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Olgeds pol> > 4o 4 (Osinbajo, 1992: 1) cél zls, ¥ sy s0g, 5 ' YonlS slaplls
(g ddoz Sl Lacgs Sy il Tl ot ab iy (Bre Mol oo Jol S
stllae) wilos S blize Jos 4 bste | (215 Sgs 4 Cudgan sllael Tlpl g 0l
e Caigeans 5l Sslite |y cgs ] Cagas Wb ol ol b (V55 ATAS (ail 5
Sl szt @l Hallorm sk G55 ©ozlz (Do Cudgae B .l ()]
500 31 a5 Madlises (65l 55 Alins o g Censl canslioli g BT s iy ade o0lo
Dl oo Tolae 03,05 jsbay ilacdss ale 1y 9o zl
3=t ot Madlips slas )l ke yu 5 (soladl sl s o 0l 4y ax g b
A Wisd oo ke Madlipn ()5l jo cdél a SN )l el pA Lo dals) oyl
U Gk FAY 20yl s 5o s e Jlie (gl 45 6 5bas b peSaiin o dlotas Ll
Lo S ale s 5 bas Ko oyl solod o a5 Ll 517l o0d € Yo O F sl Y
obed o Lay® gl an gl )l byd g 0)ls S92y (gs By b S Plos el
cdgs g liFale s ooinie sladaabcdblge b ¥ s, la8alo oo Al g0 slasdales
5ol Sl 655l sla Sanm, ;0 g Cuigan Jol 4 slil gl o b A lbje
L 39155 comgo s (g0 a5 ol Kin Ll as ol ol sl Jlsas (&8lg 10 040 alys
anzlye (Hollorm gl 40 DS 590 D90 )0 45 00 (o0 5l ot 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 azde Sus sgles 4 (Sarw; lp olnl (Dl ooz S ols oMo (ol ¥
Sldsl g (VFYAVNA Gamae) Glyie cad Loy St sgolie 558 03l OYANYNY Coae)
Lojple (U5 penl ol 155 550 058 @ g2y o0lin] comy ogas o dalllas (sl sl oad ] (50
slacdss e Sus gled 4 (Farw; Glr Glnl oMol 55002 1wSols Cuxdlo el (1TAF)
WJedlinm Bsb 50 Codgan Glalen CYlie asgemms (g IS 98 sl jo (Fojolid 5 &5 21>
AVY-VFR ao woe SlLeil i) atdllone e ploal &

Lo VlasY VA58 a5l cpgos 5 ats Slaz SOl mlal olpocs Alwsds a0yl (gandles 0
.(Sharma, 2011: 252) ois

6. https://perma.cc/K4WJ-AEQW.
7. Bilateral Investment Treaties (BITS).
8. Host State.
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oy L Lncss T35 (550 500 1 gl glcie Ko &5 Lol ol s
28 Jleslbacdss plw ) 093 (olad Comdo s G pln eon danlyay 5 il
bz g odzmn Sl 5l Ly (oMo Cudgas (Jle (nl LOAY ATAT (g5let)
5 5= S 5l o> Jlasl jo 6l Tl sy 3> oo Jlaz Ulas a5 ol Las o
50 Ll (F AYAF ool 3X0) cnl [ 500 (5 3l st () (280 slacdss (6 plp 5 CueSl>
ools Etgs Cogaimme Cosgman 4 | 095 (sl T gllan Cosgan Llal polas Jlodl iy 3oi>
5| odre Sy Capigas il e P goas loladl | 5k B Sy o5 olSin 5 ol
(Shaw, 2003: w5 o Casgan Jgein o] ¥ ctaSl> Sloladl s 5 coils aalyss il el
23555 5,8 ;g 5l leelEols cumdo l lacdss Cuigas (g5lusgaze a8 4640-641)
St sl oy ol LlKiw laea SO5b g LILo! slaolEols g oo 5LeT sodles
oo |y T gogas Jlacl o 5 65 Jlacl 51 o3 (sloit s opmty iy oo
50 a0l Lol b yuTd Cadgman dmaod 0y, (WYY VATl ug) Wo el
o ol nl 4y S g lalinl -+ F LT Jlsel g locdgs Codgan (genilssS
A |y Coglgl cailon o |y ol ol sl aS7 jg350 (ygumnileaS V& LYY oo ol aid iy
4565 4n e lacdss o aSl o> Ol b wlge ol (slod g wilosls lacdgs 3313
icld glabi ol 5l S5 .(Van Alebeek, 2013: 159) 55,5 o 5] Mogd 33lg5 (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 Slgs Cbgan (ogas 10 Jrgp GoenlssS 53 Jbomtnds sln A

