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ICCA, National Report Nigeria.
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16V S 21 Internctional Arbitration Act, see ICCA Handbook, National report Austialia

171 329 Bermucd's International Conciliation and Arbitration Act, 1993

18) S 21, Heng Kong Arbitration Ordinance (1989) See Kaplan, Hong Kong Arbitration’(1991),
p 309

19) 8 13, 1988 Dircree of Nigena

200 Yves Deranz, “National Report. France’ ICCA International Handhook on Commercial
Arbitrat.on Il Kluwer(1992)
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21) Sanders, p.9
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24) Commission Report of 21 August 1985, U.N. Doc. A/40/17.

25) Analytical Commentary of the Secretary-General of the Comrmussion, U.N. Doc. A/CN 9/264, 25
March 1985
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28" Ontano Intercational Commercial Arbitration Act, revised Statutes, 1990, ch.19, Defimition A
122 &2z
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= gEEA ol ol Faelo] thalE 7Sl ol He AlFEE thA] HHES)

]
<
H‘ﬂ”’ 19} FAle] tAE Afole FATA ] A wpErt o]



170 R 15
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ATH M 2
Aota stk A L EACGoRREE RYHIDE EA o] —‘?‘ !
et 1 Ak A FAZFAE &S vHA et Y the
principle of separability) @ &4 SAAZA R E SATY FEA of 5 ¥t ol
A7) Al @A Ty F(urisdiction)o] HAAE BFE ¢ UkeE 4F
(Kompetenz- Kompetenz)©] 2R o[t} AUt Z Fo] EAUE AFF5Ho|y &

°
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el gel=el AuAE Agatus G ole] B gl
sy A 162 2% $AWA T Aol grke Fue w39 vy
A&M7h A% 7] Aol A7 Hojcl A}, AIFE ARG RE ABEA Fi
Fggel 972 299 FuE AAstelok Ak ol A= AAZ AT 5

11, A3 3220 A= %2 (interim measures)

CF TAIA LAY A2z A8 2AE AR T £3
o T’VL AR R dAolekn Foshar Aite] HEE e W
B (inzerim award) ¥} o]z} vl &0 &3t AP E FIA7| 2 YT}, 2

29) Defimuon, s 1 0 International Commeicial Arbitiation Act, 1evised statutes of Ontario, 1990,
ch 19
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dal A FgA ARG S WE & dda gsixdoh e 5
Agzel oahl, malw 172 b AXA BBl 1 HRE A8 helx
A e AP LA AFEThaL sk gl o= vl xof

e fabsith, REl 2 AlLTx0AM SABYF= 2 AR g
o BAhde]l @ BA o Ao 2352 e AFA A4S HE 5 vz
St ol of BRdal A Bbl FAAtel Al FEE A FE AL T+ Avki 573

&3 )

)
=

1

f-<

o %

Nt

o

Ak FAYe SuH o] Hol gloin FAst F,
7 FAAA QY] 488 FATFAL I ]
C ZARY R AT DelEE FHE P, o A9 FARHHE 5
Aol Aoy, HUA, 84 B¢ AH9T

Qe 8 AR B A2z FSE BUHT BOFEE FUdh
e FAE FARA Qo] RE RS golt e B8 Fol ke
g et

el

13, Ak s el(Al252))

e
b
ot
¢<
=
2
(3]
o
P
S’

°of ek A2 Ll A AL FAsvt. A5z 2lehd B
A EE] A 4 @, SEE o] R HolA ¥3 AHACl AHNE F
FotA B A AR T FAEAE FaIh MR gAY F¥
g ol HolA ehal FHAE S ¥ Ao A des A e
e AR Bu FAAAE AP

FARG T AR NS AF ks Algde] BT Avkehgoly Rl
& s Ok, B.CFE e Rl Hotste] 2262 ()&l AL 2
2 grelebal o @ FARAe] 8 ole] HAEAH AL 28] BuAME A4
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g o AZstHd 2L &2Fe e AF B4 e A4 5& GAAE ] o
23 & A= F slodol ' n AT ArHAdel discovery procedureE
ol §53% A o] HQlt}

4. 2ol gae) W2st T4 W
(A 27%. Consolidation of Arbitration)

