
ALGErIA, IRAN and NIGERIA 

The laws of Algeria, Iran and Nigeria do not have any 

provisions concerning lawsuits against a foreign state within 

their territorial jurisdiction. Despite our thorough search, we 

were unable to find any case in the courts of these countries nor 

any decision from a court in which the immunity of a foreign 

country was challenged. 

However, the doctrine of absolute immunity in Nigerian 

lay was inherited from colonial days. The government-used to 

enjoy absolute immunity until the enactment of the new constitution 

on September 21, 1978, which is to come into force on the let day 

of October 1979. This new constitution recognizes the right of 

individuals to sue the government in Nigerian courts. The law is 

silent concerning lawsuits against foreign states. Since this is 

the first step away from absolute sovereign immunity, we think 

that the principle of international law concerning immunity will 

apply in Nigeria, in the future. 

It is an accepted fact that states enjoy sovereign 

immunity. However, according to an established rule of internation-

al law, this immunity is no longer absolute. Immunity is denied 

to states involved in commercial activities or contractual obliga-

tions. Sovereign immunity is limited to cases where the state is 

strictly involved in political and public acts. The court deter-

mines whether the act 'which gave rise to the lawsuit is an act 

of state or a commercial transaction. This distinction determines 



AIN 2. 

the juriiction1 coptenec of the court in vhith the foreign 

state is 

Today the general tendCncr is hi property of a 

foreign state, used for coerci1 ativ1tier and. not related to 

govermeat(political, adminis rative or legislative) activity, 

may be attached and seized. Assets used for commercial activity 

e not i 

CYou vill find attached a list of artie1es concerning anti trust 

and sovereign immunity rules, and copies of three articles 

late to the subject.) 
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GABON 

A search of netional and interziation1 sources indi-

cates that Gabon, a newly independent, developing country, has 

no available statutory provisions and no published court de-

cisions containing information on the subject of governm nt 

inmmnity and liability involving litigation with a foreign 

state or the attachment of foreign government pro,pertr. 

Prepared by Anton Wokerle 
Senior Legal Specialist 
Near Eastern and African Law Division 
Law Library, Library of Congress 
Auaust 1979 



IRAQ, KUWAIT, LIBYA, QATAR, SAUDI ARABIA & UNITED ARAB EMIRATES 

Having searched al) of the legal materials pertaining 

to the countries of Iraq, Kuwait, Libya, Qatar, Saudi Arabia and 

the United Arab EMirates, we did not find any provision which 

allows a citizen of the countries involved to sue any foreign 

country for tort and contract liability, nor did we find any 

court decision initiating that sort of action. 

In this connection, it should be noted that Iraq and 

Libya are two countries in which the private sectors of their 

economy are under government control. An 1nd1v1dua3)s co,ercial 

activity with foreign concerns is very limited. 

With regard to a law of sovereign immunity and the di - 

tinction to be made between an act of state and a commercial act, 

no provision has been found. 

Prepared by Yorguy Hakim 
Legal Specialist 
Near Eastern and African Law Division 
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August 1979 


