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oalad] (psS dagm Lo K8 Dl »lal Adsall s)ladl) d8jal dall) aaall cilia
'S pide Adales ld Aliise Apaliail) dgagi san g Al sy ddlida 4 gina

A slal) dpad i) Jad saals 5))) Cld Agaliail san g 4l IS Ao pena iy Liays
Ao Caant () (50 de ganal) lS 3l il

DR I Ao gana Ayl o Lo Laily L33 IS desana Gl La bl Jaag
Glldy agle Guedsall e (e bl ) aanll Bl Slad ae 8 axdid Apsil s dgaliad)
&M&M@}ﬁwa@adﬁaﬁg‘zm,&u?bkgh\j&aqmgojs:auass
" IS e sand’ ansall (s L aSaill 3 3 i) il adge Caylall duadd
icsens mlhias Jeay Lo chid @l oo Gl dphill of leldail ey 43,8 sl

"l Gl Jlae oy o Bale @S,

¢lpns aaill (3lis) adgi o) bl Jad) afall Gl diey 28 SN e sana il Wi g
Axidiall Aaglill GLSN e T Sl 3l AS5aN5 AY) ASHAN e cagile oS 5l ueadS
50 e el e e Lalaidl Jedal GEY) S By e sanall b A slal dpadlly
3 Loyl 4500 agud Apdef o3lay 2l paally alall joaall Jie SN e sanay dliall
5,88 IS de gana 358 2ady . L Aaglill OLLSN aaf S Alall Jedil afatl) Gl diey
A e wsdl G e pe)l ey el dilaial daligy Al ol dxils
) oWl 8 Lie Jlal 1Y) Sl e sane Appdan ) cylal 08 Al gl Sladly sl

t Al degane ciliggenl )
- Ch. Jarrosson, Coventions darbitrage et groupes de Société, In: Contras et
responsabilités, L.G.D.J.P.53. V.Simonart, la personalité morale en droit privé Comparé,
Bruyant,1995, p.100. Sentence C.C. I, NO 2375/1975, Clunet, 1976, P.973, Obs, Y.
Derains.
YT G Gl el o8l Cabale 5 s agd) e
-YVES DERAINS, IS THERE A GROUP OF COMPANIES DOCTRINE? in
Multiparty Arbitration, ICC Dossiers, supra note, p.132.
2 B. Hanotiau, Complex Arbitration, supra note, P.49
* FERNANDO MANTILLA-SERRANO, MULTIPLE PARTIES AND MULTIPLE
CONTACTS: DIVERGENT OR COMPARABLE ISSUES? Multiparty Arbitration,
ICC Dossiers, p.112,113.
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Slo dpad JS 8 Akl jualie Jilg 06 ) HlSal) Adle caad b L ale iy
Ll Ay e e seaall S0 0aY Aalai@Y) syl Jie sas

t ) sadl) o (lUas A6 ) ggngall 138 8 Canll anidig

Sl e gana iy ylail 255l Ailoailly duakaill 3l 1)) lladl)
L zla S Ae sana dpplai 1 S el

S e pana dpplat i A Calladl)

SIS i) s oo At placid Alild) A liadid g Auaonsid] G guadd! 2 J 9o ladf

Al aylacll ddjal Al aanll il ) Sl de gane Al L) 8 Gl s
eladll &af lgees Al eSadll Gilsud) o paall DA (e 3840 3L Eua (ICC)
Neie gAY A lall Ladasl) Ciigas Ly 8 Agpkall Ll L ey . st

sl B Ay plait) 8LES 1 J oY) £ LAY

SNVAVe e YYVe [y geeall 4 by ICC dloall 3ylatl) ddje aSas i cuad
b Aald aeld agaSad (Al Jlee¥) dlay ool adiaall DL CilieY] 55
Oy Aol (sl Glals e zAS Adsall Aylaill SN o ddnae ASHIA aglle
2 lde) (add & ) an b KA DEW! e lamy 2Ty e sanall aseda
alail) A Cih) adle y ASHAA el e adiaall golaBBY) apagill aag DA e alls
Al GlSyh aiady A aaill Gl & oyl (lSGE (e e seas 8 IS o )
LOfie ganall