_—

B.CFRely 2dly BF AR Y= AEHAB.CF Aaud)d $AF
de] dEE 83T F olon PYe 1 aFE AN F sivdka Fea 9l
c o old] gle] B.C. FAW AM2TE 2%, 3% T WId de) 3
31 91T consslidation of arbitration). 2 ©]4+e] A §el& & YA} 7+ Z4
of TA grefeld e a9 Wy os A HES FAG APl 94 &
AZEZE B ARt E Y] S0 HEE g :ié?'i} o HHY e ok AHe
T S e 1 o] ARS8 4 itk (a) Mol FEEta Basitn
Azyebe WA 22 Ao Wi HE AU (b) RE GAAE S o) B E

om

ak
Fojahx e Aot FAC M #P A11x 8P wet FADHRLE
HPRAL (0 ZE P F9E FAE APske ) Bad 2 99 A
A Gelg ¢ A3, 28 1 99 FYE Y 5 Utk =9 52 439
AN o) 2R | AFE 2 o139 FARAY PR 2 2AE B
24 900 A BEe] Bad 2NE A ¢ YES AAHINE RT
Qs

ddH o= FAEare] WEo] Had A7t AF BAYFA L FHAE &
SAxet def WY A 24V viEEe] A Lol WEE FAEA]
4 A5 FAECE YEd F e AL dHEHez 48 Aot o=
LHE FH o e YRt Utk B ATR 18] st #EHA Ontario
Court(General Division)7} & 39 FAZ Ao Sl TAAIESY 214 nz}
ohEe] Atk HEE 4 ddtn sk ok (a) ol FEetka Azta)
T 2002 FAEAE HEE A, (b) BAl T &340z HJREE £
AE PE A, (o) ofH FAMAI ZFE WA G2 FALAE AL A
S BEE F YRS At X 28 g SAEA Bt A A0
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15 o] Ao Bl FAbAk] Feovt At WAL Fabas e o5 o
ARE Aok, FAR} olo] B Felstx] 2§ Aol Whol FARYH
2 At ololA x33e B.C.EW A28% 33y BAsA FAe HES
g Jow Zi-Er:% M= FAstn ot

ZAAA ] W) Balr LY 2 FYPIA A F2 GrgA 5}
o2 ndyd AYE AL FHIED AFEANM = BUad

b &3 ZAFAEAE Y T2 SHFAEY v 9g FY o

A=

—_
[o]

—
;|,

15. AAA #2AY we B a2 AR G2 (A28F)

AHA oz HUhE S ndy-S A2 w2n itk B.CFH A 28% 13
e rd Yy VA 2 AR RE AR B AA A 8E FAYL
2 33 WY A (rules of law) ol Wet EA-& slAdttha Fath. ool #|2%
2 WVM 3 =7ke] Holu HARE A Aol G PokA g2 &

A 9 (conflict of laws)e] ot el 2 S7Fe] AN E 214 A&t A2z &4
g}
A3 2y i gl FA S Aok AR A A S F o)

A ge A FAVRRE T3} BAY FPol mFo] AUstn wHE
Me Ae9ta a9t Bape Aastin nelee A5yel we g
e We ALarn g Hol thath oirle A&y Aol A%vi vy
olo] me} £AW Agol BRAT FL neek SHAoE AW wit F
AR Aotvun 44 A4S PRES @ Aoz setd + Ak A
FAN P EANE PoAA e A3 FALle] TEo] A¥sha 3
ke Wol met ¥AL Aded n Fhen Ao} BoFHI FLe 49
Asm gk ol WEY B FHE FAS 9FES Asw Aok

30) s.24, International Commercial Arbitration Act, 1989.
31) Hong Kong™ Arbitation Ordinance, 1989, Part II, s.6B

32) California Civil Procedural Law, ss.1287.281-283. Ohio, Conneticut, North Carolina, Oregon &
o] zslch,
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A48 AL FejshH At del wel AFetE A9 o4 FA
(amiable compositeur) S A&t Ut} o] FAH L dEYA 7159 B9 W
ol % glol ol AT + Aoy, GuA =7tE9] A¢e A5 &L
Aol At 28 2dY e A R TS E o8 £48n
Ak ALl Sapele, 2218 £ 5o ol B2 e

