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2. acta jure imperii.
3. acta jure gestionis.
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1. Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act 1976 (FSIA)
2. Discretionary Function.
3. United Kingdom State Immunity Act 1978



WA e oF o)losd enocis 5 gt Jlo coyl5 Gl ol V208

L ¢ gared Ol)ls b ole s (&)

O S L e S G0 as ol Jlgel 4 Oz Lo deds (o
Ml o0 ool Lilsy

S e @Olel LIl Cgs Cadgan GeilE VY Bole pioran

Sgbsn bgye (Jlad (Sarw; 4 a5 Sl> b b o)lge ;0 ()15 slacdgs”
s (g

Ltoeldl & )2 5 o po slnl g Ol il (A

Gis Wl o S5, Jed S5 L Jeb b a5 sole Jlgel 4 &l (o
Mg e

TS Cdgs Casgan eilE Voesle Ll cdgs Cusgas eils £ ools o
Wls sy el slooy e 5 Teasir gl Sl Cuigas ol Fesls
5 ot Sledo b bL3 I o beygiS (Lo (55lg8 50 gl oo aba>dle a5 j5bojlon
Solas S cpl ol 048 0amg S i &S Wi il lgel 4 00l Ol s
Sye sl Jolds g Cosl uguss 5 gole Syl (ulsd cnl o 50
S5 b @le (g bwgs (sgime Oyl iz 010 5l ()l 5 15 05 gl
@ e Jub S5 L Jad S nl pgd gdi oo (A g CueSle g (el
olewl ala> o .ail ools F#y oBols jae &dgd ey ;0 Wb Sl g oo
el el Cidgs Cadgan gliayl VAVY (anilyiS VY Sobs )5 cglailaie

Ol & barye ssles (ogaz o Wl pad ;oo (gl gas g
oMol Codgan 4 gole Jlgel 4 & jlus L il 4 col > 5l iU ol
L dedo 4 e a5 mBg ST ulad oliul ssalee B, o Jgo plu oSl
L dodio s ST g il ools &, oBols jhe 9o fpao)ymw 40 Cawl ool Ol
Ml ol e o g3 @5 ] Ssn alid o o ls

1. Australia Foreign States Immunities Act 1985.
2. Canada State Immunity Act 1982.

3. State Immunity Act 1979 Singapore.

4. South Africa State Immunity Act 1981.

5. Eurpean Convention On State Immunity 1972.
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1. Draft Approved by the Inter-American Juridical Committee, Rio de Janeiro, on
21 January 1983.
2. UN Convention On Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property 2004.
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1. YILC. 1991, Vol.ll,Part.l , Commentary of Article 12, Para.4, P.44.
2. Report of The Working Group on Jrisdictional Immunities of States and
Their Property, A/ICN.4/L.576, 1999, at 3-7, pp.56-57
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1996.
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1. The State Department Identifies State Sponsor of Terrorism Under s. 6 (j) of the
Export Administration Act of 1979(50AIl.LUSCA §2405(j), 8 620A of the Foreign
Assistance Act (22USCA § 2371), and § 40(d) of the Arms Export Control
Act(22USCA § 2780(d).

