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para. 37; Jones v. Ministry of the Interior of Saudi Arabia, [2006] UKHL 26 [2007] 1 AC 270.
6. R. and Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (intervening) v. Secretary of

State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs and Secretary of State for Home Affairs, [2006]
EWCA Civ 1279, paras. 118-119.



ol It don /. g,y 43 By Mol gk YEo I Glinnof £ 5ylons (£0 5,93 o 0908 gis Ollho dolilas  TIVE
P aS Cowld e by 8 sla)lid) bhis &S il dgpg L8t LI o job cpl ¢ i yobods d> S

slacugias (oguad VWY Jlw » gpndob Aol g dsl) Lol el jige By LSl
Wuerth, 2012: ) a5 ls)0 p G ye dlul 1 (6 ot jl 55 31 (Sloo (ol 487l oL oMo

2 e el o )3 Cgan ()0 8128 (ggine yaie d2g 15 o sl o) 2 s (821
Fatima, 2005: 411; Lepard, 2010: ) wlalsp 0ael8 o] & ((sgino paie) bl Bgis guly y5b
T olaa? 409, ool G pjY 45 )51 g il TewssSs g ple Wb (oolo puaie T oliol s 51332
(EWHC, 2016: 16) 1.5 42315 3635 dangy 5 odigles esST, (elagg, b bl sl

"oy B9 lusl 75 0 4 bgrpe B35 )3 (o8B ((Bsi> Ful) yl pegad > oS> B)b )
CS15 sl acdgy )31 ol s sl Al B geusly slizel g plsal 4y (ggine yuaic 1yoS o
4 g s blawl cdgs o cla b S5 g Jab degosme 5l bl g o jaseis Solwas oy e |,
el S S g el At (gly stakao g o> loj wlialee BMS p a8 Conl o ppod
(Fatima, 2005: 34-41) 5l 3955 3=

Ca] gtwlw u’_g).c sueld S s dlowwl d‘)" (_,’.».»»LA Kl ).«ol> 8159y M astie Y )I o™
d (53935 By A jo ol sy o 03390 50 o Jlosl & Cagi (98T e (alolid 55 y5050 805
(Fatima, 2005: 430) wlazuils osad ol s 13 s pslsh CannylS 4

L sl Vgl 0,5 a8 slital 390 45 Sy g 45 o)Ll oo () & Y g 8591 50
35 oyl Ciog 45 a3l Jgomitll ple 3 g b b 5 sl (o) 3 58 LB ilss i g

1. Compania Naviera VVascongado v SS Cristina [1938] AC 485 (HL), JH Rayner (Mincing Lane) Ltd
v Department of Trade and Industry [1990] 2 AC 418 (HL), 513B-C; 497; A (FC) v. Secretary of
State for the Home Department, [2005] UKHL 71, para. 33; Jones v. Ministry of Interior Al-
Mamlaka Al-Arabiya AS Saudiya (the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia), [2006] UKHL 26, para. 43.

2. R (European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer at Prague Airport [2004] UKHL 55
[2005] 2 WLR 1, [23].

3. General and Consistent

4. Universal

5. Widespread, Representative and Consistent Practice

6. R (European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer at Prague Airport [2004] UKHL 55
[2005] 2 WLR 1, [23].

7. R (Faisal Attiyah Nassar Al-Saadoon, Khalaf Hussain Mufdhi) v The Secretary of State for
Defence [2009] EWCA Civ 7, [59].
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1. Commercial and Estates Company of Egypt v Board of Trade (1925) 23 LI.L.Rep. 218; Post Office
v Estuary Radio Ltd. [1968] 2 QB 740 (CA); R v Jones (Margaret) et al. [2007] 1 AC 136.

2. Kuwait Airways Corp. v. Iragi Airways Co. (Nos 4 and 5) [2002] UKHL 19, [2002] AC 883.

3. Public Policy

4. R (Abbasi) v Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs [2003] UKHRR 76.
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1. R (Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament) v The Prime Minister of the United Kingdom and Others
[2002] EWHC 2777 (Admin)
2. R (Mohamed) v. Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, [2009] 1 WLR 2579.
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1. Riverstone Meat Co Pty Ltd v Lancashire Shipping Co Ltd [1961] AC 807 (HL), 836D-G;
Matadeen v Pointu [1999] 1 AC 98 (PC), 114B-F; R v Immigration Appeal Tribunal, Ex parte
Shah [1999] 2 AC 629 (HL), 652C-D; R v Bow Street Magistrate, Ex parte Pinochet [2000] 1 AC
61 (HL), 74G-H; R v Bow Street Magistrate, Ex parte Pinochet (No 3) [2000] 1 AC 147 (HL),
243C; Morris v KLM Dutch Airlines [2002] UKHL 7 [2002] 2 AC 628, [17]; EI-Ali v Secretary
of State for the Home Department [2002] EWCA Civ 1103 [2003] 1 WLR 95, [9-17]; R (Mullen)
v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2004] UKHL 18 [2005] 1 AC 1, [36].

2. R. (on the application of the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament) v. Prime Minister and others
[2002] EWHC 2777 (Admin., [2002] All ER (D) 245.
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1. Rahimtoola v. Nizam of Hyderabad (1957) 3 A1l ER 404.

2. Thai-Europe Tapioca Services Ltd. v. Government of Pakistan (1975) 3 All ER; The Philippine
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3. State Immunity Act 1978
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1. Combat Immunity

2. Bici v. Ministry of Defence, (2004) EWHC 786 (QB)

3. Jones v Saudi Arabia [2006] UKHL 26
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C Bradley and J Goldsmith, ‘Foreign Sovereign Immunity, Individual Officials, and Human Rights
Litigation’ (2009) 13 Green Bag 9-23; E Steinerte and R Wallace, ‘Jones v Ministry of Interior of
the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia’ (2006) 100 AJIL 901-908.

5. Bouzari v. Iran (2004)

6. Voiotia v. Federal Republic of Germany (2000)
7. Al-Adsani v. the United Kingdom (2001)
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3. Kuwait Airways Corp. v. Iragi Airways Co. (Nos 4 and 5) [2002] UKHL 19, [2002] AC 883.
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6. R (Abbasi) v Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs [2003] UKHRR 76.
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