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Abstract

In the area of State immunity, there are two different practices in the international community,
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namely, “absolute immunity” and “limited immunity”. In the trend of most countries turning to the
position of restrictive immunity, domestic scholars have been critical of China’s adherence to the
position of “absolute immunity”. The introduction of the Foreign State Immunity Act signaled a
shift from the “absolute immunity” position to the “limited immunity” position, thus providing a
legal basis for the courts of China to accept lawsuits against foreign States. In the context of limited
immunity doctrine, the definition of “commercial activities” and “jurisdictional connection” is the
basis for the court to accept the legitimacy of sovereign immunity lawsuit. The definition of “com-
mercial activity” can be transformed from an understanding that takes into account the nature
and purpose of the act to an examination of the involvement of public authority in the act. For the
judgment of jurisdictional connection, under the framework of “cause of action connection” and
“territorial connection”, combined with China's judicial tradition, the judicial experience provided
by the U.S. courts can be “localized”.
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1. EIRERERY

20239 H 1 H, B EaE AN RAR K H R R 8 TR W BOEE 1 OMNEE K %),
ZIERYWINARIRE “ABEHEEE PER P INEE I N — BB [1]. GFEEZR#HBRE) e,
R TR R vT DU R DAAN ] [ 5 9 BT 0 A [ I 2 R . 2023 42 8 H 24 H, HAA
[ PRtk 22 i) e B OGP AN e seont, R B A% K AR LRI 2] AR A VPR,  CHMEE KR %)
PR R v R DA VR A 1 R AR AL TVEERARTE, HAA RSN R ENERLIZ A (AMEE K
AR P AREARBENGER “B—ApE” [3].

FEBCFEE IS A A E PRyE A RN, B AU — B E K A E AN . “FEE N
TCEHERL” (par in parem non habet imperium) & [ FRyE 1) L, XX —VEE IR B AR N 24 [B] ) 2]
Rt 22 I CBURPRAS o ETCIBUR RS 1R 1 s I S A% 1) [ i Ak 22 2 P47 () (horizontal), R R,
A E bRt A CEEZROE” & B R R A E KA FRBCR] . Frbh, A& S B PR i
orhy EBUE K I A 5y — R R G e A [ PR ) AR TR

EEE SRR —AEE MR, P R SN SN R R s IR AR R A AT
ABA “IEMEREE T Bk, VER UZEBRE EAE A S R A G SRR, [N, X2 T
W& ST bR fEEKERROUR, fF7E “doi” 5 “IREIE R WAARRIME: r#EfEre “fea
B ZHE F A EEFERCT EE LT J5E X “GIaAT A (ure imperii)” 5 “E AT N(jure
gestionis)” , JMNEEZKK) “GUANAT N EEAEARBEG I E R %, “EEHAUTH” WAEHEFERR%B[4].
Mt 70 FEARTFUR, EFRtESFEE N “Lxiie” sigia “IREF R SR IR

WREHTHE R COMNEEFERE) PRGSO T DL AN T S — a2 “R
WAE BB FR 7 ARGy, RN NAT AR A E SRR B4, R “URBIBRR” A “itEcR”
ISR 3 a2 “TIES)” e R FLHIW, B0 “RMEsn” DL E “BbiEsh” .

DOI: 10.12677/ds.2024.102152 1102 E§ R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ds.2024.102152
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

=
S
&

HARZSLNRIT -

FHLFIEARRS QBT EAREFEAA G IR ROARRENARTYH LES), £FEARLFEHR
BAE A, RHRALEL T LAREABASIMLAE F LR EAE RN £ BEY 00, T T8 LE3H51
ARAGIFR, PR ERAEY EAREFEGERRER EESL.

AEPTART & RIS AT IR R T RWRE RSO S BF . ARABIAT LT 9 4TH . F
AR EAE ) ERANE —RATAH AT BT ALENN, B BEEH EIZATAHGERA B 6,

AL FEESE (HMEEZREB R FrEshil s m M “Axtiie” B “REIE R RS2 m
AR 12 5% iR AE R RV e 1 ) vk 0 JR T o AR 1) “ PRI B0 32 37 B0 st T RIBR E AE “ 4o 3 L7
HETHBRIASEE, FEHHTT “RBMAT N BE M R IREVERE G “ R IE sl o kak” i, DA
2L EVEBT I SEER LIS MBS, TE “UFRIABE £ (subject-matter connection)” F “ 471+ & (territorial connection)”
PLA T A B o 2 DAA M ] 5 O i) SRR bR 5 .

2. BATERNBISRFREIILIATE [E): WL ER R BIBRHIER S

£ OMEFEFE L) Ma 2, REETBE s — BT “Axine” RN, 1mE bRt L
B G J7 T OB AEBRATNIATT , BRS FEHEZE T AOFE o 2 LM 22 K0 5 1 AR ik ek i IRIIFA S
3L, IXHURES S FE R R S AR IR E TR e A TS AL BRIE R 1 [ Prik g A # O
FUZIRFERIAR “HantFhte” B, AR URELm “ IR G R, 5 EbRET .

2.1. EFRH2895 55

2.1.1. RIS 3L A EI SR SRR

EERCFEEE TR 3T, DA IR AR B2 32 E KA R0 R 4 3737 . MUMLIEE 7 4
F1 R (MM. Boguslavsky)fi i, #12F XEFEBUATIZN F2A 2k LG —SAL, FifGiE
W k2 32 SE FK RN 53 A AR —— AL E GO AR R s fd . BRI RS O 32 RO BRIB AT IR 2 “ A
B R BRGr, AHRMR AN E KRR A R, BRI e 3 SR AR % E R R
AKR)TIE[5]. 1929 FH (TREEHFRPUTERSMARZ ALY HE, RAAEMER/RAREZRSFHL
R AITEOLR, A Rext o B P REGN sk fl S . ' R, 7586 (RFFUFIASEAMINY B, *fohE
FRAEVFVA I T AR IR R A B 40 B0 = AE S AT B, A AEAS 2% U [ = i IS D0 A4 4%
oV 2 H AT A, FRBEEUR I A ER G U AT AN B . RTRIBEHI X A S 2. AR W BT
TH R KA IR B R FR T i T3 —SUARNHLD . Fr T 32 W Hh X f 1] 5% DA K/ SRR i [X ) [l 3¢
ATHAR MR AR LT G 37 3y, X [ SR (R B R 2 o B PRk 22 1 36% A2 45 (118 MM 3Z A [ K 43 /N 1R%¢
Y Xt FR T 37) (6]

