Issues Raised by Paper
1. How broadly can the conclusion that democratic assurances had little to no effect on the level of LDC interests in international contract law be taken?  Is there something unique to international contract law which does not require democratic protections, or can this be extended to other subject matters? 
a. WTO Law

i. Compare this with drafting WTO law. 

ii.  How comfortable would you feel allowing 15 Western academics to draft the rules on international trade?

b. International Secured Transactions

i. Right now UNIDROIT is completing a new text on Interests in Mobile Equipment

ii. This law will essentially allow for a “self-help” mechanism allowing western creditors to send in their “repo-men” into LDCs to physically remove mobile equipment used as collateral when LDCs fail to make timely payments.

iii. Do you feel comfortable allowing unaccountable academics to draft this law? 
2. To what degree does the lack of special interests in international contract law play a role here?  Compare the financial interests involved by US corporations in international contract law negotiation vs. international trade negotiation.

3. Can we generally say that the pragmatic pressures of having an international commercial instrument as widely accepted as possible is enough to ensure all diverging interests are represented in the text?

4. Are you generally convinced that there are LDC specific interests in international contract law which need to be protected?  Or are these minor differences which really make little difference?

