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S 228 il ei Ll 2ald) ©ys0 g0 sz plillsel 5 (2 )1 slacdps a5 Jol
ladd gy ;0 6w w20js 8 L gl 5l 15 13 Ko cdgo slaolBols olad
Olgs e pol> > 4o 4 (Osinbajo, 1992: 1) cél zls, 7 sy s0g, 5 ' YonlS slaplls
g Aozl g Sl Towload abdy Bhe el Goi> Jol S
stllae) wilos S blize Jos 4 bste | (215 Sgs 4 Cudgan sllael Tlpl g ol
oo Caigan 5l Salite ) clgs ol Casgan ail ol cpl b (FF AYAS (a5l
Ll sl Tl dallon B> G55 wozylz (Do Cudgae B 5 .l )]
350 5 a5 el oysl o alis ol g sl canslioh 5 B5T Lo adgs ale o 0l
Dl oo Tolae 03,05 jsbay ilacdss ale 1) oo zl
5 bl s Ll slocs 38 ake s 5 oolaiil glagsKan 0, & 455 |
a winhge e i 65l 0 il a8 SUBST el pyblizal cas) o)
b Ol FAY Sl lars 8 s e Jlie (gl 45 6 pobods et ooz jlms colin Ll
o 6 1 o 5 o San ol oled o 45 LT 317l o e Yo F alias ¥
e i baB b gl Jbd go)lsser g 2y Bib o Plos Mellie
g0 5 08 Wl 0 008 e slo de Lidblge L ¥ s, la8alo yoo Al g0 slasnalas
5ol Sl 655l la Sanm, ;0 g Cuigan Jol 4 slial sl oo 0B A bje
L 3y e sea lpaS Bl Tas casl ol colol i (a8ly 10 540 anlgs
ax 2o (Hollorm gl 40 DS 590 D90 )0 45 00 (o0 5l oo Sdgo b IS 4 Lo

1. Common Law.
2. Civil Law.
3. United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property 2004, preamble,

L

gs'?)L sloacdys asde Gums sgles 4 (Sarw; lp Olnl (Dl 900 S 0ls oMo (0l ¥
SYal g VFYAYNA Ggas) Glae e Loy Con olie 558 o5l OYANYNY Ggeae)
Lojle (J5 penl ol 155 j550 058 @ g2y o0lin] comy ogas o dalllas (sl sl oad ] (50
slacdss e (Sue gled 4 (Farw; 6lr Glnl oMl 55002 ST ols CexMo el (1TAT)
WJedlinm Bsb 50 Coigan Glalen CYlie asgemms (g IS 98 sl jo (Fojolid 5 &5 o2l
VYN FR ao e ol Lasil x5 stlllone s plazal 4

L>Yle ¥ VA58 o 5l s g 5 ans Slam SOl mlya! ol poce dliwgds 450l Ggemnilyss .0
.(Sharma, 2011: 252) o

6. https://perma.cc/K4WJ-AEQW.
7. Bilateral Investment Treaties (BITS).
8. Host State.
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A dalss s ol Gl sle,Kal) g cdgs ade oy0lo (54l

Syl b e g0 U (g0 RSy GeRelligslucs (LSend o5 Lol (nl Gillas
23S Jleslls o oo plo ) 093 olad Comdo il G pln een danlyay 5 il
o b gose o Sl g BL (oMo Cdgan (Jl cnl L.OAT ATAY (g5Le)
59 S5l o> Jlasl jo ol o Tl gy 3> Ol Jlaz Ulas o5 ol Las o
30 Ll (Fr AYAF wo0l3X0) cnl [500 (g5 3l ot o) (280 slacdss (sl 5 CueSl>
ools &J 45 05gum o Cesga o 4 | 095 sl T allae Cosgas Llal polas Jlodl iy 3oi>
Sl e o g0 Cudga il cdge P gaar leladl b Ml S o K g ol
(Shaw, 2003: wigd o Cusgan Jgeiin o] ¥ ctaSl> Sloladl s 5 cosls aalyss il el
#2355 58 3 gl 5l lelEols cumdo l lidss Cudgas (5lusgaze a8 4640-641)
b i 35 sl oy ol lelKie lgeas SO5L g LILG! slaolEols g oo 5LeT (sodles
Sor oy T oy Jloe! o 5 (6l Jloel 5l (30 Slot s sty o opis
Pl al b om,w 4 Cadga sy 3o &g, (VY YT (lan g) W0 e
o Jol nl 4y S g lalizl O+ - F LT Jlsel g locdgs Codgan (genilssS
a1y o gyl ci oo jods Iy lalizs | oy 1aS7 jg350 (yguleaS V& LYY oo ol aid iy
LS 0 mebb ad g poaSol 2» O)le b wlge ol (slod g wilosls lacdgs 331935
de B glabis |5l S, .(Van Alebeek, 2013: 159) 55,5 oo 5] Mg 33155 (6,500

. Jurisdictional Immunity.

par im parem non hebet imperium.
. Access to Justice.

