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1. Par in parem non habet imperium

2. Shaw, Malcolm N., International Law, 6th edition, Cambridge University Press, 2008. p. 698.

3. Malanczuk, Peter, Akehurst’s Modern Introduction to International Law, 7th edition, Taylor & Francis

e-Library, London and New York, 2002, p. 118.
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5. Grant, John P. and Barker, J. Craig, Parry & Grant Encyclopaedic Dictionary of International Law,

Oxford University Press, New York, 2009, p. 562.

6. Ibid. and see Duke of Brunswick v. King of Hanover (1848) 2 HLC 1 and De Haber v. Queen of
Portugal (1851) 17 QB 171.

7. Jure imperii
8. Jure gestionis
9. Ibid.
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17. Schooner Exchange v. McFaddon, 11 U.S. (7 Cranch) 116 (1812). available at:
http://caselaw.Ip.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=11&invol=116 (last visited:
19/02/2014)

18. Verlinden B.V. v. Central Bank of Nigeria, 461 U.S. 480, 486 (1983).

available at: https://bulk.resource.org/courts.gov/c/US/461/461.US.480.81-920.html  (last  visited:
19/02/2014)

19. Keller, Joseph, “The Flatow Amendment and State-Sponsored Terrorism”, Seattle University Law
Review, vol. 28:955, 2005, p. 1029.

20. Crowell & Moring, “The Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act; 2010 Year in Review”, Law and
Business Review of the Americas Publication, 2011, p. 3.
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21.28U.S.C. § 1602 (2009).

22. U.S.: Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act of 1976, codified at title 28, §§ 1330, 1332, 1391(f),
1441(d), and 1602-1611 of the United States Code, sec. 1603

23. Ibid, 1605.

24. Counterclaim

25. Pub. L. No. 110-181, 122 Stat. 3.

26. U.S.: Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act of 1976, sec. 1605(a)
27. U.S.: Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act of 1976, sec. 1607
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28. state Sponsored Terrorism Exception

29. The exception was first enacted as part of the Mandatory Victims Restitution Act of 1996, which was
a part of the Anti-Terrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996. Pub. L. No. 104-132,
§221(a)(1)(C), 110 Stat. 1214, 1241 (formerly codified at 28 U.S.C. §1605(a)(7)).
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visited: 12/02/2014)

31. 28 U.S.C. sec. 1605(a)(1) and (a)(7)
See: Kreindler, James P. and Benett, Megan Wolfe, “Finding Justice for Victims of State-Sponsored
Terrorism”, Los Angeles Lawyer, July/August 2010. available at:
http://www.lacba.org/Files/LAL/Vol33N05/2724.pdf
32. Flatow Amendment, Pub. L. No. 104-208, § 589, 110 Stat. 3009-172 (1996) (codified at 28 U.S.C. §
1605 (Supp. 2002))
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- Micco, Richard T., “Putting the Terrorist-Sponsoring State in the Dock: Recent Changes in the Foreign
Sovereign Immunities Act and the Individual's Recourse against Foreign Powers”, 14 TEMP. INT'L &
COMP. L.J., 2000, pp. 109-110.

33. Keller, Joseph, op cit, p. 1031.
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37.28 U.S.C. § 1605A(a)(1)

38.28 U.S.C. § 1605(a)(1)

39. 28 U.S.C. § 1605(a)(2)

40. 28 U.S.C. § 1605(a)(3)

41. 28 U.S.C. § 1605(a)(5)

42.28 U.S.C. § 1605(a)(6)
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Elsea, Jennifer K., Suits against Terrorist States by Victims of Terrorism, Congressional Research Service
Report for Congress, 2008.



