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So far, 2008 is showing why it is good that publications such as Global Arbitration Review exist 
alongside traditional journals and reviews. The year has begun with a flurry of developments 
that lie outside the scope of traditional law review. We’ve kept readers briefed on stories 
as they break, via our website. Now in the magazine we have a chance to dig a bit more 
deeply into those stories and project them forward. This month, we have articles by external 
contributors on two of the topics du jour: moral damages and freezing orders. Meanwhile, 
one of our reporters has written a news piece explaining why Pierre Tercier decided to resign 
as chairman of the ICC’s Court.
 
Our cover story this edition is Russia and arbitration. Remove natural resources from 
the picture and the Russian economy is less relevant than one might imagine to global 
business. And of course it isn’t somewhere regarded as over-concerned about “law”. These 
stereotypes, however, are becoming out of date. A newly affluent middle class is pulling 
Western corporations to Russia, while Russian corporations care more about how they are 
perceived from abroad. As a result, Russian corporations are believed ready to accept 
international arbitration. They’re “no longer only the bad guys who only resist” as one of our 
contributors explains. This exceptional package of articles on the all aspects of arbitration 
with a Russian backdrop – from practicalities to business potential to who the local specialists 
are – begins on page 9. 
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“the number of quality international 
arbitration practitioners in russia 
does not come close of that 

of paris, london or the US,” says alexander 
Komarov, president of MKaS, russia’s 
international arbitration centre. 

“but we do have very good international 
arbitrators, lawyers from domestic firms are 
increasingly practising arbitration, and many 
international law firms with a permanent base 
in the country have russian lawyers who are 
resident partners, so our collective expertise is 
growing.”

becoming known as an authority on 
arbitration while living in russia is a challenge 
for an array of reasons, but despite these obstacles, 
a handful of lawyers in russia enjoy a profile for 
arbitration work. 

in the era of the Soviet Union, arbitration was 
part of the foreign trading system. in its aftermath, 
non-russian parties continue to request access 
to an international panel. russian entrepreneurs 
too have, in some instances, been energetic 
users of arbitration. in telecoms, for example, 
oligarchic rivalries spawned among other matters 
the riveting Megafon-case. that case, between 
the businesses of Michael Friedman and Jeffrey 
Galmond, a danish lawyer and investor, built to 
a Scooby-doo-style ending when the russian 
telecoms minister was “unmasked” as (probably) 
the owner of one of the companies. the 
bankruptcy of Yukos also generated a constellation 
of claims.

but despite these fertile conditions, if you are 
a russian lawyer working at a russian firm the 
chances are low you will be retained as counsel 
on a major international matter. when a few years 
ago, two russian members of Clifford Chance in 
Moscow were chosen by uranium producer tenex 
as its advocates in a billion-dollar arbitration 
in Stockholm it was almost the first time that 
lawyers in Moscow could remember a russian 
company making such a choice. More usually, 
such a company would retain an international 
firm with strong credentials for arbitration. and 

that firm would in pass ownership of the case to 
specialists in london or paris or elsewhere.

russian firms are at a disadvantage on two 
fronts, when pitching against an international firm 
for such work. they don’t have an international 
network to call on. nor do they have much 
“gung xi” in the world of international arbitration 
itself. the tendency to go with the foreign adviser 
has a legal basis, too. More russian contracts 
are written in a non-russian law – particularly 
english common law, which is seen as good for 
creating the kind of robust investment structure 
needed in the russian context. Unless russian 
procedural law is selected in the arbitration terms, 
there is a limited need for advice from within 
russia.

those russian lawyers who are regarded as 
authorities on arbitration have often gained that 
standing via a different route. MKaS turns at 
least �00 new cases a year. Many of the biggest 
names for arbitration of russian extraction 
are connected with it. others have written on 
russian procedural law, as academics, thereby 
becoming known as an authority. a minority such 
as the partners at Clifford Chance and vladimir 
Khvalei are known because of their work as 
advocates on cases outside russia.