. Absolute Immunity.

. Restrictive Immunity.

. acta iure gestionis.

. acta iure imperii.

Ol a5 0l el (VAYF) (255 colo Sdgs Cbgan (ogas 10 Jrgp GoenlssS 59 Jbotnds sln A

g slaiiS slp 3580 12l (ogaz Sl iS4 S o Clgiae 5 Dloga 4 bgs e aels
.(Fox & Webb, 2013: 483) cul asle Jlo3¥ 55 aimo o plnil ob,yo (5,65 Sleladl a5’

9. Unless otherwise agreed between the States concerned...... .
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Sl s sb a i S e ke Y bl slaes b oS i (S, 0 wlEols oMo o
pae glzs lolee pga > ,0.(Yang, 2012: 335) cuw 10,5 ple 09> Cudgas
S Lyga s b Bl Tl cadgan 5 comdlo 5l Cudgas Gl alopled 5 g Cudgas
ad g0 Cdga s il Ble T ggy » GiRgh w1 Jl ! L .(Brownlie, 2008: 327-328)
o | on 1 ol e Bly o 098 o0 35 oo (Madlirm (5y9lo @ 52 (8 dy Aanlsas
LT bonds azdydy oolyl ysbay ey ggm 5l alliyes (6500 45 B3] gl )| (51 aS
£l > WIg5 o arlepsSime 2ss (5l (5T, sl plSan b (sygls a2 ye ()] 50 90 plSin
S ok |y Codgas
ot Bl | slime il Sy So g9 5l 5yglo 4 ST el )l hpdy o o
Fow b 8 Wiy oo oolyel iz (Osinbajo, 1992: 14) soi b oMo cuigas
GB9h > 0 Tag e 4 sliy ol 5l agas ! (O NYAF (2l 5 alllone) 55 5l lses 7)1
Gyl oJ 95 Sy S5 a3 Iy o .(Cheng & Entchev, 2014: 957) 5 o 256 Lol iy
G Gyl ol sly o gyl 4 WS T el> |l b b gol> Asbcdblae L (g gls dalicaaslye
03,5 La sl aS ools plx il glodalas g9050 9 Ban plie oladl wuS slitwl 09> Codgan
5T Jlge | g lacdgs Casgan fygumilgsS 10 Colpods yol ol .(Delaume, 1981: 16) <ol
OgemilgsS &5 Sglis (nl b o g pad (VAVY) 2o Cesigan (2lg)l gemslysS o (Ve - )
b el aspdy peas cpl jo 50y S Olegoge (5,0 Slegoge pogdle VAVY
Sladty b bonh 3155 6% gt 5145 Wos S pad (pendlysS 50 o >
a4 o o ale a5 plges o 1 ol Baswie SYLT a8 olFols "ok salgs Jee &b
s 5 > Soigan I Shel cnl 45 25 el gsdge al 2 AT podle b e
Oy S 30 a8 Jabla o al JIT0sl 4l 8,5 e 5L il ey Ay el S
o olon J B e 5 0 el i Sl 00 gy Ll Jlsel 5 loys Cigns
A el o Jlo gl STaS o yiipay Sl jaaio wols cols, ol 4y cdgo aS 5 6l0
& ez gl ool plu jo e Sdgs il oud atindy eSSl 5ol &

1. Counterclaim.

2. pacta sunt servanda.

3. European Convention on State Immunity 1972, art. 12; United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional
Immunities of States and Their Property 2004, art. 17.