A5FE BT T, oW Ao SRR = Aok 2l ot
o AFaa Adel 447 ool BYE wel ol

16. A5 A7} Z A (Conciliation) (#]30%)

BAolEs pedel BOFY A 19E LU B
1A FARAYE B E SN 998 ¢ 5 9
ol sl 58 2447 Q@3] o ol

o 2

L

=
ot
o

W AZRAME SABGHE AR FUt Sle A

Aete 2ol e o] AAE ol gst BEAL E T 4 glon, o
FARAbe] grefate] A K- FAAELS 2ol sElE At 9
AL A S wrEdets] dErha Pt

Y AN 2dy e MEd 2& FA9 e 248 1
stAY 1 Aol &g S Adstee XﬂOFOl SAAA] ER
Ty, Rdy FEUAN B F71E0)
AN M AFstAY Xé_ 401] vE & A

(2 o r2 fo
B

ftm

<

kb
g, M
EM

S
o 2
:’Né

U

2
o 32
o T

o%

1

o 2 N 2
g
N
2

-
> ofe 2 oo

2
E?a
EO
ol
o
R
ox

2
'_1

fAr ol o
)
wd,  H

P T e
Fsta ek By A2AzE HoE §e A9 1%:— Aoz A3
4 e B FAe 2H0 2 FEY & ¥ n Bk ol B8 4
¢ AR BT 9

UNCITRAL2 1976 2473 < = & 19809 24 72 (UNCITRAL
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Corciliation Rules, 1980)< A= gt v} =0 = k3
o A AR Ol AR 29T FEow 2aEgel e 7}

Al e Rog Hojyn”

goka g etar glot. o e dE
GuIgAlAI = A o7& B2
.
e, ol F B 19799 3y ARARE G vpi e oo Y E 4
ol & 711116} A @FAY B Ao e FAdAA drf BAle]
g el =

&
rlo
ofN b T
=
)
o
M
L

ol HE 7IAY AL PE F dda A} dvh o) - Ak i
ol JuigA e g e AE 2 93 Fa k. niwe] Ao},
2AE A, edtel e, 287, dAataFE ofof whet Ry A|31x 282 At
i otk agdn RE GnHAs 3] AR EA ol HE IAE s A
as8la sle AL ohrnz dAHo s FAHFA ol E ofFE 71 EHA
e g Fol sgH s Ikl WER SARge A S 5AF A (interna-
tional public policy)9] 7Hd& AFH oz d|Aste] e ojol & Aol

_\

(2) o|Xt(interest)?} H|Z(cost)

RdHoE At YA e WEolA g B.CFY A31x 79
47} ] grolsiA] gy o, FARARE oA e AF S T F 9
ki gk ol AeXYolF WAMW AGET61E, LdteleF FAY A

33) Sanders, Unity. p.29
34) Arbitration Act, 1979, s. 1(5)(b).
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8- FAAE 2] kA ¥w o FARY R =
2 S8 S-S 4T g Avk. 2 v 8ol B3 HEe fiew () FAQH HF
Al aaed v (i) ¥E &9 ¥ (i) B.CFALAEY 1
FTE (v) A ddEo] A ste 7lE v & Foljth B
€ BAE F 9ok () ¥EE FHE A (D) ¥ &S AEE
(iif) Bl&o A4 Ee 2 AW (iv) ¥]& A B4 Fo] 270l
Al
L]»

FARR

of Fi Al RdW AYA A o] A& Adstabe Aljte] glAAIRE
a5 27iEY. 2y, 4 Srke e 29 F8Ad o] 2AE S A
dska vk &F, EF, Aol misre] A, AR yols Fol ol o
231 Sl

18. FA ke FAGRRE)H FAHIA T A W HHABBD)

WA o] £2o] oMt Ry Authye] FUsT & FAEAL
Fagdolt SARgRe W od FAAY. Ea FAA Wre] ¥

[¢]
o7t %ifi?i TR ES TR E2HE 308 ool AT 27y 27,
et T2 AYE A& 7Y + Ut

19. TAAA FHae AAHH3M4x)

= 2y Ayt FAEe dAlR2 Lt A34x 1

O F FAFHC W E5L B HAAHE Hdo Foz

2 g AaNA ] ALREAM A7E $ = Alge A 34
% 3% wpet HAANH Y A& AL

AUERYH e B3 E FHal

ATH o]oA] A48 ol Al = W ¢l o]

