DR. DAVID KEANU SAI

Chairman of the Council of Regency of the Hawaiian Kingdom
P.O. Box 2194

Honolulu, HI 96805-2194

Email: interior@hawaiiankingdom.org

5 July 2018

Excellency:

I had the honor to have been the Agent for the Hawaiian Kingdom in arbitral proceedings
held under the auspices of the Permanent Court of Arbitration in Lance Larsen v.
Hawaiian Kingdom, PCA Case no. 1999-01, where the Hawaiian Kingdom was
recognized by the International Bureau as a Non-Contracting Power to the 1907 Hague
Convention, Article 47, and the 1899 Hague Convention, Article 26. See PCA 2002-2011
Annual Reports enclosed herewith.

After 17 years of continuous education and exposure led by the Hawaiian Kingdom after
returning from The Hague, I have the honor to now state with confidence that a
considerable segment of the Hawaiian people is now aware of the prolonged occupation
and the continuity of their country—the Hawaiian Kingdom—under customary
international law.

This education and exposure has prompted the United Nations Independent Expert,
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, Dr. Alfred M. deZayas, to send a
communication dated 25 February 2018 to the Members of the Judiciary for the State of
Hawai‘i. Dr. deZayas stated,

“I have come to understand that the lawful political status of the Hawaiian
Islands is that of a sovereign nation-state in continuity; but a nation-state
that is under a strange form of occupation by the United States resulting
from an illegal military occupation and a fraudulent annexation. As such,
international laws (the Hague and Geneva Conventions) require that
governance and legal matters within the occupied territory of the Hawaiian
Islands must be administered by the application of the laws of the
occupied state (in this case, the Hawaiian Kingdom), not the domestic
laws of the occupier (the United States).”



I have the honor to enclose herewith the text of the memorandum issued on 25 February
2018 by the Independent Expert acknowledging the illegal occupation by the United
States of the Hawaiian Islands (Hawaiian Kingdom). As an internationally wrongful act,
all States shall not “recognize as lawful a situation created by a serious breach within the
meaning of Article 40, nor render aid or assistance in maintaining that situation
(Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts, 2001).” Article 40 provides
that a “breach of such an obligation is serious if it involves a gross or systemic failure by
the responsible State to fulfil the obligation.”

Impelled by the threat of North Korea announcing the targeting of the Hawaiian Islands
for nuclear attack as a result of United States military installations unlawfully established
throughout the islands, and due to war crimes, as defined under the Hague and Geneva
Conventions, that have and continue to be committed with impunity as a result of the
United States failure to comply with international humanitarian law, the Hawaiian
Kingdom has filed a Petition for Writ of Mandamus with the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia on 25 June 2018. As a nominal Respondent named in the
Petition for Mandamus enclosed herewith, a summons will be forthcoming.

Please accept, Excellency, the expression of my highest consideration.

il U 42

David Keanu Sai, Ph.D.
Chairman of the Council of Regency of the Hawaiian Kingdom

His Excellency
Miroslav Lajc¢ak
President of the United Nations General Assembly

Annexures



Annexure 1 to the note dated S July 2018 from the Chairman of the Council of
Regency of the Hawaiian Kingdom to the President of the United Nations
General Assembly

Permanent Court of Arbitration Case Repository of Lance Larsen v. Hawaiian
Kingdom, PCA Case No. 1999-01



PCA Case Repository

Permanent Court of Arbitration

Larsen v. Hawaiian Kingdom

Case name

Case description

Name(s) of claimant(s)

Name(s) of respondent(s)

Names of parties

Case number

Administering institution

Case status

Type of case

Subject matter or economic sector
Rules used in arbitral proceedings

Treaty or contract under which proceedings
were commenced

Language of proceeding
Seat of arbitration (by country)

Arbitrator(s)

Representatives of the claimant(s)

Representatives of the respondent(s)

Larsen v. Hawaiian Kingdom

Lance Paul Larsen, a resident of Hawaii, brought a claim against the Hawaiian Kingdom by its
Council of Regency (“Hawaiian Kingdom”) on the grounds that the Government of the
Hawaiian Kingdom is in continual violation of: (a) its 1849 Treaty of Friendship, Commerce and
Navigation with the United States of America, as well as the principles of international law laid
down in the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, 1969 and (b) the principles of
international comity, for allowing the unlawful imposition of American municipal laws over the
claimant’s person within the territorial jurisdiction of the Hawaiian Kingdom.

In determining whether to accept or decline to exercise jurisdiction, the Tribunal considered
the questions of whether there was a legal dispute between the parties to the proceeding, and
whether the tribunal could make a decision regarding that dispute, if the very subject matter of
the decision would be the rights or obligations of a State not party to the proceedings.

The Tribunal underlined the many points of agreement between the parties, particularly with
respect to the propositions that Hawaii was never lawfully incorporated into the United States,
and that it continued to exist as a matter of international law. The Tribunal noted that if there
existed a dispute, it concerned whether the respondent has fulfilled what both parties maintain
is its duty to protect the Claimant, not in the abstract but against the acts of the United States
of America as the occupant of the Hawaiian islands. Moreover, the United States’ actions
would not give rise to a duty of protection in international law unless they were themselves
unlawful in international law. The Tribunal concluded that it could not determine whether the
Respondent has failed to discharge its obligations towards the Claimant without ruling on the
legality of the acts of the United States of America — something the Tribunal was precluded
from doing as the United States was not party to the case.

Lance Paul Larsen ( Private entity )

The Hawaiian Kingdom ( State )

1999-01

Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA)
Concluded

Other proceedings

Treaty interpretation

UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules 1976

Other
The 1849 Treaty of Friendship, Commerce and Navigation with the United States of America

English
Netherlands

Dr. Gavan Giriffith QC
Professor Christopher J. Greenwood QC
Professor James Crawford SC (President of the Tribunal)

Ms. Ninia Parks, Counsel and Agent

Mr. David Keanu Sai, Agent



Representatives of the parties
Number of arbitrators in case

Date of commencement of proceeding [dd-
mm-yyyy]

Date of issue of final award [dd-mm-yyyy]
Length of proceedings
Additional notes

Attachments

Mr. Peter Umialiloa Sai, First deputy agent
Mr. Gary Victor Dubin, Second deputy agent and counsel

08-11-1999

05-02-2001

1-2 years

Award or other decision

> Arbitral Award  15-05-2014 English

Other
> Annex 1 - President Cleveland's Message to the Senate and the 18-
12-  English
House of Representatives 1893

> Joint Resolution - To acknowledge the 100th anniversary of the
January 17, 1893 overthrow of the Kingdom of Hawaii, and to offer an 23-
11-  English
apology to the native Hawaiians on behalf of the United States for the 1993

overthrow of the Kingdom of Hawaii.

Powered by the Permanent Court of Arbitration, All Rights Reserved.




Annexure 2 to the note dated S July 2018 from the Chairman of the Council of
Regency of the Hawaiian Kingdom to the President of the United Nations
General Assembly

Permanent Court of Arbitration Annual Reports 2002-2011, Annex 2,
identifying the Hawaiian Kingdom as a Non-Contracting Power in accordance
with Article 47, 1907 Hague Convention, I, for the Pacific Settlement of
International Disputes



PCA Annual Report 2002 Annex 2

Cases Submitted to Arbitration before the Permanent Court of Arbitration,
or Conducted with the Cooperation of the International Bureau

Parties Case Date of the First Closing Number Date of Arbitrators’
“compromis” session session of the award
sessions'
L United States Pious Fund of the 22 May 15 Sep. 1 Oct. 11 14 Oct. Matzen
of America — Californias 1902 1902 1902 1902 Sir Fry
Republic of de Martens
Mexico Asser

de Savornin Lohman

11. Great Britain, Preferential Treat- 7 May 1 Oct. 13 Nov. 14 22 Feb. Mouraw ieff
Germany ment of Claims of 1903 1903 1903 1904 Lammasch
and Italy — Blockading Powers de Martens
Venezuela Against Venezuela
111 Japan — Japanese House Tax 28 Aug. 21 Nov. 15 May 4 22 May Gram
Germany, 1902 1904 1905 1905 Renault
France and (leases held in Motono
Great Britain perpetuity)
Iv. France — Muscat Dhows 13 Oct. 25 July 2 Aug. 4 8 Aug. Lammasch
Great Britain 1904 1905 1905 1905 Fuller
(fishing boats of de Savornin Lohman
Muscat)
V. France — Deserters of 10/24 Nov. 1 May 17 May 6 22 May Hamm arskjold
Germany Casablanca 1908 1909 1909 1909 Sir Fry
Fusinato
Kriege
Renault
VI Norway — Maritime Boundary 14 Mar. 28 Aug. 18 Oct. 13* 23 Oct. Loeff’
Sweden’ Norway-Sweden 1908 1909 1909 1909 Beichmann
(The Grisbadarna Hammarskjold
Case)
VIIL. United States North Atlantic Coast 27 Jan. 1 July 12 Aug. 41 7 Sep. Lammasch
of America — Fisheries 1909 1910 1910 1910 de Savornin Lohman
Great Britain Gray
Sir Fitzpatrick
Drago
VIIL. United States of Orinoco Steamship 13 Feb. 28 Sept. 19 Oct. 8 25 Oct. Lammasch
Venezuela — Company 1909 1910 1910 1910 de Quesada
United States Beernaert
of America
IX. France — Arrest and 25 Oct. 14 Feb. 17 Feb. 4 24 Feb. Beernaert
Great Britain Restoration of 1910 1911 1911 1911 Ce de Desart Renault
Savarkar Gram
de Savornin Lohman
X. Italy — Canevaro Claim 25 Apr. 20 Apr. 22 Apr. 3 3 May Renault
Peru 1910 1912 1912 1912 Fusinato
Alvarez
Calderon

For summaries of the arbitral awards in most of these cases, see P. Hamilton, et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration and
Dispute Resolution — Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law International 1999) pp. 29-281.

. Including the opening session and the session where the award was read.

. The names in bold type are those of the Presidents.

. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
. Excluding visits to sites from July 14 to 20, 1909.

. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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davidkeanusai
Typewritten Text
     PCA Annual Report 2002


Parties Case Date of the First Closing Number Date of Arbitrators
“compromis” session session of the award
sessions

XXVIII. Moiz Goh Moiz Goh Pte. Ltd 14 Dec. 17 Oct. 28 July 4 5 May Pinto’
Pte. Ltd — v. State Timber 1989 1994 1995 1997
State Timber Corporation of
Corporation of Sri Lanka
Sri Lanka'

(contract dispute)

XXIX.  African State — Investment - - - - 30 Sep. Jennings
two foreign dispute 1997 Wallace®
nationals' Hossain®

Dispute
settled by
agreement
of Parties

XXX. Technosystem Technosystem 21 Feb. 18 Mar. 10 Sep. 4 25 Nov. Ajibola
SpA — Taraba SpA v. Taraba State 1996 1996 1996 1996
State Government  and Federal
and the Federal Government of Lack of
Government of Nigeria jurisdiction
Nigeria'

(contract dispute)

XXXI. Asian State-owned  Contract - 16 Sep. - 1 2 Oct. Jennings
enterprise — dispute 1996 1996 Parker®
three European Hossain’
enterprises’ Award on

agreed
terms

XXXII.  State of Eritrea — Eritrea/Yemen — 3 Oct. 26 Jan. - - 9 Oct. Jennings
Republic of Sovereignty of 1996 1998 1998 Schwebel®
Yemen' Various Red Sea El-Kosheri’

Islands Highet’
Higgins
(sovereignty; Award in
maritime the first
delimination) stage
(maritime 3 Oct. 5-16 July 1 17 Dec.
delimination) 1996 1999 1999
Award in
the second
stage
XXXII  Italy — Loan Agreement 11 Sep. 14 and 15 - - 26 June Lalive’
Costa Rica' between Italy and 1997 Apr. 1998 1998 Ferrari Bravo
Costa Rica Hernandez
Valle?
(dispute arising
under financing
agreement)

XXXIV. Larsen — Interpretation of an 30 Oct. 8-11 Dec. - - 5 Feb. Craw ford’
Hawaiian international treaty 1999 2000 2001 Greenwood®
Kingdom' Griffith®

XXXV. The Netherlands —  Interpretation of an 21 Oct./ 3 Oct. - 1 - Skubiszewski
France' additional protocol to 17 Dec. 2002 Guillaume

an international 1999 Kooijmans®

treaty

1. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
2. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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PCA Annual

Report

2003

Annex 2

Cases Submitted to Arbitration before the Permanent Court of Arbitration
or Conducted with the Cooperation of the International Bureau

Parties Case Date Arbitration Date of Award Arbitrators'
Initiated
L United States of America Pious Fund of the Californias 22 May 1902 14 October 1902 Matzen
— Republic of Mexico Sir Fry
de Martens
Asser
de Savornin Lohman
II.  Great Britain, Germany  Preferential Treatment of Claims 7 May 1903 22 February 1904 Mourawieff
and Italy — Venezuela of Blockading Powers Against Lammasch
Venezuela de Martens
III.  Japan — Germany, Japanese House Tax 28 August 1902 22 May 1905 Gram
France and Great Britain  (leases held in perpetuity) Renault
Motono
IV. France — Great Britain Muscat Dhows 13 October 1904 8 August 1905 Lammasch
(fishing boats of Muscat) Fuller
de Savornin Lohman
V.  France — Germany Deserters of Casablanca 10/24 November 1908 22 May 1909 Hammarskjold
Sir Fry
Fusinato
Kriege
Renault
VI. Norway — Sweden? Maritime Boundary 14 March 1908 23 October 1909 Loeff?
(Grisbadarna Case) Beichmann
Hammarskjold
VII. United States of America North Atlantic Coast Fisheries 27 January 1909 7 September 1910 Lammasch
— Great Britain de Savornin Lohman
Gray
Sir Fitzpatrick
Drago
VIII. United States of Orinoco Steamship Company 13 February 1909 25 October 1910 Lammasch
Venezuela — United Beernaert
States of America de Quesada
IX. France — Great Britain Arrest and Restoration of 25 October 1910 24 February 1911 Beernaert
Savarkar Ce de Desart
Renault
Gram
de Savornin Lohman
X.  Italy —Peru Canevaro Claim 25 April 1910 3 May 1912 Renault
Fusinato
Alvarez
Calderon
XI.  Russia — Turkey? Russian Claim for Indemnities 22 July/4 August 1910 11 November 1912 Lardy
(damages claimed by Russia for Bon de Taube
delay in payment of compensa- Mandelstam®
tion owed to Russians injured in H.A. Bey®
the war of 1877-1878) AR. Bey’
XII.  France — Italy French Postal Vessel 26 January/6 March 1912 6 May 1913 Hammarskjold
“Manouba” Fusinato
Kriege
Renault
Bon de Taube

For summaries of the arbitral awards in most of these cases, see P. Hamilton, et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration
and Dispute Resolution — Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law International 1999) pp. 29-281.

1. The names in bold type are those of the Presidents.
2. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
3. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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Typewritten Text
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Parties Case Date Arbitration Date of Award Arbitrators
Initiated
XXVII.  United States of Heathrow Airport User Charges 16 December 1988 30 November 1992 Foighel
America — United (treaty obligations; amount of 2 May 1994 Fielding?
Kingdom of Great damages) Settlement on amount Lever’
Britain and Northern of damages
Ireland'
XXVIII. Moiz Goh Pte. Ltd —  Contract dispute 14 December 1989 5 May 1997 Pinto’
State Timber
Corporation of Sri
Lanka'
XXIX. African State — two Investment dispute - 30 September 1997 Jennings
foreign nationals' Settled by agreement of ~Wallace’
parties Hossain®
XXX. Technosystem SpA — Contract dispute 21 February 1996 25 November 1996 Ajibola
Taraba State Lack of jurisdiction
Government and the
Federal Government
of Nigeria'
XXXI. Asian State-owned Contract dispute - 2 October 1996 Jennings
enterprise — three Award on agreed terms ~ Parker?
European enterprises’ Hossain?
XXXII.  State of Eritrea — Eritrea/Yemen — Sovereignty of 3 October 1996 9 October 1998 Jennings
Republic of Yemen'  Various Red Sea Islands Award on sovereignty Schwebel?
(sovereignty; maritime El-Kosheri’
delimitation) 17 December 1999 Highet?
Award on maritime Higgins
delimitation
XXXIII.  Italy — Costa Rica' Loan Agreement between Italy 11 September 1997 26 June 1998 Lalive?
and Costa Rica Ferrari Bravo
(dispute arising under financing Hernandez Valle?
agreement)
XXXIV. Larsen — Hawaiian Treaty interpretation 30 October 1999 5 February 2001 Crawford?
Kingdom' Greenwood?
Griffith?
XXXV. The Netherlands — Treaty interpretation 21 October/17 December 12 March 2004 Skubiszewski
France' 1999 Guillaume
Kooijmans’
XXXVI. European corporation Contract dispute 4 August 2000 Settled by agreement of Kuckenberg®
— African government parties De Moor”
Desta’
XXXVII. Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary dispute 12 December 2000 13 April 2002 Lauterpacht’
Boundary Ajibola
Commission' Reisman’
Schwebel®
Watts?
XXXVIII Eritrea-Ethiopia Settlement of claims arising 12 December 2000 1 July 2003 van Houtte’
Claims Commission'  from armed conflict Partial Awards for Aldrich?
prisoner of war claims  Crook?
28 April 2004 Paul?
Partial Awards for Reed?
- ee
central front claims
XXXIX. Dr. Horst Reineccius; Dispute with former private 7 March 2001; 31 August 22 November 2002 Reisman®
First Eagle SoGen shareholders 2001; 24 October 2001 Partial Award van den Berg®
Funds, Inc.; Mr.P.M. 19 September 2003 Frowein?
Mathieu — Bank for Final Award Krafft?
International Lagarde?
Settlements'

1. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
2. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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PCA Annual

Report

2004

Annex 2

Cases Submitted to Arbitration before the Permanent Court of Arbitration
or Conducted with the Cooperation of the International Bureau

Parties Case Date Arbitration Date of Award Arbitrators'
Initiated
L United States of America Pious Fund of the Californias 22 May 1902 14 October 1902 Matzen
— Republic of Mexico Sir Fry
de Martens
Asser
de Savornin Lohman
II.  Great Britain, Germany  Preferential Treatment of Claims 7 May 1903 22 February 1904 Mourawieff
and Italy — Venezuela of Blockading Powers Against Lammasch
Venezuela de Martens
III.  Japan — Germany, Japanese House Tax 28 August 1902 22 May 1905 Gram
France and Great Britain  (leases held in perpetuity) Renault
Motono
IV. France — Great Britain Muscat Dhows 13 October 1904 8 August 1905 Lammasch
(fishing boats of Muscat) Fuller
de Savornin Lohman
V.  France — Germany Deserters of Casablanca 10/24 November 1908 22 May 1909 Hammarskjold
Sir Fry
Fusinato
Kriege
Renault
VI. Norway — Sweden? Maritime Boundary 14 March 1908 23 October 1909 Loeff?
(Grisbadarna Case) Beichmann
Hammarskjold
VII. United States of America North Atlantic Coast Fisheries 27 January 1909 7 September 1910 Lammasch
— Great Britain de Savornin Lohman
Gray
Sir Fitzpatrick
Drago
VIII. United States of Orinoco Steamship Company 13 February 1909 25 October 1910 Lammasch
Venezuela — United Beernaert
States of America de Quesada
IX. France — Great Britain Arrest and Restoration of 25 October 1910 24 February 1911 Beernaert
Savarkar Ce de Desart
Renault
Gram
de Savornin Lohman
X.  Italy —Peru Canevaro Claim 25 April 1910 3 May 1912 Renault
Fusinato
Alvarez
Calderon
XI.  Russia — Turkey? Russian Claim for Indemnities 22 July/4 August 1910 11 November 1912 Lardy
(damages claimed by Russia for Bon de Taube
delay in payment of compensa- Mandelstam®
tion owed to Russians injured in H.A. Bey®
the war of 1877-1878) AR. Bey’
XII.  France — Italy French Postal Vessel 26 January/6 March 1912 6 May 1913 Hammarskjold
“Manouba” Fusinato
Kriege
Renault
Bon de Taube

For summaries of the arbitral awards in most of these cases, see P. Hamilton, et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration
and Dispute Resolution — Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law International 1999) pp. 29-281.

1. The names in bold type are those of the Presidents.
2. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
3. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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Parties Case Date Arbitration Date of Award Arbitrators
Initiated
XXVII.  United States of Heathrow Airport User Charges 16 December 1988 30 November 1992 Foighel
America — United (treaty obligations; amount of 2 May 1994 Fielding?
Kingdom of Great damages) Settlement on amount Lever’
Britain and Northern of damages
Ireland'
XXVIII. Moiz Goh Pte. Ltd —  Contract dispute 14 December 1989 5 May 1997 Pinto’
State Timber
Corporation of Sri
Lanka'
XXIX. African State — two Investment dispute - 30 September 1997 Jennings
foreign nationals' Settled by agreement of ~Wallace’
parties Hossain®
XXX. Technosystem SpA — Contract dispute 21 February 1996 25 November 1996 Ajibola
Taraba State Lack of jurisdiction
Government and the
Federal Government
of Nigeria'
XXXI. Asian State-owned Contract dispute - 2 October 1996 Jennings
enterprise — three Award on agreed terms ~ Parker?
European enterprises’ Hossain?
XXXII.  State of Eritrea — Eritrea/Yemen — Sovereignty of 3 October 1996 9 October 1998 Jennings
Republic of Yemen'  Various Red Sea Islands Award on sovereignty Schwebel?
(sovereignty; maritime El-Kosheri’
delimitation) 17 December 1999 Highet?
Award on maritime Higgins
delimitation
XXXIII.  Italy — Costa Rica' Loan Agreement between Italy 11 September 1997 26 June 1998 Lalive?
and Costa Rica Ferrari Bravo
(dispute arising under financing Hernandez Valle?
agreement)
XXXIV. Larsen — Hawaiian Treaty interpretation 30 October 1999 5 February 2001 Crawford?
Kingdom' Greenwood?
Griffith?
XXXV. The Netherlands — Treaty interpretation 21 October/17 December 12 March 2004 Skubiszewski
France' 1999 Guillaume
Kooijmans’
XXXVI. European corporation Contract dispute 4 August 2000 Settled by agreement of Kuckenberg®
— African government parties De Moor”
Desta’
XXXVII. Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary dispute 12 December 2000 13 April 2002 Lauterpacht
Boundary Ajibola
Commission' Reisman’
Schwebel®
Watts
XXXVIII Eritrea-Ethiopia Settlement of claims arising 12 December 2000 1 July 2003 van Houtte’
Claims Commission'  from armed conflict Partial Awards for Aldrich?
prisoner of war claims  Crook?
28 April 2004 Paul?
Partial Awards for Reed?
- ee
central front claims
XXXIX. Dr. Horst Reineccius; Dispute with former private 7 March 2001; 31 August 22 November 2002 Reisman®
First Eagle SoGen shareholders 2001; 24 October 2001 Partial Award van den Berg®
Funds, Inc.; Mr.P.M. 19 September 2003 Frowein?
Mathieu — Bank for Final Award Krafft?
International Lagarde?
Settlements'

1. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
2. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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Annex 2

Cases Submitted to Arbitration before the Permanent Court of Arbitration
or Conducted with the Cooperation of the International Bureau

Parties

Case

Date Arbitration
Initiated

Date of Award

Arbitrators'

1L

L

Iv.

