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promisee’s right to demand performance and its obligation to mitigate [Rzznik, p. 282; Keirse, p. 962].

Therefore, RESPONDENT’s payment obligation should be reduced by the Arbitral Tribunal.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF
In light of the above, RESPONDENT respectfully requests the Arbitral Tribunal to:

1. Reject CLAIMANT’s new claim regarding Purchase Order No. A-15604 and order RESPONDENT
to pay USD 12,000,000 to CLAIMANT;

2. Alternatively, reject CLAIMANT’s request for authorization of new claim as a request for arbitration

and do not consolidate the separate proceedings;

3. Find that CLAIMANT has failed its cooperation and information duties; therefore, is not entitled to

payment under Purchase Order No. 9601;

4. Alternatively, reduce RESPONDENT’s payment obligation due to the alleged breach of contract.
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