talk presented at “Kick-off Conference of the EU project ‘Implementation
of the New Insolvency Regulation’” organised by the University of Milan, the University of Vienna, and the MPI
Luxembourg. Vienna (Austria), 17 April 2015.

˶˶ The influence of the European Court of Human Rights on the European law of civil procedure. Talk presented
at “IX Seminario internacional de Derecho internacional privado” organised by the University of Madrid. Madrid
(Spain), 22 May 2015.
˶˶ Convergence of civil procedure in Europe – The case for minimum common standards on civil procedure. Talk
presented at the hearing of the Committee on Legal Affairs of the European Parliament. Brussels (Belgium), 15
June 2015.
˶˶ Laudatio for Dagmar Coester-Waltjen on the occasion of the release of the commemorative publication organised by Siemens Stiftung. Munich (Germany), 9 July 2015.
˶˶ Gemeinsame Prozessrechtsregeln. Talk presented at the colloquium “Trilingue” organised by Prof. Marcel
Storme. Ghent (Belgium), 15 September 2015.
˶˶ Aufsicht, Unternehmensstrafrecht, Organhaftung und Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in Deutschland und
Ostasien. Chair at the 5th International Thyssen-Symposium “Unternehmen im globalen Umfeld – Aufsicht,
Unternehmensstrafrecht, Organhaftung und Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit in Ostasien und Deutschland”. Cologne
(Germany), 25 September 2015.
˶˶ Die neue Insolvenz-VO 2015/848 vor dem Hintergrund neuer Urteile des EuGH und nationaler Gerichte. Talk
presented at the “6th Symposium on Insolvency Law” organised by Handelsblatt. Düsseldorf (Germany), 8 October
2015.
˶˶ International Law and Litigation. Opening Speech at the Launch Conference of the Department of International
Law and Dispute Resolution organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxemburg, 16 October 2015.
˶˶ Transparency, democracy, accountability. Chair at the conference “What does the TTIP bring for small and medium sized companies” organised by Luxembourg’s Presidency of the Council of the EU with the Economic and
Social Committee (EESC) and the European Commission. Brussels (Belgium), 17 November 2015.
˶˶ The procedural rules of the ILA Guidelines on the protection of IP-Rights. Talk presented at the “Meeting of the
ILA Committee on Intellectual Property and Private International Law” hosted by the Max Planck Institute for
Innovation. Munich (Germany), 20 November 2015.
˶˶ Panellist of “Global Peace? European Collective Redress after Morrison, Converium, Kolassa, and the Scope
Rule” at the conference “Collective Damages Actions in the Netherlands: Practices, Problems and Promises”
organised by the Institute of Anglo-American Law and the Institutional Investor Educational Foundation (IIEF).
Leiden (the Netherlands), 1 December 2015.
Koechel, Felix
˶˶ Judgment of the CJEU of 27 February 2014: Cartier parfums, lunettes SAS and Axa Corporate Solutions assurances SA v Ziegler France SA and Others. Talk presented at “Récents arrêts de la Cour de justice concernant le
droit judiciaire européen et à la nouvelle procédure d'exécution des jugements en matière civile et commerciale
prévue par la refonte du règlement Bruxelles I (Règlement (UE) n° 1215/2012” organised by the MPI Luxembourg.
Luxembourg, 1 April 2014.
Koprivica, Ana
˶˶ Highlights of the Yukos v. Russian Federation PCA Award. Talk presented at “Investment Law and Arbitration: A
View from the European Union” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 11 December 2014.
˶˶ The Open Court Principle in the Digital Era: Use of Social Media in Courtrooms. Talk presented at the “NILG
Conference: Law and Governance in the Digital Era” organised by the Netherlands Institute for Law and
Governance (NILG). Amsterdam (the Netherlands), 20 November 2015.
˶˶ Preliminary References: The Dialogue between the European Court of Justice and the National Courts. Talk
presented with H. Hestermeyer and M. Bakowitz at “Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law”
organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 4 March 2014.
˶˶ Preliminary References: The Dialogue between the European Court of Justice and the National Courts. Talk
presented with M. Bakowitz at “Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law” organised by the
University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 5 March 2015.

pag

pag ACTIVITY REPORT 2012/15
182 183
MAX PLANCK INSTITUTE

Laukemann, Björn
˶˶ Family law – European Certificate of Succession as a New Instrument. Talk presented at the conference “Civil
Justice in the EU – Growing and Teething?” organised by the MPI Luxembourg and Uppsala University. Uppsala
(Sweden), 17 October 2013.