4. Ipitrade International S.A. v. Federal Republic of Nigeria, 465 F. Supp. 824 at 826 (1978).

5. United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property 2004,
Commentaries of Article 17, para. 6.
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o J= o2 Lo (Chukwumerije, 1990: 176) o4 wales Cbgan slylo aunSSl 5 5ld
6 ax 2l e ol g3 (i 15 992rg duaSal 6,5l ) gl Rebiiilgs a5 lo dpid
Vb axlge 6598 a2 o cnl Cote gl b MG el (59l ol

Ml 31 sae
O lg3 wailg> Cdgo S pae Sjgo 0 g il | (56l 61) szl kasl (g ,els slaolEsls
Wl 8 1y gyel pSlx o ] (gl aST slejeiS Lo slolSols o ol >l sless SO Wb
G 1ol o gt | oS ae 53 52 58 6,9l 5T, sl,>1 .(Bjorklund, 2010: 215) wiS 7 b
o2 1L .(Akande, 2014: 143) sei cos BS] slacd b S5l slaolSols 4y sgazre o5 y5ls ‘_gi)
IR 4 5 3se g sl sl opas o 31 o slacasgaze wl dlpgSone ¢ Jl>
o Teads Lo pdla T, L Billas aST 1) (559l (sl (g0grm sy slaolSols ( Jlw (sl y 0o
g > a1y (6,98 WilgS oo AlpgSme ¢yl pliy (Salomon & Duffy, 2011: 275) 5,5 wialgse
LFFYATRY gy 5 30 035 5 el Fiosllan 5 fiamlio 1, 51,2

G953 oS 3o 5 0n 15 ek 5 0ely] ledl ez 5l e yaS (2l (s (glaelSals
Gl Tl 5 g 0 lasdpdy ()15 Cdgo adde a2l SLeladl pgas o 1) Gllas Cudgae
e300 g0 (J I L.OFF AYAS (28l 5 celllone) aiils oo 8,15 o] 1) Cudguan 51 Bl pall
58 oo i a Ll sl 5,9 51 599an o Aid oy 9 4 2 5l Cigns
Jadade @S> g0l Gy (A lellim sl ygls piler el e &S S S
b g o S Ll ool ©pponr | (old 05 aclepsSioms 525 sl oo TV o 5 wigd o
(Mistelis & Baltag, 2008: 323) Wi oo 7y o o 12! Gl Fopw, jo kil wsyo V)
O A depeS o lacdyd ol oo grhae ) lal Con o 69 )l5e el )0 rizeen
(Bjorklund, 2010: oxiS oo plad | (S gl 2l slinl) jo g olal Cudgas 4 sl
lacdgs liel osygls T sl pas 4S5 5 )ls ve>g bl sl o)lgan )5 ol aST,> 241)
(Schreuer  sjlas ol a1y Ls,5iS 0 )15 (6,18l sans] g 00,5 loadas |,
Iy 955 (soglaal Do (gl as Wil Lles lacdgs o pizmen et al., 2009: 1106-1107)
.(Rosenberg, 2013: 507) oS (5,5l o Saumw, 50

Csga a5l &G o] W 155 o0 & 50 50 (Do Cudguan asile 4y Cawyd (Jl> ol b
O by e Slae b o ax JI(Gerlich, 2015: 65) o S L il,0 uiogs (o |2

1. The American Arbitration Association (AAA).
2. Maritime International Nominees Establishment (MINE) v. Guinea, ICSID Case No. ARB/84/4 (1982).
3. Execution Immunity.
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# S e g oiga sl e less goa bdes aliclo cumt (g IS alo
5,50 e & (Gerlich, 2015: 84) &5 a w4 Mdliyms 5,5l sl,T sl 2| oyt
Gy LT a5 055 slony] alias ol ogas 5o oo o] o bladsis e b osh o
i B o2l Sipan 5l Galel eas s S sgm 5l (Mlodlins 6590 4 B gl

© | el

217 S s 1 G210 Wy (Mallie 65915 4 gl ) N
e Phel Upea ]y gedle Sogas il 2l il 5 4B SolSols (B 4z ST
b2 sle o5 ols ' (Francois-Poncet, 2009: 369-371) s fos,S sl 8 o 12! Coiguas |
(FOX, aiS oo wogmmo |2l 5l Casguan 38,50 olel lyieas 1) (6 9l @ culs, & juia
YL Tol8 ol pia 5 o |55 sl T oS g e Bd )06 ,lg0 ol 5l Sy 2008: 829-832)
Gl T pile |y 055 s 6laidsd wpnSal (ysemdlsss a5 LT 51,5 Yol 1S5 o] Basee
O A58 0 Ty 2 5 b b e & 50 Tl 00,5 0ol (55l e 3l oyl 1]
Aozl gac Jso ple (L3 glaolBols o 1T ol 5l Lol Jlo Slagas a5 ol aibpdy
s odsx Zo YL | sl olBols jo 093 ol 2l Cadgan JI L d ccon (p g 098 12! IS el
(Chukwumerije, 1990: 177) cuul 03,5 _Slyel aeasl lgs0 5l 0,0l (&l,T oo

