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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%20Corporate%20
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76. Guined v. Dr. Congo (Diallo Case) Judgment 24 May 2007, p. 88 _ 90.

77. M. Emberland, “The Corporate Veil in the Case Law of the European Court of Human Rights”, in Zeitschrift
fuer auslaendisches oeffentliches Recht und Voelkerrecht, vol. 63, Issue 04, 2003, pp. 945 _ 969; Marius
Emberland, “The Corporate Veil In the Jurisprudence of the Human Rights Committee and the Interamerican
Court and Commission of Human Rights”, Human Rights Law Review, vol. 4, no. 2, 2004, pp. 257 _ 275.

78. Agrotexim Hellas SA and Others v. Greece, Judgment 24 October 1995, Series A 330 _ A, S 66.

79. Pine Valley Developments Ltd and Others v. Ireland, Judgment 29 November 1991, Series A 222, S 42.

80. See e. g, Emberland, Marius, “The Corporate Vil In the Jurisprudence of the Human Rights Committee and the
Interamerican Court and Commission of Human Rights”, Human Rights Law Review, vol. 4, no. 2, 2004, pp. 257 - 275; Joshua
loji / JK Konov, Piercing the Veil's Effects on Corporate Human Rights Violations & International Corporate Crime (Human
Tracking, Slavery, etc), Workshop on Human Trafficking, International Crime and National Security: A Human Rights
Perspective, 2012, http://mpra. ub. uni —muenchen. de/35714/1/Piercing_the_Veils_Effect_Joshua_Konov_2011. pdf;

M. K. Addo (ed.), The Corporation as a Victim of Human Rights Violations, in: Human Rights Standards and the Responsibility
of Transnational Corporations, The Hague 1999, 187; and Marius Einberland, Duality and Ambiguity. The Protection of

2

g - Jlallpy Go8s ) (iashm)d Cuallo

%

PO


http://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/35714/1/Piercing_the_Veils_Effect_Joshua_Konov_2011.pdf

A
YL o oS bro dyg9) 50 lunl eyl ylaploaw dy ol8oly o ol b oMo (g puud g (Boi> Capased (405,US
5 (o oS oo sl )50 il (clLad )3 0590l Lol )5 IS5 el (o)l (sS55Il ooxie
S e Jlite (Stuwly il Jolloy @)l Boi> 3 29290 LA cunl 45 )18 Malloe @25
sl 038 plgansi |y Jlallos s> pre 035l nl & Juogi o Slol B S8 )d Colgins 0518 5 kSl
So-i> Slae o3, S (W (o Ubgei> 5 phlaicelo LS ) lallin )9l g2lye 5 o pSre 425
9 4l Sl el Clgiume dile wiyled grlae (Bgis Catd Ol 35 42yl Sy (wlie
Comasels 1 o3l wleg s gio acdii jl (gpSsly «oled o gl den (Boi> wlocy (nioly ISl
S g Slall o Slee ol den ((SBpe Fodn )3 o Cul s a0 SV g 0858 Soi>
D35 oy

Lo o pSbre (oldd con Mo dngs loploes &) dxzlpe 5 €830 (Boi> Copasid Gl )5 5l S
Clasil G388, ol jl g e ol €858 b bples adds dngilae lges & Sy 5 Molliw 6y5h @215
o OS2l gy (B J ol cwl hbplew b (ol €805 4 ()8 €858 ] cdgin
45 (53))se 353Le) sl 4B 39y 3 b S b 4y Lol €8 1 5] Cudgtins waasd iim o] eSe (s3]
eyl p oMo dzgi ol a4 (A8L 0392 ol €83 il iS4yl pus alyy (o8 S 1
sl (25 €8 L ol boplews s a9l (lsed 4 (S ol

= el g ghbelew jlo)los slocS b (Boi> cuastd Pl Juol U (83 Ol 55
sz an ol g g Jowgs 3 Al 5 (BIS (St el 1ol lyloplows 2900 Colgins ol
S Sy oo 35 bk gl 5 ol oSlowe Vol 1S a5 5 bl )b
(i) o3liilsgus b i 585 Ygano g S5m0 ¥ |y (29 <85 pr ol 88 S8 il i
Colgiamn 5l (U (goled ( (Byin (goled jo el ]y (Bais Cpasd Gl 35 W A8 o by 551,
cbesl yaasle ) o ol A5 b o iy el il Sl lbpleaw dlass &S Al 3 5 (g0l )8 508
)8 o a0 oageds ol e oy (650

g Sl coles p (gte (ggled 3 bl ecunl Jslte (Mollin (515 (sgles > Sl (3,5 40 sl
Hallogr G 53 (2Ldd o (Saww; J5o0 | colle oy cnl D980 0> piy B> LA ol
oo sblab 5 aS 5 ygm > il (0a0305b5) (ol 8y b ol laplens 5l coles )] Sle Ban 9 45 o
o cuiy 2 blal o Lol e85 b olibplew blie > olalss | cules 5l ol e sguain (Lol j8
Hgd e clie izl 3o 3linl I @lo g wload Glay €855 (Sgd> Cupased

Corporations’ Interests under the European Convention on Human Rights, Norwegian Institute of Human Rights, Human Rights
Reports, 1, (2001).
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