2.1.2. "RIFIRGIER 5 3L 1A EI SR SE Bk

B R KIRE R G, FSANEE R 7 e Ek A b JRINTE T E PRt 0 B s g il
) 1 BRI R A 1) 7 Ry P s S I BB R MBUR TS, T4 E AT A H s i, Tl 45
PRERF, A G RN 5 R 0 SRR e S B ORI R B R AN A B JEVRIE N [ B 23 R 1
v, BAAWREKATIRE BRI RIIRE[7]. B E R REELENHREY], 12 BRI T4
SRR JEU] L F U 1 BIR 5 G S )

'Decree of the Central Executive Committee and the Council of People’s Commissars of the USSR of 14 June 1929, Art.1.
2See Fundamental Principles of Civil Procedure, Art.61. Also see Code of Civil Procedure of the RSFSR, Art.435.
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2 [E T 1 A PR A e S BRI SR 0K . 7EFL 1976 4RI (HME FRGESIE) (FSIA) IR i B A 2 1
“EIESHEIAN” O BB ¢ SRR R BIAMET , A i B 32 B 6 A M E E SRR IA SR (i
TR, (A E K L PR E R S A 20 BN B Rkt 2 XS ER G 37 37 1m) AF GRS B ST
W B EE, AR TR S JRMAT . NS0 A =40 3 AR 5 B K n
. * BErAILZ &AM BB IUE 28 MEFKEE TZAY), HEEMNA 23 ANME MA@ 8], MR
LI CIE,  “ARALNH B =T Bz, REBSIMARZAREEBBKZHES =
FTRAK” , MOZAL R T A SRR I E RS, Al T RAERRE. °©

HAER AR “IREIER T LR R RSN AT . 1928 45, H A K | B (f =& i)
PUE R T A E A E X, JERAE 2000 NGk B 48 5 b 7 B B ) e v SR T R 138 56 32 LIS
[9] TMTIX— 73 EEE ] 2009 /) CH AT 7 E E K 0 RFE L) ARRE N, PRE RS AR
B FAMNE ERAEE TRE S TR W 2015 EHE M) (HNE FE S B0 7 76 5% 2 W7 HR 1 8 4
HoiE) FHE T E R TTIZARAER “PRGIER G S DA AR Z RS S AL B 1 1 1 PR R A B
SRS, N “HaXER R LI T CIRWIF R SL[10].

BRI B8 S0 37 3 22 WO TR s E LA S s BRI A, (H LR S I B ik, (R [ bRy it —
BHAFEG . T HM(Yilin Ding) 2% 1 9% [EVE B A PR SE B — BB [ PRk B X E, RIET “F
TRUHA G 1) IR ) A D T A TR s BT g 8 s S A I By ) W R [11]. 7E “FG Hemisphere Asso-
ciates, LLC UFNIIZR R F LA E (LA FFFRNIER SR ” d, BIREEEESIRBOA N, R EIES 50 5 0] 1 A s
SIGE bRyt iz, B A BV B 0 508 R Py o] B SR A i) S8, DOE MR BAEAR R b A B .
IR BRI A T D) 2 5 ) e ST ABE ] By — ) 3, 75 S [ U 380 > 458 [l vk R0 P ) i B 2R o AE IR B s
Gy CRT IR PRk R () 2510 B S 5300 2t 1 1 ) 158 B By RN AE I R MR Pl —— “ —
MG R CIEEAE T o BRI S, A g S0 PRy KU I R 2 S [ AR, AU PR
EFE W E R IEARE N — LB AFAERUE B o A, U AT B 28— e, A DA [ e i w] vk s
BB, FEASREGE AT H PR EA G 5 CL 28 A — T ) I BRI () R s e S IR, 2B R A IR
EE R, BREES G0 5 0 1 AT B A5 Rk . (A — 3R, A Rl g AR i E
KL M EA M4 218, RS ORI 2 1) [ SR SR R e i3, AH @ A T BB A 5 3k 14 A1
— R K SC B, T R PR R S i ) TEAE 28 I A T R ) A5 [ v R e R

22. “HERERR” AT IRERFRIASERE

SIS FE R EAE “gaxFhe” S TR IBSCERAEAT @ N B8, AT PO SR E 9 M if 20t 4
G SR KA RIS S IREIFR G ST LS A EORRZII R <) Bk 5t
B 00 J e 1 o A N BT R BR[O 1R 15 55 8 75 2 25 4 7R U T f e 9 o 9 g 56 [ o . £
Ly PN TT R B AR e, e N RICRT E BURT 238 S BUR A E B EUR kR, A U554k K
RTEBUFIIGST . BfEia, FEIMSEHKAE SR & B3 h R W] 1 B RN A K A
IS, X WA E] 1 5% [ [ 55 B AR K A& .

“imEhE” M CORTR” BRES NN E CRBUGAT I 2RI SR YRS . s e

28 U.S. Code § 1605(a)(2).

428 U.S. Code § 1605(a)(5).

3United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property, Art.10-17.

SUnited Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property, Art.30(1).

’Act on the Civil Jurisdiction of Japan with respect to Foreign States, Act No. 24 of April 24, 2009, Art.8.

8Chapter V, Identification of Customary International Law, in Report of the International Law Commission on the work of its seventieth
session.
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PR 7E 36 [5G b AR X X AR Ak B (M FRGE i) R “RE s a7 BIF L T4
BUR o $5 I T EBUMIAN, REAERAT B TEUNAT A, MAERDAT N BUMAT N 5 — BV R =
EEEER G, DR 55 [ ETAS A DX X BRI BT 1% R AR A R ° “RFR” M IANPRT
RNARI RGBS F5h, DL FRER R Ve TiZRE. M58, “RFER” AW “B
AT N ERIAE L= A 7 B, X — ORI R .

B PR, FR G thoE AUFE T dF B R AR, — [ [ 580 f 3 37 32 % 1 (9B 7
DAHRAE, VR 1% B I S 3 U R B 2 B TTRHAT[12]. “FG Hemisphere Associates, LLC
VFNIER SR EIREE R “BREIE %R g e R T EEERH, f£—EBE EAEE T IREER
KB 31 A ] B vk 52 B PR BT RE O #8 90.537.3%) » Rizaeff Freers v. The Soviet Merchantile Fleet +2 ¥ [E #2 i 31 «
PO B — AR, 2B A0 FIG IR 2B R R T 4 #8235 13]. 75 “RIR &SR
W, NERGMARREITIAY, B, AR AU BCEA R i 2 17 AT N E T ERE KB EKAT A,
ERAE EAE Ak . ik, BMEAK AT N E A E FAT N, MR G AE Ny FEAUE K841
T A S ER . 1 B AL CAERIZ T ONHANIZE, FRERIE RN RILA
FE] A1 A2 30 0 A W R R 00 A 3 I B W —— T B — BT 5737 2 — B 5K 0 W 7= 7 A0 [V B 2 8 0 3
Ho, BLFELENT B FERR R A BATER S, WG PTIE I “FREIF A JF. FHERRTE (PFEAR
LR A HER AT B X B AVE) 58 158 K5 RAEEAKREZ LM “HEX R RBURE T 40 F 5510 202
B EATRE. EEAKREZSEEE, BN EEECRBIWENER KR, SEKMX
SRR ZAFM AP E HIOREL, NYJET “IMCHES” « WA ST, B XA H LR R &
HA, INENIRESERNERER, EAERERR, A2EHFERDOERIaEESE. ZEFAERE,
—EGEEE R T VP T R AR R L S e bR R B M IR R ) BRI E R S
AR [ A b BT SRR AT ER G SEdg, AR 9 R w] R X v kR PR M SR ACER o 5
M) B, BLEISFE T 4% £ XLy . BiRIT AN —H “J5iR 7 (regression), 15t [E Rk suir
BT TR Y 2 R A B E .