VL

VIL

VIII.

IX.

XL

XIL

United States of America
— Republic of Mexico

Great Britain, Germany
and Italy - Venezuela

Japan ~ Germany,
France and Great Britain

France - Great Britain

France — Germany

Norway — Sweden’

United States of America
— Great Britain

United States of
Venezuela — United
States of America

France - Great Britain

Italy ~ Peru

Russia — Turkey?

France — Italy

Pious Fund of the Californias

Preferential Treatment of Claims
of Blockading Powers Against
Venezuela

Japanese House Tax
(leases held in perpetuity)

Muscat Dhows
(fishing boats of Muscat)

Deserters of Casablanca

Maritime Boundary
(Grisbadarna Case)

North Atlantic Coast Fisheries

Orinoco Steamship Company

Arrest and Restoration of
Savarkar

Canevaro Claim

Russian Claim for Indemnities
(damages claimed by Russia for
delay in payment of compensa-
tion owed to Russians injured in
the war of 1877-1878)

French Postal Vessel
“Manouba”

22 May 1902

7 May 1903

28 August 1902

13 October 1904

10/24 November 1908

14 March 1908

27 January 1909

13 February 1909

25 October 1910

25 April 1910

22 July/4 August 1910

14 October 1902

22 February 1904

22 May 1905

8 August 1905

22 May 1909

23 October 1909

7 September 1910

25 October 1910

24 February 1911

3 May 1912

11 November 1912

26 January/6 March 1912 6 May 1913

Matzen

Sir Fry

de Martens

Asser

de Savornin Lohman

Mourawieff
Lammasch
de Martens

Gram
Renault
Motono

Lammasch
Fuller
de Savornin Lohman

Hammarskjold
Sir Fry
Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Loeff?
Beichmann
Hammarskjold

Lammasch

de Savornin Lohman
Gray

Sir Fitzpatrick
Drago

Lammasch
Beernaert
de Quesada

Beernaert

Ce de Desart
Renault

Gram

de Savornin Lohman

Renault
Fusinato

Alvarez
Calderén

Lardy

Bon de Taube
Mandelstam®
H.A. Bey’
AR. Bey’

Hammarskjold
Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Bon de Taube

For summaries of the arbitral awards in many of these cases, see P. Hamilton, et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration
and Dispute Resolution — Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law International 1999) pp. 29-281.

1. The names in bold type are those of the Presidents.
2. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
3. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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Parties Case Date Arbitration Date of Award Arbitrators
Initiated
XXVII.  United States of Heathrow Airport User Charges 16 December 1988 30 November 1992 Foighel’
America — United (treaty obligations; amount of 2 May 1994 Fielding’
Kingdom of Great damages) Settlement on amount Lever’
Britain and Northern of damages
Ireland'
XXVIIL.  Moiz Goh Pte. Ltd = Contract dispute 14 December 1989 5 May 1997 Pinto’
State Timber
Corporation of Sri
Lanka'
XXIX.  African State—two  Investment dispute - 30 September 1997 Jennings
foreign nationals' Settled by agreement of Wallace®
parties Hossain®
XXX. Technosystem SpA — Contract dispute 21 February 1996 25 November 1996 Ajibola
Taraba State Lack of jurisdiction
Government and the
Federal Government
of Nigeria!
XXXI.  Asian State-owned Contract dispute - 2 October 1996 Jennings
enterprise — three Award on agreed terms ~ Parker’
European enterprises' Hossain?
XXXII.  State of Eritrea — Eritrea/Yemen — Sovereignty of 3 October 1996 9 October 1998 Jennings
Republic of Yemen'  Various Red Sea Islands Award on sovereignty Schwebel’
(sovereignty; maritime El-Kosheri’
delimitation) 17 December 1999 Highet?
Award on maritime Higgins
delimitation
XXXIII. Italy - Costa Rica' Loan Agreement between Italy 11 September 1997 26 June 1998 Lalive’
and Costa Rica Ferrari Bravo
(dispute arising under financing Hemandez Valle?
agreement)
XXXIV. Larsen — Hawaiian Treaty interpretation 30 October 1999 5 February 2001 Crawford®
Kingdom' Greenwood’
Griffith?
XXXV. The Netherlands — Treaty interpretation 21 October/17 December 12 March 2004 Skubiszewski
France' 1999 Guillaume
Kooijmans*
XXXVI. European corporation Contract dispute 4 August 2000 Settled by agreement of Kuckenberg’
— African government parties De Moor?
Desta’
XXXVII. Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary dispute 12 December 2000 13 April 2002 Lauterpacht
Boundary Ajibola
Commission' Reisman’
Schwebel’
Watts
XXXVIII Eritrea-Ethiopia Settlement of claims arising 12 December 2000 1 July 2003 van Houtte?
Claims Commission'  from armed conflict Partial Awards for Aldrich?
Prisoner of War claims  Crook?
28 April 2004 Paul?
Partial Awards for Reed?
Central Front claims
17 December 2004
Partial Awards for
Civilians Claims
19 December 2005
Partial Awards for
Remaining Liability
Claims
XXXIX. Dr. Horst Reineccius; Dispute with former private 7 March 2001; 31 August 22 November 2002 Reisman’
First Eagle SoGen shareholders 2001; 24 October 2001 Partial Award van den Berg’
Funds, Inc.; Mr.P.M. 19 September 2003 Frowein®
Mathieu — Bank for Final Award Krafft?
International Lagarde?
Settlements'

1. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
2. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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Annex 2

Cases Conducted Under the Auspices of the Permanent Court of Arbitration
or Conducted with the Cooperation of the International Bureau

Parties

Case

Date Arbitration
Initiated

Date of Award

Arbitrators'

I

111

Iv.

VL

VIL

VIIL

IX.

XI.

XII.

United States of America

— Republic of Mexico

Great Britain, Germany
and Italy — Venezuela

Japan — Germany,

France and Great Britain

France — Great Britain

France — Germany

Norway — Sweden’

United States of America

— Great Britain

United States of
Venezuela — United
States of America

France — Great Britain

Italy — Peru

Russia — Turkey?

France — Italy

Pious Fund of the Californias

Preferential Treatment of Claims
of Blockading Powers Against
Venezuela

Japanese House Tax
(leases held in perpetuity)

Muscat Dhows
(fishing boats of Muscat)

Deserters of Casablanca

Maritime Boundary
(Grisbadarna Case)

North Atlantic Coast Fisheries

Orinoco Steamship Company

Arrest and Restoration of
Savarkar

Canevaro Claim

Russian Claim for Indemnities
(damages claimed by Russia for
delay in payment of compensa-
tion owed to Russians injured in
the war of 1877-1878)

French Postal Vessel
“Manouba”

22 May 1902

7 May 1903

28 August 1902

13 October 1904

10/24 November 1908

14 March 1908

27 January 1909

13 February 1909

25 October 1910

25 April 1910

22 July/4 August 1910

14 October 1902

22 February 1904

22 May 1905*

8 August 1905*

22 May 1909*

23 October 1909*

7 September 1910*

25 October 1910

24 February 1911

3 May 1912

11 November 1912

26 January/6 March 1912 6 May 1913

Matzen

Sir Fry

de Martens

Asser

de Savornin Lohman

Mourawieff
Lammasch
de Martens

Gram
Renault
Motono

Lammasch
Fuller
de Savornin Lohman

Hammarskjold
Sir Fry
Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Loeff?
Beichmann
Hammarskjold

Lammasch

de Savornin Lohman
Gray

Sir Fitzpatrick
Drago

Lammasch
Beernaert
de Quesada

Beernaert

Ce de Desart
Renault

Gram

de Savornin Lohman

Renault
Fusinato
Alvarez
Calderon

Lardy

Bon de Taube
Mandelstam®
H.A. Bey®
AR. Bey’

Hammarskjold
Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Bon de Taube

For summaries of the arbitral awards in many of these cases, see P. Hamilton, et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration
and Dispute Resolution — Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law International 1999) pp. 29-281.

* These awards and other case-related documents are available at the website of the Hague Justice Portal: http://www.haguejusticeportal.net.
1. The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.
2. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
3. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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Parties Case Date Arbitration Date of Award Arbitrators
Initiated
XXVII.  United States of Heathrow Airport User Charges 16 December 1988 30 November 1992 Foighel
America — United (treaty obligations; amount of 2 May 1994 Fielding?
Kingdom of Great damages) Settlement on amount Lever’
Britain and Northern of damages
Ireland'
XXVIII. Moiz Goh Pte. Ltd —  Contract dispute 14 December 1989 5 May 1997 Pinto’
State Timber
Corporation of Sri
Lanka'
XXIX. African State — two Investment dispute - 30 September 1997 Jennings
foreign nationals' Settled by agreement of ~ Wallace?
parties Hossain®
XXX. Technosystem SpA — Contract dispute 21 February 1996 25 November 1996 Ajibola
Taraba State Lack of jurisdiction
Government and the
Federal Government
of Nigeria'
XXXI.  Asian State-owned Contract dispute - 2 October 1996 Jennings
enterprise — three Award on agreed terms  Parker’
European enterprises' Hossain?
XXXII.  State of Eritrea — Eritrea/Yemen — Sovereignty of 3 October 1996 9 October 1998 Jennings
Republic of Yemen'  Various Red Sea Islands Award on sovereignty Schwebel®
(sovereignty; maritime El-Kosheri?
delimitation) 17 December 1999 Highet?
Award on maritime Higgins
delimitation
XXXIII.  Italy — Costa Rica' Loan Agreement between Italy 11 September 1997 26 June 1998 Lalive’
and Costa Rica Ferrari Bravo
(dispute arising under financing Hernandez Valle?
agreement)
XXXIV. Larsen — Hawaiian Treaty interpretation 30 October 1999 5 February 2001 Crawford?
Kingdom' Greenwood?
Griffith?
XXXV. The Netherlands — Treaty interpretation 21 October/17 December 12 March 2004 Skubiszewski
France' 1999 Guillaume
Kooijmans’
XXXVI. European corporation Contract dispute 4 August 2000 Settled by agreement of Kuckenberg®
— African government parties De Moor?
Desta’
XXXVII. Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary dispute 12 December 2000 13 April 2002 Lauterpacht
Boundary Ajibola
Commission' Reisman’
Schwebel®
Watts
XXXVIII Eritrea-Ethiopia Settlement of claims arising 12 December 2000 1 July 2003 van Houtte’
Claims Commission'  from armed conflict Partial Awards for Aldrich?
Prisoner of War claims  (Crook?
28 April 2004 2
Partial Awards for gzléijz
Central Front claims
17 December 2004
Partial Awards for
Civilians Claims
19 December 2005
Partial Awards for
Remaining Liability
Claims
XXXIX. Dr. Horst Reineccius; Dispute with former private 7 March 2001; 31 August 22 November 2002 Reisman®
First Eagle SoGen shareholders 2001; 24 October 2001 Partial Award van den Berg?
Funds, Inc.; Mr.P.M. 19 September 2003 Frowein?
Mathieu — Bank for Final Award Krafft®
International Lagarde?
Settlements'

1. Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
2. Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
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CASES CONDUCTED UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE PCA OR WITH THE

COOPERATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUREAU

For summaries of the arbitral awards in many of these cases, see P. Hamilton,
et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration and Dispute
Resolution - Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law
International 1999) pp. 29-281.