the ranks of russia’s arbitration community 
are also growing – from without. the large sums 
in cases such as Yukos and Megafon – one Yukos 
claim had US$29 billion at issue – have put 
Moscow on the radar of leading international 
arbitration groups looking for places to acquire 
work. More are therefore ensuring they have a 
lawyer on the ground who “speaks” arbitration. 
For some of those firms, the process of 
representing clients in russian-claims has helped 
to uncover people in the associates pool with the 
right mix of languages and other skills and draw 
them to the field.

the local view is that arbitration is set to 
become more relevant. russian companies are 
investing outwards, while a consumer boom 
is attracting money inwards. the end of the 
honeymoon period in those relationships 
may spell a new phase in the development of 

arbitration in russia. according to richard 
Chlup of Mannheimer Swartling’s Moscow 
office it might even be russian businesses that 
initiate proceedings: “they’ve become active 
claimants that make active use of the advantages 
of international arbitration”. He and others say 
the days when russian companies were “the bad 
guys” who simply challenged awards and resisted 
enforcement are gone. “they want to be taken 
seriously now”, says one.

when Sarah dookhun, Global Arbitration 
Review’s senior writer, visited Moscow to uncover 
the local arbitration bar, she found a community 
that was more formed than she’d expected: “i was 
a bit worried that it would be hard to find 2� 
people rated as good at arbitration in Moscow at 
this point in time. but it really wasn’t. the market 
is actually quite developed. it depends a bit how 
you define specialist: nobody is yet working on 
arbitration – domestic or international - �00 per 
cent of their time, particularly at the counsel level. 
but once you ask for people who are regarded as 
authorities in the field or known for it – there are 
quite a few. they tend to have come to the area 
from another directions – academia or sitting as 
arbitrator. everyone made a tremendous effort to 
impress me with their credentials.” 

the universe of specialists who live and work 
in russia and are known for ability in arbitration 
is only going to expand. Getting into the next 
top 2� of arbitration specialists who live in russia 
will be a lot tougher.

Methodology
the research for the “who’s who of arbitration 
in russia” had two-stages. First, a shortlist of 
potential specialist practitioners was created, from 
public resources such as news reports, journals, 
our own internal databases and conversations. 
this document became the basis for peer-review 
interviews with counsel and arbitrators in and 
outside russia. the results are divided into 
“superarbitrators”, “highly regarded”, “notable” 
and “ones to watch”. practitioners are listed 
alphabetically within bands. 

wHo’S wHo oF arbitration in 
rUSSia 
as the russian economy expands, so local arbitration skills are developing
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AlEXANDER KOMAROV, 58 

President, MKAS - 
International 
Commercial Arbitration 
Court at the Chamber 
of Commerce and 
Industry of the Russian 
Federation

“alexander Komarov is the number one arbitrator 
in russia,” comments one russian arbitration 
practitioner. Komarov has been president of 
russia’s international arbitration institution, 
MKaS, since �993 and head of private law at one 
of the leading academic institutions, the russian 
academy of Foreign trade, since �988.

as president of MKaS, Komarov cannot 
sit on panels in arbitrations under its rules but 
he is active as an arbitrator under the other 
major arbitration rules. “He sits everywhere,” 
says a russian practitioner based in london. 
Sure enough, a glimpse at his Cv finds recent 
appointments as arbitrator in institutional and 
ad hoc proceedings in Moscow, london, paris, 
Stockholm, vienna, budapest, warsaw, Sofia, 
Kiev, Geneva and Zurich. Komarov was a party-
appointed arbitrator in one of the two Swiss 
arbitrations that formed part of the long-running 
dispute about ownership of a key stake in russia’s 
third-largest mobile phone operator, MegaFon. 
He was appointed in the Geneva arbitration.

a specialist familiar with arbitration in 
russia says Komarov is “very smart and well 
respected”. in recognition of his energy and 
experience, Komarov has been honoured with 
some of the highest law-reform and development 
roles available, including becoming a member 
of the Council at the president of the russian 
Federation on Codification and development 
of Civil legislation, a member of the ‘Council 
at the president of the russian Federation on 
Judicial reform’, a key part of the russian 
Federation delegation to UnCitral and at the 
international Council for Commercial arbitration. 
He also chairs the Commission on international 
arbitration for iCC russia, sits on the board for 
foreign members at the arbitration institute of 
the Stockholm Chamber of Commerce, and is a 
fellow of the Chartered institute of arbitrators. 