! Stavros L Brekoulakis, supra note, p.149.
2 ICC case no. 2375 of 1975, Collection of ICC Award 1974-1985, P.257, note by Yves
Derains.
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Caa ALl Aagl) <y )V EYE ) el 4 ICC aan A gl Audi alall b
3 Glwial) saaeie IS de ganal daeiall 45550 of Je aSUl ) aSanll D cand
Gl e adl L apaie IS Ao gene Aaliaal Al ae BV Cueply Cuaglis
Ay a5l IS (e Ao gane ae Algal) Jalam o anall @lly 40l dpe luall ciLalY)
e Ao panal Alaall 345 sl sae QL a5 Al Clawial) 323 GISGE (e (528
G 05 Yl alai®V) adll ae il 4l ) akanll Al gl daldl) @lSal
sl aatll 3li) BT alial Cuiad elaeY) GlOEN e gl o Loty Vs A genall s

LA ) bl Al iy ol

VAAY ale Gaply 5alall ICC aai dia 1 T Y) leaase Galall AISaY) (e p2)ll e
dgha sl 4 aapal) 4l e 4@l 4 yuly 5eiY) 2y Dow Chemical “geea
el Asall DA paliall (Blu 38 Sal) o Sl (SN de gane

Dow Chemical icgana J bl GSHEN o (558 oyl (B goeal)l LlEg (adlii
Isover-Saint-J lay¥ aiall dlgay cwld 3l Boussois—lsolation aa ayjs (saéal
G Gy dCC aas il cpieaiall agysll il (3l ¢ )3 cali .Gobain
SlS,a (saa); Dow Chemical USA LY 48, cilsy Dow Chemical & ¢yl
&b Isover-Saint-Gobaincaa aSaill &le)yn) Dow Chemical France aauil)
U5 panys cpSatl G e cpumbpall e Agalsa b aSatll B 4y ol e o)
el by lpabainl p)E ) aSadll a Cadd LGemBeall e Ld) AN gsell
Fodiall gl by ) S a8 aatll A Camd Cam L Opdsal) e (e de syl
IS5 e sanal daill dadsall ye SN Agalpe b lgpaliaialy sl cale ol (0
D Yl il e aSaal Gl Pl G ) ~8a1) 25 @ylsly .Dow Chemical
g Bl gsnmga Glaiall sl o alida G5l U goally akatll Glal Glas 8 o L]
desene psehe i G aSadl) Al Cuad Cua sl 5ladl A gamgal) 20l (il
t oY) e Ll clg )

' ICC case no. 1434 of 1975, Collection of ICC Award 1974-1985, P.236, note by Yves
Derains.

2 |CC case no. 4131 of 1982, Dow Chemical v Isover-Saint-Gobain, Collection of ICC
Award 1974-1985, pp,146 and 464, note by Yves Derains.
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Sule a3 Al AN Aegene @l ) Aadsall ey Aadsall S el oY
iy lpabiaia) Alud lgaat die Hlae¥) g o3a] afatll B e aghy Lol

A ganal) IS (e 3858 U Aaldll duad il e il i
LIS e pana 350 2AY) ol ) Al gyladl) clylgie) : L

OSar lly Sl e galll o cpalgall ey uadsall GHLY) paen e ARk Al G
e sl il Jld 0 e CadlSH Rl LY il Blad) e lde SV
L dial) 2 ol

ordal) Caady (aply il AeSae oF V) S0l Sl Sal) e ade el ek
el il Ao 2l e szl ey e Bl lan akanll A palaialy JSall e
Ag il Cun o bl IS0 SN Ao sane 3)S8 ) Dol Sld Jais o) Ll Y) oSal)
Colal 8 Gl aay AeSadl Jwi Lo b 3l aeSole e alall il e calylY)

NeaSa 3 Sl de gena 5,56 1) AaSadl)

AV el Gl el Gl Aeae (o AKaY) (e Al Cpaa Sall Gl sy
Ofer Brothers v (s5ca5 Korsnas Marina v. Durand Auzias"g}ca & Balall
Lys of oelad e afadll Glal Gla s ) deSaall caad Cus (Tokyo Marine
bl aren ) 5yl saltial (il Aglelig Apadlia jeay oo die b Geaiall sl
oSy diall 3 agiladify anysa off Wl caie mam Al lejlial) g sl 25 3 ASLi
Loyl Genmiall Sl o Vg 38 156 o) gy akail) Loyl (3Ualy dsms agale il Lgaa
Lo aaill (3Ll alall lgne (oayity ALl o ) contin) 8 AeSaall of i L. akadl