Parties Case Date Initiated Date of Award Arbitrators’

1. United States of America Pious Fund of the 22 -05-1902 14 -10-1902% Matzen
- Republic of Mexico Californias Sir Fry

de Martens

Asser

de Savornin Lohman

Great Britain, Germany Preferential Treat- 07 - 05 -1903 22 - 02 -1904* Mourawieff
and Italy - Venezuela ment of Claims of Lammasch
Blockading Powers de Martens

Against Venezuela
Japan - Germany, Japanese House Tax 28 -08-1902 22 - 05 -1905* Gram
France and Great Britain leases held in perpetuity Renault
Motono
France - Great Britain Muscat Dhows 13-10-1904 08 - 08 - 1905* Lammasch
fishing boats of Muscat Fuller

de Savornin Lohman

France - Germany Deserters of 10/24 - 11 - 1908 22 - 05 - 1909* Hammarskjold
Casablanca Sir Fry

Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Norway - Sweden? Maritime Boundary 14 - 03 - 1908 23 -10-1909* Loeff?
Grisbadarna Case Beichmann

Hammarskjold

United States of America North Atlantic 27 -01-1909 07 - 09 - 1910* Lammasch
- Great Britain Coast Fisheries de Savornin Lohman
Gray

Sir Fitzpatrick

Drago

United States of Orinoco Steamship 13- 02 -1909 25-10-1910%* Lammasch
Venezuela - United States Company Beernaert
of America de Quesada
France - Great Britain Arrest and 25-10-1910 24 -02-1911% Beernaert
Restoration of Ce de Desart

Savarkar Renault

Gram

de Savornin Lohman

QUTp WP 2o

These awards and other case-related documents are available at the website of the Hague Justice Portal: www.haguejusticeportal.net.
The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.

Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).

Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.

The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively .

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the Convention of October 18, 1907 was applied.

Pursuant to the Arbitration Agreement the award was rendered in writing.
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PCA Cases - Annex 2

Case

Date Initiated

Date of Award

Arbitrators’

Parties

33. Italy - Costa Rica®

34. Larsen - Hawaiian
Kingdom?

35. The Netherlands -
France®

36. European corporation -
African government

37. Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary
Commission®

38. Eritrea-Ethiopia Claims
Commission®

39. Dr. Horst Reineccius;
First Eagle SoGen Funds,
Inc.; Mr.P.M. Mathieu -
Bank for International
Settlements?

40. Ireland - United
Kingdom?

41. Saluka Investments B.V. -
Czech Republic?

42. Ireland - United
Kingdom?

43. European government -
European corporation?

44. Two corporations - Asian
government?

45. Malaysian company -

*

African government?

SARAIE SISl

Loan Agreement
between Italy and
Costa Rica

dispute arising under
financing agreement

Treaty
interpretation

Treaty
interpretation

Contract dispute

Boundary dispute

Settlement of
claims arising from
armed conflict

Dispute with former
private shareholders

Proceedings
pursuant to the
OSPAR Convention

Investment treaty
dispute

Proceedings
pursuant to the Law
of the Sea
Convention
(UNCLOS)

Investment treaty
dispute

Contract dispute

Investment treaty
dispute

11 -09 -1997

30-10-1999

21-10-/17-12 -

1999

04 - 08 - 2000

12 -12 - 2000

12 -12 - 2000

07 - 03 - 2001
31-08 - 2001
24 -10 - 2001

15 - 06 - 2001

18 - 06 - 2001

25-10 - 2001

30 - 04 - 2002

16 - 08 - 2002

10 - 02 - 2003

52

26 -06-1998

0§ - 02 - 2001

12 - 03 - 2004

Settled by
agreement
of parties

13- 04 - 2002

01-07 - 2003
Partial Awards for

Prisoner of War claims

28 - 04 - 2004

Partial Awards for

Central Front claims

17 -12 - 2004

Partial Awards for

Civilians Claims

19 -12 - 2005

Partial Awards for Remaining
Liability Claims

22 -11-2002
Partial Award

19 - 09 - 2003
Final Award

2-07-2003

17 - 03 - 2006
Partial Award

24 - 05 -2004
Settled by
agreement

of parties

12 -10 - 2004
Partial Award

Lalive?
Ferrari Bravo
Hernandez Valle?

Crawford?
Greenwood?
Griffith?

Skubiszewski
Guillaume
Kooijmans?

Kuckenberg?
De Moor?
Desta3

Lauterpacht
Ajibola
Reisman3
Schwebel?
Watts

van Houtte?
Aldrich?
Crook?

Paul®

Reed3

Reisman?

van den Berg? Frowein?
Krafft?

Lagarde?

Reisman?
Griffith?
Mustill3

Watts
Behrens?
Fortier?

Mensah?
Fortier?
Hafner
Crawford?
Watts

Hanotiau?
Schneider?
Jarvin?

Van den Berg?
Gaillard?
Layton?

These awards and other case-related documents are available at the website of the Hague Justice Portal: www.haguejusticeportal.net.
The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.
Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively .

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the Convention of October 18, 1907 was applied.
Pursuant to the Arbitration Agreement the award was rendered in writing.
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Annex 2

CASES CONDUCTED UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE PCA OR WITH THE

COOPERATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUREAU

For summaries of the arbitral awards in many of these cases, see P. Hamilton,
et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration and Dispute
Resolution - Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law
International 1999) pp. 29-281.

Parties Case Date Initiated Date of Award Arbitrators’

1. United States of America Pious Fund of the 22 -05-1902 14 -10-1902% Matzen
- Republic of Mexico Californias Sir Fry

de Martens

Asser

QUTp WP 2o

Great Britain, Germany

and Italy - Venezuela

Japan - Germany,

France and Great Britain

France - Great Britain

France - Germany

Norway - Sweden?

United States of America

- Great Britain

United States of

Venezuela - United States

of America

Preferential Treat-
ment of Claims of
Blockading Powers
Against Venezuela

Japanese House Tax

leases held in perpetuity

Muscat Dhows
fishing boats of Muscat

Deserters of
Casablanca

Maritime Boundary
Grisbadarna Case

North Atlantic
Coast Fisheries

Orinoco Steamship
Company

07 -05-1903

28 -08-1902

13 -10 - 1904

10/24 - 11 -1908

14 - 03 -1908

27-01-1909

13 - 02 -1909

43

22 - 02 - 1904*

22 - 05 -1905*

08 - 08 - 1905*

22 - 05 -1909*

23-10 - 1909*

07 - 09 - 1910*

25-10 - 1910%*

de Savornin Lohman

Mourawieff
Lammasch
de Martens

Gram
Renault
Motono

Lammasch
Fuller
de Savornin Lohman

Hammarskjold
Sir Fry

Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Loeff:?
Beichmann
Hammarskjold

Lammasch

de Savornin Lohman
Gray

Sir Fitzpatrick
Drago

Lammasch
Beernaert
de Quesada

These awards and other case-related documents are available at the website of the Hague Justice Portal: www.haguejusticeportal.net.
The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.
Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively .

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the Convention of October 18, 1907 was applied.
Pursuant to the Arbitration Agreement the award was rendered in writing.
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PCA Cases - Annex 2

Case

Date Initiated

Date of Award

Arbitrators’

Parties

32. Italy - Costa Rica®

33. Larsen - Hawaiian
Kingdom?

34. The Netherlands -
France®

35. European corporation -
African government

36. Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary
Commission*

37. Eritrea-Ethiopia Claims
Commission®

38. Dr. Horst Reineccius;
First Eagle SoGen Funds,
Inc.; Mr.P.M. Mathieu -
Bank for International
Settlements?

39. Ireland - United
Kingdom?

40. Saluka Investments B.V. -
Czech Republic?

41. Ireland - United
Kingdom?

42. European government -

*

European corporation?

SARAIE SISl

Loan Agreement
between Italy and
Costa Rica

dispute arising under
financing agreement

Treaty
interpretation

Treaty
interpretation

Contract dispute

Boundary dispute

Settlement of
claims arising from
armed conflict

Dispute with former
private shareholders

Proceedings
pursuant to the
OSPAR Convention

Investment treaty
dispute

Proceedings
pursuant to the Law
of the Sea
Convention
(UNCLOS)

Investment treaty
dispute

11 -09 -1997

30-10-1999
21-10-/17-12 -
1999

04 - 08 - 2000

12 -12 - 2000

12 -12 - 2000

07 - 03 - 2001
31-08 - 2001
24 -10 - 2001

15 - 06 - 2001

18 - 06 - 2001

25 -10 - 2001

30 - 04 - 2002

46

26 -06-1998

0§ - 02 - 2001

12 - 03 - 2004

Settled by
agreement
of parties

13- 04 - 2002

01-07 - 2003
Partial Awards for

Prisoner of War claims

28 - 04 - 2004

Partial Awards for

Central Front claims

17 -12 - 2004

Partial Awards for

Civilians Claims

19 -12 - 2005

Partial Awards for Remaining
Liability Claims

22 -11-2002
Partial Award

19 - 09 - 2003
Final Award

02 - 07 - 2003

17 - 03 - 2006
Partial Award

06 - 06 - 2008
Termination order
following withdrawal
of claim

24 - 05 -2004
Settled by
agreement

of parties

These awards and other case-related documents are available at the website of the Hague Justice Portal: www.haguejusticeportal.net.
The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.
Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively .

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the Convention of October 18, 1907 was applied.
Pursuant to the Arbitration Agreement the award was rendered in writing.

Lalive?
Ferrari Bravo

Hernandez Valle?

Crawford?
Greenwood?
Griffith?

Skubiszewski
Guillaume
Kooijmans?

Kuckenberg?
De Moor?
Desta3

Lauterpacht
Ajibola
Reisman3
Schwebel
Watts

van Houtte?
Aldrich?
Crook?

Paul®

Reed3

Reisman?
van den Berg?
Frowein3
Krafft?
Lagarde?

Reisman?
Griffith3
Mustill?

Watts
Behrens3
Fortier?

Mensah?
Fortier?
Hafner
Crawford?
Watts

Hanotiau’
Schneider?
Jarvin3



PCA Annual

Report

2009

Annex 2

CASES CONDUCTED UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE PCA OR WITH THE

COOPERATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUREAU

For summaries of the arbitral awards in many of these cases, see P. Hamilton,
et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration and Dispute
Resolution - Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law
International 1999) pp. 29-281.

Parties Case Date Initiated Date of Award Arbitrators’

1. United States of America Pious Fund of the 22 -05-1902 14 -10-1902% Matzen
- Republic of Mexico Californias Sir Fry

de Martens

Asser

de Savornin Lohman

Great Britain, Germany Preferential Treat- 07 - 05 -1903 22 - 02 -1904* Mourawieff
and Italy - Venezuela ment of Claims of Lammasch
Blockading Powers de Martens

Against Venezuela
Japan - Germany, Japanese House Tax 28 -08-1902 22 - 05 -1905* Gram
France and Great Britain leases held in perpetuity Renault
Motono
France - Great Britain Muscat Dhows 13-10-1904 08 - 08 - 1905* Lammasch
fishing boats of Muscat Fuller

de Savornin Lohman

France - Germany Deserters of 10/24 - 11 - 1908 22 - 05 - 1909* Hammarskjold
Casablanca Sir Fry

Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Norway - Sweden? Maritime Boundary 14 - 03 - 1908 23 -10-1909* Loeff?
Grisbadarna Case Beichmann

Hammarskjold

United States of America North Atlantic 27 -01-1909 07 - 09 - 1910* Lammasch
- Great Britain Coast Fisheries de Savornin Lohman
Gray

Sir Fitzpatrick

Drago

United States of Orinoco Steamship 13- 02 -1909 25-10-1910%* Lammasch
Venezuela - United States Company Beernaert
of America de Quesada
France - Great Britain Arrest and 25-10-1910 24 -02-1911% Beernaert
Restoration of Ce de Desart

Savarkar Renault

Gram

de Savornin Lohman

QUTp WP 2o

These awards and other case-related documents are available at the website of the Hague Justice Portal: www.haguejusticeportal.net.
The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.

Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).

Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.

The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively .

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the Convention of October 18, 1907 was applied.

Pursuant to the Arbitration Agreement the award was rendered in writing.
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PCA Cases - Annex 2

Parties

Case

Date Initiated

Date of Award

Arbitrators’

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35-

36.

*

SARAIE SISl

France - Greece®

Turriff Construction
(Sudan) Limited - Sudan®

United States of America
- United Kingdom of
Great Britain and
Northern Ireland®

Moiz Goh Pte. Ltd -
State Timber Corporation
of Sri Lanka®

African State - two
foreign nationals®

Technosystem SpA -
Taraba State Government
and the Federal
Government of Nigeria®

Asian State-owned
enterprise - three
European enterprises?

State of Eritrea -
Republic of Yemen?

Italy - Costa Rica?

Larsen - Hawaiian
Kingdom?

The Netherlands -
France?

European corporation -
African government

Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary
Commission*

Administration of
Lighthouses

Interpretation of a
construction
contract

Heathrow Airport
User Charges

treaty obligations;
amount of damages

Contract dispute

Investment dispute

Contract dispute

Contract dispute

Eritrea/Yemen -
Sovereignty of
Various Red Sea

Islands
sovereignty;
maritime delimitation

Loan Agreement
between Italy and

Costa Rica
dispute arising under
financing agreement

Treaty

interpretation

Treaty
interpretation

Contract dispute

Boundary dispute

15-07 71931
21-10-1966
16 -12 - 1988
14 -12-1989
21-02-1996
03 -10-1996
11-09-1997
30-10-1999

21-10-/17-12 -
1999

04 - 08 - 2000

12 -12 - 2000

45

24 -07-1956
23-04-1970
30-11-1992
02 - 05-1994
Settlement

on amount

of damages
05-05-1997
30-09 -1997
Settled by
agreement

of parties
25-11-1996
Lack of

jurisdiction

02 -10 - 1996
Award on
agreed terms

09 -10-1998

Award on sovereignty

17 -12-1999
Award on maritime
delimitation

26 -06-1998

05 -02-2001

12 - 03 - 2004

Settled by
agreement
of parties

13- 04 - 2002

Verzijl?
Mestre
Charbouris?

Erades?
Parker?
Bentsi-Enchill3

Foighel®
Fielding?
Lever?

Pinto?

Ajibola

Jennings
Schwebel
El-Kosheri?
Highet?
Higgins

Lalive?
Ferrari Bravo
Hernandez Valle?

Crawford?
Greenwood?
Griffith?

Skubiszewski
Guillaume
Kooijmans?

Lauterpacht
Ajibola
Reisman3
Schwebel
Watts

These awards and other case-related documents are available at the website of the Hague Justice Portal: www.haguejusticeportal.net.
The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.
Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (art. 26 of the 1899 Convention).
Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively .

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the Convention of October 18, 1907 was applied.
Pursuant to the Arbitration Agreement the award was rendered in writing.
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CASES CONDUCTED UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE PCA
OR WITH THE COOPERATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUREAU

For summaries of the arbitral awards in many of these cases, see P. Hamilton,
et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration and Dispute
Resolution - Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law
International 1999) pp. 29-281, and B. Macmahon and F. Smith, Permanent Court
of Arbitration Summaries of Awards 1999-2009 (TMC Asser Press 2010) pp. 39-312.

Parties Case Date Initiated Date of Award Arbitrators’
United States of America Pious Fund of the 22 -05-1902 14 -10 - 1902 Matzen
- Republic of Mexico Californias Sir Fry
de Martens

Asser

de Savornin Lohman

Great Britain, Germany Preferential Treat- 07 - 05 -1903 22 -02-1904 Mourawieff
and Italy - Venezuela ment of Claims of Lammasch
Blockading Powers de Martens

Against Venezuela
Japan - Germany, Japanese House Tax 28 -08-1902 22 - 05 -1905 Gram
France and Great Britain leases held in perpetuity Renault
Motono
France - Great Britain Muscat Dhows 13-10-1904 08 - 08 - 1905 Lammasch
fishing boats of Muscat Fuller

de Savornin Lohman

France - Germany Deserters of 10/24 - 11 - 1908 22 - 05 - 1909 Hammarskjold
Casablanca Sir Fry

Fusinato

Kriege

Renault

Norway - Sweden? Maritime Boundary 14 - 03 - 1908 23-10-1909 Loeff?
Grisbadarna Case Beichmann

Hammarskjold

United States of America North Atlantic 27 -01-1909 07 -09-1910 Lammasch
- Great Britain Coast Fisheries de Savornin Lohman
Gray

Sir Fitzpatrick

Drago

United States of Orinoco Steamship 13- 02 -1909 25-10-1910 Lammasch
Venezuela - United States Company Beernaert
of America de Quesada
France - Great Britain Arrest and 25-10-1910 24 -02-1911 Beernaert
Restoration of Ce de Desart

Savarkar Renault

Gram

de Savornin Lohman

CUE S

The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.

Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (article 26 of the 1899 Convention).

Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.

The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively.

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the 1907 Convention was applied.
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24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35

36.

CUE S

Parties
France - Greece®

Turriff Construction
(Sudan) Limited - Sudan®

United States of America
- United Kingdom of
Great Britain and
Northern Ireland®

Moiz Goh Pte. Ltd -
State Timber Corporation
of Sri Lanka®

African State - two
foreign nationals®

Technosystem SpA -
Taraba State Government
and the Federal
Government of Nigeria®

Asian State-owned
enterprise - three
European enterprises?

State of Eritrea -
Republic of Yemen?

Italy - Costa Rica?

Larsen - Hawaiian
Kingdom?

The Netherlands -
France?

European corporation -
African government

Eritrea-Ethiopia Boundary
Commission®

Case

Administration of
lighthouses

Interpretation of a
construction
contract

Heathrow Airport

user charges
treaty obligations;
amount of damages

Contract dispute

Investment dispute

Contract dispute

Contract dispute

Eritrea/Yemen:
Sovereignty of
various Red Sea

Islands
sovereignty;
maritime delimitation

Loan agreement
between Italy and

Costa Rica
dispute arising under
financing agreement

Treaty

interpretation

Treaty
interpretation

Contract dispute

Boundary dispute

The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.
Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (article 26 of the 1899 Convention).
Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.
The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively.

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the 1907 Convention was applied.

Date Initiated

15-07 71931
21-10-1966
16 -12 - 1988
14 -12-1989
21-02-1996
03 -10-1996
11-09-1997
30-10-1999

21-10-/17-12 -
1999

04 - 08 - 2000

12 -12 - 2000

53

Date of Award

24 -07-1956
23-04-1970
30-11-1992
02 - 05-1994
Settlement

on amount

of damages
05-05-1997
30-09 -1997
Settled by
agreement

of parties
25-11-1996
Lack of
jurisdiction

02 -10 - 1996
Award on

agreed terms

09-10-1998

Award on sovereignty

17 -12-1999
Award on maritime
delimitation

26 -06-1998

05 -02-2001

12 - 03 - 2004

18 -02-2003
Settled by
agreement

of parties

13- 04 - 2002

Arbitrators’
Verzijl?
Mestre
Charbouris?

Erades?
Parker?
Bentsi-Enchill?

Foighel®
Fielding?
Lever?

Pinto?

Ajibola

Jennings
Schwebel?
El-Kosheri?
Highet?
Higgins

Lalive?
Ferrari Bravo
Hernandez Valle?

Crawford?
Greenwood?
Griffith?

Skubiszewski
Guillaume
Kooijmans?

Lauterpacht
Ajibola
Reisman3
Schwebel?
Watts
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CASES CONDUCTED UNDER THE AUSPICES OF THE PCA
OR WITH THE COOPERATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUREAU

For summaries of the arbitral awards in many of these cases, see P. Hamilton,
et al., The Permanent Court of Arbitration: International Arbitration and Dispute
Resolution - Summaries of Awards, Settlement Agreements and Reports (Kluwer Law
International 1999) pp. 29-281, and B. Macmahon and F. Smith, Permanent Court
of Arbitration Summaries of Awards 1999-2009 (TMC Asser Press 2010) pp. 39-312.

Parties Case Date Initiated Date of Award Arbitrators’

1. United States of America Pious Fund of the 22 -05-1902 14 -10 - 1902 Matzen
- Republic of Mexico Californias Sir Fry

de Martens

Asser

de Savornin Lohman

Great Britain, Germany Preferential Treat- 07 - 05 -1903 22 -02-1904 Mourawieff
and Italy - Venezuela ment of Claims of Lammasch
Blockading Powers de Martens

Against Venezuela
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France and Great Britain leases held in perpetuity Renault
Motono
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Venezuela - United States Company Beernaert
of America de Quesada
France - Great Britain Arrest and 25-10-1910 24 -02-1911 Beernaert
Restoration of Ce de Desart

Savarkar Renault

Gram

de Savornin Lohman

CUE S

The names of the presidents are typeset in bold.

Pursuant to article 47 of the 1907 Convention (article 26 of the 1899 Convention).

Not a Member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration.

The proceedings of this case were conducted in writing exclusively.

In this case the summary procedure provided for in Chapter IV of the 1907 Convention was applied.
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Annexure 3 to the note dated S July 2018 from the Chairman of the Council of
Regency of the Hawaiian Kingdom to the President of the United Nations
General Assembly

Memorandum dated 25 February 2018 from the Dr. Alfred M. deZayas,
United Nations Independent Expert, Office of the High Commissioner for
Human Rights, to Honorable Gary W.B. Chang, and Honorable Jeanette H.
Castagnetti, and Members of the Judiciary for the State of Hawai‘i



¢ A\, UNITED NATIONS
{\))) HUMAN RIGHTS

OFFICE OF THE HIGH COMMISSIONER

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights
Palais des Nations, CH-1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland

MEMORANDUM

Date: 25 February 2018

From: Dr. Alfred M. deZayas
United Nations Independent Expert
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

To:  Honorable Gary W. B. Chang, and
Honorable Jeannette H. Castagnetti, and
Members of the Judiciary for the State of Hawaii

Re: The case of Mme Routh Bolomet

As a professor of international law, the former Secretary of the UN Human Rights Committee,
co-author of book, The United Nations Human Rights Committee Case Law 1977-2008, and
currently serving as the UN Independent Expert on the promotion of a democratic and
equitable international order, I have come to understand that the lawful political status of the
Hawaiian Islands is that of a sovereign nation-state in continuity; but a nation-state that is
under a strange form of occupation by the United States resulting from an illegal military
occupation and a fraudulent annexation. As such, international laws (the Hague and Geneva
Conventions) require that governance and legal matters within the occupied territory of the
Hawaiian Islands must be administered by the application of the laws of the occupied state
(in this case, the Hawaiian Kingdom), not the domestic laws of the occupier (the United
States).