˶˶ L’acquisition d’information et la production des documents en droit processuel allemand. Talk presented at
“L’office du juge: étude de droit comparé” organised by the Belgian-German-French-Italian working group on the
Harmonisation of Procedural Law. Bergamo (Italy), 29 November 2014.
Law, Stephanie
˶˶ The Rationales, Reasoning and Methodology underpinning the Judicial Recognition of Principles of Union Law.
Talk presented at “50ème anniversaire des Cahiers de droit européen: Les principes généraux du droit de l’Union
européenne” organised by the Cahiers de droit européen, the Free University of Brussels and Bruylant. Brussels
(Belgium), 10 September 2015.
Le Rhun, Loïc
˶˶ Legitimation Problems of International Adjudication. Talk presented at “In Whose Name? A Public Law Theory
of International Adjudication” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 30 April 2015.
˶˶ Judicial Deference: a Strategy in Response to Legitimation Problems of International Adjudication. Talk presented at “In Whose Name? On the Functions, Authority and Legitimacy of International Adjudication” organised
by the Asser Institute, the Amsterdam Center for International Law, the MPI for Comparative Public Law and
International Law, and the MPI Luxembourg. The Hague (the Netherlands), 8 September 2015.
Mariottini, Cristina
˶˶ The 2010 U.S. Speech Act and the U.K. Reaction of 2013. Talk presented at “The Protection of Privacy in the
Aftermath of the Recent Judgments of the CJEU – ‘eDate Advertising’, ‘Digital Rights Ireland’ and ‘Google Spain’”
organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 29 September 2014.
˶˶ Community Objections under ICANN’s New gTLD Program in Sports-Related Domain Names. Talk presented at
“15. Interuniversitäre Tagung Sportrecht” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 10 October 2014.
Martineau, Anne-Charlotte
˶˶ Concerning Violence: A Postcolonial Reading of the Law on the Use of Force. Talk presented at the “Third World
Approaches to International Law (TWAIL) Conference on Praxis and the Intellectual” organised by the University
of Cairo. Cairo (Egypt), 23 February 2015.
˶˶ Law, Violence, and Property: A Look at the Slave Trade. Talk organised by the Institute for Global Law and Policy
(IGLP) at Harvard Law School. Cambridge (Massachusetts, United States), 1 June 2015.
˶˶ Georges Scelle's Study of the Slave Trade: French 'Solidarism' Revisited. Talk presented at “Fourth Annual
Junior Faculty Forum for International Law” organised by the European Society of International Law (ESIL).
Florence (Italy), 23 June 2015.
˶˶ The 1815 Vienna Congress and the (Non-)Abolition of Slavery. Talk presented at “Legacies of the Vienna
Congress for International Law”. Bonn (Germany), 1 September 2015.
Menon, Parvathi
˶˶ Recalibrating the Spatiality of the State: The Normality of Abnormal Transgressions in the Third World.
Talk presented at the conference “Law and Boundaries” organised by the Ecole doctorale de Sciences Po. Paris
(France), 17 June 2015.
˶˶ The Bi-focality of Liberation Movements. Talk presented at the “Critical Legal Conference: Law, Space and the
Political” organised by the University of Wroclaw. Wroclaw (Poland), 3 September 2015.
˶˶ Not in the Name of the Third World: A Comment on ‘In Whose Name’ by Profs. von Bogdandy and Venzke. Talk
presented at “In Whose Name? On the Functions, Authority and Legitimacy of International Adjudication” organised by the Asser Institute, the Amsterdam Center for International Law, the MPI for Comparative Public Law and
International Law, and the MPI Luxembourg. The Hague (the Netherlands), 8 September 2015.

Meshel, Tamar
˶˶ Interstate Arbitration and the Peaceful Resolution of Transboundary Freshwater Disputes. Talk presented at
the “ESIL 11th annual conference – The Judicialization of International Law: A Mixed Blessing?” organised by the
European Society of International Law. Oslo (Norway), 10 September 2015.
˶˶ The ‘Commercial Peacemaking’ Role of the International Commercial Arbitration Legal Order. Talk presented
at “UK IVR 2015 Annual Conference – Law and Social Sustainability” organised by the International Association for
Philosophy of Law and Social Philosophy. Belfast (United Kingdom), 24 October 2015.
˶˶ Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA) of Investment Treaty Arbitrations with an Environmental Component.
Talk presented at “The Present and Future Role of Investment Treaty Arbitration in Adjudicating Environmental
Disputes” organised by PluriCourts and the Norwegian Centre of Excellence. Oslo (Norway), 6 November 2015.