A dsadl)l () ey

realy Sall e Glal)
-Stavros L Brekoulakis, supra note, p.150 ¢ YVES DERAINS, IS THERE A GROUP
OF COMPANIES DOCTRINE? in Multiparty Arbitration, ICC Dossiers, supra note,
p.133.
2 Paris Cour d' appel in Dow Chemical v Isover- Saint-Gobain, Paris Cour d'appel, 21
October 1983, (1984) Rev. Arb., p. 98.
3paris Cour d' appel in Korsnas Marina v. Durand Auzias, 30 November 1988, [1989]
Rev. arb. 691.
* Paris Cour d appel in Ofer Brothers v Tokio Marine, 14 February 1989, Rev. Arb.,
p.691.
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anyl die & Gecaiall aall oy Cotunav Jalil) ol ) deSaall cand Culls oSa g
O & Wbl 3 daSadl chatily L4 ik Cotunay (5 aly dalell gl (e 0
Lyl Canial) diedl 8 CalLY) aal olew JAUS siall 3w 8 Jaxd) il 8 Cotunav
Lyd lgiaa ey 4alSaly Ledsds caially Lalaliill 2o Laia dne iy (531 eY) caSall
Jsd o (aaxi ¥ Auh kel 2aw 8 AS)Laa) e 8w il) o liadl) of JaaDly . aSal)

Vel Loyl

leaSa & ClSHal) desene dphas ) s JS8 LYY ) 5L dae alifiul daSae il
Al A alarl) dayd of Uglh 4y aluall o adl cuzid TVAAT uadg YU 8 Ll
& Al A Jladll sall o ) lSGEN Ay a5k of Gang e senall A OIS Ralya
LY prend A5l Aall Ty Laysels (b akatll Jayil anaiall dial) ooy ity ol
i bl gl o IV Aaaly 4 eSS sl 3 s oS —cle ) b
Die¥) 8 baal aSladl o cany saaly dpaliaill s Lo (IS8 Ao gean o) adlll

sl ylasll Cibel 4y Cajins agasd

sclS i) de gana 4 3 (ol bjﬂ:@m‘ &)ﬂ\

1ds ganall Sy oy AR5 6N A8Mal) (Yl

Sl o) na b et Ao ganall (8 UDLT pigal) e algall e IS 5% o WIS G Y
s 3% A sanall S 1Y) ojishs Joll (Sar 53 eY) LA Aullag Apardai Jauls ) Lagin
ClSyal culS 13l ) Aaglill AN Jeall LT e bylasd) S5 AN iy Lualas
AV A JleeY 4340 ¢ g i< Cusnd 8 Axlil

Bladll Ay aanll A Loylas Al TVAAR Gle 8 0ASE ) geeal) G ks oSa b

Glandd e pal die Ayl Gl (e degandd ) AS,A iy (ICC oAl
o ) axs gyla) Gl (e ile OIS S GBIV (o e adlgs L aanll Bl e

! Andrea Marco Steingruber, NOTION, NATUREANDEXTENT OF CONSENT IN
INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION, p.159,160.

2 Pau court of Appeal,26 November 1986, Revue de l'arbitrage (1988) p.153; referred to
by Yves Derains, supra note, p.134.

% Icc case no 5894 of 1989, (1991)2 (2) ICC Bull 25.
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aSad (gse Al Al il AV Gl ) L dic seaall SIS 3 Aaglil) S (Bl
el el Ge U8 2aay geeall asaill L Cld LAl QA desanse aa
o Al GO G e pell o4l Ae Gfiesenall S B Guadpll g2 agle
p2ifi o cilee 38 gl V) oAl dial) (o jal dah il dyypea lSHE (S5 A dasall
e YL ol 5 dgylailly Adlall cublall chdas) ) V) AN (e A58 bylags Cial

Al S A o3a

G aSatll e 5y€ Ay e BV A0 cnlS 1) Lag ki) ) aanl il cand Ll
Goedl b Lad WY) ASAl A adl) duaall ldie e olld b Alge e daglill 4,400
Aal Al oF ) dCC Al sylail) Aajey aSanll dia i) NV 49A Lle AQY L G,
O Al A5A e o) dllia Al QY1 ASal aiady Al akadll Glal el
Gl Al 2,50 L)l aaey V44T Ll ICC VY00 ) gseall b aatl) dia Cud

Aeie 718049 Al QY1 A8 D) (e atyll e aal)

G bl il pam 4 GGAD desanad GBSl GullY) dsmg aSadl) cilia )
afaill il Jois Loyl Aalill A58 gty Il Gl e WY1 AS,) ada
Dsally Jpa¥ly d)Sal AL 35ial LU (e Ao sanall IS AdEN A e
188 doaliail) 3oy Loy Lad (S50 de ganall CulSy8 cnil& 1Y) g AT 5l 45 paalls dull)

"NAAA L ICC 0 Y L) gseall b aanl) A 4yl cund W

oo Y b padd ) aadl) Gl e Adladl aadl) sl 4 GllY) A sale

Aadsal) A5 o dauds iy cllale jsay madall (addll IS 1) g)laeY) padl)

GV asaill Gl (3Uad de adey maals slad) akadll Gilin al o V) Lakadll Gl e

Cafy ol Lo AN e sane Applai ) ol Ay iaall (ala3Y) e Yoy gl paliiy)

Gl add IS8 AEN) ) maly IS 430 oladl S Gall el paddll IS
"L aal

1 ICC case no 8910 of 1998, in Y Derains and hascher (eds), ICC Collection of Arbitral

Awards 1996-2000 (Kluwer,2003) 569.

