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UMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ﬂu';]j.
SOUTHEEN DISTRICT OF NEW YORE lﬂ-,
..................... i

Ba bbb Emiger of dbe drbbtgatlon Driwian
BN, - DSRITHEL BATYD ABNEIV],

Htkticenr, HOEIL 1 s

Wharesd Che abowe estltled action having besa wnigeed Lo the
Sencpable Barckngion B, Perker, Jr., WLB.0.0,, mad Lhe Cowrt
thereafter on May 10, 1998 having Randed down dte MEMDRANTON
BECIEINS AT ORGER granting petitiensr's moblsn to condiem the

arbftral wad, 1t la,

ODENID, ADJTOSED LMD DICRNEDy Thal the petitiooer's medion

to confim the wrbiteal awand Lo qremied, with statwlory costi

Bor petitlcesr.

hoted: White Plalem, Bew Tork
Wiy T1, 1594

NARR

THMITED SEATRS DTITRECT COTAT
BOTTEERN BESTANCT OF W T0AK

1
In ‘tha Haktar of Eha Rrdltewiiea
| LICITEY i
i
WA B.F.A. = INDORTRIA g 00 Civ. 1057 pEERY
TAITR] ADEEIVT, i
Fatltiarar, P HEDORT DICIST
! A CEE
sugulagts i
1.} DRSO,
Rarpsrdast. :

BORINGTON 0. PAREER, M., 9.5.0.0.

["B8a"1, o Ttallem covpirilion, meves paraii Comveriboy

Petitlonar WOR §.pu. - Tndedbela Iutr;Ql

o the Recaqaitien and Ealarcessnt of tra] Bearda

[*Corveatios®), § 0.8.C. § 200 gifse eaellen o foreign
aabiteel wsied rendened | F M lta fiwor on Harch 0, 1994,

Bespoadent 1.0, |

e

£ to an srbdtratlen claese [ an Bprdl 14, D566

Tork coaporation, hea mat

HAN ard 1.0, Ondusteies, WA cosmenced aa
Len proceeding against LA, Indusbries (s Hilss, Ttaly.
In accardiace wlth the Balen of Arkdteation of the Inberssticesl
Chasber of Commerce, NRR Sought Ko rlmt Teem 0.B, Endestriey
the balascy owed [ex Dive shipnints of qoods chaet MAR made Lo
b, Indmtrled after ternlsating o boskness reletioaship between

Ehe pictles. Afvee Beacing evidesce, tha Libdioiler on Harch I,

Eyplan Bal1nd b graras] of Fessnt

&
3

1980 esteged an awicd in wilting, The Lobifeator fourd no

' ) medificstion of the dpril 16, D¥D aqrersent that would Save

relleved 1.5, Mntrh@ contrictual ohllqition to piy Lhe

full emownt of 1 aad Baseed @ judgment aginat 1.0

Industrisn, oy 1357, Che awacd wan cwctifiod by a

mﬂ% #llan, Maly, S0 pew peeks conficnatlen af that

g the follovleq roasoms, WA1's msblen Lo coaflim the
rd L qrasted,

BISERREICW

I" _ Coteens Bun peovided federal dlatrict cosvts abeh the
rutr;ﬂty to coallen foreige aubliral wwands. B 0LEC. § MOV
¢ also Topef Bheed Alghasin & Scas. W.1.do v, Tovs "R O3,
fac,. 126 .38 15, 19 4 Cir. 1991, To cbtain nforcentat of
ghe asbitcel wwed, @ packy may apply to Federad dbstelet court;
#ttaching copled of the irbiteal ividd aid the iqeensil Lo
prbitrats, g Corvemidon, Aetlcle IV (eepeinted [ollowing §
0.5.C. § 2010, AR has cosplied with thesa requlpeesats, Oace
Ehe raquicementy ace complied with, the disteict court"s role in
revlewleg @ fesvign arbitral asard f3 limitedy "The court shall
confim Lhe awidd wsless LE Pimdn 2w of the grousds for cefusal
ot delesral af fecopition mpeciiled in the sald Comwenticn.” 19
U0.5.C. § 11, Thase groends for refusal eust be fnvoled and

peoved by Lhe purty eppebeg coaficmabion of the swird, snd ire
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sot applicable bare whate the moblom Lo meoppaied. fog

Commilon, daticle ¥,

Fetitiomer's metion to conlirm bhe acblbral award (3
granfed, The Clerk of the Court Iy directed to enter jodpaeat)
|

with ststuloey cosky, far petitisee,

B ke, |.