s lw Jhosay d Ladleps layailes g olSols (o1, gl coles> 0,554, o)
Fdgse lme s 290 g9 Slspglo 4 DS elr )l Uladgi> i pejar g Con
o g0 seMo b Codgan dad o g nSoly s Glgs s ol 2l Cudgas
B B S oy e Cudsasjlad 90 G ble oS par (YY)
285 g la Blate Jlgal (ogas 10 2l 2 Cuigas | Slel Glixs 4 09350554,
2Tl e Jalom G5k s I 5 ab el Al e @Bl ) el
s d w by aid bise L2l il Cogan (ogas )3 uclgd (ol 5l nleie (oMo Codgas

Casgan | plel aS Ve f Lyl Jlgol g Lacgs Caigan (gumilesS amil B g usSgur slacdgs

gl (b o A e (ein Wl el (2l Sadgmae Sl (Bl el i pean | (Mo
.(Fox & Webb, 2013: 490)iles ,5

2. Liberia Eastern Timber Corp. v. Liberia, 650 F. Supp. 73 (1986).

3. Convention on the Settlement of Investment Disputes between States and Nationals of States 1965, art.
54.

sla bl B ade g9l 6T 6l jo adpg Some SUlgs 0,5 odLel I 5ol sumeie YL oSsls
.(Maritime International »,las (5 gls 67) Szl g cale,y an ddeng Somo a1 L;,;L." (Ao

Nominees Establishment (MINE) v. Guinea, ICSID Case No. ARB/84/4, Interim Order No. 1 on
Guinea's Application for Stay of Enforcement of the Award (Aug. 12, 1980), para. 25)
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L K e s A3 glaolols Cdél jlasciaSil 5 50 iz 5l &1 " gl Jlos! ailSlos
oad pMe | IS g ple jsbay Cudgan 5l oliel a5 (60150 o (g Gilos ST cxs 5,509, (1
ail Jhe ede Culsas ppa s o kSl ol Grir dGrde e T
e olf ols TSt Sl e =S ,h dea s ool o sl (Reinisch, 2006: 803,818)
Sbolaea |y @l Coigas walll Colgas Sl ale (olel Sl gazme i b (LSSl
Oy s Medlepn sl yguilsas™.(Cheng & Entchev, 2014: 962) o ,5 slaedd j1 3, 4
S A S o el (Voo F) bacdss Cudgan (ommilgsS ailos S o bl colpody pgas
(& 12yl ) 395 a5 bg po polas Sl a4y Cols) eudin (oMo Jlosl 4y cols,
e b Ban LS 55 (1370) syl gy po (> (mlom sz ol Togy walssu
bl OB ATAE (6 Sae) )55 oo iz 4y el 00 (5355 lhalipmr (6l i8 ko oo
b Bl Jgse A pear 0 LS (gendlysS 390 5l Soge (gandleST (] B0 ole
2oyt il o5 g o b ey ] L] Cadsas b alal, 4o sde clacdss gl
e T sbmedr Alallinn gl & DU 1 glr )1 a5 nm cnl (B dy o pisle
(FoX & Webb, 2013: e | 55 Jy B oga 5 ol 55 Ll ds s 2] Coigns
W g0 a8 alSin MaiS o el pgas (pl j0 1) 0553 T e Culs ) g aS Jle; 511)
S Py | oipanpie gham on plaisl 255 ade Jloal (s, 2l sl 1y Jlgal
o o 10 s a2 3,5 5 o pshate ol a4y eolil sl b wisd se 5,5 lanl gl
dlge tez w050 a5 Silelns Jlgal g (sl Jlgsl (92 Jlgal pogas jo (o Ll