“He is dedicated to the promotion of MKaS 
and is also a splendid arbitrator to have on 

any panel, sitting either as a sole arbitrator, co-
arbitrator or chairman,” says another practitioner. 

Komarov expects the amount of arbitration 
emanating out of russia to increase as russia 
becomes more integrated in the world’s economy. 
He notes it is not necessary to convince 
russian business people to include international 
arbitration in their contracts, since it has been a 
long standing tradition in russia, stemming from 
the Soviet era, that disputes arising out of foreign 
trade or foreign economic relations be resolved 
through international arbitration. 

Komarov appears in The International Who’s 
Who of Commercial Arbitration 2008. 

AlEXEY KOSTIN, 55 

Vice president, MKAS - 
International 
Commercial Arbitration 
Court at the Chamber 
of Commerce and 
Industry of the Russian 
Federation

“alexey Kostin is one of the very best when it 
comes to russian arbitrators,” says a paris-based 
international arbitration specialist experienced in 
russian disputes. 

Kostin was educated at the Moscow State 
institute of international relations where he 
gained a phd in law, and also attended the 
wharton business School of the University of 
pennsylvania and Harvard business School. at 
present, Kostin is a vice president of MKaS and 
head of the private international and civil law 
department at russia’s most famous university, the 
Moscow State institute of international relations. 

according to one source, Kostin is an 
“excellent practitioner with vast international 
experience”. He has served on several hundred 
international arbitration panels under the major 
arbitration rules, including the iCC international 
Court of arbitration, the arbitration institute 
of the Stockholm Chamber of Commerce, the 
london Court of international arbitration, and 
under UnCitral arbitration rules. Kostin 
is also a member of the Chartered institute of 
arbitrators and the lCia, and is a listed arbitrator 
at arbitral institutes in lithuania, Moldova, 
Mongolia, and Ukraine. 

SUPerarbitratorS supERaRbitRatoRs

Alexander 
Komarov

President of MKAS

Alexey Kostin Vice-president of MKAS

Sergei Lebedev Chairman of the Maritime 
Arbitration Commission

Ivan Zykin Andrey Gorodissky 
& Partners and vice 
president of MKAS

HiGHly REGaRdEd

Mikhail Ivanov Salans 

Boris 
Karabelnikov

Independent 

Vladimir Khvalei Baker & McKenzie – CIS

Ivan Marisin Clifford Chance llP

Nina Vilkova Independent 

Sergei Volfson Dewey & leBoeuf llP

notablE 

Timur Aitkulov Clifford Chance llP

Olga Anisimova Orrick Herrington & 
Sutcliffe LLP

Dmitry Dyakin Magisters

Yaroslav Klimov Freshfields Bruckhaus 
Deringer

Dmitry Kurochkin Herbert Smith CIS llP

Ilya Nikiforov Egorov Puginsky Afanasiev 
& Partners

Dominic Pellew Lovells LLP

onEs to watCH 

Francesca Albert Herbert Smith CIS llP

Alexei Dudko linklaters CIS

Tatiana Minaeva White & Case llP

Evgeny 
Raschevsky 

Yukov Khrenov & Partners

Practitioners are listed alphabetically within 
bands. 
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SERGEI lEBEDEV, 73

Chairman, Maritime 
Arbitration Commission 
at the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry 
of the Russian 
Federation

“Sergei lebedev is getting on in age but 
is still very active and very good,” says one 
international arbitration practitioner. lebedev is 
in high demand - having practised international 
arbitration for over 45 years - he has sat as an 
arbitrator in over 600 international arbitrations. 
only he and Komarov feature in The International 
Who’s Who of Commercial Arbitration 2008. 
lebedev is also an honorary vice president of the 
international Council for Commercial arbitration. 