EE Helo e HAEAE FHAE NS g7
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o] 7t FEE 4% 2 ohFetct. Ay EYol, A o}, HiApAF
£ 34z )745]% W glok AYER, P 3428 Uz 4834
t, F2yo, & 9“% oy}, e3loleFE tha wiygE WE& A 3
a2y g 5E FUe] FAHl e v 57HA] FARE HARNHARE
g A2 AdFsta Yok, (1) FAAY ey (i) A% F& (i) TA
A7k FAQle]l Aol FAMate] He A A E WA RS FA
Zato A R 71318 wA] B AL (v) FANAARE dojd FA1 9%
(v) ZA A5 ol Ay Ak ey 23l ofd A ¢ Foltt &
A= A34z 28 (b) () A= FUHH ostA %‘7‘}]5“/5 Atgro] o
(aroitrabilit ) (ii) Aol sd=e FAHA | wate A golty. &
ANl A A 34z 28 (b) 4 =e) FA e 6‘}\%’%"14 &
THE 4 Mfil:li iAo Mt e FARY HA Ao Fo] FEs AH
vpA Stk 53] A o HAAMREA FAAA kg ¢
2 ¢l RNk ol A Q) HollA] Pt H o] 7 EA dFE 2E
W2 Pl Yol Eetofl digt Al E & 5 givtx ;S];} YA g g
FH e o] BAEAE Aed 4 gue F8L Agsas”
AxA Q] WA FAE S AL MA Heol z‘xﬂi‘*’ﬁ o] ApxlE o]
35 P71 BdW A34% 430 vrehd Aok S HE L FARE HAAAS
“é*"d | AAsicia AZstAY 28A I @A 838 A folle 5
7} Al SAEAE AP F URE IS AR FHae A8 A
‘3}{— ok, Yol FTAWAE R sdArtxl-& H et 4 vt
o Angel A e g deizl Abado] A uk EH%‘E‘M]H‘” olsebal ogTh, 1
HE 5498 B2 USHEA S7HEL o8 AMYsdnt. 71Zel2 ¢

I A

AA g A3z 2l PP NA AlzehFolL}; wo] Bk RO
2 B YEE 498 2Ad Ao Astn Ut 58] BAHE LS FA)
B HADAM &3 A34x 28Ad 7 7 BdWE 88 B oA
A 2AH AR B E Fd SRS 2EHAA Had gAol A7)
ol 342 ¢4 ,A ol 7] delo MPo] YL 5 Ut LI L F43 v
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35) Guide to the Model Law, pp 910-1003
6) Quebec CCP, art 947 2, 946.2
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Je}, $3gtely ol a2l
A AA 2 o] TARA Y AN E ol S0 3
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o

E5E(FARE $U F A, AE(EY R HIALANRE B2 Aok e}
A esEARg e zle] R Ald=el ) e gial ohx dAgel 2
A wet S Ee AdE e sleluh
SR E 8% wvbE BFF A35, 3628 8T AL ol R =
TEE TEHAFE ST A ATl oL olFE A, 36228 A ks
g 2%, &% ol melsth” vl A9 of 5 pairh. sl AE
e

V. s SR vt S el o

2 F83o] N2 XH‘aﬁiﬂﬁH% BYE ol %, cldd o

C 2o may +89 DA BE Ao 11 Qg AU btz
]

,
r

[«

2P AN FHOL bR ¥R HI T2 713l § FAF Bele] 3

oSL ﬁNl

(1) Quintette Coal Limited v. Nippon Steel Corporation, et al
(1990)” (Zujmated D} QZEXHEIME 0| Tsint adsiof)

o] A7 B EA AEnjol(B.C)F2 MEFFA HH E(Quintette) A
wE Akt AR 107) AAFsIAte] FAaAlA o] AU FFA kel #eE Aotk

g Ad s B BE YL B.OFYd et FARA gt
o7k Atk 2™y 1981 o] Aleko]l MAE o] F IA Me@riAc] §4 5]
saste] dRa wrAe A Euso] Yt A 42 2
review clause)oll @&} 7t & A7) A; AT T 24 @ Aol o

_9,
2
>

i=1
=

38) Australia International Arbitration Act 1989, s 20. Hong Kong Arbitration Ordirance, 1989,
5.34C