2 |CC case no 7155 of 1993, ICC Collection of Arbitral Awards 1996-2000, ibid 454.

* ICC Case no 8385 of 1998, ibid 474.

*1CC Case no 5103 of 1988 (1991) 2 (2) ICC Bull 20.
> Stavros L Brekoulakis, supra note, p.155,156.
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saaSail) Ja pid Cracaial) Shal) fad gl Audit g cilia glial) & dad gall & AS Al Jladl) ) galf ; LSk
oy ¢ Liaill lgin Lo 4355 Aley de ganall ClSHS L)l LS ane ) afal) clin
ot oSl AGEN Jlad ysn ey 58 O ny oSl Ase e RS ) aSatl Sl
oo 8 A iy L akall Jopdl ecaiall diel Goud o) 20 Alapey <iliasliall Ala ye
diny Glaie g3 3 1CC Laply Adsal) sl die \gylas Ll VAM ple Teae
Ganiall afatl) byl dial) o Aadgall e 2V AN ) Y aadl) A CGl a5
Mad (liaglial) dlaye b o) Gy wyn et AEN G Ol ) 1ol cand
1A o o) claiid gpmnll ghsall jsn asity o o ) sl A ikl e
SV Al el haaly bl dawy 0 (e b sA YN G ol ) e B
1l sl any L5 Lysutt ) Gl Agladd o aall o asll e 38580 Jusls

(dCC asall 5lanll ddjay aatl) L \gipdai lly YooY ale VIVT0 ) gsea i L
S Dawaia 45,31 ol Dy 8 GIGE) g g o Clelin) diey Glie gl L
-Lsﬁi e e g b Ayl Atiell GIEN gaa] g8 Gus den e AU Syl
qu: fJ‘;\S\} 4.1.3)}}1\ ASJ.HJ\LJAJSM?.\SA_\LSPJ AUl MS.DAY\ ASH)A0) el
ade e i L Al AGAl (Jyl e eaeS aatl) Lajil Cacaiall il
ledsd ) ol Axdsal) e A1 38500 dgalse & lpaliaial ) akadll 43 cand L Al
22 (pe 8yl 8 A g0l COabeall paen cilS 5l Aiali b L LS5l (e sl el
dali e clgale ead) BV ASA ae 4T V49N e diall g ag 1998 Gl Al
Aladl Y1 A5 ads e Db dadsall e V) A ae 2Bl Ciliaglaall of A5
aSaill Aa Chamg 3yl cadladll ‘;j\n sdll & ) e il e Adaiall 4l

(sé_\lcsc.md\ u.us‘).ud\ Lﬁt}‘)a.mﬂdms.uﬂ }M\MMMUM‘ U\

' ICC case no. 6000 of 1988 Ct. Bull. 31 (1991).
2 ICC Case no 11160 of 2002, (2005) 16 (2) Bull 99.
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Blaill Ay aatll 2 o ani QI (Jlady € Aadgall e A$A JAN sS of Gy
SV asatll Bl e iy 8 YA9A Gl VIV VI E Gy gleall 3 ICC Ayl
Seay Jui maly die 8 Gecail aSaill 3L Ll el ady Sl 1A
A8l aa o) 2lad (B o dadgal) daglll 3550 £ ) Gl 8 o g S
Jss 3530 ) eaall Aalill 4500 seen o Dlmd il OIS (mmy Z3aY Y
Dl 3y oS0l Bl AUS aae ) aatl) A i) a5 oY) ASHAD \ghake salll Jsds
Gl e dadgal) ) AEL Jladl) sall e 53850 aatll Gl By AN a5l
LSl e Slzmd WY1 A s sbally Adleiall legadl G e b ClSE odan
G L dalas QY AGal cals 1Y asl L)) aSatl) e Cuads Lkl Al A3 dd el
L L aatl) Uil Ll & WIS 06 Y Glld (8 02w 3 AagUll AS,50 iy sdall
s Aysud I Joaasl Alglas die Jadd dail) 4550 eaall soen ) aatl) A i
P il gy henY) e sl Alladlly sal) fuds Lah daglill 3550 o)l