Nunes Chaib, André
˶˶ The Relationship between Public Law and Democracy in Question. Talk presented at the workshop “In Whose
Name? A Public Law Theory of International Adjudication” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 30
April 2015.
˶˶ An Inquiry into the Lawmaking authority of the International Labour Organisations. Talk presented at “Labour
Law Research Network Conference” organised by the University of Amsterdam. Amsterdam (the Netherlands),
26 June 2015.
˶˶ International Public Authority in Perspective: Comparing the Roles of Courts and International Organisations in
Democratising International Law. Talk presented at “In Whose Name? On the Functions, Authority and Legitimacy
of International Adjudication” organised by the Asser Institute, the Amsterdam Center for International Law, the
MPI for Comparative Public Law and International Law, and the MPI Luxembourg. The Hague (the Netherlands), 8
September 2015.
Ortolani, Pietro
˶˶ The Award by Consent. Talk presented at “La Diffusione Internazionale della Cultura della Legalità nel
Mediterraneo: Esperienze e Modelli di Tutela a Confronto – Educazione, Giustizia, Mediazione” organised by the
University of Cagliari. Cagliari (Italy), 2 May 2014.
˶˶ The Recast Brussels I Regulation and Arbitration. Talk presented at the “1st IAPL-MPI Post-Doctoral Summer
School on European and Comparative Procedural Law” organised by the International Association of Procedural
Law (IAPL) and the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 21 July 2014.
˶˶ Parallel Proceedings and Lis Pendens in the Brussels I System. Talk presented at the kick-off meeting “Conflict
of Jurisdictions in Criminal Law” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 5 November 2014.
˶˶ Anti-suit Injunctions in Support of Arbitration Under the Recast Brussels I Regulation. Talk presented at
“Brussels, Europe and the Future of Arbitration” organised by the International Chamber of Commerce Young
Arbitrators Forum. Brussels (Belgium), 4 December 2014.
˶˶ The Legal Instruments and Practice of Arbitration in the EU. Talk presented at the European Parliament,
Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI). Brussels (Belgium), 19 February 2015.
˶˶ Recent conflicts between EU Law and International Investment Law. Talk presented at the seminar “Recent
Developments in the Theory and Practice of EU Law” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg,
19 May 2015
˶˶ Challenges and Future of Investment Arbitration. Talk presented with W. Miles, A. Magnusson, L.M. Richman, and
W. Sadowski at the conference “2015 Dispute Resolution in M&A/JV Transactions: Tactics, Challenges, Defences”
organised by the Lewiatan Court of Arbitration, Clifford Chance, Cardinal Stefan Wyszynski University, and the
ICC International Court of Arbitration and ArbitralWomen. Warsaw (Poland), 28 May 2015.
˶˶ Intra-EU Arbitral Awards vs. State Aid Law: EU Member States Between Conflicting Obligations. Talk presented at the conference “Law and Boundaries” organised by Sciences Po Paris. Paris (France), 17 June 2015.
˶˶ The Legal Instruments and Practice of Arbitration in the EU. Talk presented at a seminar organised by the
Associazione degli Studi Legali Associati (ASLA) and Clifford Chance. Milan (Italy), 22 July 2015.
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˶˶ Conflicts of Jurisdiction in European Procedural Law. Talk presented at the European Law Institute. Vienna
(Austria), 2 September 2015.
˶˶ Active Case Management in Civil Cases – With a Particular View to the Impact of the ECJ Case Law in the field
of Consumer Protection. Discussant at the Conference “Norway and the European Law of Civil Procedure” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 21 October 2015.
Palombo, Dalia
˶˶ Suing the European Union for Human Rights Abuses Committed by European Corporations Abroad. Talk presented at “Social Justice 2014: the institutions of social justice” organised by the London School of Economics and
Political Science. London (United Kingdom), 1 August 2014.
˶˶ Suing the European Union for Human Rights Abuses Committed by European Corporations Abroad. Talk
presented at the “Max Planck Young Legal Scholar’s Meeting” organised by the MPI for Research on Collective
Goods. Bonn (Germany), 23 April 2015.
Pelzer, Nils
˶˶ Talk bei Bloch. Live: Kampf der Systeme – China auf dem Vormarsch. Talk presented at Ernst-Bloch-Zentrum.
Ludwigshafen am Rhein (Germany), 5 November 2013.
˶˶ Mediation in Germany: Successful in the Courthouse, Feeble in the Outside World. Talk presented at “Convegno
Internazionale Educazione, Giustizia e Mediazione” organised by the Law Faculty of the University of Cagliari.