BARLTHGTON B, FURELR, I,
0.5.0.20.

Buted:  White Pladne, T

Ny 300 1901

$@

%K

INTEAUATRCMAL COURT OF BRE[TRATIOH
CASE Ma, TEIfrMa/ag
RiR &p. L, = Peduatrls Maslrd ddwidvi (Raly)
L]
1.8, Irsjustrisn, Jsc. [U.5.4.]
e
INTERHATICNAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
INTERMATROBAL COURT OF ARETTAATICN
Casa ma, TEIEFFHEIAG
fap
in aecordings with tae ralea of ar 1@ af tha IEE

Cppasing
Mediv|

LB, [ngustries, Jng.
2100 Clanrbrook Moad, Etasford, WY 10813, Unfied States

8 M50 Legearo  (FE),  Tialy
ibarto Miste mnd Olepe Wmipatkl. via
Blaistiff

of

dsaricn {rapressated by Glempiero finabdl, Galleris dol Tora

1i Batognal

Ralanganl

Coegider g I fact bnd Taw:

T

Tha partin to ulr sdfing wara afrpady in Busineds

ralatlont whan 1982 United States
wikariki thm' gf werifying the practice of
unlrrq. thi Unfited Staten Custoss Servica,

The United States Deparieaal of Comserce,

rlninad that the price quated on |mports by Lhe
feferdiat violated federal rules on conmercial prichices
[datitrust Laws], The sbave  menbicned  agescy
conpagunt |y gaes advante waraing that it would place 1
fine os the Befeadink's imparts. The uscertalnty a3 1t
tha finencial  Burgen  charged Lo b

orfginating fraa this offemca rished being o factor Lhat

could place dowbt on tda entire busicsss relatiosship
With the Plaintiff,

The Defesdint conpeguiatly reparied this fact to it
popagite party and regussted o confractunl wmolution to
L auchange
of corressondence balwesn L8a pariien foblowsd, Delsees

Raky sceoent of the altersd clrommstancag,
f18th and thth Dctober |19%], wha trisd to coss (o wn
agreesend o the implications of 1% probable charge
gebitad to b Defesdant By Lhe Umgrican autharitdes.
Tha partins §iffer as b0 the resull of that sttessl.

It & néverthelede wedliputed, Cndepandantly of th

subabancs of & coabraciunl apreasent concluded ia 1983,
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that the parties concluded @ contracl datsd 2Ind Janusry
1980 countarniprad 1dih Aprill 1588, The porpsie of thig
contFach wan o regulats Lhe mannar of payment of tha
frvoleen imsusd by tha PIaintiff and o the othar aide
to insire the Sefesdant thal any suss that it was called
upen Lo pay as Tines to Lhe dearfcan subkoritios would
ba refsborsed by the PlalnRiff, Such mesurance pheould
have bean provided throuph the flssse of a  bBank
gUErantas.

tn July 1990 tha Pladnliff decided Lo Llermingte the
busfness relskicnitip existing betssen the partias dus
to the difficultine 1t had in salntainieg the profict's
comsalitiviky on Le@ Uniked States markat, following tha
dewilusbion of tha dollar and the age-old uncertainty
wheut the snti-demping Flres., This

in the

decisies  ®AE
comiinicatad £a the Defendanst lattar aof Eth
Augesl 1990, Daliwef fas, howavar, cossed ol the end of