Based on that understanding, in paragraph 69(n) of my 2013 report (A/68/284) to the United
Nations General Assembly I recommended that the people of the Hawaiian Islands — and
other peoples and nations in similar situations — be provided access to UN procedures and
mechanisms in order to exercise their rights protected under international law. The
adjudication of land transactions in the Hawaiian Islands would likewise be a matter of
Hawaiian Kingdom law and international law, not domestic U.S. law.

I have reviewed the complaint submitted in 2017 by Mme Routh Bolomet to the United
Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, pointing out historical and
ongoing plundering of the Hawaiians’ lands, particularly of those heirs and descendants with
land titles that originate from the distributions of lands under the authority of the Hawaiian
Kingdom. Pursuant to the U.S. Supreme Court judgment in the Paquete Habana Case (1900),



U.S. courts have to take international law and customary international law into account in
property disputes. The state of Hawaii courts should not lend themselves to a flagrant
violation of the rights of the land title holders and in consequence of pertinent international
norms. Therefore, the courts of the State of Hawaii must not enable or collude in the
wrongful taking of private lands, bearing in mind that the right to property is recognized not
only in U.S. law but also in Article 17 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
adopted under the leadership of Eleanor Roosevelt.

Respectfully, o~

Dr. Alfred M. deZayas . /
United Nations Independent Expert on the promotion of a -
democratic and equitable international order

Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

Palais des Nations, CH-1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland



Annexure 4 to the note dated 5 July 2018 from the Chairman of the Council of
Regency of the Hawaiian Kingdom to the President of the United Nations
General Assembly

Petition for Writ of Mandamus filed 25 June 2018 with the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia by David Keanu Sai, Chairman of
the Council of Regency for the Hawaiian Kingdom, against Donald John
Trump, President of the United States; Philip S. Davidson, Admiral, U.S.
Navy; David Ige, Governor of the State of Hawai‘i; Malcolm Turnbull, Prime
Minister of Australia; Christian Kern, Chancellor of Austria; Hubert Minnis,
Prime Minister of the Bahamas; Charles Michel, Prime Minister of Belgium;
Dean Barrow, Prime Minister of Belize; Dilma Vana Rousseff, President of
Brazil; Justin Trudeau, Prime Minister of Canada; Miguel Diaz-Canel,
President of Cuba; Michelle Bachelet, President of Chile; Xi Jinping,
President of China; Emmanuel Macron, President of France; Angela Merkel,
Chancellor of Germany; Jimmy Morales, President of Guatemala; Viktor
Orban, Prime Minister of Hungary; Giuseppe Conte, Prime Minister of Italy;
Shinzo Abe, Prime Minister of Japan; Xavier Bettel, Prime Minister of
Luxembourg; Enrique Peiia Nieto, President of Mexico; Mark Rutte, Prime
Minister of the Netherlands; Jacinda Ardern, Prime Minister of New
Zealand; Erna Solberg, Prime Minister of Norway; Martin Vizcarra,
President of Peru; Antonio Costa, Prime Minister of Portugal; Vladimir
Putin, President of Russia; Pedro Sanchez, President of Spain; Stefan Lofven,
Prime Minister of Sweden; Alain Berset, President of Switzerland; Theresa
May, Prime Minister of the United Kingdom; Antonio Guterres, Secretary-
General of the United Nations; Miroslav Lajc¢ak, President of the United
Nations General Assembly; Nebenzia Vassily Alekseevich, President of the
United Nations Security Council; Vojislav Suc, President of the United
Nations Human Rights Council; Stef Blok, Netherlands Minister of Foreign
Affairs
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I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

1. When the South China Sea Tribunal cited in its award on jurisdiction the Larsen v.
Hawaiian Kingdom case held at the Permanent Court of Arbitration (“PCA”),' that should
have garnered international attention, especially after the PCA acknowledged the Hawaiian
Kingdom as an independent state and not the fiftieth State of the United States of America.?
The Larsen case was a dispute between a Hawaiian national and his government, who he
claimed was negligent for allowing the unlawful imposition of American laws over
Hawaiian territory that led to the alleged war crimes of unfair trial, unlawful confinement
and pillaging.

2. Larsen sought to have the Tribunal adjudge that the United States had violated his rights,
after which he sought the Tribunal to adjudge that the Hawaiian government was liable for
those violations. Although the United States was formally invited by the Hawaiian
government to join in the arbitration, it chose not to thus raising the indispensable third-
party rule for Larsen to overcome. A common misunderstanding was that the Tribunal was
formed to determine the existence of the Hawaiian Kingdom. It was not. The Tribunal was
formed to settle a dispute between a Hawaiian national and his government, who, he
alleged, did not protect him from the United States.

3. Since the Hawaiian government returned from oral hearings held at the PCA in The Hague
on 7, 8 and 11 December 2000, it has focused attention on education and exposure of the
Hawaiian Kingdom’s prolonged occupation and its legal status as an independent and

sovereign state. This education has since been institutionalized at the University of Hawai‘i

! South China Sea case (Philippines v. China), PCA Case No. 2013-19, Award on Jurisdiction and Admissibility (29
Oct. 2015), p. 71, para. 181, available at: https://pcacases.com/web/sendAttach/1506 (last visited 16 May 2018).

2 Larsen v. Hawaiian Kingdom, PCA Case No. 1999-01, available at: https://pca-cpa.org/en/cases/35/ (last visited 16
May 2018).




and at High Schools throughout Hawai‘i, and has been the subject of academic research
and publications in both law and peer review journals.?
4. The culmination of this exposure and education prompted the largest labor union of public

school teachers and administrators throughout the United States, the National Education

® See, e.g., David J. Bederman & Kurt R. Hilbert, Arbitration—UNCITRAL Rules—justiciability and indispensable
third parties-legal status of Hawaii, 95 Am. J. Int’l. L. 927-933 (2001); Patrick Dumberry, The Hawaiian Kingdom
Arbitration Case and the Unsettled Question of the Hawaiian Kingdom’s Claim to Continuity as an Independent
State under International Law, 1 Chinese J. Int’1 L. 655-684 (2002); Anne Keala Kelly, A kingdom inside: the future
of Hawaiian political identity, 35 Futures 999-1009 (2003); Matthew Craven, Hawai‘i, History and International
Law, 1 Haw. J.L. & Pol. 6-22 (2004); Kanalu Young, An Interdisciplinary Study of the Term “Hawaiian,” 1 Haw.
J.L. & Pol. 23-45 (2004); David Keanu Sai, American Occupation of the Hawaiian State: A Century Unchecked, 1
Haw. J.L. & Pol. 46-81 (2004); Jonathan Kamakawiwo*‘ole Osorio, Ku‘e and Ku‘oko‘a (Resistance and
Independence): History, Law, and Other Faiths, 1 Haw. J.L. & Pol. 92-113 (2004); Kanalu Young, Kuleana: Toward
a Historiography of Hawaiian National Consciousness, 1780-2001, 2 Haw. J.L. & Pol. 1-33 (2006);
Kamanamaikalani Beamer and T. Ka‘eo Duarte, Mapping the Hawaiian Kingdom: A Colonial Venture?, 2 Haw. J.L.
& Pol. 34-52 (2006); Umi Perkins, Teaching Land and Sovereignty—A Revised View, 2 Haw. J.L. & Pol. 97-111
(2006); Brenton Kamanamaikalani Beamer, Na Wai Ka Mana?: ‘Oiwi Agency and European Imperialism in the
Hawaiian Kingdom (2008) (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on file with the
University of Hawai‘i Hamilton Library); David Keanu Sai, “A Slippery Path towards Hawaiian Indigeneity: An
Analysis and Comparison between Hawaiian State Sovereignty and Hawaiian Indigeneity and its use and practice in
Hawai‘i today,” 10 J. L. & Soc. Challenges 68-133 (2008); David Keanu Sai, The American Occupation of the
Hawaiian Kingdom: Beginning the Transition from Occupied to Restored State (2008) (unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on file with the University of Hawai‘i Hamilton Library); Sydney
laukea, E Pa‘a ‘Oukou: Holding and Remembering Hawaiian Understandings of Place and Politics (2008)
(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on file with the University of Hawai‘i Hamilton
Library); Peter Kalawai‘a Moore, He Hawai‘i Kakou: Conflicts and Continuities of History, Culture and Identity in
Hawai‘i (2010) (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on file with the University of
Hawai‘i Hamilton Library); Donovan C. Preza, The Emperical Writes Back: Re-examining Hawaiian Dispossession
Resulting from the Mahele of 1848 (2010) (unpublished M.A. thesis, University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on file with
the University of Hawai‘i at Manoa Library); David Keanu Sai, Ua Mau Ke Ea—Sovereignty Endures: An
Overview of the Political and Legal History of the Hawaiian Islands (2011); Sydney laukea, The Queen and I: A
Story of Dispossessions and Reconnections in Hawai‘i (2011); Lorenz Gonschor, “Ka Hoku o Osiania: Promoting
the Hawaiian Kingdom as a Model for Political Transformation in Nineteenth-Century Oceania,” Agents of
Transculturation: Border-Crossers, Mediators, Go-Betweens (Jobs and Mackenthun, eds.) 157-186 (2013); Kalani
Makekau-Whittaker, Lahui Na‘auao: Contemporary Implications of Kanaka Maoli Agency and Educational
Advocacy During the Kingdom Period (2013) (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on
file with the University of Hawai‘i Hamilton Library); Ronald C. Williams Jr., Claiming Christianity: The Struggle
Over God and Nation in Hawai‘i, 1880-1900 (2013) (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Hawai‘i at
Manoa) (on file with the University of Hawai‘i Hamilton Library); Kamanamaikalani Beamer, No Makou Ka Mana:
Liberating the Nation (2014); Noelani Goodyear-Ka‘opua, Hawai‘i: An Occupied Country, Harvard Int’l Rev. 58-62
(2014); Willy Daniel Kaipo Kauai, The Color of Nationality: Continuities and Discontinuities of Citizenship in
Hawai‘i (Dec. 2014) (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on file with the University
of Hawai‘i Hamilton Library); Lorenz Rudolf Gonschor, “A Power in the World”’: The Hawaiian Kingdom as a
Model of Hybrid Statecraft in Oceania and a Progenitor of Pan-Oceanism (2016) (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,
University of Hawai‘i at Manoa) (on file with the University of Hawai‘i Hamilton Library); Dennis Riches, This is
not America: The Acting Government of the Hawaiian Kingdom Goes Global with Legal Challenges to End
Occupation, Center for Glocal Studies—Seijo University (2016); Alessandro Pulvirenti, The Overthrow of the
Hawaiian Kingdom: Did International Law Permit the Threat of the Use of Force in 1893, 26(4) Swiss. Rev. Int’l &
Eur. L. 581 (2016).



Association (“NEA”), to pass a resolution on 4 July 2017 at its Annual Meeting and
Representative Assembly in Boston, Massachusetts. The resolution titled New Business
Item 37 stated,

The NEA will publish an article that documents the illegal overthrow of the
Hawaiian Monarchy in 1893, the prolonged occupation of the United States
in the Hawaiian Kingdom and the harmful effects that this occupation has
had on the Hawaiian people and resources of the land.*

5. The following year on 25 February 2018, the United Nations Independent Expert on the
promotion of a democratic and equitable international order, Dr. Alfred M. deZayas, Office
of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, sent a communication to United States
President Donald Trump,” former Secretary of State Rex Tillerson,’ former State of
Hawai‘i Attorney General Douglas Chin,’” State of Hawai‘i Judge Gary W.B. Chang of the
Land Court, and State of Hawai‘i Judge Jeanette H. Castagnette of the First Circuit,” that
the United States is in violation of international humanitarian law. The Independent Expert
called upon the United States to comply with international law.