TE I v (5 48 GRIBURFAE &M V5 o 52 B 22 A1 PR 4t o AR 3 s e 52 8 1 4 B T o4 gl o i 2 v,
FEBUFIRA IR E iy “4axtii” MEXR 0. EERESE S ZAENE “4antite” 7
Wyim “IRHIF G IR T, 182 B BRVEEE SR % L ER LR IE T — i
Moo BRI, ZHJE, WEEZXa R ALYy, X -pia RBpE, IF BA ] RERK
R E BRI . EWARRS S T (G B E R LM SRR A L) RRERIRA, (HIX A0
R T S8 R FBORA AN PR TRl PAY STV 141 o 5 5 AR TR L A Al 2 5 [ o vl S A8 A 0 A B, BB 17 ttfe G
A B E K S P 5T S A 200 R EREE @ B R X [15]. A TEMME FREAA I M ERR
Y X0 FR G ) E IR AT A A RRVA BRI BR . EBUR. FREBUA S B SCVRBE R IF AR B, iR T PR
RGeS0t v [ I RV ARIE R R S AR X [16].

23. “PRBIERR” T “BlITR” BAE
2020 I 4R, LT REFNEREIISLE HMEFAFRRIE) FIAIB T B AR SRR A

S CAMREER” MRARZEN: LT BUNE AR IR RERNINSG . WA, TTFEBUFSLAER T H B e AR
AR =, WTE 5% [ BR AR B AR X Rl X ISR BE S VR L 7 BUR -

'°FG Hemisphere Associates, LLC v. Democratic Republic of Congo, et al., No. 10-7040 (D.C. Cir. 2011). A%, WIF &5 ekE Rk
AT U B G B2 1 Wi« 32 1E FG Hemisphere Associates, LLC X Rl S 4 5247 [E PR & 3 B A & o T IR, 1 gk 4
BENIRSME KRR EIE, EURIRESPEERENE, BEPAT PR,

"Yilin Ding, supra note 18, 1017.
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7771 3 R 1 A EROCTAT I K BT “BUAMEVRIAY o PR R IR ARE R & OMEE R
PR T BTN, Ao Sk E R A E bR T A G S R, [FR, TR
FAT “PREER G L HARE R RA R 71, ShZ 52 BT AL . £ 2 I BREEH T T,
CHME E K F k) SR T — BIRRRR A E S X 3y, BARAE —ReREE IR A ] E 5N FE R
WA G RURAY, SMEEFAEEEER S, R TR E R R R R R

BRER S IR IX 4y “GuiBUT R F1 “EBRAT R, I “RAT N e R iR T <8
BT R, VERETEIE L& B0 S Sk i Al s B — AN At R MR S “RDAT R o ARIEER
H OMEEZE L) WRE, REEGENE BT ARG B TRESIN, 42865 BT NI
PEBAE . HBREAT B VGEARE A =2 1) RIEATAMIERT: 2) IKIEAT NI E I 3) L5518
ITRRIVERANE 1. AR, EREMILEGIT, BSEXE—AFIN, BIRAKIEAT AR EE TR
W EMZIE “BElEsh” #OR MmN, RS SR AR A B A 2R S, EE P
K M PSS R B EEAT A M R R s S O B U SR EREEAT NN E 1ok
FIEmIES . (A EE R EHW P EER A SRE GMNEEFBE) —F, WEM2Es
AT AR S B . 1l B B S S BRI A [ A A 2 S, FRATRIL, T g sh i
REEHSAE TANE EF R BATEAR T, Tk “ATRMEbrdE” it/ “/TAEIMHE” , RGN
#HRFZEIL P REAARNHE. Hlan, £ “Ashraf-Hassan v. Embassy of France %7 H, £1%}J5 &4t
) “CRMb SR K, 38 R HARE X TV A O 75 EE X AN [F R AR R, SRk KA R A
MRA%, HPEARARENNAN, BTHMEEFKAT AT A, SFEEREEEER %, W
R BIANE — A EAH A% 0 S O IS 5L, 2R R WA B TAE, AT BRI AT
Ny HEEFAEHEEER . R, ERGIE G SCRESE T, REVAEEA (OMEE R R
H) R MLIESNGIAN K7 I, AT LK ERE 2 AT N RO BRI E I 1 B AR A A B AT N TR AR R B
mzh.

3. BAERNGISNERRIIRNERR : RIAEERARAVFET

Il % SR o R 14 e it A D L B AR T U F BCT-S5 JU N, i AR B RE F8 70 R B 0 A [
B AZA - E 0 R R R A A . R R R U R AR R B A SR, I AT A
(PARANE SR, 8 S22 WL VR SRR “Agfe 5 587 HRrp R Ui, “AEEERE T, #FETUA
HAT AR M PE A SRR, BMEAR SR IRAT M o S AEAE L2 4, AR H B2 AT A H WA KR
IR — 6 R IR T SR (KRS T2 0 B B o 20 iR A, B SAT AU R AL A 1
UERRAT N S A E S Z B R

T M AT 2 5 VR 22 8] R 9% 02 DL B0 S0 25 AL DS B 5 Z AN o5 — Kl . (A1
[E R ER ik 5 7 R, TS RS BOE ORI L, shAe N RIS E VAR PR S TR T

2yt RAFEURIL 30 248, ZWEMCEMIFRBIERRE, TF #5 R EEH ST . Bk See Missouri ex rel.
Schmitt v. People’s Republic of China, Case No. 1:20-cv-0099-SNLJ (E.D. Mo. May. 11, 2021); Eisenberg v. People’s Republic of China,
Civil Action 22-cv-10194-IT (D. Mass. May. 19, 2022).

1328 U.S. Code § 1603(d).

"State Immunity ActR.S.C., 1985, c. S-18, Art.2.