Cagliari (Italy), 30 April 2014.
˶˶ The System of Judicial Mediation in Germany. Talk presented at the Shanghai Jiaotong University KoGuan Law
School. Shanghai (China), 22 May 2014.
˶˶ The German Mediation System. Talk presented at the University of Shanghai. Shanghai (China), 30 May 2014.
˶˶ New Developments in the System of Judicial Mediation in Germany. Talk presented at the Nanjing Normal
University. Nanjing (China), 9 June 2014.
˶˶ Mediation in China – Modernisierung einer traditionellen Institution. Talk presented at “Recht und Gerechtigkeit
in China, 25. Jahrestagung der Deutsche Vereinigung für Chinastudien” organised by the University of Münster.
Münster (Germany), 8 November 2014.
˶˶ The Chinese “Mediation System”: A Western Perspective. Talk presented at “Rechtssociologie in Europa,
Jaarvergadering januari 2015. Vereniging voor de Sociaalwetenschappelijke bestudering van het Recht”. Antwerp
(Belgium), 15 January 2015.
˶˶ Court Mediation in China: Policy and Practice. Talk presented at the workshop “Civil Justice in China: Recent
Developments” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 20 April 2015.
˶˶ Analisi generale delle ADR in Germania. Talk presented at “Settimana internazionale della mediazione” organised by the University of Cagliari, the Associazione Mediatore Mediterranei, and the European Federation of
Mediation. Cagliari (Italy), 28 April 2015.
˶˶ Das chinesische Gerichtssystem - eine Innenansicht. Talk presented at “Fachbereich II: Sinologie” organised by
the University of Trier. Trier (Germany), 23 June 2015.
˶˶ Judicial “Mediation” in China – Developments and Future Trends. Talk presented at “10th Annual Conference of
the European China Law Studies Association: New Perspectives on the Development of Law in China” hosted by
the University of Cologne. Cologne (Germany), 27 September 2015.
˶˶ The Many Ways of Mediation in Norway – Comments. Talk presented at “Norway and the European Law of Civil
Procedure” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 21 October 2015.
Raffelsieper, Katharina
˶˶ The debtors' protection in European civil procedures: reviewing the review. Talk presented with E. De Duve at
“What are the Boundaries between Internal Market and European PIL and Among PIL Instruments?” organised by
the University of Jean Moulin Lyon 3, the Catholic University of Louvain-la-Neuve, and the Autonomous University
of Barcelona. Louvain-la-Neuve (Belgium), 6 June 2014.

Requejo Isidro, Marta
˶˶ Contract and Self-help Remedies: The Case of Set-Off in International Contracts. Talk presented at the conference “European Contract Law and the Concept of Proprietary Rights” organised by the Society of European
Contract Law (SECOLA). Santiago de Compostela (Spain), 7 June 2013.
˶˶ Quelle communication dans l’application de la loi étrangère?. Talk presented at the conference “Judicial
Dialogue. Private and Public European Law Perspectives” organised by the University of Luxembourg and the MPI
Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 27 September 2013.
˶˶ The Quest for Mutual Recognition. Talk presented at the conference “Civil Justice in the EU – Growing and
Teething?” organised by the MPI Luxembourg and Uppsala University. Uppsala (Sweden), 18 October 2013.
˶˶ Access to Justice in Europe. Talk presented at the conference “Implementation of the UN Guiding Principles in
Spain” organised by the University of Seville. Seville, 5 November 2013.
˶˶ La cooperación en los procedimientos de insolvencia en la propuesta de Reglamento de reforma del
Reglamento 1346/2000. Talk presented at “VIII Seminario Internacional de Derecho Internacional Privado” organised by the Complutense University of Madrid. Madrid (Spain), 8 May 2014.
˶˶ La responsabilidad de las empresas multinacionales y los derechos humanos: marco general y Plan Español
en la materia. Talk presented at “Cuestiones actuales sobre los derechos humanos” organised by the University
of Santiago de Compostela and the UNESCO. Santiago de Compostela (Spain), 15 July 2014.
˶˶ Empresas, derechos humanos y el deber de remediar. Talk presented at “El acceso a la justicia en Europa” organised by the University of Seville. Seville (Spain), 25 September 2014.
˶˶ Introduction: A Case Study. Talk presented at “The Implementation of the UN Principles on Business and
Human Rights in Private International Law” organised by the Institut Suisse de Droit Comparé (ISDC). Dorigny
(Switzerland), 10 October 2014.