Saptesber 1990, Aftar the fNasi comsigneanie, tha
Bafendant inforsed the PIRIALATY Lhat, sccording ko Its
caleglioticms, Uhn botad finne for tha pericd Trom 1900
Lo 1947 carm Lo US4 176, 008.00 withoub cousting inberest

conpousded o= the single finms. In this procesding &

Lhe

sum of UE) 304, 383,77 potentisdly af rish was m$
Makieg refaconce to 4 Tatter af 11th Jaswary $
[

tha Flaiatiff, tha Calendant rﬁunl$

involces’ ispesd By Uhe Plaintiff for the lask §
daliverien, that 1s the imwoices iesusd betwsan Eth June

and 25th Septesber 1990 for & total of B 353,712.00,

taking advantege of an aileged right to tha deducilon, £

Thare ia no divarginee balwsen tha parties on this
wus;, B the arbitrater can dispense with verifying
whather or mat It {s exact.

The Plafntiff an his part dispuates the Defendant’s ripht

be practiss b mek-off,

Tha Plaintiff forsulates maltipte cluims Both nrhtfgl?&
ped  pubordinata,

podified spvaral Limss dur%
procadings, without aummining dedividaaliy o al

premfsas to each of Uw clales
eentradictory conclualons.
bownd soialy by the requests |

reaching

The ar

minsion of 18/24/20.1,188 correspand Lo Lhoek

comsentlonally  aubal the arbitrafor, s no

rogoasl Lo madify #d of migsion his Bepn seda, Lhe

arbitratar ri this decument Binding.

1L i

s L]
I;H waivad aaking for m pariial

padrd BB LhE

o probstory stage wis alraady concluded at that date;, T

i. the arbitrator has  Béen
Internakiona) Court of

instructed By Ehe

Arbitratien to prengunce

i,

\@M the banis of the fim invelced 1iteed betwean §th

hipbell wolniy oo the claisd Formoluted by Lie
Plaintiff, wi iha Defendent bas nal paid Ui
raquisted advinca Tof the cosiy of the procseding.
o Lhe
sankanzing wal Lo pay USE 183, 1d.00 pluw
jabureit @rﬂl fizad by the afFfcia] Eable ol

i rotan. The Daferdant for his part

Tha firsl ohul Flaistifl  relers

hag  AEvar

sd oy resmrvakioe aboet Lhe sccurncy of the sum
Mirl 1890 and Fith Eeplesbter 1900. WRi0e L Goms
disgute tha collaciiniVly of Uhe wus consioering 1L Rds
rigit Lo dedusl the sumi dum In guarantee ol Lhe
prjmanls of np futes mbi-gusping Meas. On the hasis
of an wlleged tacit sgressant gubsdqueal (o tha conbracl
af PR PN el condirmed By @ Teller from ke
Flalnbinl to (ke Suferdent caled 10RH  Jaracury 1384
furaignad] iIn which, ameng othar things, the

raitgured the Defendint of She axlatence of & right to

Plalabier

compeanalion In L loblowing marear;

snpuay [ would Thke you b0 resind thal as quarastes
far 18 ERers fu alwige iis gebil lowards st snd 01 can
e cona Be used 0y cmpensilion”,

The Defandasd o thin affirsation saw & change (s the
conbractin] Lersd costalned in i%a  sgresmind  dated

R, Iy mepart  of  kis theaey  the

Hoday vonesqry |euonewsaiul S AT N
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Defendant avalls Biespif of Eha Eesbimony of  drg
Fabrieia Ritebwl), Brilurcliff, Wew York, ssployes of tha
Dafendant froa 1807 Lo the gresent day, who confires tha
eciilencs of verBal sgresssnts aboul ke Defendsal's

rlght to “cospansation” flerm Inoorreclly used Lo
waprens U [Ralime coacepk of cospansakion that s
tranclated by “sat-off® dm Engligh), URe ®laintiff
disputes the adeisslbility of the testimsey given by Wrs
Witehall, conaldering that she s o sansger employed by
ihe Defandesl and, im any case, cpénly lntleresied in the
in order ta

pikcoms of tha casé. Tha arBiirator,

evafunte the avidesce, takes accounk natl ealy of BRe

deciuraticay made by the witness about har paressal

connaction o the Oefendest, bub ales Lhe effective
inferast that she sight hive ih the oubtces of Lhe case,
These concapis are nob neceassarily coversd By U
tha witness ard