Foreign States Immunity Law 2008, Art.1.

'*State Immunity Act 1978, Art.17.

"State Immunity Act 1979, Art.5.

'8United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property, Art.2.

1°See Ashraf-Hassan v. Embassy of France, 185 F. Supp. 3d 94 (D.D.C. 2016).JF 15 # SZ B F- 3k [ A AHLE, HU v E CAEETIREESZ T
AR BLRIRED, DRI 0 35 R LT X BB A

»See S. S. Lotus (France v. Turkey), P.C.1.J. Reports 1927, Series A, No. 10.
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AR A SRR E A —— R A A AR N ROHORT R Ak Y B B B AR i ZE A rp e N R AN [ g o
EAE A N R U N P R B . SGE CONE ERERGE) B RIS S S0 2% s o 56 1
BRAIE o RN S 0, 2 BRI T HERIsT R, MRE “RAEsfsr 7 e A
SR S L HHE = METE T A0 E FE e RO R AT e R i B 5k Eh fe: 1) 2T “HNEE
FAESR EHAT LGS 7 5 2) BT “ A SC AT (105 M E [ S0 58 [ AN R s sh A7 SR IAT 8 7 5 3) 4k
T AR E S S E AN Al T RS AT SR IAT O, AT X SE G R E R T oSG [ A 2K
FR R B A LS B AR ) =R 8 5% [ 22 18] i 80 2R AR AR B IRBRAR A, 38— R I (0 sl K A2
TR AT, R A TR RO USRI R e TR =M T .

55 R E R AR I T ROREL, JRE CHE E X RIE) B RSN SR b 5k
V] [ X B B L E e (B, JRIE [ S it “AEJR B U N A B ksl 7 1 5 e E A2k
IR, N2k SOt R Dy 5% [ R S ik T ) OB B RAEA R AT LS, R R AT
“ SRR AT H5 A E FE KA H USSR s R AT . IR NIRRT,
BHLE BRI R BONAIRE, 5 ZEAE AN S 2K 9] B VA ARRE Hh R AN T T A 25 AT B A

3.1. IFEE R

B, XIRENERE LA “RE sl Ah 7 Sk IR AR S AN 2 35 EVEA R AE F) VS B b i ST
) “RT7 k. PO EEH BLRA ¢ “ R MLIE SIS BISAE, 36 BB AR DA E M R AL ER o R
WU RT3 T O TR, X Sk 1 SR RV R [ A DR sy 2 SR, e 1 5 vk e o it ] RS R A B9
EERERL mENER SN T U ) 1 RRE TR 3 X[17].

Saudi Arabia v. Nelson 5 /23 [ [E 5 ik @l “FET7 S8 — 2. RS, Yk
B YRR B IRYE FSIA MIHLE, VARG EE . AF 2R AR SERE, BN SR o 25
WA R AL T 0 J & VR AT ROE B T RikAT NI de, ot — 0 v U A o an i e«
T7 BN BT FSIA ) “E 7 oz “FE T (basedon)” IE X, BRI IR ik Bt AT 3 ve v 1]
WEEAE RS, AN “HET7 AR, RIMVAT A R VAT A IR, A SR Ae B8 B R b
110, B85 VR VAE SRV UG RIS RE . ! R Ze, WOBBEA BT A e w5 1A 17 AR B F vk
i, ABSE B AN BE AR R A TE SRR, 530 o 400 3 1 ELRRAT e i I ARVE IR 28T 8, AR )aE
R A7 N EA FRE A EA BT, B R AR AR AT SR YRR, AR 91 R LS Bl
Bk sk, FEENER A A Z R E AL

ZJ5, REFEGOEEIAD R A P I AR T BRI, IR AT N S R
AN E IR RAER PR S], DUARAEIR RS sh 47 2K 2. 140, Transatlantic Shif-
fahrtskontor GmbH v. Shanghai Foreign Trade Corp. 56+, B i [m] Bpikfiit— P n “BT7 %
APAEAERR A TC e AN oo (2 AR A RER 9K 2R (“but for” causation)——U1 R ANEAE i 5K K Rk
1709, SR BIGVE B KR, FEPE Z @S — M B R AR, R ESRAZ AT A
IEE RS VR VR R K Al 3B S 5 B ST FE AR A AT N A — € R B 5 U)K & (degree of close-
ness), EBEARHEGHRIE T H ORI, “BERR KRB SLIFAE I € BRI 78 70 E4F, IR B IR
FOXFRRMEERRE” o 2 AR R R T AT W S, FREA U — SR ek

See Saudi Arabia v. Nelson, 507 U.S. 349 (1993), 113 S. Ct. 1471.A %, J5i% Nelson Z3E[E N . #75 Saudi Arabia 5 HCA A& 21T
W 2 HCA A RIHHZERE N/E HCA A7 LiE. R TSR HEEE S, ARE EDRFmREREEE, FEREYS
HCA AwRIZT MG, T2F%E Nelson AbybHRe TAE T —FE X2 7RE. JUF/E, A Nelson a3 EH G2 Bk rg XIPHAHE X
VBB A RO A RE VRN B 55 YRR A SR & R B ANEAT 48 2 TR IATE R .

“See Transatlantic Shiffahrstkontor GmbH v. Shanghai Foreign Trade Corp., 204 F.3d 384, 390 (2d Cir. 2000).
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A Fp BB AR LA RET L 78 0 22K . Ik, 22 E A MR R, R V)0 R B K T @k Ex PR IRk
RIESR, HEKAAEH—DRIERE18]. EEEREX X — n @A [a B ZE 4R Kirkham v. Société Air
France, %ML EH 5] Nelson 5, FEHEHIRENEFECT “E T 5K WSk — 2 Byt SR R o 5k
0 7 Ml 3% B LRV SR RO e E B, SRR B IEsh Bl A ARG . 2 B0, EAH B FERL
MITEOL T, Wi Nelson A FVPRFZEAT -G H], HAIIRTT DLEET-RAUT A E 5k N SR FH 1 54T
WA Kirkham WA LR, 598 AT DUEE TRAUT N ESR BRAT A IS RERTTE. FTeL, BT A
5P R AT RARERCA 5 RIS R AT N, Al —B B R 2 RE LR WAMT MR NIAT
N, RS VE SR BALIEA LD FRAT NI TR, Heridiid,  an R IR & 5k AT ot Foriaig
SKAZAELE, I AN H R & 3h 5 2 2k

