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Foreword

For the purpose of the ESCL thesis competition, this thesis has been reduced from a
total word count of 31,019 words when submitted to Copenhagen University to 23,339
words (excluding appendixes, 14,880 words). The thesis was handed in to Copenhagen
University in 2018, and received the highest grade.

This thesis seeks to describe a contract clause taken from the offshore industry and the
possibilities of implementing it in an onshore constrution contract. It examines the
validity of a knock-for-knock clause implemented in an onshore construction contract
under the applicable laws of Denmark, Norway and England.

I very much hope that this thesis will inspire questions to the standard contracts which
are commonly used today. Can it be done cheaper, smarter, better, simpler? And curiosity
into how similar industry’s handle similar subjects.

Sacha Beer Stephansen

Tollgse, 2019
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