IPAY yluwo = 3l /0 oylows [ Modlopm Bgds dleo % VS

5> (sl Jatoud 9 Cunnyg i oo dule (yomnl 13 o 13 lged 4ol Sligo ¥+ A Jlo
m-%s‘ ool 3

o)Ll 2B ey slacbsas el puw gy (slitel & padiae jobds o Jle o8l
opl lise p JB ol (o] p3 a8 5,8 oslel 1y (closigy VooF Jlo ,d iz yn sl 03,5
«dgd 393 5l (i & g 03 «Jalge b adle Baslans | (S lnl g pjy &5 558
\‘;.394 03,5 plo s,

5> sl & bgpye st VL) o5 lows a5y 50 n 35ty 2 ol
Jol f0iS o d g D50 > daledl oS ol b dyes 0 3)lae 10 LaolEaly LAl paw yg )5 ol
s &g g VA g8 sl i () Ceond pgs 35 3 5950 Lasiye Jlos]
Ve Sl 355 oy Sl eolil 5 7 e Sl 4 5] )90 pogad
2 (e ©)led) Solad ol Cusgpio pie > a3 &S Cusl sy ol il s

45. Elsea, Jennifer K., op cit, at summary.

46. Ibid.

47. Sec. 1605A, (c) (3): Related Actions.

48. Compensatory Damages

$pSB9,5 olo V7 Jgis 1y (lnl il (oMl x50 il i L5 slped 53 LalS” (slailats o3l cdiged iy
3,8 2alB VWS s 13 s basgs o peleS st olSetils iS5 o o] dleto

(Kilburn v. Islamic Republic of Iran, 699 F. Supp. 2d 136, 139 (D.D.C. 2010))

49. Use of Special Masters

bl 55 gm0 Koyl (2> ooy oiiobol VA Jlo (6,88 uas didls (o > &5 (odxi0 (claokigy ;> oDy i

103,89y o] og 0y5 (cloduogs I logas daotigy cpl 3 WolSaly . 13,8 o3lisial oy ISy 5l g2 005 ke
(Anderson v. Islamic Republic of Iran, No. 08-cv-535 (RCL), 2010 WL 4871189, pp. 15-16; Valore v.
Islamic Republic of Iran, 700 F. Supp. 2d 52, 69-70 (D.D.C. 2010) at 83; and Murphy v. Islamic Republic
of Iran, 740 F. Supp. 2d 51, 68 (D.D.C. 2010) p. 76).

50. Punitive Damages
Jos CS5p0 a8 lowlgy ljlome yslatods (s Coludd 113lod,S Ly w5 cpl 1) s g9 ol K0 50] w5
et SLldy fuome (g llie) g0 o eanl o ol wlie Jos IS5 S S5l (gl g 0nd (gloaiy Sl
(8 o VAT Jlag b s alne el 3o
Jlo oMol 1y oSl ol 315 41,8 1605A(C) sy 1 30 (besd Ol jslaiads lged 4l 13 laled [lid] clue O
oMol ol 5l i 45 bl .l 34y owey ljlus adllae jo )y ()] 5 e &S 1y ol lged lalgs 4 Yo A
528 US.C. § 1605(a)(7) corseds ol mlin &S cusl 038 gyhe Sl ol o)lsad 355 loed iz b oSl
Baome 08T LT el 485 395 Shlus paayi g oy & oS> (IO J 08 ol 3 SNl gt 51 iy
(lotigp 1 (] Golite gy ol ;5 LS pl8l s s adllas (gl Jxd 1605A(C) jizo slitwl 4 Slg5 o
oS> 28 U.S.C. § 1605(a)(7) wargots ol 5l b oS ygpd b |y Loaeis Ojlud adllae (sly alged 4k ojlel ool
sl oxigy 13« lie ,> (RimKus, 2010 WL 4628317, at *10) .3g sis 4,5 55 s ©ylus &
Cadld Caglil 1) Tged aoldl (oly Sl o Glaisdy (s ©)lud dgeileie g cuily [0 (gl o5l



VO @ G Al 0 gy oUaB Cuigae (a5 ) IS pol Buscie YU 5 Sles ai

3lge y il ol 4y sl b 6 el oSlro cpgore 53 ksl onilos 3l Jalliyn o8
9 S Hoduo 5 Sy & Cuwd > 4> ) Oyljs Cuvyrd 3 jeShe lacded ade (closae
Slodj WS slysl (g0 b

Jhodlopm G0 sl 5l dasdio OYLI 5 Slos Julow .Y
2 58 o o 1> a5 S Wb wel Clguae Chog 4D dedie (D &S (¢ paitte 4 LS
ol a5 3590 515 ol 3 o] o g Jdos assl Lol el Cuigae closw Sy
ol ol 398 5> odbaid b ydy bliiwl b 1S ol oasio YL 3 Slos 3llas]