T RDE S A S BT BRI R — O B B BT 2 O % I MR AR A
RICHIEZR” , JE54%5] Adler v. Federal Republic of Nigeria 287 &5 S [BIVERBE M A, 5k “FET7 4%
A RERZEWAT NERE T RES), R G ESREIIES AR A2 “He T 8K, REE
Bl g, MM ERfE Adler ¥ FEMGE R LR RIAT N ERMT 2 A58%, i R EIEZ T N
5 E SRR RS, UFARI AT RO, X RS GE, HE A e B 2 B URVATE SR AR5 T4 25 0 v
WAT A, AR R DG s B > BRSO THe T, SRR R S T N %L
AR RSN “HT7 ERINE RS, flu, ERFEEE SR IRAT, 22— EBiET N
o )N A E Tk, TREEREEAA R AR EE, “BEBAFHERE” [19]. A, £
Nelson ZH1, BRH iR A IR R8T AMBE T LME “5T7 ER I8 T B e tEAE
Mo FiEZ, M Nelson £3| Kirkham 2| “% 75 M FHENRILAE" %, FREERX 3T %
I RS S E I B AR S A THEN, X “RET RSB AR URA 5 T SRESIA K
P HABSATAT AT ARV, RARNES SR PIRE, HAZWEshsirs 2 02 m), FRE®
A& T FSIA “RiEahiloh " 5K — B E TS TE .

CRT AR ENER A IR TR . R EVERES S, TRV RTINS
SRR AT A B S IR AT SR SR . BB “IE T FRHEAUEGEEE (HME AL
ERGE) TP ENE SR BIES . H T TR 2 R A R B R A R SR T 1, 2 SR A E R A IR ) H 4 AN
Sahe Frbh, X IRE A R WA — B SRR EARAE, OB RAE WA SRR E N M
FEAEARE CRMAT T NSRRI URATE SR BTG SRR, I DA R W R 5 B URBOR 5 AT

3.2, MEBR

32.1. ERESEALZERNEILES)

EEXp “HME B KAEAREATIRNES)” , 23 E B K B U 1 5 EBT I R 5o VIR kAT
A, MERE EiE, DARIGTEN “AEH AR N IRIEFNE ST A R AR AR N . FSIA 28 1603(e) 11
XA« HME E 5 AE SR BT RDESN” 3647 75 3, 18R “AMNEE TR 53 ERA SRR
Z(substantial contact) JFEDLIESN” o« BRRIX—5KaK, “HMNEEFIEARBEIATHIRNIES)” G 15— HRE,
AMEE SRR A B E S AT AT, T HL SR 5 56 [ 2 (B 2 AT SER R &R o [E]I, d#id Saudi Arabia v. Nelson
ZWE T FSIA ARBERFER “HET7 3K X BRtE T AIE VG AT 1 PRAR I mlvEfiRe . 36 B E K

5See Kirkham v. Société Air France, 429 F.3d 288 (D.C. Cir. 2005). A% 1, [+ Kirkham R3EE N, 75 E L BT MILE, 4#
ERHUIHE AN, R A A2 B R B 5 55 B AR SR B = AR M BT, R I By HLAE S5 B SERL R 14T, A
ALK e

*See Missouri ex rel. Schmitt v. People’s Republic of China, Case No. 1:20-cv-0099-SNLJ (E.D. Mo. May. 11, 2021).
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FIETIEAER ST 2 OWEIK R ER——U LR SRR R[20]. FTBL, FESEEERIESD T,
PR T2 KR 88— T 36 R e g YR A/ ] 6] 58 75 28085 2 DA R AG B - 1) AN 58 S 1 kAT s 2) 7
WAT HRAAERE SN 3) HRERALRERKR: 4) FREET R E /AT M RER L. TESEE
R SRR i P A AR, 1 KA EVRIAYS K (relatingto) VAT NI 51 F 0, > XX —%%
SR I R S5 3R R0, RO EESR G S A Ak s B R AT A R 2 5 R VUAMT 2 8] BAT S B PE R
BRRo. 8%, WA —LEFKEE AL TARKIE, DO EFHREAHY REERI R,
FEAZRENAT R GG BA SRR . B i, R A0 [ 2 DL A AT AT 95K
M, DLEBIERC S A B AL, AR A s B SR St R AT R R IA PR IRL . 2

WA FTIA,  2 E  SEIE A 75 SRR R ML AT 5V B [AIAFAE SE PRI R A AR E, A
AR 2[5 52 3 B n i~ BV el — BURE SR LI RAE AT (A AU AT 4R . EOR SRR R, — 77
[H 2 T A E VL e ve oy “ B BRURAVERE " B0 E . SERTIEI R RN s s iieds TE SR a1, Jf
At RS AME E R REAT A5 R URE, AU AR AR LR . 53—, SERTPERR & SR 2 3
A G SR I DA i 1 S5 0 D JE it A o 1E A BRI AL B AE Bankovic v. Belgium 5 B Tk b B4 H 49,
“EZE AR BRI R . AR WA RN, A [ BRE R 2R 1R A E FAT A ME AL
AELR AT AP 5 A L 1) Bt 2 52 1) b A 5% [ 5% A AL BUBCRI R 7 P, BB Be /e i d
AR hEmE s, AR EARE E PRvE B A RS LT, A BB AEAT X
R .

S [ [ S8 Geik “ TGS 1 41 7 2k TR SR — M S T, BIRL A0 ] 5K A 36 [ BEAT I R i s 7
WA X B R AME R ER) 52 MU 2 [ A “SLBMEIR” [21]. “SLBUEIRR” — BRI NR
LGS RPN FDAFEREMAESIMENECR. 5 “RANREIER” M LB A B T IEfh g st
BitEER R I S “SERVERRR” PrESRMIK R R E S T “RICRERR” PrEskiik s, X2
EFERRFL K [m] bRk BefE A 3% EVERE I F W A

B2, VLR FTE R “ SRR 7 1 BAREAR AN e ARARIR), EZEXOAE T U T84z “sepirt”,
AR A ] 5 e v 3 5 R s 2 T 5 S5 /R (T AR BE R SR IR R R o AE TN E 15 SR (R RS B PRI 2R Y
ZAFH, WIRTIA) Saudi Arabia v. Nelson 22, ST — Bl EYREBAEH 7 ASEREAE, RS FR
FA R A2 VDR BT oy 1 75 26 B RS AT, s 26 B 2 [RIAEAE S PRG3R o LA, Sugarman v. Aeromexico, Inc.
S, B =R EYREREIAN, EA, TS RAERE RV NSRS R, B KIIAESE [
gkl RE, REWSERRAAERNGE, RIAEE WEETE, MAEEE KRR &5, BT
ABRAAATR RN PR, T, VARG SR EAFE SRR R » MIE & 556 A RS o M Bk
ZIMZEH, Zedan v. Kingdom of Saudi Arabia S0 Zedan W\ 8l &5 FAERE FE IR R AL T “ S PRI
A7, AEHEFRN SR S R AE R E R AT N Z AR AT AR R o IS [ L ryZibe v PR A9 2
PO “IEAERRR R P “RRPBREEICR " B “ SRR, SR MR LLATH AT . MAS
H, ARG FRAEAT AEAE R E T, SREME—RR R RE REEAR, Prel5EES
+Z [AAAEESL R M E & . 2 4F Harris v. VAO Intourist, Moscow &1, IS L 43 X VEBRAE X 4 “TF

#See UK State Immunity Act 1978, Art 3.