“He is well versed in the field of international 
arbitration,” says a russian arbitration specialist, 
“and is increasingly appearing as chairman in 
bilateral investment treaty arbitrations.” 

lebedev’s recent experience as an arbitrator 
includes sitting as president of the panel in a 
dispute between belgian construction contractors 
and the russian Federation under SCC rules. the 
tribunal dismissed the claim, brought by vladimir 
and Moise berschader under the russia-belgium 
bilateral investment treaty, for lack of jurisdiction. 

He also sat as a party-appointed arbitrator in 
a billion-dollar SCC arbitration that made news 
in June 2007, between a US company Globe 

nuclear Services and Supply and a state-owned 
uranium producer tenex after it terminated 
their uranium sales contract so it could help 
russia meet its obligations under a russia-US 
international nuclear disarmament treaty. the 
claimants were advised by pepper Hamilton 
llp in philadelphia and Mannheimer Swartling 
advokatbyrå in Stockholm. tenex was represented 
by counsel from the Moscow and paris offices of 
Clifford Chance llp and Jones day llp in paris. 

lebedev is a member of the MKaS presidium 
and is chairman of russia’s Maritime arbitration 
Commission. He is also a professor at the Moscow 
State institute of international relations and has 
served as russia’s representative to the United 
nations Commission on international trade law. 

IVAN ZYKIN, 56 

Partner, Andrey 
Gorodissky & Partners 
and vice president, 
MKAS

“ivan Zykin is very well known and definitely 
makes the top five arbitration practitioners in 
russia”, says one specialist based in Moscow. 
Zykin practises as both an international 

arbitrator and counsel. in addition, serving as 
a vice president of MKaS is the focal point 
of international arbitration work at andrey 
Gorodissky & partners in Moscow. the firm was 
founded in �992. before entering private practice, 
Zykin was a senior legal adviser at the USSr 
Ministry of Foreign trade and a senior research 
officer at the research institute of Foreign 
economic relations. 

“He’s very highly regarded and experienced” 
says one peer. as counsel, Zykin’s recent work 
includes successfully defending a russian 
company in facing a construction-related 
arbitration in Stockholm under SCC rules. He’s 
been an arbitrator on around �50 international 
arbitrations, he estimates, under diverse rules, 
including those of the SCC and the iCC and 
UnCitral rules. 

reports on our own website, Global 
arbitration review, show Zykin has been 
appointed by russian oil company JSC 
Surgutneftgaz in a class action arbitration brought 
by Harvard University under the rules of the 
american arbitration association. the dispute 
concerns investments that Harvard University 
made in the russian company. Harvard University 
is seeking millions of dollars-worth of dividends it 
says remain unpaid. 

Zykin combines his professional work with 
lecturing at the russian academy of Foreign 
trade, which he’s now been doing for 25 years. 
He’s written 50 publications on business law and 
international commercial arbitration. “He is a top-
tier academic who i cannot rate highly enough,” 
says another interviewee. 

MIKHAIl IVANOV, 45 
Managing partner (St 
Petersburg), Salans

Mikhail ivanov, managing partner of Salans’ St 
petersburg office, has become the focal point for 
this international firm’s russia arbitration practice. 

Sarah François-poncet, chair of Salans’ 
international arbitration practice, says: “Mikhail 
has participated in some very significant and 
successful international arbitrations under the 
SCC rules with the paris arbitration team. He also 
spearheads the firm’s very active MKaS practice.” 

Salans is a firm known for its connections 
with russia, the Commonwealth independent 
States and Central and eastern europe. ivanov’s 
arbitration work includes a recent matter for a 
French construction company against a russian 
developer in an SCC construction arbitration 
about a shopping centre (his client won). He was 
also counsel to a Swiss commodities company 

in an arbitration under MKaS rules in a dispute 
against a tajikistan state enterprise. 

ivanov speaks russian, english and German. 
He joined Salans in �998 as an associate working 
out of the Moscow and St petersburg offices. He 
was elected to partner in 2004 and then made 
managing partner of the St petersburg office a 
year later. before joining Salans, ivanov had his 
own firm, M ivanov & partners in St petersburg; 
he was also associate at deringer tessin Herrmann 
& Sedemund in Moscow. 

ivanov has succeeded the leadership role for 
arbitration in russia from Sergei Marinich. He 
remains a partner and is attached to the arbitration 
practice, but now in a strategic role. He’s regarded 
as particularly experienced in the enforcement of 
international arbitration awards. Marinich is “very 
smart and extremely knowledgeable,” says one 
practitioner.