˶˶ Role and contribution of the CJEU in the development of a coherent European PIL. Talk presented at “Evolution
of European Private International Law” organised by the British Institute of International and Comparative Law
(BIICL). London (United Kingdom), 25 November 2014.
˶˶ Enforcement in Brussels I Bis and Other Special Civil Procedure Regulations. Talk presented at “International
Procedural and Brussels I Bis” organised by the T.M.C. Asser Institute. The Hague (the Netherlands), 19 March 2015.
˶˶ Claves de la coherencia del DIP europeo: la jurisprudencia del TJUE. Talk presented at “IX Seminario internacional de Derecho internacional privado” organised by the Complutense University of Madrid. Madrid, 22 May 2015.
˶˶ Palais de justice; Amicus curiae; Exequatur. Talk presented at “Research Day for the Development of a Civil
Procedure Lexicon” organised by the University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne. Paris (France), 29 June 2015.
˶˶ Responsabilidad civil, violaciones de derechos humanos, empresas: el tercer pilar de los Principios Ruggie.
Talk presented at “Responsabilidad civil por violaciones de derechos humanos por parte de las empresas” organised by the University of Seville. Seville (Spain), 29 October 2015.
Ruiz Fabri, Hélène
˶˶ Everybody come together over me: systematic integration and Vienna Convention Art 31(3)(c). Talk presented
at the conference “The Effectiveness of International Law” organised by the International Law Association (ILA)
and the American Society of International Law (ASIL). Washington (United States), 11 April 2014.
˶˶ Comment on “Charles Leben: L’Etat au sens du droit international et l’Etat au sens du droit interne (à propos
de la théorie de la double personnalité de l’Etat) ”. Talk presented at “Charles Leben: L’Etat au sens du droit international” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 21 October 2014.
˶˶ Conclusion of the colloquium “Explorer la boîte à outils du droit international dans la perspective de la
Conférence de Paris sur le climat de décembre 2015” organised by the Centre d’Etudes et de Recherches
Internationales et Communautaires (CERIC, Aix-Marseille University), the Institut de recherche en droit international et européen de la Sorbonne (IREDIES, University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne), and the Institut du développement durable et des relations internationales (IDDRI, Sciences Po Paris). Paris (France), 4 February 2015.
˶˶ The ‘Plain Packaging’ Public Health Strategy: Tobacco Products, Alcohol, Sugary Products: What Role (If Any)
For the WTO. Talk presented at the conference “The WTO at 20: Taking Stock and Challenges Ahead” organised by
the World Trade Organisation. London (United Kingdom), 7 May 2015.
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˶˶ La hiérarchie des précédents. Talk presented at the colloquium “Le précédent en droit international” organised
by the Société française pour le droit international (SFDI). Strasbourg (France), 29 May 2015.
˶˶ L’usage des précédents (venus du droit international) par la Cour européenne des droits de l’homme. Talk
presented in the 5th Panel “Other Sources of International Law” of the conference “The European Convention on
Human Rights and General International Law” organised by the European Society of International Law (ESIL) and
the European Court of Human Rights. Strasbourg (France), 5 June 2015.
˶˶ Chair of the second plenary session “Public Law under Conditions of Instability” of the Conference “Public Law
in an Uncertain World” organised by the International Society of Public Law (ICON-S). New York (United States),
2 July 2015.
˶˶ Règlement des différends de l’OMC et forum shopping. Talk presented at the conference “WTO at 20: Critical
Perspectives on an Evolving Legal System” organised by the Faculty of Law of Laval University. Quebec City
(Canada), 17 September 2015.
˶˶ Balance of Power in the Deliberation: the Case of the Appellate Body. Talk presented at the “World Trade Forum
– 20 Years of the World Trade Organization” organised by the World Trade Institute, the University of Bern, the
European University Institute, the Graduate Institute Geneva, and the Centre for Economic Policy Research. Bern
(Switzerland), 25 September 2015.
˶˶ The DSU: The Jewel in the Crown?. Talk presented at the “World Trade Forum – 20 Years of the World Trade
Organization” organised by the World Trade Institute, the University of Bern, the European University Institute, the
Graduate Institute Geneva, and the Centre for Economic Policy Research. Bern (Switzerland), 26 September 2015.
˶˶ How Well Equipped is the ILC to Perform its Task? Why not just leave codification and progressive development to specialized processes?. Comments given at the workshop “Getting the Most from the International Law
Commission: Its Record and Future” organised by the Foreign and Commonwealth Office’s Legal Directorate and
the Oxford Law Faculty’s Public International Law Group. Oxford (United Kingdom), 13 October 2015.