%See Israel Foreign States Immunity Law 2008, Art 3.

"Bankovié v. Belgium, Admissibility, App. No. 52207/99 (Eur. Ct. H.R. Dec. 12, 2001).

2 Arrest Warrant of 11 April 2000 (Democratic Republic of the Congo v. Belgium), ICJ Reports 2002, No.121.

»See Sugarman v. Aeromexico, Inc., 626 F.2d 270 (3d Cir. 1980). A& 7, J5 5 7 35 [ Al 75 b I ST AE S8 04 BF AR LS, 5 R e 1
(I 4 B S AR ANTENLEE B 15 AN/, H00m) 58 BV I8 VR 17 40 35 I 2 LR 5

See Zedan v. Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, 849 F.2d 1511 (D.C. Cir. 1988). A% H, JF75 Zedan £ 5% /2 Bk 5 Vb4 TR &5 £ 37 S0
TR, IR TR AR 55 & DL OB R IS A e 32 B B S AR VR e
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WGBS B — MBS CEMVE R fERRl B, B R R R R SR E I R B AT
N, BRIV BRI A % R 0 — RURHE, (R ZTE i RAT N S R E SR IEA R, Y Bk
REAFFHR,  CSERVEBRR” R E AW 5 T AT RN oS8, 5 R U AR SRRk
FRNTCE RPN [F, SR E E ik, X TANEE R E s SRER CSLRERR” . KHE
BB AN EERIZIES) A IR B AR M BN BT A SR, REBMT NSRS A AT, BRI AT
FERL22]. 0%, A A MR SG VR B A R SRR 06 R 8 L AT AR 8 S VR RO T, Wbkl
B R F R RGOSR 2 2, LA RIVEZS RS AE H i i e T Bk 4]
PSR EAR Y, BOR CSERERCR T I H AR B R S S A 1@ R AR, T ASREDUSE IR I
EE NN ) R g g n et ) ol N ES| ES e i o A

SRT, ASBERIEERFEE, P RS HORITEIZARE R R, AT Re2 57 R85, L
HATANSENE, 110 [ bRy i i 3345 A R 0% e 2 4l 5 10 B 0038 P A5 2 (one-size-fits-all) 15 7 T3 A [A]
FEARFRNEAT Y, £ 5 FE US0PSRV T IS 5 b AT 1 IS 14T it b 25 78 5% [ ) S iy SR AT AR IS FE AT N 5
SR E SRR D) R R AR 5% E U N IR ST S5, T SAE IR HLEE AT 9l BEAT SR i 5 [
WA R R E Y. ATUAE Y, 58 VAR AW 7547 78 S BRI 2R B AR 2 LTI, S (T Se B W o
WAL WA 2 [ BRAAVE 2 TR . (EA5 — 4R 102,  (REFUFIAE) BEudFE ot #ril
EREIMTIEE, UE 5 9 UCH SEPRIBC AR B A E R N RICMIE AN 7, s AT DL T B i
FP NI E AN RIEGE R R, T 5 U0 KPR o B bREA 2 — BAE TR 1 R
MMAE CHME E K E IR o R E SR R BRI S 5L, E R 2 SRR R EA G Sr A
[E 2% L2 RSB P RO BRIE ] “ SERTEIR R 7 R EIRE DU [T I S BRI AR 1) A TS
HEBh G HEBE E IR S ANEIG MR BAT 0 EE AR .

TINEE R 2 KW A VA G (1 RSB 0 BOSRANSE R IR R 7 BEATIE IR AN ORI, JCSR S e 1Y
HR 2R R IWE AT A 05 (R T TSP A R 35 28 AR S NS5 KA e 2 BRI 2 R REF R 2, SRRt —
ANTT DA AR RN A 25 R B3R IR B B HE AR 23], RIS A EIRIABEAE Muscutt v. Courcelles S fEH “
SEMISE BRI 2R I e B D9 BORIE e 5 0 2 TR BB VR e SR A T IAIAEAERR R, R T
WIE “HEHIRMERIKR " FEFZBR\AER: 1) ER S R & K BRI R 2) kB 5
IR 3) ATHEEAIE AN T 4) MTEEEBHREART; 5) HAbUFr 45 AKS
Y55 6) IEBE I EARNAN AT AEAH RS RS Al B0 [ A5 VR IO AR pes 7) SRAFACT 2 4 ) B
FEBRE: 8) ALIELA R HAt bt 7 8T AT R AAFIBATARAE . > IX— ARl K Hfb s 3 1012
BEFT RN, JaRAKAHALRE Van Breda SEHEE A B “ i) (00 SEA S5 1235 2% Ik DA Ak L 17 P B
IEMAR S EEE VO INKR O R B M, ER =) BRARR S E AU S OG, H
RAEMEER I TE, HINEE WG EENRE. R UN, —ANERIGE “PAEHEE” 5 “N

31See Harris v. VAO Intourist, Moscow, 481 F. Supp. 1056 (E.D.N.Y. 1979).4 %+, Raymond DeJongh 2 il 75 IE7E 36 [ e 37 1) e i AT 4
HRAT IS B, B RS RHEE R A KRk JR4S Alan D. Harris 1 A3E 14k A& N LAY X BET 45 BATFAE I 00 B 7 36
BT URIA .

R LA S R R I T 1) FEEEA A IR ANRK: 2) 1ERENFIEF WA EIZ: 3) fEEEATHBLBTR;
4) eSS RBER RAMNE: 5) LHHSRAELE G LT . 55 B SRR AR i 2 SR B o fE 22 AR R AL AT D9
Frite ob, EREBA P A FWBA HERR BB MERER AT DN AZTRAKLHEN, AU E A — KR EAF
2 I8 BAT AR TR R A s AT N 5 26 B HL A 52 B AR (Substantial Contact). 75 1R 15 AU AE 22 B AT W 45 S W R ARSI
53¢ [H B 525 Bk & (Substantial Contact).

33See House Report No0.94-1487, UN State Immunity Materials, p.108.

MCREIFIAE) (2022 555 277 4.

See Muscutt et al. v. Courcelles et al., (2002) 160 O.A.C. 1 (CA).

