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Exportadora Inc. v. Lamborn & Co. (2d. Cir. 1981), ILR 66 (1984), 404; 652 F. 2d 231, 237.
13. S. Jacobs and Others, “The Act of State Doctrine: A History of Judicial Limitations and
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17. Jacobs, note 13, at 694.
18. Ibid.
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53. Ebrahimi et al. v. Islamic Republic of Iran et al., Award No. 560-44/46/47-3 (1994), para. 38
et seq.

54. Amoco Int’l. Finance Corporation v. The Islamic Republic of Iran, et al. Award No. 310-56-
3, 14 July 1987, reprinted in 15 Iran - U.S. C.T.R. 189, (with Late Judge Virally in the majority).
55. Ibid, at 222.
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56. Case Concerning Certain German Interests in Polish Upper Silesia, Germany v. Poland,
1926, P.C.1.J. Ser. A, No. 7, Judgement of 25 May 1926.

57. Case Concerning the Factory at Chorzow, Germany v. Poland, 1928, P.C.1.J. Ser. A. No. 17
Judgement of 13 Sept 1928.

58. Amoco, note 54, at 246.

59. Ibid.

60. Phillips Petroleum Company Iran v. The Islamic Republic of Iran et al. Reprinted in 21 Iran-
U.S. C.T.R,, 79, paras 121-122.
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61. SEDCO Inc. v. National Iranian Oil Company and the Islamic Republic of Iran, Chamber 3,
Interlocutory Award of 27 March 1986, reprinted in 10 Iran-U.S. C.T.R., 180, at 187-88.

62. INA Corporation v. the Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran, Chamber One,
(Lagergren Chairman, With Separate Opinion), 1985, 8 Iran-U.S. C.T.R., 373.
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A. Mouri, The International Law of Expropriation as Reflected in the Work of the Iran-U.S.
Claims Tribunal, Martinus, Nyhoff (1994), 296 et seq.
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