˶˶ Procedural Reform in International Courts and Tribunals: Feasible? Desirable?. Talk presented in the framework of the “Temple Garden Chambers Seminar Series in International Adjudication” organised by the British
Institute of International and Comparative Law (BIICL). London (United Kingdom), 17 November 2015.
Tallgren, Immi
˶˶ Image de la justice pénale dans tous ses Etats. Talk presented at “Approches critiques du droit international”
organised by Nancy-University. Nancy (France), 30 January 2015.
˶˶ Histories of 'Origins' of International Criminal Law. Talk presented at “International Theory Workshop” organised by the London School of Economics and Political Science. London (United Kingdom), 23 February 2015.
˶˶ Le juge face aux ruptures du pouvoir. Talk presented with A. Buchet at “Arrêts sur images: les représentations du
juge à l'écran” organised by the Free University of Brussels. Brussels (Belgium), 13 March 2015.
˶˶ Chair of the panel “The Rhetorics of Transitional Justice: Re-enchanting the Law with Miracles?”, “2015 Annual
Meeting of the Law and Society Association: Law’s Promise and Law's Pathos in the Global North and Global
South”. Seattle (United States), 29 May 2015.
˶˶ Trapped in the Violent Past? International Criminal Law and Its Histories. Talk presented at the “2015 Annual
Meeting of the Law and Society Association: Law’s Promise and Law's Pathos in the Global North and Global
South”. Seattle (United States), 29 May 2015.
˶˶ The Birth of the Epistemic Community of International Criminal Lawyers. Talk presented at the “9th PanEuropean Conference on International Relations: The Worlds of Violence” organised by the European International
Studies Association. Giardini Naxos (Italy), 24 September 2015.
˶˶ The Force of Lawyers: Authority, Lawyering and Expertise. Talk presented at the “9th Pan-European Conference
on International Relations: The Worlds of Violence” organised by the European International Studies Association.
Sicily (Italy), 24 September 2015.
˶˶ Discussant of the panel “International Criminal Law: The Law and Politics of Naming Violence” at the “9th PanEuropean Conference on International Relations: The Worlds of Violence” organised by the European International
Studies Association. Sicily (Italy), 24 September 2015.

Wagner, Edith
˶˶ Assessing Opinion 2/13: The Co-respondent mechanism. Talk presented at “Assessing Opinion 2/13: The Corespondent mechanism” organised by the University of Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 24 February 2015.
˶˶ Case Management at the European Court of Human Rights - An Analysis of the Procedural, Technical and
Practical Tools for Repetitive Applications. Talk presented at the “IMPRS-SDR Annual Seminar” organised by the
MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 17 December 2015.
Zamaria, Alain
˶˶ In the name of impartiality?. Talk presented at the workshop “In Whose Name? A Public Law Theory of
International Adjudication” organised by the MPI Luxembourg. Luxembourg, 30 April 2015.
˶˶ A Public Law Theory? Reflections on the use of a democratic public law theory in an international framework.
Talk presented at “In Whose Name? On the Functions, Authority and Legitimacy of International Adjudication” organised by the Asser Institute, the Amsterdam Center for International Law, the MPI for Comparative Public Law
and International Law, and the MPI Luxembourg for Procedural Law. The Hague (the Netherlands), 8 September 2015.

4. Teaching activities
Bakowitz, Michael
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Preliminary References: the Dialogue between the
European Court of Justice and the National Courts. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Überblick: Schuldner- u. Gläubigerverzug und Rechtsfolgen: Unmöglichkeit
und Störung der Geschäftsgrundlage, Verschulden bei Vertragsverhandlungen und Schutzpflichten nach
Vertragsschluss. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
Belkahla, Mehdi
˶˶ French constitutional law (as teaching assistant). University of Strasbourg, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Moot court coach. University of Strasbourg, 2014 and 2015.
Branco, Juan
˶˶ Introduction to International Public Law. Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, 2015.
Camara, Céline
˶˶ European Union Law: The Contribution of the Court of Justice of the European Union. Summer school, University
of Vienna, August 2013.
˶˶ Droit international privé général et spécial. University of Lorraine, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ English Legal Terminology. University of Luxembourg, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Fundamental Developments of EU Procedural Law. University of Luxembourg, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
De Duve, Eléonore
˶˶ Tort law. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
Dimitropoulos, Georgios
˶˶ Empirical Research in International Law. Global Law and Governance Summer School, Sounion (Greece), July 2014.
