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1. See S. Chopra, “Multinational Corporations in the Aftermath of Bhopal: The Need for a New Comprehensive
Global Regime for Transnational Corporate Activity”, Valparaiso University Law Review, no. 29, 1994.

2. Piercing / lifting corporate veil
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3. See A. T. v., Mehren, *“Adjudicatory Jurisdiction: General Theories Compared and Evaluated”, Boston

University Law Review, no. 63, 1983.
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Lowe, A. V., Jurisdiction, in M. Evans, “International Law”, Oxford University Press, 2006, pp. 724 _ 746.

6. L. Cata Backer, op. cit., p. 506.

7. 1.M Ramsay, D. B. Noakes, “Piercing the Corporate Veil in Australia”, Company and Securities Law Journal,

vol. 19, 2001, p. 257.
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8. L. C. Backer, “Multinational Corporations as Objects and Sources Of Transnational Regulation”, ILSA Journal
of International & Comparative Law, vol. 14, no. 2, 2008, p. 499.

9. Access to justice

10. Denial of justice
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13. Subsidiary jurisdiction
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14. Extraterritorial Subsidiary Jurisdiction, Law and Contemporary Problems, vol. 50, no. 3, Extraterritoriality of
Economic Legislation, 1987, pp. 71 — 93. available at: http://scholarship. law. duke. edu/lcp/vol50/iss3/5 (last visited
August 2012).

15. The Racketeering Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act

16. E. Engle, “Extraterritorial Corporate Criminal Liability: A Remedy For Human Rights Violations?”, St.
John’s Journal of Legal Commentary, vol. 20, no. 2, 2006, p. 313.

17. UN Convention Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions
(Convention Against Corruption) 2003.

18. See International Bar Association, “Report of the Task Force on Extraterritorial Jurisdiction”, 2008, pp. 201
_ 264, available at www. ibanet. org

19. J. A. Zerk, “Extraterritorial Jurisdiction: Lessons for the Business and Human Rights Sphere from Six
Regulatory Areas”, A Report for the Harvard Corporate Social Responsibility Initiative to Help Inform the
Mandate of the UNSG’s Special Representative on Business and Human Rights, Working Paper no. 59, 2010, p.
117, available at http://www. hks. harvard. edu/m _ rchg/CSRI/publications/workingpaper_59_zerk. pdf
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21. sh. F. Puvimanasinghe, op. cit., p. 114

22. Direct liability

23. Vicarious liability

24. ). H. Beale, “The Jurisdiction of a Sovereign State”, Harvard Law Review, vol. 36, no. 3, 1923, pp. 256.

25. Ibid, p. 257.

26. W. He, “Legal Transplantation of “Piercing the Corporate Veil” to China”, p. 51. available at

http://1sa.mcgill.ca/aplam/ChineseArticles/Legal%20Transplantation%200f%20Piercing%2othe%2o0Corporate%20
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