Addg el 385 Jlage 8 Jled s aY) AN S ol 4l ) akal)
gy Cus otV ) aall Aa Cund Y s Ll ICC Ve YOA L) geeall i L
b pae iy Gl gl 8 AV 0y Ay Al 360 an kel gea el
Glaglial Alage 3 Jled s W S Al e GV AED L eaal o) Cam . jeas
Qs ge Db HY1 ASE s 4in Aol cVLaL el e g Sl Al
Glagiall Y1 A58 jema Ll eadll amuly cdiall Hh Jé elldy culasid)
G @l G ) Al dia cund sial) aig e L Aalil) 48580 Uas) ) diLayl
el W) el ally iliagliall V) A5 AS Lo e AaSIS CilS o)y e ad) e Jiud
A al of Al Caadly afall Gy V) AN Jed e Va8 4K e
ol S 13 ol M cad) adde Jaiaty ol A ) siall Caady e b Jadd daylil)

Ll all iy Y e jeay of adde OIS il V) AEN adg b ey

1 ICC award in casees 7604 and 7610 of 1998, J Arnaldez, y Derains, and D Hacher
(eds), ICC Collection of Arbitral Awards 1996-2000 (Kluwer, 2003) 511, with note D
Hascher.

2 J Arnaldez, y Derains, and D Hacher (eds), ICC Collection of Arbitral Awards 2000-
2007 (Kluwer, 2009) 537.
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o O 1Y Lo Angal) e ASA0 Jladll sally Adleiall ApaSatll Blgaadl (o zsunss et Yy
(liasliall EN il Al Jabe e gl B Jladll laysa 583l A58 aLE Caalgl)
Gl Aadsall ye AGEN A A A W el el 8 g Slialy o) )
afaill Blsu A 5edV) aSall ad Cum Sdabiall a3 e sl (B Jlad s Ll aal)
L;T Jalally dabyall 228 I 3)Lay) I Dow Chemical il dll de gane 4ykany ddleiall
V) Al e AS5EN L aSanl dayd add LS (5Ss dabiall a3 (e sl 8 Vi s
daball o328 & Aadsd) ye Al Jladll ool (o diad ApeSadll Glsad) dplef
i aatll L adsal) e aBl ) gl 8 daasas LalSal o aas @y aay iz
SR LS e ) @) (il e Al alkaly i il glaal) Alaje 3 layss

TaSatl) (3l dad gl e AN AL Jgll Ciliaslaall b

Jilat DA (e 06 gl e AGAD ) akal) 3l dsia) o) saall 1 b (s
Sy i) LS lie @il 1) Ly lgle Cpels Sl 5)seall A peal Jabyall s A LSk
o3 gias Lealiilly elpiy e libai) sall Callf sal cila 8 Jadh ilimsliall Alsja b el S

tasSatll g gall) A CaplBU A idal) A1) Al
Fle JSG aSall B Axdsall e SIS Gl Y Leske @bl gyl i ()
Al 3 SIS, e sane 35ms (Kly ol bl 3 S e pana i of U3

g Adady o2ifly dall oyl (8 Jlad sn Aagall ye LGS any Ly 3aal sl dpalaisy]
caSaill ¢ gl e S S i) Al olad) e A8

S Y QKA degeaaa 29ag o "Fouchard, Gaillard and Goldman " A
Gaa) (e pdsall afaill Blil dejile degesall b Aahaal GlSHE) G5 ol 8y pally
aghall 48aY Kal caxS) sy L CalaD Aadal) Al Cangar a3l STy e senall S
g sy iy (oSl AS fdially Agaal) Al & Can) (gyg pall (b L alaiadU Al

' ICC Case no 6519 of 1991, ICC Collection of Arbitral Awards 1991-1995, ibid 420.
2 ICC Case no 6610 of 1991, J Arnaldez, y Derains, and Hascher (eds), ICC Collection
of Arbitral Awards 1991-1995 (Kluwer 1997)277.
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Oo el o byl ) sty ) Agalse AL alaia¥l o) o B e
Vol J8) Aal sl de gesall (cala@Y) Ll ) 55LEY)

Gilsall (e Lle A1 allas & Bernard Hanotiau  JbwY) cady aaall s iy
Al o lgalSal Guwg aadll Gling aSlaad) JIY (Ll abiee 8 4l ) dladl
Clia X GHRY) Lol by (ajee L aSaill sl o ey Cahla AS S
ol MEey) o slidl Ciles 38 AN degene cilS 1) L Joa J3ldll ) sl
afaill A adyy N Y] Ladle agadis ade ai) cdiall 8 W] il e elact)
slacl Golu ity ¢ Jsf 4ali ge desenall go Jaladll 3 bl olgle s )