2. FSIA, at § 1605(a) (7) (B) (i).

3. The Civil Liability for Acts of State Sponsored Terrorism( Flatow Amendment).
4. FSIA, at § 1605 notes (a) and (b).

5. Aljandre V. Republic of Cuba, 996 F Supp1239 (SD Fla.1997).

6. The Justice for Victims of Terrorism Act 2000.

7. Victims of Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 2000, 22USC § 7100.
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2. Letelier v. Chile, 488 FSupp 665 (DDC 1980), 63 ILR (1982) 378; Liu v.
Republic of China, 892 F Supp 1419 CA 9th Cir (1993),101 ILR (1995), 519;
Frolova v. Union of Soviet Socialist Republic, 761 F 2d 370 (CA 7th Cir 1985), 85
ILR(1991) 236; Von Dardel v Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 623 F Supp 246
(DDC 1985), 77 ILR (1988) 258; Argentine Republic v. Amerada Hess Shipping,
102 L Ed 2d 818 (SC 683 1989), 81 ILR (1990), 658;Nelson v. Saudi Arabia, 923 F
2d 1528 (CA 1991), 88 ILR 51992) 189, reversed by the Supreme Court, 113 S Ct
1471, 87 AJIL (1993) 442; Siderman de Blake and others v. Republic of Argentina,
965 F 2d 699. (CA 9th Cir 1992), 103 ILR (1996) 454; Hugo Princz v. Federal
Republic of Germany, 813 F Su%) ?DDC 1992), 103 ILR (1996) 598, overruled by
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia Circuit, 26 F 3d 1166, (1994), 103
ILR(1996) 604, Prefecture of Voiotia v. Federal Republic of Germany, Supreme
Court (Areios Pagos), case No. 11/2000, 4,May 2000, 95 AJIL (2001) 198,
McElhinney v. Williams and Her Majesty's Secretary of State for Northern Ireland,
Ireland,High Court, 1994,; 103 ILR 311,316; Supreme Court, 1995, 104 ILR
691,702-3, Fogarty v United Kingdom, 96 AJIL (2002) 699, Housang Bouzari V.
Islamic Republic of Iran,124 ILR ?2003) 428, Smith v. Socialist People’s Libyan
ArabJamahirya, 101 F 3d 239 (CA 2nd Cir 1996), 113 ILR (1999) 534, Al-Adsani
v. Government of Kuwait (QB) (1995) 103 ILR 420, Ferrini v. Germany, Arezzo
Tribunal No. 1403/98, 3 November 2000 and Court of Appeal, Florence, 14 January
2002 and Court of Cassation decision no: 5044/4, ILDC 19, 11 march 2004, 128
ILR. 658. Bucheron v. Federal Republic of Germany, Cass. le civ., Dec. 16, 2003.
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1. Amerada Hess Shipping Corp. v . Argentine Republic, 638 F. Supp. 73 (S.D.N.Y.
1986).81 ILR, PP.658-664. See: michele, potesta., " State Immunity and Jus Cogens
Violation: The Alien Tort Statute Against the Backdrop of the Latest Development
in the8Law of Nations", Berkeley Journal of International Law,vol.28:2 ,2010, pp.
571-587.

2. Ibid at para.2.
3. Ibid at para.3.2.
4. Ibid at para.4.
5. Ibid at para.14.
6. Ibid at para.18.
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RepresentativesReunited”, (2006) 65 Cambridge Law Journal: 479-481 and stacy
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at para.27.

3. Ibid., at paras.25-26.

4. Ibid., at para.48.

5. Ibid., at para.17.

6. Ibid., at paras.7-10, 26. )

7. Ferrini v. Germany, Arezzo Tribunal No. 1403/98, 3 November 2000 and Court
of Apfeal, Florence, 14 January 2002 and Court of Cassation decision no:
5044/4, ILDC 19, 11 march 2004, 128 ILR. 658. See: Carlo, Focarelli., "Denying
Foreign State Immunity for Commission of International Crimes: The Ferrini
Decision", 54 International and Comprative Law Quarterly(2005): 951-958, and
Pasquale, De Sena., Francesca, De Vittor., " State. Immunity and Human Rights:
The Italian Supreme Court Decision on the Ferrini Case", European Journal of
International Law, Vol. 16 no.1(2005), pp.89-112, reported by Andrea Bianchi, 99
AJIL,(2005):242.
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3. Ferrini v. Germany, Court of Cassation decision no: 5044/4, ILDC 19, 11
March 2004, at F 2.
4. lbid., at F 4.
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march 2004, at paras. 2.1-3.
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processuale (2001) 101, and .. Presidenza Consiglio Ministri v. Markovic, Cass no.
8157, 5 June (2002).

3. Ibid., at para.7.

4. Ibid., at paras.7.2 - 7.3.

5. Ibid., at para.7.4.

6. Ibid., at paras.9.1 — 9.2.
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