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1. Buvot v Barbuit (1737) Cas Temp Talbot 281; Triquet v Bath (1764) 3 Burr 1478; Heathfield v
Chilton (1764) 4 Burr 2015, 2016.

2. Law of Nations

3. Community of Nations

4. Common Morality

5. R v Keyn (Ferdinand) (The Franconia) (1876-77) LR 2 Ex D 63; West Rand Central Gold Mining
Co Ltd v The King [1905] 2 KB 391 (DC), 406-407; The Zamora [1916] 2 AC 77 (PC Prize);
Commercial and Estates Co of Egypt v The Board of Trade [1925] 1 KB 271 (CA), 295F-G;
Compania Naviera Vascongado v SS Cristina [1938] AC 485 (HL), 497D—H; Chung Chi Cheung
v The King [1939] AC 160 (JC), 167H-168C; R v Secretary of State for the Home Department,
Ex parte Thakrar [1974] QB 684 (CA), 701F-G; Thai-Europe Tapioca Service Ltd v Government
of Pakistan [1975] 1 WLR 1485 (CA), 1495E-F.

6. Novello v Toogood (1823) 1 B & C 554, 562; De Wutz v Hendricks (1824) 2 Bing 314, 315-316;
Emperor of Austria v Day and Kossuth (1863) De G F & J 217, 251; JH Rayner (Mincing Lane)
Ltd v Department of Trade and Industry [1989] Ch 72 (CA), 207B-E.
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1. Rules of International Law

2. Trendtex Trading Corp v Central Bank of Nigeria [1977] QB 529, [1977] 2 WLR 356, [1977] 1 All
ER 881.

3. The Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament v The Prime Minister of the United Kingdom [2002]
EWHC 2777 (Admin); [2003] ACD 36 [23]; R v Lyons [2002] UKHL 44 [2003] 1 AC 976, [39];
R (CND) v The Prime Minister [2002] EWHC 2777 (Admin) [2002] All ER (D) 245 (Dec), [61];
Jones & Milling, Olditch & Pritchard v Gloucestershire CPS [2004] EWCA Crim 1981 [2004] 3
WLR 1362, [24]; R (European Roma Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer at Prague Airport
[2005] 2 AC 1; R. v. Jones, [2006] UKHL 16, para. 11-23; R v. Mohammed Gul [2012] EWCA
Crim 280.

4. R (Faisal Attiyah Nassar Al-Saadoon, Khalaf Hussain Mufdhi) v The Secretary of State for
Defence [2009] EWCA Civ 7, [59].

5. R v Jones [2007] 1 AC 136, [2006] 2 WLR 772, [2006] 2 All ER 741.

6. Knuller Publishing, Printing and Promotions Ltd and Others v. DPP [1973] AC 435.

7. R v. Secretary of State for Home Affairs, ex parte Bhajan Singh [1976] Q.B. 198 (C.A.); Attorney
General v. British Broadcasting Corporation [1980] 3 W.L.R 109 (H.L.).
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1. R (Al-Haq) v Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs [2009] EWHC 1910, [40].

2. R v Bow Street Magistrate, Ex parte Pinochet [2000] 1 AC 61 (HL), 81D-G; R v Bow Street
Magistrate, Ex parte Pinochet (No 3) [2000] 1 AC 147 (HL), 242G-243E; R (European Roma
Rights Centre) v Immigration Officer at Prague Airport [2004] UKHL 55 [2005] 2 WLR 1.

3. 1 Congreso del Partido [1983] 1 AC 244 (HL).
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1. R v Lyons [2002] UKHL 44 [2003] 1 AC 976, [39]; R (CND) v The Prime Minister [2002] EWHC
2777 (Admin) [2002] All ER (D) 245 (Dec), [61].

2. Compania Naviera Vascongado v SS Cristina [1938] AC 485 (HL), 516B-D; R v Bow Street
Magistrate, Ex parte Pinochet [2000] 1 AC 61 (HL), 110B-C.

3. Rv Keyn (1876) 2 Ex D 63, 85; Commercial and Estates Co of Egypt v The Board of Trade [1925]
1 KB 271 (CA), 293H-294B; Smith v East Elloe District Council [1956] AC 736 (HL), 765B-F;
R v Kent Justices, Ex parte Lye [1967] 2 QB 153 (DC), 179D-G; Salomon v Customs and Excise
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Commissioners [1967] 2 QB 116 (CA), 143H; Pianka v The Queen [1979] AC 107 (PC), 123D;
Alcom Ltd v Republic of Colombia [1984] AC 580 (HL), 600A—C; Saad, Diriye and Osorio v
Secretary of State for the Home Department [2001] EWCA Civ 2008 (2002) ACD 59, [15-16].

1. Cheney v Conn (Inspector of Taxes) [1968] 1 WLR 242 (ChD), 245D-E; Allgemeine Gold- und
Silberscheideanstalt v Customs and Excise Commissioners [1980] QB 390 (CA), 404B-D

2. R v Jones and Milling [2006] UKHL 16; [2006] 2 WLR 772.

3. Crime

4. Criminal Law Act 1967

5. European Roma Rights Centre and others v. Immigration Officer at Prague Airport and another
[2004] UKHL 55, [2005] 1 All ER 527.

6. Race Relations Act 1976
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1. R v Bow Street Magistrate, Ex parte Pinochet [2000] 1 AC 61 (HL), 115F-H.

2. Sepet v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2003] UKHL 15 [2003] 1 WLR 856, [9-20];
Krotov v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2004] EWCA Civ 69 [2004] 1 WLR 1825,
[30-38]; A v Secretary of State for the Home Department [2004] UKHL 56 [2005] 2 WLR 87,
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55 [2005] 2 WLR 1, [46].
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