(A al (e dadgdl e IS8l dcaliyy Sl de gana

&) asaill L canul "C&M Farming Ltd v Peterson Farms Inc. (ssea &
afaill A palaidl adey agale odall ady Cuadyg siall aly) <y sl @lgle Jlas
By 4y casl Al ) e el parsiy Lukall afal) Bl e el bl agdsS
pdilay Siall ol s Llle (S Peterson  cadl of ) laSa 3 aSaill 2 o)l
Rigll Cipic) i Ao sanall GlSE IS ey dial) oy JSS CEM S5 e sane ga
adl 2l iy Ay mslill 358 Jlsh S)ae oS Peterson &l o caaall 1 &

Ao ganal) @lSs U a3l BN Gy CEM  de sana ae oy

Ciles 38 il 1Y) Loy A degana lolu (and ) aSanl) dia cadl g Al Al e
Ldial) 8 Ukl dadsall e Ao seaall GlSGE ol Jsiee JSG dEeY) e A oyl
Oe eda a0 Y KGN degane Aplat o ) Cuad Cus $pndaiy) JSlad) diady Lo sag
plad Tevv Qi) geeall A s oSa A 1CC aSan B Cuad My . gnlaiV) 0l
0535 s 3l Lag eaal) ool Ll BT 8 Gadsall e V1 ASHEN @l of 1) Y AAA
3B Ayl A5 o Chang 8 aatll A (s sl caysl) (3l o e gall daglil) AS00

! Fouchard, Gaillard and Goldman on International Commercial Arbitration, supra note,
at para. 500; Karim Youssef, The Limits of Consent: The right or obligation to arbitrate
of non-signatories in group of companies,in Multimarty Arbitration, ICC Dossiers,
supra note, p.76.

> B. HANOTIAU,Complex Arbitration, supra Note, at para 343.

* ICC Award, on 10 March 2003, C&M Farming Ltd v Peterson Farms Inc.
(unpublished), referred to by Stavros L Brekoulakis, supra note p.162(90).

AR




1 padoll ags aoal / Galdl .. [eadgadl We NI sl (Glad] aladol

Aal of Adiee eadd) ) Aadsad) e aY) AED aul Jasy Bys e i€ Llad i)
SN IS Jine 5L ) aSatll D Ll Load asglly el gsall b daBall e
oo dal) cilaial sasiall LY 8 gyl gl a1 AN (s i o 30 Lagi ]

b L s dphill Ghise Wil mla GIS,Al degana Ak Jsa la Jyladll sy
A glall Al mey 3 S5 e sand]

ilad) ¥ gl

of G ksl b asall Cadys taSaill pdlel) dagdal) lpia) ) Jilail 8 oSladd) Cals
LeSadd) Cund Cum gl byl BT Lo 588 pa imlai SN de pena Ayl
25 Y Al degeas dgylas o ) Wl 5804 Peterson Farms' gsea 3 dg)laill
paad & Bl JalSy afatll B Galialidl) adey (ypufin Ciinla Cua ghalatV) 0l (e g3a
aatll (5l (e TV salall ol caatll 3 e degendl b GapaY) GLIY) ads
5o b Ll el ade @l Lo ) el el dua 1997 Ll ghdaiy)
Gl Lo Aplaiy) Agladll 3sull 2l zeilly Gkial’Adams v. Cape Industries
Iy aail) (e oe) a5 AN Ao sana B o)A AN ) akadl) Gl il
VI Al sylanll (gl 8 CulS ) de sane Ayl Lol alaiall il sl AulSul oSa))
1) Aadgall e QAN ) afail) dapd dliel A1) Lelad ey Y Al AeSaall oSa
558 i Y sladll G 13 L el o lall Lcals aSanll Loyl ecaid) sl oIS
Gl ) ol USes 5SSl o V) akaill Gl A GululS GlSal de sane

ol iy AN Fia S pallg dial) (il

! Sarita Patil Woolhouse, Group of Companies Doctorine and English Arbitration Law,
Arbitration International, Volume 20 Number 4, LCIA (2004), p.435.

?|CC Award, on 10 March 2003, C&M Farming Ltd v Peterson Farms Inc.
(unpublished), [2004] EWHC 121 (Comm), 62.

* Adams v. Cape Industries [1991] 1 All ER 929, CA.

* B.Hanotiau, Groups of companies, in Multiparty Arbitration, ICC Dossiers, para. 14-
31.