It spptart from her statesinl Ehat Eka

intanticn of ftalimn  procedural
regulsLinng.
witneen does not hatd o posftien in the Defendest’s
company such a5 Lo glve her any direct {inancial
interagt in the puteoss of Lhe cage: ehe doed nok  ghare
in the profile, ssr dass she bwn sleck or shared,

thy pefendant has  adwitisd

the otber hand,
paniniced to pay Lha sl reguesied By Lhe PI
company cowld be brought to & siste of

The witnies & esrtainly acqudinled with this s ik
should be cossidered Lhal she does Bave sf Interesl, ol
Toast indirmct, s the cutetss of the eess, Comgequently
unreliable.  Her

hEr  teabimeny must be conafdered

testisony 19 alee [nedwigeible =@ o Bhe  facts
descnstrated by Uhe docomsntary evidencs priar Lo Lhe
wverbal evidence that 1t was nteecfod to desceatrsts by
Bar bLeslimsny (wrt, 3720, Jtaliss £iw00 Codal,
Furkrarsars, end for other resssas, the erbitrater

not considér proven Ehe existence of an

subsaquent Lo that of 23-20.9.010.4.88, 1 i

agredmant [Loa il wag mpent Ro Iuhnl‘.Fluh%‘du:Lmﬂ

end sab-off practised up Lo tkat o Witk the

reieburaessat of Lhe custoss TLie by tha Defandant

ot the first reguest and of pre=piysent, Oa

this point the agress v clemr, in that it

wpeciTies ot pa
“unk1l the

this contract thm DOistributes (...}

has de gied 5us Bt the Li=s of payeent of Ehe

Ner In this way”.

Ii@n faveir of Her, off-setting fits credit

Because of the rotorious difficeitiss that enly partial
paynenl of Imvelces issusd by an Ttaliem compaay cowasd
L at the Central [ealfen Bank, the Pipiatiff had

obtained Ehis eodification of the  cossercial

’\

relaticnéhip maening that from thes on

{aa] Har nrm@rnmm thy  Biglributor
O Ll 1

-

tributsr undertskes
the wkale

for the tims

“pay Mar wsaunts of the Mar
il:ll {urt. 2]

rhitrator akall subssgueaily promcunce judsssst on

g walidity of thiz agreesmnt, bub for the iiee being

he conmiders it manifest proaf of the Tact that thae

partfas wiskad t2 precluwde the daducticn or the pat-off

widreised By WAE Dafendant. Subseguanily, swem the

Plafntiff's masifest fallure to Tulfl] one of its
conirsctual oblipations (that of Raving a quaraniss
given by Lhe Banzs Fapolars Versbs] did mol revive the
right Lo Lhe dedection.

Tee sass letber of |ILh Jesanry 1989, of WRich the
Cefendsst baces his right ta the sst-off, is also clesr
fn reguasting paysant of tha fneoices (psued within ke
bered of the contract. The elleged right ko the sai-aff

may be interpreted eimply ag an  sctual right of the
parson in posseskion of o sum of monay, But thers I mo
fndication that thers wes any contractual desire to

creste such @ right. On the esatrary. L Plaimbiff's

reprasaniative writes

United S
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e
ihould copal|tivity of the dossstic United Siabed comsarce,

“(...1 in the spirit of collaboration that

animata ug, we will gonaider o proposal that can b fair which sl e protacted sgaieal the unfair spasras  of

and satisfying the both of va) {...]". foreipn cospetibers who adopt & prics poliey vmjustifisd