g slaiiS (lp 3580 12l (ogaz Sl iS4 S o Clgiae 5 Dloga 4 bgy e aelsh
.(Fox & Webb, 2013: 483) cul asle Jlo3¥ 55 aimo o plnil o ,yo (5,6 Sleladl a5’

9. Unless otherwise agreed between the States concerned...... .
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S s yeboan S o ke Y il slges b oS i (S, 0 wlEols oMo &
poe gl wlolg o pgaz ,o.(Yang, 2012: 335) cwl oo, S bl <l 045 Cudgan
Sl jomad JoB 2l 5l adgan 5 Comdlo 5l Cudgas Gl plopled 5 g Cudgas
9o Codgman 3l Bliel g9y yu g =) (Jl ) L .(Brownlie, 2008: 327-328)
Sl (il (ol Altss @Bly 0 098 o0 35 yete (Madlirm 5y9lo @ 52 (8 Yy Aanlsas
LT el oo 2853y oolyl ysbay e ggms 51 alliyes (6500 45 B3] gl )| (51 as
ELss WIgs o arlepsSime 5o 510 (5T, sl plan b (sygls a2 ye ()] 50 90 plSin
S ok |y Codgas
ot el sline il Sy So g9 5l (5yglo 4 ST el )l pdy s o
Fow b 8 Wiy oo oolyel iz (Osinbajo, 1992: 14) soi b oMo cuigas
B> 0 Tage 4 sy ol 5l agas ol (O NYAF (aili 5 alllone) 55 5l lses )b
G, b etss Sy 51 .aly o .(Cheng & Entchev, 2014: 957) s5-iso 256 Lol iy
A 5,9l olS ol jo (g ygls A WS gl )l b i (g9l Asbdblae b (5 gls dalicaaslge
03,5 Lasl a5 ools plodil slodalas g9050 9 Ban plie oladl wuS slitwl 09> Codgas
LasT Jlgsl g lacdgs Casgan fygumilgsS 10 Clpods yol oyl (Delaume, 1981: 16) <ol
OgemilgsS &5 Sglis (nl b o g pad (VAVY) 2o Cesigan (olg)l GgemslysS o (Ve - )
o=l Ll aid iy peas cpl jo 50y e Olegoge (5,0 Dlegdge pogdle VAVY
olad il oas B35 5,500 O oty 51 oS oS o s il 50 0 ol
A, Cdgo ade a5 plges o (G ol Boswie SYLI a8 olFols "o salgs Joe &b
Mgty > Coigan I Shel cnl 45 25 el gsdge al 2 ST podle b ke
OgedlgS 30 a8 ol ylan adl Tog i a s § sy 5l ailgh el 5 Ay Adlel S
e n et U 5o L5 dliel iz 2l o g5 T el 5 loys Cuigns
O gl Jlo sl STaS o yiipay Sl jaaio wols Cols, ol 4y cdgo aS 5 6l0
&= raa gzl g Laoliols plu jo e Sdgs il ould atdndy 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.