1. Jurisdictional Immunities of the State (Germany v. Italy, Greece intervening), I.C.J. Reprot 2012, para.
113.

pean 1) oasles IS lel (V2 10) Glys liws,S ade wy)lg e s &8 8 808 j0 LSSl olSols Y
S8 8l ol Cudgan I Sl
3. Arab Banking Crop v. ITC (HC) (QB) (15 January 1986) 77 ILR 1.
4. United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property 2004, art. 20.
245 35s) (ool 8 ] Ol (nl sl ST 2t pegas 5o lacdgs sl Vle Y (A5l Gei> Andy O
.(Schreuer et al., 2009: 1155)ail axils 544 o)1 i ISl Jiloj ,2
6. Express Consent.
I uled jo S e e 89> ol il Cudgan lm ye Culs ) edlel b ailgs so aidgs a5l ()
(13(3) SIA) Lsks ,» (1610(d)(1) FSIA) IS pal samtio VLI (sl )i .l oods ad oy lacdgs el
sl ol 4 (15(3) SIA) ;405w (31 FStIA) LIl il (14(3) SIO) ybuST (12(1)(A) SIA) laLsls
.(O'Keefe & Brown, 2013: 304) wls s95 J5ls (uilsd jo 1, (slo, e i (17(A),(B) FSIL)
7. United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property 2004, arts.
18(a),19(a).
8. Ibid., arts. 18(b),19(b).
9. Ibid., art. 19(c).
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a> lgo Ly>l Al 1oy (goamio &lge b 1T cpl o ety o9l &)1 sly! (S, j0 045
sl g0 ploo gpglo pllas and syl oyl iz |5l cdgd Codgan ol 50 05 0
yob 4 Gax s Cwewd jo a5 (Schreuer et al., 2009: 1154) 045 oo gz o) l35 a5 Le o

S peles ol Jeate

&yals GiJ Sl @l ge Y
LaYlesy Gsi> g Hollom Gaim S oo polo Jbo plS] Bae (5l (sloglgps asul b
ERp— s 5 w2 o Al cdgs I slo as sl >l sl slogads ( JS1s aolSals o
97 5 Hellom Bsi 5o sy Jlo Slagad szl (ogas 0 Tens ey 5l Slgil ol
syl Telp 1) Sl g lsd (S e Jl ol b .(FOX & Webb, 2013: 480) o,
sy sl | pae Syzpe 50 N 5l el Bl (Lo (gl Wilod S m i 59l
g wn L Glin o el | ogdle T 50 5 a8 jolo (5,500 sl Wle ol 59l
5% Jlgpe CAI S h Aa B 00 us; o 1Ty K5k 0 o 6T) szl slp S
Ol 3 Sgw jloyslo Ty a8 10 9T 5 18 ar g )0 3l liws S ade o) ,%s
203105 Lplalss 4 Yo oo Ve il 55, Y (20 j0 b al pile ouils (g5l
Falolis L5l olSsls jo o, aST coss g b b al> p 95 sl sl jglaieas
cd 9o Jlge | oga 3 50 as ol >l @S il pgo g xS @Mlel [aVle ¥ 1) T wlSsls ol g 99
.(Brazil-David, 2011: 260) o5 ,olo sl &dls s8ols LMo 55> ;0 a5 adepsSoxe
e 353y oy yel S ple o &dly e Jlasl ogar (0 udgw slaolSsls aldl
) 5 lge | e 55 Sl s acle g0 Bamie (s st B 5 S o o
o b el 509 olols Glil b i (gal> 0ls )3 a4 o ol b (Ui D) o 5o g
B Pl 05 > )50 Ol ezd 5 oo plmil Gutges 53 (Sl Slas Sy b 5l 0l18 5
ade gyl sl sl M b a5 slalalss plas oyl 51.(FOX & Webb, 2013: 488)
s Al o 10 Lyl Lol JSite a5 055,5 Lo Ll suo 0 AY Aaiads axlge oailys cgo S5

. Ibid., art. 21.

. Insolvency.

. The Arbitration Act 1996, art. 41.

. London Court of International Arbitration (LCIA).

. Pearl Petroleum Company Ltd and others v Kurdistan Regional Government of Irag, [2015] EWHC
3361 (Comm), Judgment - 20 November 2015.

