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Preface

This paper was originally submitted as a thesis in completion of the LL.M. pro-
gramme in International Commercial Law at the University of Nottingham,
United Kingdom.

I would like to extent my appreciation to Prof. James J. Fawcett for encouraging
and supervising this thesis. Moreover, I would like to thank my friends and col-
leagues at the School of Law who made my year in the United Kingdom an un-
forgettable experience. Special mention should be made for my friend Vasyl
Chornyi for many hours of discussions and inspiring new ideas, and Jennifer
Marie-Luise Wackwitz for her constant support.

The work reflects the state of law on 7 September 2011.

Berlin, December 2011 Christoph Kirsch
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