We are tharafere I L presence of pre-costractaal by the coepany’s sconoey, Adcearding te United States

negotistions and it cosnot B concluded in any cace that Tepialation ascertaineent of wiclatien of the anti-trust
- the partiss fot having desonstraled the contrary = & Tow lends to penafities aieed ol resforieg compatibive

balance betwesn the feported product and  domestic
production.
The thagle adostad by the Pleiskiff 5 eot Hntﬂ

wmodiFlcaticn of the conlract was Fisalifed.
Tha conclusion thus folless Thab the sum of US$3S], T12.-
15 dua in its entirety by tha Defendant withowl Ehe

right to set-aff,

Mtkcugh uphaiding the oWiskesce of o comtractmal

agreament, while contesting & Yaler verbal sedificatisn, relavant legislation provides apecific 1 ] al

thi Plaintif objecke Lhe flnsflettusinese of  guch which 1 to avnld the partiss adoating to ewade

of any and every

agreement, snd likawise in  paneral ke conditien of the “balanced” mr.. ined by the

agreesesl tha purpose of whick 8 B contributios o Usited States sutharities. In( fact) @rticle 353 (15

total sssusetion of B burdan of the anil-demging fine Code af Fefers) Regulat

impoand by the United Staies Daperisent of Cosssrca on thak i Uhe ismsarier foreipn producer sgres o
the lmsartstion of the Plaintiff's prodects,  This have the for @nur besr  sny  enki-dumping
positien s not cosfirmsd, howeesr, withar By 050 penaities, thor ity should inpose double the Fine,
legislation or by the principles of good faith  mehin to tha Aserican  markel  gven  more
regulsting Intersational commerce. 15, It s thus the sase United States Taw thet
Tha thegls propesed by the Plaintifl te puppork Lhe rabes o carteim  realies  Foresesisg  that

agreteanty, sithar sspress of Genlicit, relating tn Lka

fnvalfdity of tha contrechual spressents is  that

public order protected by the United Gtmies anij- wnti-dusging charps will aleisps exfst in  inkernaticnal

Tagialatics, weai rmeds to be safeguer Lha crewerch.  The ese Taw, aithough L doss not  tolevais

L id.

supperted by the Tew or by legsl opinions |1pr{“|%
Jurists mmingal in the mailer, On Lhe contedry

of tha law provides!t.

this 1‘.";1“';7 gf ths anli-demping charge does  Lake
Imcraaning the Fime. [T wust Do
oocluded that the v !un of tha law doss nal
repregest violat . It Tollous ELhab Les
contracts st Q‘ﬂnn the parties Lo regulate the

ks the Flainliff &re nol wveid even

wtzount of iR

tramifer nl'
#4 Lhay have are differsat frem  Lhose

by the parties, who, if Lhey had besn awars

o woald bave certainly made obther provisions,

Ttar hiving ascartafned tEe validily of Lhe conkract ib
ig now npcpsanry te verify the comsmguences on  Ehe
contricbudl reiponaibllities aAssc®ad by L% garlisd. In
LI to  estaliish  which

particalar, ESEREArY

conbractual provigioss hiwe  Been  wiolated  and

E-DI'IHUHI'I“]' whit sesbences should be ordered.

The contents of the agreessats a5 wall as all g

negatiatlons wwpported by the doocosantary  evidence
exchangsd by the parties imdicatm that (L was Lheir
imtantion to eaintafn tha comercial relationsbio

jeuoneuwsau] = A3

geepite tha fire imposed By the United States custoss

autharitles. The facts inferred by tha parties In

respict of tha sgreeserts aiso prove the real  intention

that was tha Rasls of Ehe conbracta. The 1987
agrearant provided @ A3 dedection & Involces bo e

chargad Lo the Plaintiff. #s far the problemy the

yoday uol

. United States
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Plabneiff had with the Basca Mazloeale ragardieg Lha
involoed and  Thoms
actuslly raceived, the parties decided Lo substitute the

ieconvipiency Eeleasn tha  oms

dedeclion with o bank guarsstes, thus permilifng the

PIafin%iFf bo colleck the entire ascuni of Uk suss
i load .
The Plafntiff, sz tha Defendent motes, leter failed to

s arrange the Bank gusraniee, s per BiE cotractsal

obligatioan, Within Lhis proceeding, howersr, the
Pafendant has rencunced asking for & senlence to ba
issund with rafereace Lo this breach, @2 the arbitrator
s mot required bo sbedy Uhis ratter any furthar,