HiGHlY reGarDeD
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BORIS KARABElNIKOV, 39 

Solo practitioner and 
professor of law, 
Moscow School of Social 
and Economic Sciences 

Karabelnikov is young for this category, but 
his peers say he already has a big reputation 
as an authority in the field, created in part by 
his popular research and writing on russia’s 
procedural law. “He’s an excellent academic” says 
one. another agrees: “He is an authority in the 
field of international arbitration”. 

before going solo, Karabelnikov worked at 
the russian Most-pravo and Klishin & partners 
in Moscow. later, in �993, he joined Salans 
Hertzfeld & Heilbronn (now Salans) – which had 
long advised businesses that were trading across 
the iron Curtain and was one of the first to build 
size in Moscow. He practised as a senior associate 
working in the Moscow, london and paris offices 
until 2000. 

Karabelnikov has published extensively 
on russian procedural law as it relates to 
international arbitration. a third edition of his 
book Recognition and enforcement of foreign arbitral 
awards: A theoretical and practical commentary to 
the 1958 New York Convention will be published 
this year. it remains the only russian language 
commentary on the convention. 

Karabelnikov says he devotes 70 per cent of 
his time to international arbitration, practising as 
an arbitrator, counsel and as an expert witness in 
disputes. He is on the MKaS panel of arbitrators 
and has also sat as an arbitrator under the rules of 
the SCC. 

as counsel he has represented parties in 
Moscow and in Stockholm under UnCitral 
and iCC international Court of arbitration rules. 
as an independent, part of his work now consists 
of acting as consultant to international law firms 
in arbitration cases with a russian law aspect.

VlADIMIR KHVAlEI, 40

Partner, Baker & 
McKenzie – CIS 

vladimir Khvalei leads baker & McKenzie’s CiS 
dispute resolution practice group. and he’s much 
admired: one interviewee, for example, felt him 
to be “russia’s biggest player in international 
arbitration”, when it comes to those who act 
primarily as counsel. 

Khvalei was picked by russia’s largest oil 
company lUKoil to represent it in a dispute 
with petroKazakhstan about shares in a petroleum 
joint venture. He’s acted as counsel for the 
same client on other “complex disputes”, as 
one source put it, that have taken him from the 
netherlands to Sweden to Kazakhstan. “Khvalei 
has the reputation of being the person to go to 
in russia,” says one Moscow-based practitioner. 
“He’s a star in russia’s legal world with a superb 
reputation in international disputes,” says another, 
noting that he’s even defended a UK magic circle 
firm in arbitration, after it was pursued by a 
former client under MKaS rules. “He won, and 
recovered all costs” says the impressed source. 

Khvalei is active in Young international 
arbitration Group of the london Court of 
international arbitration, for which he serves 
as the eastern europe, russia and CiS regional 
representative. He’s also a member of the polish 
arbitration association and on the rosters of 
international arbitration courts in austria, belarus 
and Kazakhstan. 

He publishes too, including a section for 
Arbitration Law and Practice in Central & Eastern 
Europe, which covers �3 jurisdictions in the 
region. He’s also provided articles on enforcing 
foreign awards in russia to the Stockholm 
International Arbitration Review. 

IVAN MARISIN, 46 

Senior partner, Clifford 
Chance llP

Marisin joined Clifford Chance’s Moscow office 
in �992, was promoted to partner five years later, 
and then made managing partner in 2000 and 
senior partner in 2005.

Marisin is one of two practitioners from 
Clifford Chance who appear in the top 2�. 
(timur aitkulov appears below). 

audley Sheppard, an international arbitration 
partner at Clifford Chance llp in london, says 
they deserve the profile they have in arbitration. 
He considers them two of russia’s leading 
arbitration practitioners: “they have acted for 

clients, both russian and foreign, on matters 
of considerable complexity and value. they 
understand the russian legal system extremely 
well and are hard working and very persuasive 
advocates.”