6. Dr. deZayas’ communications were in response to a complaint, filed with the United
Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights in 2017, by Mrs. Routh

Bolomet, a Hawaiian-Swiss citizen residing on the Island of O‘ahu, regarding extra-judicial

4 See “American National Teachers Union Recognizes the Illegal Occupation of the Hawaiian Kingdom,” available
at: http://hawaiiankingdom.org/blog/american-national-teachers-union-recognizes-the-illegal-occupation-of-the-
hawaiian-kingdom/ (last visited 16 May 2018).

5 Available at: http://hawaiiankingdom.org/pdf/La_Poste_Tracking (US Pres Trump).pdf (last visited 16 May
2018).

® Available at: http://hawaiiankingdom.org/pdf/La_Poste_Tracking (US_Sec State Tillerson).pdf (last visited 16
May 2018).

7 Available at: http://hawaiiankingdom.org/pdf/La_Poste_Tracking (SOH_AG_Chin).pdf (last visited 16 May
2018).

8 Available at: http:/hawaiiankingdom.org/pdf/La_Poste Tracking (SOH Judge Chang).pdf (last visited 16 May
2018).

9 Available at: http://hawaiiankingdom.org/pdf/La_Poste_Tracking (SOH_Judge Castagnetti).pdf (last visited 16
May 2018).
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proceedings by two separate State of Hawai‘i courts involving real property. In his
communication to State of Hawai‘i judges Gary W.B. Changand to Jeanette H.
Castagnetti. Dr. deZayas stated:

As a professor of international law, the former Secretary of the UN Human
Rights Committee, co-author of book, The United Nations Human Rights
Committee Case Law 1977-2008, and currently serving as the UN
Independent Expert on the promotion of a democratic and equitable
international order, I have come to understand that the lawful political status
of the Hawaiian Islands is that of a sovereign nation-state in continuity; but
a nation-state that is under a strange form of occupation by the United States
resulting from an illegal military occupation and fraudulent annexation. As
such, international laws (the Hague and Geneva Conventions) require that
governance and legal matters within the occupied territory of the Hawaiian
Islands must be administered by the application of the laws of the occupied
state (in this case, the Hawaiian Kingdom), not the domestic laws of the
occupier (the United States).

Based on that understanding, in paragraph 69(n) of my 2013 report
(A/68/284) to the United Nations General Assembly I recommended that
the people of the Hawaiian Islands—and other peoples and nations in
similar situations—be provided access to UN procedures and mechanisms
in order to exercise their rights protected under international law. The
adjudication of land transactions in the Hawaiian Islands would likewise be
a matter of Hawaiian Kingdom law and international law, not domestic U.S.
law.

I have reviewed the complaint submitted in 2017 by Mme Routh Bolomet
to the United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights,
pointing out historical and ongoing plundering of the Hawaiians’ lands,
particularly of those heirs and descendants with land titles that originate
from the distributions of land under the authority of the Hawaiian Kingdom.
Pursuant to the U.S. Supreme Court judgment in the Paquete Habana Case
(1900), U.S. courts have to take international law and customary
international law into account in property disputes. The state of Hawaii
courts should not lend themselves to a flagrant violation of the rights of the
land title holders and in consequence of pertinent international norms.
Therefore, the courts of the State of Hawaii must not enable or collude in
the wrongful taking of private lands, bearing in mind that the right to
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property is recognized not only in U.S. law but also in Article 17 of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, adopted under the leadership of
Eleanor Roosevelt.!?

Dr. deZayas acknowledges that extrajudicial proceedings by United States and State of
Hawai‘i courts, situated within Hawaiian territory, are not in compliance with international
humanitarian law, and, therefore, constitutes a “pattern of gross violations.”!!

The failure of the United States to administer Hawaiian Kingdom law is in violation of the
1907 Hague Convention, IV, Respecting the Laws and Customs of War on Land (36 Stat.
2199) (“HC 1V”) and the 1949 Geneva Convention, 1V, Relative to the Protection of
Civilian Persons in Time of War (6 U.S.T. 3516) (“GC IV”) and constitutes breaches of
international humanitarian law,'> which has been codified under 18 U.S.C. § 2441—War
Crimes. As a norm of customary international law, there are no statutes of limitations for
war crimes.'?

This case concerns 125 years of an illegal and prolonged occupation of the Hawaiian
Kingdom by the United States, and for violations of international human rights law and
international humanitarian law. For over a century, the United States has unlawfully
imposed United States domestic laws within the territory of the Hawaiian Kingdom, being

an independent state, without the consent of the Hawaiian Kingdom government or under

any permissive rule of customary international law.

10 Communication by the Independent Expert on the promotion of a democratic and equitable international order
(25 Feb. 2018), available at: http://hawaiiankingdom.org/pdf/Dr_deZayas Memo_2 25 2018.pdf (last visited 16
May 2018).

' ECOSOC, Official Records, 11% Sess., (1950), Summary Record of the Hundred and Sixtieth Meeting of the
Social Committee: UN doc. E/AC.7/SR.637.

121d., E/AC.7/SR.638.

13 Jean-Marie Henckaerts and Louise Doswald-Beck, Customary International Humanitarian Law: Rule 160 (2005),
available at: http://www.icrc.org/customary-ihl/eng/docs/vl _cha chapter44 rulel60 (last visited 16 May 2018).
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II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

10.  This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331. Treaties,
international agreements and customary international law are principle sources of
international law utilized by United States courts.!*

11.  Petitioner requests that this Court invoke its jurisdiction, under the All Writs Act, 28 U.S.C.
§ 1651(a), to grant immediate mandamus relief enjoining a federal officer, from acting in
derogation of the HC IV and the GC 1V, for failing to administer the laws of the Hawaiian
Kingdom. The All Writs Act permits this Court to “issue all writs necessary or appropriate
in aid of their respective jurisdictions and agreeable to the usages and principles of law.”
28 U.S.C. § 1651(a).

12. Judicial review of this action is authorized under the Administrative Procedure Act, 5
U.S.C. § 702 whereby an “action in a court of the United States seeking relief other than
money damages and stating a claim that an agency or an officer or employee thereof acted
or failed to act in an official capacity or under color of legal authority shall not be dismissed
nor relief therein be denied on the ground that it is against the United States or that the
United States is an indispensable party.”

13. 5 U.S.C. § 702 allows suit to be brought against the United States or any of its agencies or
officers. The sovereign immunity defense has been withdrawn with respect to actions
seeking relief other than money damages, such as a writ of mandamus. Bowen v.

Massachusetts, 487 U.S. 879 (1988).

14 Restatement Third of Foreign Relations Law of the United States § 102 (1987). See also Statute of the
International Court of Justice, 26 June 1945, art. 38(1) (59 Stat. 1055, T.I.A.S. No. 993); The Paquete Habana, 175
U.S. 677, 700 (1900).
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14.  Nominal Respondents are parties to this action not “because any specific relief is demanded
as against [them], but because [their] connection with the subject-matter is such that the
[petitioner’s] action would be defective...if [they] were not joined.”"*

15. The United States District Court for the District of Columbia is a proper venue for this
action under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) because the majority of the Respondents’ offices are in

the District of Columbia.

III. THE PARTIES
Petitioner David Keanu Sai, Ph.D.

16. The Petitioner is Chairman of the acting Council of Regency and represents the Hawaiian
Kingdom as a sovereign and body politic whose principal office is at P.O. Box 2194,
Honolulu, HI 96805-2194. On 20 December 1849, the Hawaiian Kingdom entered into a
Treaty of Friendship, Commerce and Navigation with the Hawaiian Kingdom. The
Hawaiian Kingdom is also a Contracting Power to the 1893 Executive Agreement, by
exchange of notes; the GC IV; Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (11
December 2013); and the Statute of the International Criminal Court (12 December 2013).

Respondent Donald John Trump

17. Respondent Donald John Trump (“Respondent Trump”) is President and represents the
United States as a sovereign and body politic whose office is at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue,
NW, Washington, D.C. 20500. On 20 December 1849, the United States entered into a
Treaty of Friendship, Commerce and Navigation with the Hawaiian Kingdom (9 Stat. 977).

The United States is also a Contracting Power to the 1893 Executive Agreement, by

15 Black’s Law Dictionary 1049 (6" ed.,1990).
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18.

19.

exchange of notes; the 1899 Hague Convention, 11, with Respect to the Laws and Customs
of War on Land (32 Stat. 1779); the HC IV; the GC IV; Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949
Geneva Conventions (12 December 1977); and the Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949
Geneva Conventions (12 December 1977). The United States is also a Contracting Power
to the 1907 Hague Convention, 1, for the Pacific Settlement of International Disputes, and
a member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (36 Stat. 2199) (“HC I”).

In 1893, the United States maintained a diplomatic representative accredited to the Court
of Hawai‘i in Honolulu—His Excellency John L. Stevens, Envoy Extraordinary and
Minister Plenipotentiary. The United States also maintained Consulates in Honolulu—
H.W. Severance, Consul-General, and W. Porter Boyd, Deputy Consul-General; Hilo—C.
Furneaux, Consular Agent; Kahului—A.F. Hopke, Consular Agent; and Mahukona—C.L.
Wight, Consular Agent. The Hawaiian Kingdom maintained a diplomatic representative
accredited to the United States in Washington, D.C.—His Excellency J. Mott Smith,
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary. The Hawaiian Kingdom also maintained
Consulates in New York—E.H. Allen, Consul General; San Francisco—F.S. Pratt, Consul
General; Philadelphia—Robert H. Davis, Consul; San Diego—Jas. W. Girvin, Consul;
Boston—Lawrence Bond, Consul; Portland—J. McCraken, Consul; Port Townsend—
James G. Swan, Consul; and Seattle—G.R. Carter, Consul.

Respondent Philip S. Davidson

Respondent Philip S. Davidson is an Admiral in the United States Navy and Commander
of United States Indo-Pacific Command, an armed force, whose office is at Box 64031,

Camp H.M. Smith, Hawai‘i 96861-4031.
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20.

21.

22.

Respondent David Ige
Respondent David Ige is Governor of the State of Hawai‘i, a private armed force, whose
office is at Executive Chambers, State Capital, Honolulu, Hawai‘i 96813.

Nominal Respondent Malcolm Turnbull

Nominal Respondent Malcolm Turnbull is Prime Minister and represents Australia as a
sovereign and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 1601
Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20036. Australia is a member State of the
Commonwealth Realm with the British Crown, as its Head of State, who appoints its Prime
Minister. The British Crown entered into a Treaty Friendship, Commerce and Navigation
with the Hawaiian Kingdom (10 July 1851). Australia is a Contracting Power to the GC IV
(14 October 1958); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (21 June
1991); Additional Protocol (IT) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (21 June 1991); and
Statute of the International Criminal Court (1 July 2002). Australia is also a Contracting
Power to the HC I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (21 February 1997).
In 1893, the British Crown maintained a diplomatic representative accredited to the Court
of Hawai‘i in Honolulu—His Excellency J.H. Wodehouse, Minister Resident. The British
Crown also maintained a Consulate in Honolulu—T.R. Walker, Vice-Consul. The
Hawaiian Kingdom maintained Consulates in Sydney, New South Wales—E.O. Smith,
Consul-General; Melbourne, Victoria—G.N. Oakley, Consul; Brisbane, Queensland—
Alex B. Webster, Consul; Hobart, Tasmania—Captain Hon. Audley Coote, Consul;
Launceston, Tasmania—Geo. Collins, Vice-Consul; Newcastle, and New South Wales—

W.H. Moulton, Consul.
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23.

24.

25.