Hewing ascertained Lhe legality of the agreesents, Lm
arbitrator must 51111 proscunce judgeant on Lhe question
of the Cefeedant’s braach of obligation to contributls te
Uhe pscrow accound, provided for

toth Detober 1R

in tha agressant of
IF IR ware sdceriaiesd Lhat  Ehara
was @ Brech, the Defendsnt would be seslenced to refund
tha 1 discounl poarcised during the period 19R2-1980.
The PlainLiff asks both that it be sscertained that ihe

copestie party 15 In branch of contractl as Tar as the

ereilion of &n escros Accownt s goncersed, 4

consequently for the reimbursesset of & ﬂ$|
the Defendind ¢onsiders @ oomsercin)l dis » ilat
thi Pladntiff s10sges that it is tha Lith des by

LI

exint today enly sm Uk Defendenl's debi, I s

1‘?" A
i, Wl B s

the Defesdant to Lhe escrow mccount,

Aae tn this asbit the erbiirator motes Lhat the parlies
Bave acted and raspectivaly bolerabed scbicns Bt
differ From what was forsseen |n Lhe contrect Tor (he
paried prier ta the agreseant of 14tk dpril P98R.

From the results of the srocesdings it sppwarg that @
progar edcros acooont Wil never fofmlly cpened, in thal
the deductios prectieed by the Defendant seeeed Lo
patinfy the reguiressnts of Lhe parties Rz Face

poasible reguests put forserd by the Asarican
autharftles. A

There is mo fack on recerd that  iedic L Lhe

Plaiatiff requeated, bafors Ehis p v Inforration
on the psigtence of BN BRCroedeces or delails ar te
ithe paying In of coatri *ﬂ'ﬂu Delendasl.

fn the ather kand, riaking made by the Cefendand
rajardieg the & QHM Lo the eacrow accoust iy

guchva peneral way that it is rol possible

pracisely thic contribetion should
afd fin.

bs affiresd thet Uhe ohiigation to pay tha
deductions practissd on ha lsports pald to  the
Plaintifl and its esn contribution ecieted and atil
s wny

cule &y duly Lo cbaarve thit the parlied newir Formally

15

'|||HII:|E in Escrod  agremsint foreseeing all  Lhe
cenditions relating Lo raspective coniribuklons @b

wall m6 Bocass ta ] gnd wie of Lha funds,

unti1 seeh 1 tee dccount

and the apenfng of

took plaz

IntAfT Lo sankges The Ffusds dilegently im
st of Ehe partien. IL may be added Uhat the

im ‘the

ndant only Bad & fideciary  duly
*

af the sscrow account was  principally
intarsat of the Defendant.
¢oflacted should have besn wiad o face any possikbile
br the

In Tetk, tha fundd Cha

requasis  put  forward dear|can  cuslosd
suthar|ties,

frn the egresseat of bdth Spril 1988 no more reference
wad mads Lo the Eyaleriovs escroe account, o 01 sust be
prosused that it saver exisied. On Ethe conbrary Lhe
eanner in which the desuction toek place §n clearly
indicuted st point 0} af the premises, ircluding the mm
pald Ko the United GStales government sgency.
Comsaquently it must be concluded bhat in the sheence of
w Toreal ederes agrespest there was »0  contraciual

ohifgatian to pdp tha deduciions Ints & sepdrale

sccount, while L resaieed Bhe obligation of  Ghe
Cafendant to esswer @irectly for the use of 1tk funds
sccording Lo the contrectual spresssnts governing Rha

deduction. Siace tha Plaimtiff kas nat besn able @0

Fioday uonesqry jeuoneway] S A3 TY 3N
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prove that the funds were used conbrary o their
perpass, the arbitraber cannot senienca the Defendant Lo
refwrn the sum of USH S0, 184.80,

iy for Lhe sbarileg dale and mscunt of Lk interssis,
the erbitratar bases hirsel? o the Informption provided
his by Ehe Pladntiff, since 1t 15 nobt contested by tha