> Andrea Marco Steingraber, supra note, p.161.
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b Sl e pena e G Ssmall Vpend 48l mny sely SN V) afaill dia )

i ) AL Gl 350 oyl (s ass s

ilalf Y g 8

aladl alail) ae Lgazajlanl S5 Ao gane Akt ki (b o Wil 8 aSlacdll i)
Sa el G LI YOI b YV cuad Al Wal) el o V) L ALY
(1) Al agnd iley il SHladll eadl Gu gl geeall cile L lgis Yo
ua 450 adde eadd) Guy dilyeS Claeal bl Lalal) deliall z3lal) aal Gl
Al pe Bl e & Al (1) 2880 Caayl 1999 Gl 4 (Q) Jlaad) @ld 8 Jes

' ICC interim awards of 25 October 1994, confirmed by DFT of 29 January 1996 in
Saudi Butec Ltd et Al Fouzan Trading v. Saudi Arabian Saipem Ltd, unpublished, ASA
Bulletin 3/1996, 496-507.
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Sarhank jaaly ¢ld 5 e 3 a¥ba8) ¢uli Systems  Sarhank (y gly G ‘
L) b Lis Jlexinly Oracle Group J dalill (5,83 il gaa) DA (e
aaill V) 50l 3S5e bl aad geea ady Sarhank  culd VA9A Jyl ¥
RO BN a5 Oracle Group ; Oracle Systems (0 JS aa Jgall gkl ‘
il cullls Vil A€l GLEN) e gl Aty cadl ) agall Gl Jle iy
& Wb <l gl Oracle Group sy . Syyel V5o (e Vv oy oy sxty L adll
Ol Galiy e cadle ol ol aSatll Gl o ads ol Ll Cua caSal) Gl
Apali Silull adal) clact ADK o B Sal) afatl) A iy Loaall a8 g
leeSa 2l L cpaal 1999 Lule V) 6L akadll Gl 8 Bk oY) A8, el
52 VA YOVY AN o)1 flaey pialimic pgile eadl €al Bl duali ¢ lall
b Al A e Al AplieV] Lglaads e atl) o 4 L e (Sl
Agihlal aaY Gl gl 4 Cpacmiall aanll dayil danali sasll KA e sane

) Cund Lesagse Galall Cacady ) 5 palal) Calitind AeSae oLl oSa1) Jle Oracle cusl
eyl ) il AaSas ol GLELY) ASas Sa e Oracle  chisda .aSaill A
YY s pSall (il daSae il Lgpdall 8 Juadl) cpal d0unl) WSa)) drua jsa

http://kluwerarbitrationblog.com/2014/07/30/when-does-an-arbitration-agreement-have-
a-binding-effect-on-non-signatories-the-group-of-companies-doctrine-vs-conflict-of-
. /laws-rules-and-public-policy

(sl sl akaill _odiV) 5 el 3 5 1 399/Y/1) duda JSI )5l Ao sane i Slils ju g0

VA A ) 44 Q8 DpaSal Al

2 Alexander Meyniel, That Which Must Be named: Rationalizing the Denial of U.S
Courts with Respect to The Group of Companies Doctrine, Arbitration Brief, Volume 3,
Issue 1, 2013.p. 30.
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&Y mSatll (3l M) —Jeal ray JiE dppeaa) (il Aaae o) Ga Lae Wl iy
obiy Ualt LS5l cails 98 Ll f dall 3in 8 i 1)) @l degana 43S,
daSaall 4l il Las a2yl ey salaial) 2550 500 ae Lgial)) JAINE Cas cially gal5il
ze oY) Led JRYs Jal Lag sy caSail) dapeadd LAWY Aaplal) lelye )5 i (0

Mg aSlaally aatl) il s o3 saill oAbl med (e iy Al
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http://www.cc.gov.eg/Courts/Cassation_Court/commercial/Cassation_Court_Commerci
al.aspx
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sasiall VSl b oSladd) al Cu Calide gl uludY Wy Sl elld (Sly caanl)
sledye e 2gially Lalsl) dalal) 2ol ajle Gudai die 4 o aSaill 3l g Jaledll )
Sa a0 L Slaall G s L aSaill Alaid) FAA - dhadl) aanll o9l aclss
Gl ) 2! o4l 5l leaje 2xy @3 < Thomson gsea b 4glill syl

Sl Gl o gpadsad) e Wb el Wydl oy Gaw () Gl

G5 b Al e pane Aliad Ahadll GLEWY) Aoy 3B syilall Cucaps N
ol daSae o ax L) 3Ly Gl f Sarhank Group v. Oracle Corp
ls edygaon ANy gin AaSan Ji Sl 2] Sarhank ciew oSl da - )8 A padl)
aldl @lysisn ANy agin duSas )l Oracle Group caabin) °. 43wl dauall lgiais
Sarhank 3lal ) Ialia) a&adll 3lil Oracle il axe ) cigfl Al dslll 3550l
Gyl Cu L SpaY) S 5l ) agiall o gilal Gy o&all Oracle 4y olastild) b
Ol 8 anlill Jeaill e YooY Y Cpendll Slee ool b Lealiaial daSadll

! Alexandre Meyniel, supra note,p.33.