Marisin studied at the Moscow State 
University, the University of vienna and 
Frankfurt University. He’s on the rosters of several 
international arbitration institutions, including 
MKaS and the austrian Federal economic 
Chamber’s international arbitration Centre. 

“Marisin is impressive and experienced in 
the field,” says one interviewee. Marisin himself 
says he devotes half of his time to international 
arbitration. Furthermore, he’s been lead counsel 
on matters taking place outside russia – in 
Stockholm, london, Geneva, vienna, and warsaw. 
Marisin was the lead advocate on a matter for the 
russian uranium producer tenex after it faced a 
billion-dollar arbitration under SCC rules against 
US company Globe nuclear Services and Supply. 
tenex won. 

Marisin has also acted as counsel to Moscow 
oil refinery in a US$500 million ad hoc 
arbitration in london against Fiber technologies 
international about the construction of a plastics 
plant. 

NINA VIlKOVA 

Professor, Russian 
Academy for Foreign 
Trade, 30 years post-
qualification experience 

professor of international law, nina vilkova 
acts as an arbitrator in around 20 cases per year 
under the auspices of the major international 
arbitration institutions. She is the russian 
Federation’s member of the iCC international 
Court of arbitration, a member of the Chartered 
institute of arbitrators, and is listed on the panel 
of arbitrators at MKaS. practitioners describe her 
as one of russia’s best-known arbitration experts. 
“She is a talented academic who is prominent on 
the conference circuit,” says one. 

vilkova, who is fluent in russian, english and 
French, has published extensively on international 
arbitration. one recent publication includes, 
Current Issues of International Commercial Arbitration 
- To the 70th Anniversary of International Commercial 
Arbitration Court at the Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry of the Russian Federation: Trade Usages in the 
ICAC (MKAS) Practice. 
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vilkova teaches in the department of private 
law at the russian academy for Foreign trade and 
is also a visiting professor at lapland University.

SERGEI VOlFSON, 36 

Counsel, Dewey & 
LeBoeuf LLP

Sergei volfson divides his time between litigation 
and international arbitration. He joined the 
Moscow office of leboeuf lamb Greene & 
Macrae llp (now dewey & leboeuf) in 
october 2007, to be head of the russia/CiS 
dispute resolution practice. 

volfson’s busy career has taken him across 
russia and beyond. He served for a while as a 
prosector in the Military prosecutor’s office of 
the russian army, before joining private practice 
at the firms of business pravo law offices in 
Yekaterinburg. after that he joined wedlake bell 
in london, and then Cameron McKenna before 
moving back to russia and joining Chadbourne & 
parke llp in Moscow. 

volfson has acted in arbitrations under 
the rules of the iCC international Court of 
arbitration, the lCia, the SCC and MKaS. He 
says when it comes to international arbitration, 
russian parties have traditionally looked to 
Stockholm, but these days look more and more 
towards london and the lCia, especially since the 
majority of russian transactions are now governed 
by english law. 

that said, he regards MKaS as a good 
compromise for contracting parties who don’t 
want to risk russia’s courts but are reluctant at 
the same time to completely leave the milieu they 
know – eastern europe. 

He also thinks that the case law from 
russian state courts on international arbitration 
is improving – it was a problem – although there 
can be broad interpretations of the public policy 
ground for award-refusal that’s n the new York 
Convention. He offers the Joy-Lud case as an 
example of the less wonderful decisions. Joy-lud 
obtained a US$28 million award but hit difficulties 
when the russian state courts refused enforcement 
because a hyphen was missing in the claimant’s 
name in the award.