YO .S elo )yl B pdy 3l e Sd90 Cadguan g8

3o Jl> ! L .(Chukwumerije, 1990: 176) 54 salss Cbgan glylo  aunSSl 5 5l
Ao aexl e 5l ey lales (ails 3929 aunSSl (550l 4 gl ) Aslicdlge 4 b A8
Tl azlge (5900 g2 o onl Cude granly b NS0 el (g5l (el

Ml 31 san
oleles wailgs Cdgs (S pae Sjge 0 g il | (56l LsT) szt ezl (gl slealEols
wolaz iy ) oyl oS oo oyl gl a5 loy5S Lo sloolSols 1o sl (lses S s
Sl Lo 5 il oy Seae g3 5o 8 5,9l 5T, 51,21 (Bjorklund, 2010: 215) wiS 7 b
o=l b .(Akande, 2014: 143) sei cod SS| slacd b S5l slaclSols 4y sgazme o5 y5ls ‘_gi)
A8 amg seely g sl sl (opas o 31 o> slacasgaze Wl dlpgSone ¢ Jl>
Il aails pdlwl £,-5 b Gillas aST 1) (559l (sl (gogrm sy slaolSols ( Jlw sl y 0o
Gtz 451, 655 Wlsi oo AlpsSioma ¢ el s .(Salomon & Duffy, 2011: 275) 5, wialys

CPFY DTRY 59,8 5 ,010) 438 el Sioglhas g jicmnlin 5, 512!

G35 S8 5 5 ez el ] lodl alaz 5l e yanS L2l (s (glaelSal
bl g g aslasd pdy ()1 Sdgo adde o2l SLeladl pgas o 1) Glhas Cudgae
aisn oSl ol L .(VFF YA (xils 5 gllloe) wiils oo )5 0T 2 | Copiguan 51 Gy
5bise e (allis (SLncs 3 5l (s99ane Aid (ogas 5 4 2! 5l Cuigns
Jmada > 05> jg0me il Gl e Hbellinm slacsygls o)l e 5l e &5 <SS
Lo 5 90 o Ll ool g0t | (old 05 aclopsSioms 525 el oo TV o 5 wigd o
(Mistelis & Baltag, 2008: 323) wig—is o zdae =l p2) sl Fopw; jo Ll asyo VY
O dpleps Sone Slidgs 0o o rkae T, 2T Gon oS (63 )l50 el )3 irizren
(Bjorklund, 2010: oS o pladl (> gl 2] slinl) jo g olal Cudgas 4 sl
locdgs liel osygls !l sl pas 4S5 5 )ls ve>g bl sl o)lgan )5 ol aST,> 241)
.(Schreuer  sjlay Jlas a1 Lo ei8 0 > (5 8 ale pu Sa] 5 05,5 Jloaias |,
I 555 sosbasls Soe sl 45 5l _Lled g o eizman et al., 2009: 1106-1107)
.(Rosenberg, 2013: 507) oS (5,5l o Saumw, 50

Casgan 3l alolyl asilg o Cdsd y o o Do Cudgaan asile 4y Cawys (Jl> ol b
s by e Slaales 45 sl (Gerlich, 2015: 65) uS , Lics, o 5 555 il

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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390 oot .(Gerlich, 2015: 84) o,45 o iz a4 Modliys )9l &l)] sl oguas
uw).n)u Ls] aS 09...4 OL’>U‘ i u.a‘ uaya} L L;sL(b)Ja.:u_@)Lo‘ ublasp uL:.A b ool e
b ol Cuigan 3l ol el ey (cdss SO s 3l (ellirn (5508 4 BB gl

9 Lol sales

217 S s ) G210 W ey (Mallie 65915 4 gl )
ot Bl dpea | (oMo Sogas sl (Bliel (g 5 a3 GlaolSols (S 4z ST
e slaslSols ' (Francois-Poncet, 2009: 369-371) ailes .5 slaals >l Coigas |
(FOX, aiS oo wgmno |2l 5l Casguan 38,50 olel lyieas 1) (59l @ culs, & juia
YL ool B ) o il T oS g e Bd )06 g0 ol 5l Sy 2008: 829-832)
Gzl a pile |y 055 s 6oy wenSal (ysemadlssS a5 LT 51,5 Yol 1S5 o] Basee
O3l ol ay gy L Loyed o Tl 00,8 00nS3l (5l a2 50 5l 00l sl
alox 5l goae Jgo plas A3 slaolEols (o 1T ol 51 Lol Jlo Slagas a5 ol aibpdy
59 oo WYL slaolols jo 093 ol 2l Cadgan 51 L d i (p g 098 12! IS 0l