? Intergen N.V. v. Grina, 344 F.3d 134 (1st Cir. 2003) at 150.

*Thomson-csf, S.a., Plaintiff-appellant, v. American Arbitration Association,
Defendant, evans & Sutherland Computer Corporation, Defendant-appellee, 64 F.3d
.773 (2d Cir. 1995)

* Sarhank Group v. Oracle Corp., 404 F.3d 657 (2d Cir. 2005).

> Sarhank Group v. Oracle Corp., No. 01-civ-1295, 2002 WL 31268635 (S.D.N.Y.
.October 8, 2002)
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2 Parsons & Whittemore Overseas Co. v. Societe Generale de L’Ind. 508 F.2d 969, 974
(2d Cir.1974)
*First Options of Chicago, Inc. v. Kaplan, 514 U.S. 938 (1995).
Aal el e ol kY (i) Gai 1) aadl) R e Jaad o (S aSaill QUED Gf ) deSad) cand @ll aa s
* Alexandre Meyniel, supra note, p.36.
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compl sl laill A8je sel B pu ) 531EN Ly Al
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caSatl) (3l 3Uas L, die L) b Al aalgll e A Jiag

OS5 say ol Jale o sadl 8 Cudli 28 S8 Ao sens Aplas o e ae )l e
Dow Chemical Company v. (gsea & .3aaly dpabail dddal Gl de gana
MY Gsny ) asatl) dia cand Wil g baye ofy e 3 Isover Saint Gobain
e b Canl) die SN A penal (el dey Baaly Apaliail) diga asag of LlieY)
&Y ol diall Aabaal) Jalall & GahlY) e o aadl) A e N L lgaliaidl
Qi) e il il culel (S e agdl ) Sl 8 cpida LT o5 agl
ASyinall Aall Gags ¢ sS3all Tyl Ganaiall diall gd gl 2dEs Al (A oaaysd e
Onine agl o siall 3 Gadis hhl o) SAdl GhlY) aey el A Gl aeal

Taie Lay 8 A el

A Laal) el oadl 8 sasly Lpaloail Aigal SN de gene (060 588 i)
Al (3161 dauay dilaial) AN Jag pal) S Al Aada¥) (e yaall by il Gl

! B. Hanotiau, supra Note, at para 109, p52.

2 Dominique T. Hascher, Complex Arbitration: Issues in Enforcement and Annulment
Actions of Arbitral Awards Under French Law, in Multiple Party Actions in
International Arbitration, supra note, p.378.

3 "py virtue of their role in the conclusion, performance or termination of the contracts
containing said clauses, and in accordance with the mutual intention of all parties to the
proceedings /the parties] appear to have been veritable parties to these contracts or to
have been principally concerned by them and the disputes to which they may give rise. "
ICC case no. 4131 of 1982, Dow Chemical v Isover-Saint-Gobain Sigvard Jarvin and
Yves Derains, Collection of ICC Arbitral Awards 1974-1985 (ICC Publishing/ Kluwer,
1994) p. 146.
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! Fernando Mantilla-Serrano, Multiple Parties and Multiple Contracts, Multiparty
Arbitration, supra note, p.15,16

? Paris Cour d’appel, 7 December 1994, Société V 2000 v. Société Project XJ 220 ITD
et autre.
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Suba il e ey aatll dia I8 clalY Gapb Ciliind daSas sl oe0 agde el
afaill Tayd rof ) Byuiie AaSadl) iy Lo sy caadll Glal dejle cuwd & Unico
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! Paris Cour d’appel, 7 May 2009, Société Suba France et Suba& Unico v. Société Pujol,
referred to by Fernando Mantilla-Serrano, supra note p.18.

2 Ibid., at p.12 “la clause compromissore insérée dans un contrat international a une
validité et une efficacité propres qui commandent d’en étendre 1’application aux parties
directement impliquées dans 1’exécution du contrat et dans les litiges qui peuvent en
résulter.”
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- Andrea Marco Steingruber, Notion, Nature and Extent of Consent in
International Arbitration. London: Thesis for the degree of Doctor of
Philosophy, Queen Mary University of London, 2009.
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