TIMuR AITKulOV, 32
Partner, Clifford  
Chance llP

“a great practitioner in this field – and with a 
sharp mind,” says one russian lawyer of timur 
aitkulov, summarising a widespread view .

aitkulov devotes between 60 and 70 per 
cent of his time to international arbitration and 
has acted as counsel in disputes in Stockholm, 
london, Moscow and Zurich. He was one of the 
lead advocates on the team that defended a state-
owned uranium producer against a billion-dollar 
SCC arbitration brought by a US company. 

aitkulov joined Clifford Chance in 2004, 
having worked at blishchenko and partners for 
eight years. 

aitkulov shares the opinion that the 
traditional “non-russian” venue for russian 
arbitration, Stockholm, is losing ground to the 
lCia now, in part because contracts are often 
written using english law, which he says reflects 
the high regard russians have for the english legal 
system. He says of course MKaS is popular with 
russian parties and is certainly an acceptable place 
to arbitrate, although there is room for to improve 
in some areas, such as its efficiency. 

aitkulov’s own view is that Clifford Chance 
and baker & McKenzie are the only firms able to 
offer a true international arbitration practice led 
by russians from russia. 

OlGA ANISIMOVA, 52

Partner, Orrick Herrington 
& Sutcliffe LLP

olga anisimova continues to have a name for 
arbitration, although she herself says that recently 
her practice has focused more on litigation, at least 

during the last year. She says it is common for a 
lawyer from the Moscow office of an international 
law firm to receive back up from the firm’s 
london, paris or other european offices when 
handling an international arbitration dispute from 
russia, and vice versa – western european lawyers 
handling a case governed by russian law or 
about a russian party will be assisted by Moscow 
lawyers. 

She has acted frequently in international 
arbitrations occurring in russia, representing 
parties at MKaS. anisimova says that MKaS 
deserves its good reputation and that she would 
recommend it as a place of arbitration, since 
the arbitrators are of high quality and it is often 
quicker than arbitrating at other international 
institutions. 

anisimova joined orrick Herrington & 
Sutcliffe llp in 2005 after �� years at Coudert 
brothers llp in Moscow. She was previously in-
house counsel for the russian company baltic 
Ship Yard and is a former judge of one of the 
district courts in St petersburg. 

DMITRY DYAKIN, 31

Managing partner 
(Moscow), Magisters 

dmitry dyakin has led the Moscow dispute 
resolution practice at Magisters since its merger 
with his own firm legas legal Solutions in 2006. 
He is a former in-house counsel for russian 
distribution company energokaskad. “Magisters is 
a good firm and dmitry is a young counsel with 
growing experience in international arbitration,” 
one specialist says.

dyakin practises both arbitration and 
litigation. He says he devotes around 40 per 
cent of his time to international arbitration 
and his work in arbitration includes acting as 
counsel under the rules of the arbitral institutions 
outside russia, in addition to MKaS. at present, 
for example, he is lead counsel to russian car 
manufacturer avtotor in a dispute against a US 
company in Stockholm under iCC international 
Court of arbitration rules. 

notable
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He is also advising a russian 
telecommunications company in an arbitration, 
now at the enforcement stage, about the 
ownership of shares in a Ukrainian mobile 
telecoms company. the case is being conducted in 
conjunction with Magisters’ Kiev office. “dmitry 
is bright and smart, and i expect the team in 
Moscow to flourish under his leadership,” says 
another practitioner. recently the firm has been 
instructed on two new foreign arbitrations and 
two MKaS cases. 

YAROSlAV KlIMOV, 34 

Counsel, Freshfields 
Bruckhaus Deringer 

Yaroslav Klimov leads Freshfields bruckhaus 
deringer’s dispute resolution group in russia. 
He practises both litigation and international 
arbitration and is described as “young and bright”. 

Klimov has been a counsel on cases heard 
under the rules of the iCC international Court 
of arbitration, the lCia and MKaS. lately, he 
has been representing russia’s largest paper and 
mill holding company in a dispute under lCia 
rules about control of the paper pulp industry in 
russia. 