6. Recognition.

7. United Arab Republic v. Mrs X, Swiss Federal Tribunal, 10 February 1960, 65 ILR 384.
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6 oo L Ve e sbl olo L Al > e & o Tosgs (Jlgel ade (sl,21 3> 10)
g5 el Cuigas 5l se b wilgy Glalss ST > ¢ (Mistelis, 2008: 391,405)
adpdy 1) g9l sl sl 5l cadgas adepgSoe Cdgn aSul L 05l Cansay ol oS>
i saly lge il wlse b jsise o, i oadls sly2 sl
bale Jlge |51z 15l Coiga o (ogas 5o (5o 0ilsd don Loy a5l 4y 4z b
L ale Jlge | Jlisa b ool Faijsl oo Josar colom idys JL3 o acdgs aS>
.(Bjorklund, 2010: 223) o5 X oo ax 2|0 o5 0l 839> 10 adepsSore g (golaidl
ose al oz 5l ol Jlae 5 3,0 95> 5 cwaSle Laale Jlse 1L Jlas] 51 ools iy e
o | ololis psas 10 € cogas ol o ;) Sloladl ] alxil IS [Las 5 €Ccalor
s o8 ols wjlge . > 0,0 &> (Maniruzzaman, 2010: 342) &gl oo ,S 3 Jlgo |
5k L] g5 g0 b ol eSSy aSl _pgas s diline sla,eiS
5 Ul Loga 3 50 K] sas e YL T sla o8 ols g oL gl slo o5 sls (Jle sl
.(Maniruzzaman, 2005: 79) o jla Sl S Sl oo b mli o plo b 55 51 6500 00 00
Jlge Tioollss Jlgal aboz 51 Jlgal (ol Gaolas 51 (S0 (V2 + F) lacdss Sodgan (ygmuilens
Sl Sl 5 i e Ll g o o 50 S St Blee sl w535 50 SO
b TanS o 53 0gd e eolitul g (JgusS «Sladus jeel sl aST 1, (s (SOb
555 e 5 2t |y enle (ol olsismd (S (slali ale 51 850 (S 0 oSl
A le SGLJaad o sgm il o8 sl s LSS pgas pl j0 50 olad 4y, S
od s Sk ool s U1 ol sl olel asly aloles 5l G ((12YR) oo
o 99S Sled o5l d(VAVA) 0y 5 ol Bedd o a5 Il o e s sl b slaSiL o

.(Parra, 2007: 10-11) cwsl ouils Iyl adepoSme dgo

Sl Eigan b b e Bodo &S 51 (21l (BB 59 51 3 owilys Sdgo oS (nl b cdrug) aple Bgs 408 0.
Ok YV 5518 sy 09 a8y 1) Jlsel adsi 5 szl icdad 5l Cosgas 4355 52 5 559l s, 1>
.(Blane, 2009: 470-471) =il ol =l cubld cdgo cpl Jlgel 51 plaSzmed (59, 0 dws, ade (5,¥o

19 3ol €7 o (bl sl o0 g ot 55 (Ve 2 F) LT el 5 lacdss Cdigunn fygmnilssS )0 pge ol Y
oSl golandl e Slaal b clgs S a5 ol iy Sl Jlgel ale s s, 121 eosenilesS cnl
23k oaid a3 )3 L jo sloolaiwl i slp b wisls o 5l eslixul b yo
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2. Franz J. Sedelmayer v. The Russian Federation (7 July 1998), 2 STOCKHOLM INT’L ARB. REV. 1,
pp. 1-2.
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. Forum State.

. Societe Sonatrach v. Migeon, Decision of Act. 1, 1985, Cass civ 1, 77 |.L.R., p. 526.

. Foreign Sovereign Immunity Act 1976, 28 U.S.C, section 1610(2).

. United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property 2004, art. 19(c).

. European Convention on State Immunity 1972, art. 26.

. Attributability.

. Pearl Petroleum Company Ltd and others v Kurdistan Regional Government of Irag, [2015] EWHC
3361 (Comm), Judgment - 20 November 2015.
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2. White Industries Australia Limited v. The Republic of India, ANCITRAL, Award (Nov. 30, 2011),
para. 16.1.1.
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4. The Generalized System of Preferences (GSP).

5. Enabling Clause.

6. Most Favoured Nations (MFN).

7. Differential and More Favourable Treatment, Reciprocity and Fuller Participation of Developing
Contries, GATT CP Decision of Nov. 28, 1979, GATT Doc. L/4903, GATT, 26 Supp. BISD (1980)
203, arts. 1 and 2.

8. CMS Gas Transmission Company v. The Republic of Argentina, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/8 (Sep 25,
2007).

9. Azurix Corp. v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/01/12 (Sept. 1, 2009).

10. Continental Casualty Company v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No. ARB/03/9 (Sep 5, 2008).

11. Countermeasures.
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1. Arrest Warrant of 11 April 2000 (Democratic Republic of the Congo v. Belgium), I.C.J. Reprot 2002,
para. 60.
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108.
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