Nominal Respondent Christian Kern

Nominal Respondent Christian Kern is Chancellor and represents Austria as a sovereign
and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 3524
International Court, NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. Austria is a successor State of the
former Austro-Hungarian Empire, which entered into a Treaty of Friendship with the
Hawaiian Kingdom (18 June 1875). The Hawaiian government takes the position that the
treaty is in effect, excepting matters of jura personalia of Hungary, until Austria denounces
the treaty with the Hawaiian Kingdom.!® Additionally, Austria is a Contracting Power to
the HC IV (27 November 1909); GC IV (27 August 1953); Additional Protocol (I) to the
1949 Geneva Conventions (13 August 1982); Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva
Conventions (13 August 1982); and Statute of the International Criminal Court (28
December 2000). Austria is also a Contracting Power to the HC I and member of the
Permanent Court of Arbitration (12 November 1918).

In 1893, Austria, formerly known as the Austro-Hungarian Empire, maintained a Consulate
in Honolulu—H.F. Glade, Consul. The Hawaiian Kingdom maintained a Consulate in
Vienna—V. von Schonberger, Consul.

Nominal Respondent Hubert Minnis
Nominal Respondent Hubert Minnis is Prime Minister and represents the Bahamas as a

sovereign and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 2220

16 “Huber...declares that it is necessary to admit succession as the principle, or the cases in which succession does
not take place cannot be explained, yet...he admits (i.) that only the contracting powers can decide which of the
treaties are jura personalia, whence it follows that, if A asserts and B denies that a treaty is of this class, it goes to
the ground, unless B is prepared and able to force A to maintain it; (ii.) that the clause implicit in every treaty, rebus
sic stantibus, holds in the case of even those treaties which are not jura personalia, so that evidently the other party
can always denounce a treaty on that ground; (iii.) that if treaties which jura personalia do pass over, whether tacitly
or by express arrangement, this is a case of a new treaty.” Arthur Berriedale Keith, The Theory of State Succession
20 (1907).
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26.

27.

Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. The Bahamas is a member State of
the Commonwealth Realm with the British Crown, as its Head of State, who appoints its
Prime Minister. The British Crown entered into a Treaty Friendship, Commerce and
Navigation with the Hawaiian Kingdom (10 July 1851). The Bahamas is a Contracting
Power to the GC IV (11 July 1975); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva
Conventions (10 April 1980); Additional Protocol (IT) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (10
April 1980); and Statute of the International Criminal Court (29 December 2000). The
Bahamas is also a Contracting Power to the HC I and member of the Permanent Court of
Arbitration (13 June 2016).

In 1893, the British Crown maintained a diplomatic representative accredited to the Court
of Hawai‘i in Honolulu—His Excellency J.H. Wodehouse, Minister Resident. The British
Crown also maintained a Consulate in Honolulu—T.R. Walker, Vice-Consul.

Nominal Respondent Charles Michel

Nominal Respondent Charles Michel is Prime Minister and represents Belgium as a
sovereign and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 3330
Garfield Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. Belgium entered into a Treaty of Amity,
Commerce and Navigation with the Hawaiian Kingdom (4 October 1862). Additionally,
Belgium is a Contracting Power to the HC IV (8 August 1910); GC IV (3 September 1952);
Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (20 May 1986); Additional
Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (20 May 1986); and Statute of the
International Criminal Court (28 June 2000). Belgium is also a Contracting Power to the

HC I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (7 October 1910).
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28.

29.

30.

31.

In 1893, Belgium maintained a Consulate in Honolulu—IJ.F. Hackfeld, Consul. The
Hawaiian Kingdom maintained Consulates in Antwerp—Victor Forge, Consul-General;
Ghent—E. Coppieters, Consul; Liege—Jules Blanpain, Consul; and Bruges—FEmile Van
den Brande, Consul;
Nominal Respondent Dean Barrow

Nominal Respondent Dean Barrow is Prime Minister and represents Belize as a sovereign
and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 2535
Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. Belize is a member State of the
Commonwealth Realm with the British Crown, as its Head of State, who appoints its Prime
Minister. The British Crown entered into a Treaty Friendship, Commerce and Navigation
with the Hawaiian Kingdom (10 July 1851). Belize is a Contracting Power to the GC IV
(29 June 1984); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (29 June 1984);
Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (29 June 1984); and Statute of
the International Criminal Court (5 April 2000). Belize is also a Contracting Power to the
HC I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (21 January 2003).
In 1893, the British Crown maintained a diplomatic representative accredited to the Court
of Hawai‘i in Honolulu—His Excellency J.H. Wodehouse, Minister Resident. The British
Crown also maintained a Consulate in Honolulu—T.R. Walker, Vice-Consul.

Nominal Respondent Dilma Vana Rousseff
Nominal Respondent Dilma Vana Rousseff is President and represents Brazil as a
sovereign and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 3006
Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. Brazil is also a Contracting Power

to the HC IV (5 January 1914); GC IV (29 June 1957); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949
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32.

33.

Geneva Conventions (5 May 1992); Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva
Conventions (5 May 1992); and Statute of the International Criminal Court (7 May 2002).
Brazil is also a Contracting Power to the HC I and member of the Permanent Court of
Arbitration (6 March 1914).
Nominal Respondent Justin Trudeau

Nominal Respondent Justin Trudeau is Prime Minister and represents Canada as a
sovereign and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 501
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20001. Canada is a member State of the
Commonwealth Realm with the British Crown, as its Head of State, who appoints its Prime
Minister. The British Crown entered into a Treaty Friendship, Commerce and Navigation
with the Hawaiian Kingdom (10 July 1851). Canada is a Contracting Power to the GC IV
(14 May 1965); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (20 November
1990); Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (20 November 1990); and
Statute of the International Criminal Court (7 July 2000). Canada is also a Contracting
Power to the HC I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (9 July 1994).

In 1893, the British Crown maintained a diplomatic representative accredited to the Court
of Hawai‘i in Honolulu—His Excellency J.H. Wodehouse, Minister Resident. The British
Crown also maintained a Consulate—T.R. Walker, Vice-Consul. The Hawaiian Kingdom
maintained Consulates in Toronto, Ontario—J.E. Thompson, Consul-General, Geo. A.
Shaw, Vice-Consul; Belleville, Ontario—Alex Robertson, Vice-Consul; Kingston,
Ontario—Geo. Richardson, Vice-Consul; Montreal, Quebec—Dickson Anderson, Consul;

Rimouski, Quebec—IJ.N. Pouliot, QC, Vice-Consul; St. John’s, New Brunswick—Allan
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34.

35.

Crookshank, Consul; Varmouth, Nova Scotia—Ed. F. Clements, Vice-Consul; and
Victoria, British Columbia—G.A. Fraser, Consul.
Nominal Respondent Miguel Diaz-Canel
Nominal Respondent Miguel Diaz-Canel is President and represents Cuba as a sovereign
and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 2630 16th Street
NW, Washington, D.C. 20009. Cuba gained its independence from Spain in 1898 and,
therefore, is a successor State to the Treaty of Amity, Commerce and Navigation (29
October 1863) entered into with the Hawaiian Kingdom. The Hawaiian government takes
the position that the treaty is in effect, excepting matters of jura personalia of Spain, until
Cuba denounces the treaty with the Hawaiian Kingdom.!” Additionally, Cuba is a
Contracting Power to the GC IV (15 April 1954); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949
Geneva Conventions (25 November 1982); Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva
Conventions (23 June 1999). Cuba is also a Contracting Power to the HC I and member of
the Permanent Court of Arbitration (22 April 1912).
Nominal Respondent Michelle Bachelet

Nominal Respondent Michelle Bachelet is President and represents Chile as a sovereign
and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 1736
Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. Chile is a Contracting Power to the
GC IV (12 October 1950); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (24
April 1991); Additional Protocol (IT) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (24 April 1991); and
Statute of the International Criminal Court (29 June 2009). Chile is also a Contracting

Power to the HC I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (18 January 1998).

17 Keith, supra note 16.
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36.

37.

38.

39.

In 1893, Chile maintained a Consulate in Honolulu—F.A. Schaefer, Consul. The Hawaiian
Kingdom maintained a Consulate in Valparaiso—D. Thomas, Chargé d'affaires and
Consul-General.
Nominal Respondent Xi Jinping

Nominal Respondent Xi Jinping is President and represents China as a sovereign and body
politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 3505 International Place,
NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. China is also a Contracting Power to the HC IV (10 May
1917); GC IV (28 December 1956); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva
Conventions (14 September 1983); and Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva
Conventions (14 September 1983). China is also a Contracting Power to the HC I and
member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (26 January 1910).
In 1893, China maintained Commercial Agents in Honolulu—Goo Kim, Commercial
Agent, and Wong Kwai, Assistant Commercial Agent. The Hawaiian Kingdom maintained
Consulates in Hong Kong and Shanghai—1J. Johnstone Keswick, Acting Consul-General.

Nominal Respondent Emmanuel Macron
Nominal Respondent Emmanuel Macron is President and represents France as a sovereign
and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 4101 Reservoir
Road, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20007. France entered into a Treaty of Friendship,
Commerce and Navigation with the Hawaiian Kingdom (29 October 1857). Additionally,
France is a Contracting Power to the HC IV (7 October 1910); GC IV (28 June 1951);
Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (11 April 2001); Additional

Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (11 April 2001); and Statute of the
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40.

41.

42.

International Criminal Court (9 June 2000). France is also a Contracting Power to the HC
I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (6 December 1910).
In 1893, France maintained a diplomatic representative accredited to the Court of Hawai‘i
in Honolulu—Mons. G.M.G. Bosseront d’Anglade, Commissioner and Consul General.
The Hawaiian Kingdom maintained a diplomatic representative accredited to the French
Court in Paris—Alfred Houle, Chargé d'affaires and Consul-General, and A.N.H. Teyssier,
Vice-Consul. The Hawaiian Kingdom also maintained Consulates in Marseilles—G. du
Cayla, Consul; Bordeaux—Ernest de Boissac, Consul; Dijon—Vielhounne, Consul;
Libourne—Charles Schoessier, Consul; and Papeete, Tahiti—A.F. Bonet, Consul.
Nominal Respondent Angela Merkel
Nominal Respondent Angela Merkel is Chancellor and represents Germany as a sovereign
and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 4645 Reservoir
Road, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20007. Germany entered into a Treaty of Friendship,
Commerce and Navigation and a Consular Convention with the Hawaiian Kingdom (25
March 1879). Additionally, Germany is a Contracting Power to the HC IV (27 November
1909); GCIV (3 September 1954); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions
(14 February 1991); Additional Protocol (IT) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (14 February
1991); and Statute of the International Criminal Court (11 December 2000). Germany is
also a Contracting Power to the HC I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration
(26 January 1910).
In 1893, Germany maintained a Consulate in Honolulu—H.F. Glade. The Hawaiian

Kingdom maintained Consulates in Bremen—John F. Muller, Consul; Hamburg—Edward
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43.

44,

45.

F. Weber, Consul; Frankfort-on-Maine—Joseph Kopp, Consul; Dresden—Augustus P.
Russ, Consul; and Karlsruhe—H. Muller, Consul.

Nominal Respondent Jimmy Morales
Nominal Respondent Jimmy Morales is President and represents Guatemala as a sovereign
and body politic with its principal place of business in the United States at 2220 R Street,
NW, Washington, D.C. 20008. Guatemala is a Contracting Power to the HC IV (15 March
1911); GC IV (14 May 1952); Additional Protocol (I) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (19
October 1987); Additional Protocol (II) to the 1949 Geneva Conventions (19 October
1987); and Statute of the International Criminal Court (2 April 2012). Guatemala is also a
Contracting Power to the HC I and member of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (14 May
1952).
In 1893, the Hawaiian Kingdom maintained a