36See Van Breda v. Village Resorts Ltd., (2012) 291 0.A.C. 201 (SCC).
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PR PIRRES, e B “th TR BRRSEFH A RENIR B Rk o IR AT 3 B, S
P JEUAANIE I RS ) REUEE TIREL - 45 2R Van Breda HESESEZ BEME 1 “ HOSEANSERERIER R o 5 LFEIR,
—AARET NI E SR Muscutt HEZE S BER AR R, JLF B A iR o Bl TR
Muscutt HE4E CL28 BEAS % R BE 7 Rl ks B P iR “ SeRVEIR R SRt 78 iR 5] “ HSLEANSE R IR
R NN IR — RN, MR T AR B e [ RRA VR 0 SRR AR P [24] 0 i 37 2 T U 3 e FE O
JBCR] % 2 G o B L ERE S A R Sy St 1 R e VR ORRRE, R AR AR SE N AT 5 SERUE SOW & 1
RIS TATAE REE R, PR 1B RS i A AR, B8 D B () 5 e R m] BEAS A 1) H A [ 2 AR
AT IS o

3.2.2. EXESMEARHITHSHNEEREFETEIMEWFERNE XBOITA

A NBER ), FRIE E 5 e %A TR RS PTG 72 3 B ek 9 R AR R R ks 3 7 R S B fE
] A8 N 2R AT 1 5 A ] [ oK A 3R AU ) D& B R BIAT . ESE, MWOSCEMREI ML, OB
FELR F W J5 2 2 15 AT LR B 25 72 BT 2 O 1E SURPRVEE N o 0 “AEAS [ 4508 N HEAT 1) 5 0 ] [ 58 7 2 [ 4
WA ENIEBE RIAT A & B FR AR A2 5 A% [ it (1 Bl A1 i b is A R AR g 8l, 36 Bl
FAFAE— B G R 1X—HIWr g St 2 56 FK 7% BE 7E Byrd v. Corporacion Forestal y Industrial de Olancho
SAZHIRHIY, “FSIA % 1605(a)(2) 5% 5 2 BUEH T3 5 B AT A R AERLAT B . T sk
XM S R % B] B AE Kensington International Ltd. v. Ttoua R HiiA. AN, 56 E Hrfiph 276 H
et A “ RSB EIAN” SR ST R R AR RS s o A IR, 13X — WL s> FSIA
S0 ST SRR LU R RIS B i B e ) R AR (25T 0 [ P 23 0 X — o) el R U s B A IR, AN
WABMAT NS AR AT A B FIW A B B — e M B 22, R0l e R E S N sl [FIRT 5
RAELESE AN NS S A R a][26]; A A SCREEE FK EEERE LA, YO IE AR REREEN S E
AR IE A R AERDE S .

EF A, RN UG T vz AR OB RAERDAT N, AR AT A, 255 M AR
AN, BRSO N — DURAME T 2 [ ROZAR AT I . HIR, RS = BUSRYE 308, 5Bt
B S5 FEAR R T EE I — B AR o [RITIT, B AE A [E 408 N AT (14 5 4/ ] o] 5 A A [ 40
SMRIRNEIE S SCHIAT 7 BN AEAS I S5 A 1) 5 [ AR R W& s A S ARG B . R RURR il 2
b SRR R AR A [ U A 1) B AR R MR S SRR MRS, SR R OE B R AR AR [ 4
WA AT R AR, AP RN T “AEIRIE S A A BTSSR SR AR .

BT Ak, 3 EE R R H0) 3 B0 3 — DB e =T A fF, T 28 TAR AR T- i R t 2 /b s
PR o A5 TS 5 I SR R AT R IS s AESR E BTN R A, HARA DO 36 BB A 7= A
W R A, DRITBCR 32 B2 35 BN AT R TeikiE B RURAL[27]. MOX— M FEdF, RAEFRIE B 5 Ak 1 “ i
MEENBIAN” SR R B AL E LA E T, B RSIEE A RN AL, MALEE bR R il &2
FRE R VAR BE A GRS B 2 AR UL B o BRI Z A, “IET7 SR “SRi R R EIUATIAA
BAESE AT ™ RIEER

3.2.3. REFEXRERBIME A E SN~ E BEEMAELITH

PRI (HMEFRFRIR) FIZEH =RIEI A, R AR A [ U S MR A [ 488k Y 7 2 ELE
MIRINEAT N 5 52 BRI B I 2 w5 X AUk AR /NI T, 2 AR TR0 e 7 5 [ B A A LA
[ 2R o U AR B . SRR COME E S k) s 7T, (H7E S Ek R JL 48 10 mvE sk

’See Byrd v. CorporacionForestal y Industrial de Olancho S.A., 182 F. 3d 380, 390 (5th Cir. 1999).
#¥See Kensington International Ltd. v. Itoua, 505 F. 3d 147, 157(2d Cir. 2007).
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t, BRI ERSROCEZ, I, FEEEE %R

oIR8, FHEWL LT =AM EM: 1) SREVRA KRS fEAR E SRS AT g, “FT7
AR IR — I P R B R AR s 2) RBAT A5G O 3) URBEAT X A [ S N =4 T B
Bergm . 1 LR = N RRCEE R, SNBSS B S A MR RN, 5 AN A 1
R FIW AL, TR “FRITA” TR K, fEAFEAR.

=M TR AW OCHEAE T B, X Y H R A ] SRR S SR AR E
SR XX —ARIER T, EAERERBE AN “EREVARR” o 22, REPAHEEERIAAN,
B 5 SR AP TR AR R B IR R, BN RO IUR G RIS i I SRR G &, iERe s T LT
AR 7 1] B ol A 7 8 7 B T A B AR BR P BX A (Minimum Contact) ” FRifEBUR T “ 52 PR 174E (Physical
Presence)” AnifE, BMEFIEE RARTEER I, REH5ERMAAERMKREMER, Rl A 6T
RN, fE— R Y K TIEB S EEAL .

HR, ghxE “E3EEm” BRI EbRE, REESFRATUSE (MM RFEERRCEE X)) BFIHE.
CRFAP I % FLIR (B ) )0t AT LA e 2 R 1) e A A 58 [ 3 M %o 56 1 40ds p 7 A= 5 0 () 479
AT R, Pz TN EA — A2 ERXIEETAARILIEAT AR ERUT N ARG E
PIERUEAT NI RRCEE 22, R SR A0 il 7 St . BRI REA, 5% 38 8 4 - 0k i ) 45 2 B 1A
FFRLE, R EESR ) 5 BV VE A & 1 U . O Rk, (WA RIZFERCGE IK)) H “XfE
FE] St 4 = AR s AT R 7 5 E COMNEERGER R o XS SR ESUE A PR AR B AT R AR
BRI, 6 E AR AE mlE S B AR RS PR AN [RI A o

PO, FETH GRS 0] 36 [ e AR BRI, TR O AP RIEEIRCE ) #
BERIARAE, RISZM 2 75 2 SE 7 14 ) (substantial) « E K [ (significant) 7] 7l UL[¥)(foreseeable). L% [F)(direct).
i, £ “Texas Trading & Miling Corp. v. Federal Republic of Nigeria &~ ", #4537k A X 35 [ 45k iy
FEAEE R, RMERAZ G EREN . ERWN,  “EERm” ZRER A S NFREAT S
FEZ AAFERE, RAEAEREIEMIEL T, 20E “BiEgm” 2R, AZEd, EEERE
BERSENFEN, fAREEEM L HFME—ER N “TEUTET” MR, XAZRARSN
Befih, FTULEBCINNZRATT S “HERM” W REs.