(Chukwumerije, 1990: 177) cuul 03,5 _Slyel aeasl lgs0 5l 0,0l (&l,T oo
il Jlssan (Ao laggmlssS g aolSols )3 1) Sl Cole> 050, 00
Fdgae sline am 9o (59 5l (s p9lo s OS] el )l Lladgi> i pejr g Con
cdge seMo slaciigas 4uad (o g wSoly adlpn Gles cus ol 2l Cudgas
B oS0l SO 055 s Mo Cudgaan I cdgs So ol e 0,5y pai (Y0 VY)
2 aS edss ol 3laie Jlsel (o5as 50 al 2l caisas 5l Blel sl 4 35350554
05U (s JLalloes i sl 5 it el b o @Bl ) e
spban anl g adbios Lol il Cagas (ogas )3 welgd (ol nleie (oMo Codgas

S g 5l olyel a5 1 Ve o F LT Jlgal g cdge Codgan gl giS andl b g usdgmr slacdgs )

(FOox & Webb, usilos S gl o 3> aisSgd (e wdild i ol ,>) Cadgan | (ol el A5ieas 1)
2013: 490)

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 50l sumeie YL oSsls
.(Maritime International »,las (5 gls 67) Sl g cale,y an ddeng Some 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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Al i Sedo Codgas pogas o Lei 1) (polisl Gtz cBrde i b T ool
Jle ol Sols TSl e o8, i b o o JLte sl (Reinisch, 2006: 803,818)
Sb plzea |y @l Coigas wadl il Colgas Sl ple (olel 5l sgazme i b (LSSl
o=l 5 3 Medlern sl yguilsas.(Cheng & Entchev, 2014: 962) o ,5 slaedd j1 3, 4
S 0SS o el (Ve F) s Copigun (ypomilysS ilos,S 5 el ol oty ogas
(=2 ;o) @By a4 b e yulas 3l 4 cols ) audie oMo Jlosl 4 cols,
Shoaler Bae b aS 55 (1370) syl gy po (2 (mlox sz (ol Togs alssu
bl OB ATAE (6 Sae) )55 oo otz 4y el 00 (395 slhalpmr (6l i8 ko oo
JB o) e Sl Jgae A prean 0ol (geadlysS 3190 5l Sogs (gandleS (] B0 sole
2oyt il o5 g o b ey ] L] Cadsas b alal, 4o sde clacdss gl
3 Pl rel slime an (Alalliy ()5l 4 DS el )l o5 nn cnl GBSy sl
(Fox & Webb, 2013: el ;55 B pgas ol 4o Ll ds s 2] Coigas
9o a5 olSin MaiS o el pgas pl j0 1) 055 T o Culs ) Wy aS Jle; 511)
2S5 Jydl Cogmn pae 5 hans o plaisl 255 ade Jloal (s, 2l sl 1y gl
s ol Mlod a8 S o pslate ol a4y eolitl sl b wisd se (5,5 lanl gl
Iyl e32 0005 0 &5 SSlelns Jlgal g (sl Jlgsl (92 Jlgal poguas jo (o Lkl