Deferdunt, Tha fsterast In that foredseen by the

officlel table supglled by the Depariment of Tressury
for defaull interests apelied to s mcorisd bel  Lhat
ire oulsbanding, from Lhe $0ak day From (ke datd of
inmz af  the Precederal
cosgaraptios of the opresite party are payeble by tha

reiebarse ke

iroica, expensgs  wnd
losing pariy. Thus the Defendant will
PlaintifT meat of the cosls and will pay U Plafnkili

coepensabion Laking account that thke sentence rafers

solely Lo the sum abready recognited by &Re  Defendant 1
frea the begienieg and that the furiber claies made by i:f_
tha Flafntiff are antiraly rejected. Tha mote of fem
indleated by the Plaintiff amounils bo LiR.88,500,000
{dae. 15) and wil] be achknowiedged to IR in Ehe sass
propartion ap the corts af Ehle arbitratisn,

in resgact of e rules of arbitration conlained in (Ra
erhitral regelations of the Isternations? Chasber .
Comsarcn of fat Junuary D980 the arbitrator decidest

1] Tha Dadendint 15 peatenced to pay the P

W
) \@"@
&

EAElAn GE HLLAN
RECSAD OF FILIHG OF KNARD

fus’ of UE§IST, M1,
by tha PlaleLiFf

ki Feribar clgiem put forard
is relachad. 04 tha main mm

Interests era dum ab the following rates: ¥
Teddiy, 04k der il 548, 0 tha enderalpnad Elark of Lha

Pruturs of h‘ll‘; PIH
Q Hr, Dlags Rigatki;

barn t-u’ len] an TeM Bacastar 1988, Witk offiess Im
Q Yli Burlnd na. 18, (dentifiad by bl eesberghip card
date of sstunl payes \ 194 of the Bir dgsociation of Hilan, lesusd sn AdER Juma

The coats of the arbitrabiom, pald

v Eec N by
the Malebiff, are ot ibe rate of 33n 1 ﬁ
Lo he Dafesduni who Wl11 rl1ﬂurl§%ﬂ".
Tha ather 157 remabng charged PIafnkidF, The i
arbitration at I'-':"_E::'”

finat 41 deyw from the date of Assus of e
fnwadce until 31,2910
08 From 9.4.91 to 31,0241
0 Frgs 1,003 te 300,50
BY free 0.4.97 to 30.7.80

™ frea 10052 to Gha

T4, wha, in Ain camacity of dafendar of tha ¢lairest,
WA 5,94, - [NOUSTATL HRSTR] AEESTVI,
with taed of fican 1a Legnare (FO), win Leosardo da Wiegi W,

]

repragarted ligally &y the HWewaging Director, Wr. Carla

fourt has pel b CORLE

USHTY 04, <J I,
{lt TIE0, 0.~ 18 aamigned o

FILES

Cossantaiisg of of bgleal ssmrd Dnwstd o= AUk Harch 1996 by Ehe Arbitrstor

v. Hlcha] Becier from tha lim TIrm I:alur Boaranips wd
Agspeinti, win Caranica B, 8900 Lugeno, Swibrarieed iogather

The Bole drbitraior with Lha falleeing decumants:

|Signstura) = doz, ne, biocopy of coabrast Vith April 1908;
Wichae] Backes = doc, m2y B copy of requast for arbitration:
= goc. be, i oerlpina) dend of plaadon of 27.0,1984;