˶˶ Law, Economics and Public Policy of International Economic Law. Global Law and Governance Summer School,
Sounion (Greece), July 2015.
˶˶ Consolidation in Public Law. University of Thrace, 2015.
˶˶ History of Political Institutions. University of Thrace, 2015.
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Dori, Adriani
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Recht – Verschulden bei Vertragsverhandlungen und Schutzpflichten nach
Vertragsschluss. University of Luxembourg, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Überblick: Schuldner- u. Gläubigerverzug und Rechtsfolgen: Unmöglichkeit
und Störung der Geschäftsgrundlage, Verschulden bei Vertragsverhandlungen und Schutzpflichten nach
Vertragsschluss. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Judicial Cooperation (Service, Evidence). University
of Luxembourg, 2014 and 2015.
Erpelding, Michel
˶˶ Cours de Droit administratif général I. Institut de droit des affaires internationales, University Paris 1 PanthéonSorbonne, course given in Cairo (Egypt), 2015.
Feinäugle, Clemens A.
˶˶ The relationship between the European Court of Justice (ECJ) and the European Court of Human Rights
(ECtHR): The accession of the European Union to the European Convention on Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms. University of Luxembourg, 25 February 2014.
˶˶ General international law and international trade and investment law. Heidelberg Center for Latin America, 2014.
˶˶ International Economic Law. Europa-Institut, University of Saarland, 2014.
˶˶ Colloquium on Constitutional Law and Administrative Law. University of Trier, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ The accession of the European Union to the European Convention on Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms in the light of Opinion 2/13 of the Court of Justice of the European Union. University of Luxembourg,
26 February 2015.
Gargantini, Matteo
˶˶ Introduction to the Italian Financial Markets Law. University of Luxembourg, May 2014.
˶˶ International economic law. University of Luxembourg, 23 June 2014.
˶˶ Takeover Law & Financial Market Law. Catholic University of Milan, 3 December 2014.
˶˶ Introduction to Italian Financial Law. University of Luxembourg, April -May 2015.
˶˶ EU Company Law. Catholic University of Milan, April 2015.
Hess, Burkhard
˶˶ Colloquium on Private and Procedural Law. University of Heidelberg, 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Das anwendbare Recht im Schiedsverfahren. University of Heidelberg, 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law. University of Luxembourg, February 2015
˶˶ Judicial Cooperation in Civil Matters in the European Union. Europa-Institut Saarbrücken, September 2015.
˶˶ Colloquium on German Civil Law. University of Luxembourg, 2015.
Jorritsma, Remy
˶˶ Introduction to International Humanitarian Law and Scope of Application. Maastricht University, 28 October 2015.
Koechel, Felix
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Coordination of national procedural systems: the
role of the Regulation Brussels I bis. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Das Gewährleistungsrecht bei Kauf- und Werkvertrag. University of
Luxembourg, 2014 and 2015
˶˶ Recent Developments in European Procedural Law – Recognition and Enforcement in the Brussels I Regime.
University of Luxembourg, 2015.

Koutsoukou, Georgia
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Preliminary References: the Dialogue between the
European Court of Justice and the National Courts. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Störung bei der Abwicklung von Schuldverhältnissen: Grundlagen.
University of Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Judicial Cooperation (Service, Evidence). University of
Luxembourg, 16 April 2015.
Laukemann, Björn
˶˶ International and European Procedural Law. University of Trier, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Insolvency Law (Insolvenzrecht II). University of Trier, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – The European Succession Regulation. University of
Luxembourg, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Einführung ins deutsche Zivilrecht – Einführung ins deutsche Sachenrecht. University of Luxembourg, 2014 and 2015
˶˶ Company Insolvency Law (Insolvenzrecht II). University of Trier, 2015.
Mariottini, Cristina
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Coordination of the national procedural systems, the
role of the Regulation Brussels I. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Arbitration and sports law. University of Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ International Business Transactions. Europa-Institut, University of Saarland, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Arbitration and Sports Law. University of Luxembourg, 2015.
˶˶ Coordination of National Procedure Systems: The Brussels I-bis Regulation. University of Luxembourg, 2015.
Oro Martinez, Cristian
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law – Judicial Cooperation (Service, Evidence). University
of Luxembourg, 2014.
Ortolani, Pietro
˶˶ Il processo Civile telematico. Pro.Form. Pisa, 4 April 2014.
˶˶ Introduction to Arbitration. University of Cagliari, May-June 2014.