39) 47 BCLR. (24)193 (S.C). affd 51 BCL.R (2d) 105 (C A).
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@2t FAe] Bolzka 1 A FAAEL 19909 59 FARE S w3y @
Aol Y& d& H7o] AHE HeE3AERH JMAGAE WA HAL 7
Az A7 AZe] Aol 2 g 4H 6NN E FTE AH EAN: dEHT A&
stebe slol it

71 el Ad FEE vt AAEY] AlFsar, HHESL 3L
A2 A 2 (Companies Creditors Arldngement Act, R.8.C. 1985)°f wz} o]
A RE A5 A} AAREDA SAbge] FulE el FA Hojo}
dths A2 AVed e 425 AL A A A E & wskth o] w7t
A AHEZ9] UES 3 Aol gk Fa A2 A Qe dieF 33 euvrE F =
2 HAHAY. 11§ dES IAbe IAAEA Feye] e A HEe F
Adgol d&E T2 Fevthe GUdLFE AH s gEd 5HE AR
3k GAle Faste 83T A8 AVt MEd oz dBS G
T AR 5 U HFHQ AoBE HAde AR E S 25| oA
o ZrjstA AES A4S FALA XA A= ol EHa FAsA T

HuHPe A AA 3 AL o] 2 1% o] M o] HrhA]Eof ]
3 SEEAE TESET. HAe A A FEEY HAX o EFE HES
o 53 A AEHo0E JP & A AAAERY HHYE FHEEE
S Aoz dejHor g AR AT FABE S ALt XA A=
teicky M etR T a1 A dESo] ol d FAAY o] Ui Hae A
e E AV A E Aol

o] At L YES FAAL HeolA g Jg-& ATe AL of
YAk 9le] A JlEofl Al B5o] el A uhite] AJzte] B o= F A
A& FEHF A5E 28 (b)ollA A g 347 (public policy) el whet 2 =7}
of FAjo] Yukgt A= Fao] ALE F ke 422X U2t} o] EAA
2 E3] FWA F A (domestic public policy) ¢t =44 F-A] (international public

olicy) 3te] 83} Bt @ =kl Ha gttt A4 FAM el Here I
A 29 g YAz 2249 Fo] £ wdd 9utels Algo g 23
A &AM stejol dttE AHo] AwrAol o 73}}0111}.“ o] AL 53] I

B

100 Quintette 5 o] F&fA = Neilson, Price Adjustments in Long-Term Supply Contracts The
Saga of the Quitte Coal Arbitration, 1991, 18 Can Bus. L.J, 76
410 P Lalive, “ransnational Public Policy and International Arbitiation’ in Comparative
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olelit A A o|fzte] #F I AHMWAME ol BAE AN, 53
_"j:‘L/\]-HJp,] Ao gryo] ZalFAA Aol Aatna Bl walxte —:{Lzﬂo]

2 hEng o B3 FFs EAoh b des o 55w
;ﬂlf Aubekate] Fx 7t obar vl A} o]k AN B l{’iﬁ‘v} ea=
(2) Schreter v. Gasmac Inc., (1992] 7 O.R (3d) 608, 89

D.L.R. (4th) 365.(0|®RE 7|XH StX| 222 SAEH2 &l FEnt
2ESHo])

o] AFE ZA|obrof| A ml A F 3] (AAA) Q] Fakstel W W FAleY o
¢ W o] e Aloly] EAlE= FulgAY FAA A A AAG
o} 2ol 2 FARA Fol Bl FE A stA o} FAF H ek WA FA
apoll Al A1 a3 Abe} 1 Al E A Bl 2500 3 AR] T 214 Q1o A
A 2EEHE AFsteta AA AT FAFe o Baw S 22 ok
stal ZA|olERol] WEEE Hof it 2 Ad FAf A oA
£ F7o] AU olojA AAHJNEL nl5aW FANE
o] 8¢l &% (confirmation) & A ATH AUths GAAE 2
2] 7kA] o] frell A ol & A|7]stHAI T AP L o] & A
Aot FAREE Qs Heonfirmation). 71 &, ThA] A1AHRE 2Hg T
R LE2] e A FAFAG A Wl $A93 JAE Aok