Hilan, 1248 dari) 135
Resd, confirsed and ussersigaed,

1. 1"

uoneniqLy jeuonEwIagul S Aoyl

United States
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RAE BE CED 194 vl i o By Cou) ruoesggng Aoy

Thé Oeguiitor
15 lgnaturs)

Tra Glark

[Signaturs)

Stamp: v. Annamarie RESVELL)
Clark"s 6Ff ica

T Tha Fraters [Hagistrata) of Wilee

Hpving resd tha sward penlioned in U record abovs relating
La ths Ehis wrbitration the past of which Bes B
camealionally eatablished by the partles i Milaay
cangidersd the formal reqularity of the sae;

teen Lhe arditrakion oloune)

iadn paregraphy A73-808 of the cose of elvil proceders

DECLARES

the anfarceablliby of the swerd proncunced balweei
Bp A, INDUSTRDA MASTRT ADEEIVI

(handvritban) Cvar ke year 1908, oh 10th Detobar, Mr,
AREELLIND LUCA, Qdeatiffad by his Ddwetity Cucd pe, Adj%8 30§

eiund by Fadul municipal Ity on J1.7. 0908, sepeara bafare the

plgnatary Glark af tha Won-Contestions Busleass OFffce N
by promy lomsed By Wr. Rigabil Dispo o 5.10.1991, W

tha menrd Dusiid by Kr, BECUER HIDWAEL en 8.3.19
ariiiral procesdings prosated by MR B,

)

mankrd dfanivl wa. LR, Dedustrfen Dag.
Luea Arsa10ini Stamp: 0. Asnnsarfs RESTELLD
(Bignaturs) Clark's 0Fflze (Taitia)ledd
Thafi, conr Ehe pEar 19D, oA DOth  Mowesber, e, ASNELLINT
Luck, idmtified By his [dentity Cord no, AABERNDOE frsued By

Padus smicipal ity ga 1.7 1008, spoeary Deferw the nignatory

Elark of ‘the Bon-Contentioom Buibrads Office and, By hr@

igsead By Mr. Rigatti Diege en 20.00.19%0, given &

aunrd Dpiued by We. BECEER MICSUEL on B, 0. 1W0 the
arbitral procasdings prosofed by RE 5, skrin
Rastri Lémobvi wa. 1.0. Industries lec. All alio i copy
f & loRiwr datad §8.19.7950 mnk %ﬁ.
I@v. dnnasar ln BESTELLT
Orﬁ'h'l offica  (lalbinliedy
Tha Prators (Mgl ™
Hywieg rond oned in the racerd sbave ralating
w the LR stien thm seak of which hes  been
w% aatablished By Ehs parifiss  in  HilEA;
the forsa] raguinrity of the se=sg
tha ariftration clausa;
stn paragraphy 23-m15 of the code el clell precesurs
DEGLARES
the exforcaabiiity of the weard proncusced babwesn:
FkE 6.0 0, THOUSTELA HASTRT ADESIVI
and

1A ledwstefiaa Ing,

Wilan, Tth Jafuars 1907
Etasp: Daodato
(HASESTRATE )

Ignatara)
 Losa Pratura, Bl les
Stamp: Or. Amsasmaris RESTELLI
Clerk™s Office [Inmitialled)
ftasp: Aeglsiration Mo,
08.01. 81 BooIn?
Btamp/hand writbtes dus of fees:
d581 18 Lit. BD.550
Flesd chprga LIL, 230.030
1Tl Wik, 338,004
Mgabar Btasp: 03828
Recabpt Stesp: Ragiatry of Desds, Judgsants,
and Fipan, Hilan
Begigtarad on 30.00.87
M3, GOSN1Y Berles; 44
Tazas Lire: 330.000
Thras husfirad and thirky thoussnd
Wid o, BEFE
Caghisr: ¥, @lasd [[mitindled)
Date sieeg: 30.00.97

Ilagible ... [Inftia)led]
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