Sl sedlas Y
oSl Jleel agin byo |y Cuigan o cal blote iow 41 5 ilpd 59 4
o o Ll o) Tosgiel o 4 By ol gl Jlesl ogas 3 g s
el 125 3,90 5 438l Bie yge s Sl

#y cipan sttt Telag] Jloal 5 bl Cuigan pogas 53 odia Jlo gy
(1o osle V) ol &8y g olsdl g s s oaplon] (6,15 EMebas ogeas
adl (Ve oole ¥ o) W)y (St Canasud 395 &S oCudgrge g BES 1 Dy50)d (yicred g
035 yyhe 03 iy dsles Bibo 93 oS yg0y dy s> 93 e EMslas 9150 (pgradlxS

«»l 2929l (Anderson v. Islamic Republic of Iran, No. 08-cv-535 (RCL), 2010 WL 4871189, at:15)

(Crowell & Moring, op Cit, p. 26) .xad o |y olsed i 24k ojla] bolSaly ylioxen

S 09 o g5 el > adle Wi e Syl 4 (sl & 5 oyl laolSal B > b

o1d plo wal odgr sl b oo plon (51,8 &8 od Jlalgs ais 4 g cdgs e 4.1:.)&.9 (RS pS> &S g0 )

255 3l 55 500 slaplales 4 ST cleosigy > blg e g amil e asr Cylud ol ol peja sl

Murphy v. Islamic Republic of Iran, 740 F. Supp. 2d 51, 68 (D.D.C. 2010); and, Phillip Morris USA v. )

(Williams, 549 U.S. 346 (2007)

RAVIREVEWE R || KWS) §

53. Bankas, Ernest K., The State Immunity Controversy in International Law, Springer, Germany, 2005,
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64. YILC, op cit, p. 26, para. 4.
65. Ibid, p. 28, para. 13.
66. YILC, op cit, p. 28, para. 1 and p. 30-31, para. 1.
67. Farhang v. Indian Inst. of Tech., C-08-02658 RMW, 2010 WL 519815, at: 3 (N.D. Cal. Jan. 26,
2010).
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- State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co. v. Ins. Corp. of British Columbia, CV-09-762-ST, 2010 WL 331786, at:
11 (D. Or. Jan. 25, 2010).

69. Farhang v. Indian Inst. of Tech., C-08-02658 RMW, 2010 WL 519815, at *3 (N.D. Cal. Jan. 26,
2010).
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70. Cont'l Transfert Technique Ltd. v. Fed. Gov't of Nigeria, 697 F. Supp.2d 46, 56 (D.D.C. 2010), p. 56.
available at: https://casetext.com/case/contl-transfert-technique-Itd-v-fed-govt-of-nigeria#.UwcpRPmSxic

71. YILC, op cit, p. 55, para. 6.

72. Citing Blaxland v. Commonwealth Dir. of Pub. Prosecutions, 323 F.3d 1198, 1206 (9th Cir. 2003)
and Siderman de Blake v. Republic of Argentina, 965 F.2d 699 (9th Cir. 1992).
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74. Hijazi v. Permanent Mission of Saudi Arabia to the United Nations, No. 10-0904-cv, 2010 WL
5174946 (2d Cir. Dec. 22, 2010).
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76. Ibid, at: 5.
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Cultural Representative Office, 693 F. Supp. 2d 805 (N.D. Ill. 2010).
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87. YILC, op cit, p. 46, para. 10.

88. Swarna v. Al-Awadi, 622 F.3d 123, 144 (2d Cir. 2010) (citing Robinson v. Gov't of Malaysia, 269
F.3d 133, 142 & n.11 (2d Cir. 2001)).

89. See: USAA Cas. Ins. Co. v. Permanent Mission of the Republic of Namibia, No. 10-cv-4262(LTS),
2010 WL 4739945, p. 3 (S.D.N.Y. Nov. 17, 2010); and Argentine Republic v. Amerada Hess Shipping
Corp., 488 U.S. 428, 439-40 (1989).

90. Flatow v. Islamic Republic of Iran, 999 F. Supp. 1, 7 (D.D.C. 1998).
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97. YILC, op cit, p. 55, para. 6.
See: Maritime International Nominees Establishment v. Republic of Guinea (United States of America,
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