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.(Mantakou, 2014: 448) . .

3. Genie Lacayo Case, 1997 Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. C) 30 (1997). Cited in:
http://hrlibrary.umn.edu/iachr/C/45-ing.html

4. Belgium v. Bulgaria, 1939 P.C.1.J. (ser A/B) 79 (1939). Cited in:
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in: Bjorklund & Brosseau, 2018: 54.



o
o
o
Tl S sl 0 s B L g }W)

re by oo el sl e g glaslasl B p S s ke
Iy Bsi= IS Jyol ST o= ol o ojls 13 (ng_f\ shgldla s &6 oSl
ol am g Loob 13 SIS Gl Gl mems 5 Jsine Sl Olyiea Ol sy
Lol ol e ol a o Mol gosls gb0lgs 5 Madlon slaolSsls conls
S sl 2l 8 Lo seast ccils (63l gsls S0l Slaskast! o st 5
aaslie 3 (S G phiuns Cob opl Sl s esp M Lads | o et Sl
bl mis Ol Mol Boim S ol 4 o Ml glaelSals

Sols by

ESERRER I B
L S skl ol Goim 53 b slasles! 0585 5 ST 5 S5 0l
Aoy a4 85 Wb osls aebicdblye b b e eslyl 31 an S slajlas
oyl (Paparinskis, 2011:10) 5 54 oo &g Ml slg SO i i Lo e
O1 o i 5 e S Ommen L1 olg G S5 laslat b
Vs 4 bl s aS sl 13 Bide Wl s 1 SOl Ll acedls slg
Brown, 2006: ) L s slitee e jo Lo S50 el dewgas LU 5 oddllel oo
sy 5> S Sty Malli Olpes el 4 0155 on 03 S0yl Axl s (225
C3gn gtwd sk Sl LT &S e ol w0 Fl 53 Olgs oS dls oLl I SY
ey 4 el 4 D53 bl FY sle o e bt bals 1 LVl sY
L dalp | VlesY 3 g0 S st ks slasl bl &S

5 bosas Ml o5l sladlgs &ty i a3 & Jos 3 J ol U
S S S e glaslasl s w o S sl bl e oISl

S o borin g aSls Ml Ol sl sl s s sladVacl
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Brown, 2006: 226.
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1. ReliaStar v. EMC National Life Company
2. ReliaStar Life Ins. Co. NY v. EMC Nat. Life Co., 564 F.3d 81 (2d Cir. 2009). Cited in
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1. United States v. Rio Grande Irrigation and Land Company, Ltd. (Great Britain), Arbitrage

ad hoc, Sentence - 28 Nov. 1923. Retrieved on 19, May 2021 from:
https://jusmundi.com/fr/document/decision/en-rio-grande-irrigation-and-land-company-Itd-

great-britain-v-united-states-award-wednesday-28th-november-1923#decision_2987.
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1. Conocophillips Petrozuata B.V. Conocophillips Hamaca B.V. Conocophillips Gulf of Paria
B.V. The Claimants V. Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela the Respondent Icsid Case No.
Arb/07/30, Dissenting Opinion of Georges Abi-Saab (Decision on Respondent's Request for
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1. The Islamic Republic of Iran v. The United States of America, IUSCT Case No. B61.
Partial Award (Award No. 601-A3/A8/A9/A14/B61-FT) - 17 July 2009. Cited in:
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