Klimov expects the number of international 
arbitrations emanating from russia to increase in 
the next few years. “despite judicial reforms in 
russia, the local courts are not [yet] perceived as 
a reliable forum for the resolution of commercial 
disputes and this perception is unlikely to change 
for many years, so arbitration is seen as more 
reliable,” he says. 

nigel rawding, an international arbitration 
partner at Freshfields bruckhaus deringer in 
london, who has led Klimov in a series of 
russia-related disputes in recent years, has 
nothing but admiration for him. “Yaroslav’s 
appreciation of the international aspects of dispute 
resolution and his excellent client skills make him 
a highly valued member of our international team 
– as well as a prominent figure in our very busy 
Moscow office,” says rawding. 

Klimov is one of three russia-focused 
international arbitration specialists in the younger 
section of the Freshfields bruckhaus deringer 
international arbitration group, although he’s the 
only one based in Moscow. the others are partner 
alexander Yanos in new York and senior associate 
daniel Kalderimis in london. 

DMITRY KuROCHKIN, 37 

Partner, Herbert Smith 
CIS llP

dmitry Kurochkin is a russian-qualified 
lawyer, who focuses on dispute resolution. He 
was educated at the Moscow State institute of 
international relations and the University of 
Frankfurt am Main. 

interviewees noted his reputation in litigation, 
and a growing visibility for international 
arbitration. He says he devotes 40 per cent of 
his time now to international arbitration. He’s a 
member of the Swiss arbitration association and 
the German institution of arbitration. 

Kurochkin has acted as counsel in 
international arbitration proceedings under 
MKaS, lCia, SCC and iCC rules and advises 
regularly on the recognition and enforcement 
of foreign arbitral awards. one example of his 
work is successfully obtaining a freezing order for 
Japanese company nissho iwai Corporation from 
a russian court against two russian respondents 
in relation to arbitration proceedings under the 
rules of the lCia. 

“dmitry is a sophisticated and intelligent 
practitioner,” says one specialist, “who is 
spearheading the development of that Moscow 
dispute resolution group.” 

IlYA NIKIFOROV, 37 

Managing partner (St 
Petersburg), Egorov 
Puginsky Afanasiev & 
Partners

ilya nikiforov is a focal point for arbitration at 
the russian firm egorov puginsky afanasiev & 
partners. He is the described an “emerging figure” 
in the international arbitration market. 

after graduating from the School of law 
of St petersburg State University, he studied 
international law in the US at Case western 
reserve University. He then completed 
internships with the law department of the 
international Monetary Fund and the secretariat 

of the iCC international arbitration Court before 
working in the St petersburg office of Gide 
loyrette nouel and as foreign legal counsel at 
Fulbright & Jaworski llp in washington, dC. 

nikiforov’s relevant experience includes 
successfully representing russian parties in 
related arbitration, litigation and enforcement 
proceedings in Moscow, new York and london. 
He has written numerous articles on international 
arbitration, including “evidence in international 
Commercial arbitration: a russian view” and 
“new developments in the legal Framework 
of international arbitration in the russian 
Federation”, which was included in the Stockholm 
Arbitration Report. 

DOMINIC PEllEW, 39 

Partner, Lovells LLP 

dominic pellew is an english and French-
qualified practitioner, who recently returned to 
Moscow, following a posting there earlier in his 
career. 

pellew was working for Herbert Smith llp 
until 2007. He worked at its offices in london, 
Moscow (�999 to 200�) and then paris. He is a 
fluent russian speaker.

in 2007 he joined lovells llp and returned 
to Moscow again. pellew has worked on 
various russia-related international arbitrations 
particularly for alfa Group, owned by russian 
oligarch Mikhail Friedman. 

according to pellew, russian parties facing 
high-stakes international arbitration tend to seek 
an international firm with the right credentials 
and strength where the arbitration is seated. often 
though, the initial contact between the client 
and the firm happens in Moscow and Moscow 
remains an important interface for the client. it is 
rare, he thinks, for international firms to have real 
specialist arbitration capacity in Moscow. 

although russians seem to be favouring 
institutions in london and Stockholm more 
recently, pellew thinks MKaS deserves to remain 
a real alternative for lower-value claims or where 
cost and speed are key. MKaS is well connected 
to the global arbitration community he notes, 
and can provide some excellent arbitrators. He 
says enforcement of arbitration awards in russia, 
whether foreign or MKaS, is still a big problem.




