Hollipe Got> 2B 51 (S 58 Jlgol allne
*u..og..a:'-

" Chiristian ARMBRUSTER
" 0015 olod 3layd L hea

R
S0 G bl (s o BT Ml ot 2 nE
ey oy o 53 Il pl sy b el ity ¢ Ko Uil
Gy rsas elys Lol a5 Jlyal bl Sl s aslsh
S s s 5 e Gai 5 Wslal 3w o o st Hall
e ol o st el aslyi gl b Cae s bd Sl Slesb s oS
Bl Jale 5 S i digsl aflan w53 o g Ml Gaim 3,08
sob oy Kon Ipal o (65528 00 i T g3y e U sli
Tl  Glsles et a tlodd s OT 1 Gy 0
GLSL.._,-QLTL:{.;‘JH Gz 3 & s 15 a2 dalys aalllan 5,0 o w50
A5 Sl 6 by e Sleggn b S 58 dalps Lol BLIL ol

.J.JJ‘.\

I T I PP [ Y P
Revue Critique de Drott International Prive, 93 (4), oct-dec. 2004.
o WFreien oty Gyie 0aSK2ils pmyast Willoy Byim y e Gy slael KK
it s o 3 i a2y sl R
*HWh, [ex rei sitae.

*aknE Rélle.



o)t GSan b i gl adles Y Bylad B yde Db A

daddo

Y T P U N L T - S-S 31 L | PV
e Jle aSls o0 b ol opbiles gy a5 e Sl g 2 gl
L loa s plogl 306,08 <o 0 WG wlawlin Iy ity antls
23 =l gy 3 Olgd o | Lr{@f’ gl $5L5 08 ) gime vl
SAS it 2 ry e 3 slaniod (K g5 A il glagglnle
25 g ol 5L alasn

s (S 93U e YTy 8 e WY iy s b
Ol 3 4 b gbule ol 03505 poSoma b g (0 s n i
s g 4 85 Gl g0 Kim Ol o 4 5 Ol sl Ko

!

I P PR PP PP S < Y JUPCICIS PPy
b Bly Sk ol p BT gL b glnle ol o Wl ai
gl Oad s 1 (n OLIT 3287 glesl 51015 0 a6
RER Py O RPPVRP PN A PR NPT g B S
gy g3 S5 65 Jigal > ru‘gl?“:eﬁﬁ S35t Sem b Il
bow g5 0L ggr Jlaal o pobian 3 00 s J_{L: bo cpimed . pd o0 Lng.ngs
05 4SS RAA Ll ¥ Fos Q:f.:ﬁl, ey £345 1536 w3

k3 N7 a8 it @ aps grra o
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des objets d art voles ou illicitement exportes, Droit commun, Directive CEE, Conventions de
[ Unesco et de | Unidroit, Paris, 1997, p. 11 et 5. ; Manlio Frigo, La circulazione internazionale
dei beni culturali: Diritto internazionale diritto communitario ¢ diritto, Millano 2001, p. 22 ets.
v. aussi Marie Cornu. "L Europe des biens culturels ef le marche”, JDI 2002, p. 677 (687 et s. );
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"International Art Trade and the Law" RCADI, 243 (1993-6), p. 9-292.
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7. Claude Blaizot, "Une idée genereuse mais dangereuse”, Connaissance des Arts, \,mk 1996, p
125; Ruedi Staeshlin, "Die Unidroit-Konvention: kulturelle verheerend, mit Schweizer Reicht
unvereinbar, wirtschafilich ein eigentor”, Unidroit: Recht und Ethik im Handel mit Kulturgut,
1998, p 63-82; Cf. Sp. Viellis, The Drafs of Unidroit Agreements and the Proposal for a Council
(EEC) Directive: A Parallel Retrogession?, Archacological Heritage: Current Trends in its Legal
Protection, 1995, p. 173 et s.

8. Georges Droz, op.cit, , p. 277.

9. Cf. Notamment Pierre Lalive, "Une convention internationale qui derange: La Convention
Unidroit sur les Biens Culturels”, Melanges en Fhonneur de Nicolas Valticos: Droit et justice,
Parie, 1999, pp. 177-188; Idem.,"Une avance du droit international: La Convention de Rome
d’Unidreit sur les biens culturels voles ou illicitenent exportes”, Revue de Droit Uniforme-

Uniform Law Review, NS 1(1996), pp. 40-58.
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10. Attorney General of New Zealand v. Ortiz, 1982, QB. 349; 1982-2W. L, R. 10; 1982-1
Lioyds Rep. 173; 1981-125 S, G. 530: Times, July 8, 1981(QBD-Comm Ct), Renverse par
Attorney General of New Zealand v. Ortiz, 1982-3W. L. R. 570; 1982-3 ALL E. R, 43. (1982) 2
Lioyds Rep. 224; (1982} Com. 1. r. 156, (1982) 79 L. §. G. 919; (1982) 126 S. 1. 429 (C. A).
Affirme par atlorney general of New Zealand v. Ortiz, (1984) A. C. 1; (1983) 2 W. L. R, §09;
(1983)2 all. e.r. 93, {1983) 2 Lioyds Rep. 265; (1983) 133 N. L. J. 537, (1983) 127 8. J. 307 (H.
L); Pour une discussion de ces questions, v. Deja, H. Muir Watt, "La revendication
internationale des biens culturels; a propos de la decision americaine Eglise Autocephale”. Cette
Revue, 1992, 1.
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