TR N 2 AR, ATPARL “RFER” Rl ZEFR, BEEIIK, SR 8l e FE &
A A TEENE AN P B FUHANE, - FECEE A RIS AT E LA, DRI BE 2 A R4 R0 56 [ 77 A2
THEBW . MRS, RS EN R E AR E, AT SR E W EEA R IR 2 B b E 4 N
RAEBAT R, ASRE RN IR 5 T 52 40 0 A R SEE = AR T B . S5 28 3 ] B iRTERBE AN,
CEHBERM” A IR 7 e XA RS, DX R IR AR, TR AT e R BB
B “BEEHRRA SR PREE TN, AREAUKIE — 77 107E b 78 58 gt DA e w56 [ P2 AR T B A%
. 2 EIRE, ZET, SEUREE BRI AT AR A T E TR, AN G A 5 [ 4
WP=AE T BB . 5N BAR AR HEELE “Martin v. Republic of South Africa 287 HH#2H, VAR AN “ H
B PR EMREBENARER, MRIEEELRS, WA mEsbE. 2 EhF e m R
KAMFIW, NMARRFESEB PR CR. X AT, “ERERmW” BB nEme 7.

pay

See International Shoe Co. v. Washington, 326 U.S. 310 (1945). J& % EFrikl TV —SyE MR R eI, I8 B A= r= i i
AT, ARRSTERREN AL ST b R R . SR R T — 48 JE AR AR RN R 51, DAOR < T Al B8 0% 2 H SR
JE BRI RS YR PRl A ], BERFEARYE (CRALAMEVESE) TER RN Sah Rl A o

“See Restatement (Second) of Foreign Relations Law of the United States 1965, Art.18.

“'See Texas Trading &Miling Corp. v. Federal Republic of Nigeria, 647 F.2d 300 (2d Cir. 1981).

“2See United World Trade v. Mangyshlakneft Qil, 33 F.3d 1232 (10th Cir. 1994).

“See Martin v. Republic of South Africa, 836 F.2d 91 (2d Cir. 1987).
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LFERBE. 7E “Atlantica Holdings, Inc. v. Sovereign Wealth Fund Samruk-Kazyna JSC” b, ZEESE
(5] b YR e DA it 5 AR 2200 ) DR R B S A B L T “ROR R BT TN Y M)Ay . 1, BRI
RERBRIAAT NI R B 26 B A AR I, TS E COME AR ) TR, (Hn
IEIAE 25 SR 2 3 TR 18 0% 38 A 38 L EAT B SR IRVE VR IA S AN BE AL, SREVEARE N A E A KRR 78 75
IROT, X BRRAEIEN . Y EEH WA, XRS5 S B SR [ 5 ik i 8 Is 47 ORI,
SEAENLIE H 0 BEREAT T RIEARRE, T AREAL . Bk HIE 2005 Ja i, 0 3R ENE B BE B S
TESREVEIIR T, B &S] 2 5% R SCAEAR KRR RS b mlvENL e R, S8 EERE AR KM B HE
BE. MRS, FRE A RBAG R TT7E T SN A BUR AR X S AN 58 38 2 AR AL
PEMRRE, RENEBCAER “RBrER) . EORE. RIFULEY . BRI B BT R WARE, 7R
oG BRI ENE SR E ) RVEAR G AT N o ATy, I 8 4 10 s SCRRAE T i o3R8 Wl e T 1
) ) R

4. 458

FEEBR kL2 N “AE0TER G B “BREE 7 MEREHT,  GMNEEZE L) Kl a@EsN T
SNEIR WIS TR E, ARFREERA TR B “ A ARG KR BRI A ARG VE R BER] 75 1)
[ AT N5 R IR VA VRN o 72 PR S 32 SCROTESE R, 3RATTRE EE 012 A A 1) 2 g Mk AT N 0 57
SE R FER AR IAE XX i R [ 25 S o 81 BV B AT A m R B ik . IR DA
T S RO S T 5 A T3 A U

JE IR B B it AR EUE Bt S BONSEREALIERE A, B SRS B A Rk R s =
RGMEMEE,  (BRAEIMEE R I E R A L) BUE T s B sNMRIHER I, © X
RO TN S E Bt 2 (1 2 RO SR, BIE (HME FE SE eik)  E =z s s Ak
S HEER A R IURE -« CHMEI I SR Geide) E T T AL I A HL St ) s i sl o AN 2w A
G 75 R B 0] [ Fr L SUR MR H #8578, 1K — ROFAR 7. SEE Bt & th Il FSIA
KT IREIFR S L (EBRARER A R) MARBE AR ERITEIE[28]. 2448, B ERER “ IR
G BLY, R TR T DL B A0 A0 E [ SRR, R AN RRAE T LA S FE S R b
FERBGER . COMEERFRRIRD) 1RSI RS 7 %) FRINOGE “ERER R TR “ 3R
T .

SO A ORI R Y, EN SR U AU BN, G HERE E AR A ANER
PLRIE(ERE A I . PRIEFEIR[29]. FRE CHE FE SR Gik) 1 “ RIS sl sk ” R IE XS T R0
RSO TG Fem CIREIF R IR E PRE ST BT R, S R E
TR K O 225 E BRIEAT IR, RAEGEE I SNEIR 5 PR 1T 5T B 1E [H PR AL
BARHRBIRSS 7y, W A @ AR R LR KRBT 1R AR
il B2 - A R Bt

SE K

(11 SHrR. JE G AME E X Rk ——WINAR B EAEM[EB/OL]. AR,
http://paper.people.com.cn/rmrb/html/2023-09/04/nw.D110000renmrb_20230904_2-15.htm, 2023-09-23.

“SeeAtlantica Holdings, Inc. v. Sovereign Wealth Fund Samruk-Kazyna JSC, 813 F.3d 98 (2d Cir. 2016).
*United Nations Convention on Jurisdictional Immunities of States and Their Property (2004), Art.10(2).
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(9]
[10]

[11]
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