˶˶ Introduction to Arbitration. Oristano Bar Association, May-June 2014.
˶˶ L'atto civile. Bar Exam Course, AIGA, Empoli, 26 September 2014.
˶˶ L'atto civile. Bar Exam Course, AIGA, Siena, September-October 2014.
˶˶ European Procedural Law. Europa-Institut, University of Saarland, December 2015.
˶˶ International Arbitration. University of Luxembourg, 2015.
Palombo, Dalia
˶˶ Introduction to Corporate Law and Governance. Summer School, London School of Economics and Political
Science, 2013, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ International Law: Contemporary Issues. Summer School, London School of Economics and Political Science, 2015.
˶˶ Corporate Social Responsibility: Business and Human Rights. LUISS Guido Carli University (Rome), 2013, 2014
and 2015.
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Pelzer, Nils
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Störung bei der Abwicklung von Schuldverhältnissen: Grundlagen.
University of Luxembourg, 2014.
Requejo Isidro, Marta
˶˶ European Procedural Law – Doctoral Studies. University of Sevilla, September 2014.
Ruiz Fabri, Hélène
˶˶ Cadre institutionnel des opérations internationales des entreprises. University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne,
2014 and 2015.
˶˶ WTO Case Law. University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ Droit de l’Organisation Mondiale du Commerce. University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, 2014 and 2015.
˶˶ The European Union at the World Trade Organisation. University of Luxembourg, 2015.
Sirakova, Kristina
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Inhalt von Schadensersatzansprüchen, Bereicherungsrecht. University of
Luxembourg, 2014.
˶˶ Übung im Internationalen Privat- und Verfahrensrecht. University of Trier, 2015.
Vidigal, Geraldo
˶˶ International and Comparative Commercial Law. International Law Institute, Kampala (Uganda), 2014.
˶˶ Recent Developments in Insider Trading and Takeover Law. University of Vienna, December 2014.
˶˶ International Trade Law. University of Verona, 2015.
Wagner, Edith
˶˶ Fundamental Developments in European Procedural Law. University of Luxembourg, 2015.
˶˶ Einführung in das deutsche Zivilrecht – Sachenrecht, Immobiliarsachenrecht. University of Luxembourg, 2015.
Zamaria, Alain
˶˶ Private international law. University Paris-West-Nanterre-La Défense, 2014 and 2015.

5. Editorships
Journal Editorships
˶˶ Anuario Español de Derecho Internacional Privado (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editorial Board Member)
˶˶ Chinese (Taiwan) Yearbook of International Law and Affairs (M. Benatar – Editorial Assistant)
˶˶ Dereito (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Member of the Advisory Board)
˶˶ European Journal of International Law (Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Advisory Board Member)
˶˶ IPRax: Praxis des Internationalen Privat- und Verfahrensrechts (Prof. B. Hess – Co-Editor)
˶˶ Journal européen des droits de l’homme (Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Member of the Scientific Advisory Board)
˶˶ Korean Journal of International and Comparative Law (Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Member of the Advisory Board)
˶˶ La Ley. Unión Europea (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editorial Board Member)
˶˶ Max Planck Institute Luxembourg Working Paper Series (Dr G. Dimitropoulos – Founding Editor in Chief)
˶˶ McGill International Journal of Sustainable Development Law & Policy (H. Asmelash – Peer Reviewer)
˶˶ Revista de Arbitraje Comercial y de Inversiones (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editorial Board Member)
˶˶ Revista Española de Derecho Internacional (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Senior Managing Editor)
˶˶ Revue Belge de Droit International (Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Member of the Scientific Advisory Board)
˶˶ Spanish Yearbook of International Law (Prof. H. Ruiz Fabri – Member of the Peer Review Board)
˶˶ Yale Journal of International Law (Dr G. Dimitropoulos – Editorial Board Member)
˶˶ The Military Law and the Law of War Review (M. Benatar – Editorial Assistant)
˶˶ Wereldbeeld (United Nations Association Flanders) (M. Benatar – Editorial Board Member)
Law Books Collections
˶˶ “Estudios Del Tráfico Jurídico Externo” (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editorial Board Member)
˶˶ “De conflict legume” (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editorial Board Member)
˶˶ “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 – Editor).
Websites
˶˶ Conflict of Laws.net – News and Views in Private International Law
(http://conflictoflaws.net/) (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Editor)
˶˶ The blog of the ESIL Interest Group on Business and Human Rights
(https://igbusinessandhumanrights.wordpress.com/) (Prof. M. Requejo Isidro – Master and Editor)
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