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

pean 1) oasles S lel (V2 10) Glys liws,S ade 0y )lg e s &8 8 808 j0 LSSl olSols Y
2,5 L ol codgans 3 ol el
3. Arab Banking Crop v. ITC (HC) (QOB) (15 January 1986) 77 ILR 1.
4. United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property 2004, art. 20.
245 3ys) (oo wal 8 ] O cnl sl ST 2t pogas 5o lacdgs sl Vle Y (A5l Ged> Andy O
.(Schreuer et al., 2009: 1155)ail axils 544 o)1 i ISl Jloj ,2
6. Express Consent.
I uled jo S e e 9> ol il Cudgan e Culs ) edlel b ailgs co aidgs a5l )
(13(3) SIA) Lsks ,» (1610(d)(1) FSIA) IS el samtio VLI (sl ,5iS .l ooy ad iy lacdgs el
il ol 9 (15(3) SIA) ;405 (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 WL g 2 o Al cdgs I slo as sl >l sl slogads ( JS1s saolSals o
S92y Halli Bsi 5o sy Jlo Slagad szl (ogas 0 Tons ey 5l Slsil ol
sy el el 1y Sliaed Ooeilsd 3yt e Jl> el b .(FOX & Webb, 2013: 480) sl
Sl sl pace @50 50 VA (55l (5B Billas Jlie sl oS i (5510
Clge sl e Gl 8l ogdle T 50 5 05 jolo (6,503 T, Wl e e syl
5 9p)lype S S 5 i 53 0,09 ol 0, Sl 50 wa s, iz sl Sl
o o 3l oyl Ty Aot 10 9 Ted S 18 ar g )0 3l liws S ade o,%s
B3l baglalys as s gelee Ve ales 55, Ve (250 0 B o pile enilys (5 sl

P alolis L5l olSsls jo o, aST coss g b b al> pe 95 sl sl jslaieas
g el ogmar o anl >l a Sl pgs g S @l [aVla Y 1y ol wlBols 1l g 098
.(Brazil-David, 2011: 260) 55— ol sl &dls s5ols LMo 55> ;0 a5 adepsSoxe
by s o )9 aS L po Wy (Hgo Jlgsl (ogas )3 (g slaolSols al
) (5 Jlsmal chadss el @l el g0 Bt e A 53 S e ol
ol C1oy g 99 ol ule Sl b i (gal 0ls )8 a4 o ol 4 (Ui 3D 0 5o g
oS85l w—<-> 3550 ol 028 5 s ool (g 50 (S Cla S G5k 5l 0lo,13 S
ade 6sls s, szl oSt b aS glaclalss ales oles 51 .(FOX & Webb, 2013: 488)
pgd Al o 10 Lyl Lol JSie a5 055,5 b Ll suo 0 AY Aaiads axlge odilys 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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.(Maniruzzaman, 2005: 79) o5 la SLSS a5 o cando oo Lo b 55 51 (6500 00 500
Glaolas 5 s b sl Lig,8 Con a5 Slgs S (S8 Sl e slol o535 10 SOb
‘)_>‘ l_: “J_'SLFA ;Q ')5-“'\5‘ ool ... 9 u_l}.....S s&uLoJ..».n) )9.4)‘ 6‘).! as |) (5‘J9'> L;JL’
99,5 s Sl |y Conle ol lgi sed (S sl dox 5l o lee S j0 (>
ade $Seld dad (o (ggdl P olSoly s (LS pgas cpl jo 5o olad &g, S
o dgs Sib slaolas s ULy o lyal oGl oy ololis 51w «(1VAVA) o
o 9iS lem ool ((VAVA) 0y 5 (ol & o a5 Il o o s il slacSil o

.(Parra, 2007: 10-11) csl ouls ol adepoSme dgo

Sl Eigan b b e Godo &S 51 (21l (IS 59 51 3 owilys Sdgo oS (nl b cdrng) aple Bgs 408 0.
Ok YV 5518 sy 09 a8y 1) Jlgel a5 5 szl icdad 5l Cosgas 4355 52 5 559l s, 1>
.(Blane, 2009: 470-471) =il ol =l cubld cdgo cpl Jlsel 51 plaSzmed (59, 0 A, adde (5,¥o

19 3ol €7 o (bl sl o0 g et 55 (Ve 2 F) LT el 5 lacdss Cdigunn (ygunilssS )0 pgo ol Y
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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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