AUttS AR a3 2 olfrol A Fgd o] of & A7IstdAtt AA,
ZAlobF Rido] 3 FARAH Y AL FAREE A2 Froteng -
B o W& TR C2A7} ol e} st d R A g ojof gty E’F‘H
AuthE JAHJAL A2 FA Aeldaol A AvlstA]l FUD s A &
shiom ol 24 W o3 rijAlA el #AE w7 WA FAMAE F
A Eolof gk AR, FAINe] FARF A o] & JIAfstA| Fhong 7EH
Q. Aeld Hutsith= Aolt}, miAlgto g GALR} ool = o mE A gt

Arbitration Practice and Public policy, ICCA Ceongress series no.3 (Kluwer, 1987). Christopher
Kuner, “The Public Policy Exception to the Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards in the
United States and West Germany under the New Convention (1990) 7 J Intl.Arb 71

42) Curnard Steamship Co Ltd v. Salen Reefer Services A B. (1985) 773F (2d) 452. Corcoran v
A L.G. Muti-Line Syndicate, Inc . et al, (1989) 539 N'Y. Supp (2d) 630
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o] Esfol el Fde] Tted S T Lol XA EE g I FAH
P& st A2 2HZ L Tl oftdtiE Aot}

CHe T HYS o id SAY HYE AT HAd e FAGA
FAEY B 25g dAstn AU FEHAAM gslE A 818
B zbeglorng galHgRlel 9l 2 FJId AMLALFE T B 4SHA
Zote ¢ A8 S 59 B JPstodof st #A T ke H ol e
Mol Aol rEAl 8- AdE ok sl AL ohgm gt £
P xae A9 FARY HES F53AY dads Fo] ojye
2 FAEFE SN AFwAY AT Fevgy 48 A gk
JA AT 596 HEE FARF S &ABA (confirmation)o] FAHRAH & &
AU ZaNZTL o5 FARYY HPE A¥de A mdHe FHA ol
o dthi Zxetdt Y Bger FARA oK AT EE 3 He HY
of FARE] @& e Arhg FARFE Y Haol g gz BAgA 5
SkR[RY, ol & TlAStAl vt TR Ha AFANR obtn E
AR}

(3) Kanto Yakin Kogyo Kabushiki-Kaisha v. Can-Eng-Manu-
facturing Ltd., (1992) 7 O.R. (3d) 779, aff'd (1995) 22 O.R. (3d)

576
of A& YES AAHUol dEAFAIZAE S (Japan Commercial Arbitration
Association)d] F#Ete] TRA HHA Z=AAF S e @ FoAl TAAAL
o =

131 ole HZ Sehviel HAddME fALE AbZL glemg Fart wE Aldolth Agmy (WA}
51,1995 3 15 A3 944} 11868, WEAIE 1995 4. 10%Zx ©]) AAAL A ol M2 Ak}
HHE FARDE YT olF et Zatel 712E o) dAntA S Waln FuEY AL
AN FFtaF e SAHBEAZ A2 E d=0E Y $QRgoz g Bl
=oe F3, 93N AR g JaHrasd @ FA orey
(1993) 321 ~544% =

=]

e
kil
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Chothgo R e o AAZ Al gle AF3 At Al FeElgh salay e
TR R1F0] AL Eafu) el dal FAE shsAdol viAlE BE FAo] 6ty
o 2 ARG JaAL AFEolof drtn st wh e R 31l
< AA o] M Xﬁﬂ"%‘/l AT AMEE AZEotA] Fernz FARol
Lok AHEE AR Rt oHEQIT

el REHLL EF 2L ol FolA FAAA Y 59 L HA & 1A
shsdch. el FAdALEAY e A& A sideirin FA Bk A
W R ALl REE AR & dvs ol FAVbsd e B g
olgki skt W2 JAAQO FA 2 nte] H FAof Al R
o SFa

L AR A RGO e Mo AEE Haden Agete HE A
= oh o upAlee 2 ML AAdle] Al Wy AR
o F5A RS 2diel g o] Rttt A sl
ol Al 7H94 HEE Foted AUt A FAR e A AT Gt
Ao Hoked, o8 &8 oAE Aurt e e Ha mdyel 3
2 Aq=7te] ApHA Qe Aader Addsty idla, SAFAgES
HES FYsEe A& B 4 A 28 AR fdEA Fe AR
5

£ 1
p

N

AU} FAEA A UNCITRAL R SAdo] vjal ke drjze|tt o
2iif o dfoll Al B npel o] wEWg 0 U2 84 Zlo] oyl ndy
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