
Head of state Immunity '" 

In re Doe v. United states (2d Cir. 1988) 6~1" 

Marcoses refuse to comply with a subpoena 
palm prints, voice and handwriting exemplars, 
are entitled to head-of-state immunity. 
investigated for violating the RICO Act, ~B. 

for fingerprints, 
arguing that they 
They were being 

Does ~ former head 
leaves office? 

of state retain immunity after he or she 

2d Cir states only that "there is respectable authority for 
denying head-of-state immunity to a former head-of-state for 
pri vate or criminal acts in violation of American law." ~ M, 7 Yy 

Doesn't that other 2d Cir Marcos case answer this issue 
precisely? CHECK 

In this case, it is clear 
Why does the court begin the 
immunity is a personal right"? 
of the government? 

b{,J B 
that the~munity 
para on ......... 
Is it a personal 

has been WAIVED. 
by saying "Such 
right or a right 

lb~~1 ~--Foreign sovereign immunity, diplomatic immunity, and 
head-of-state immunity all can be waived. See the discussion of 
the policy reasons on "Dlti .. . 

Discuss 669 , Q.2--why should Pena-Irala be able to claim "a 
variant of head-of-state immunity"? Is the Inspector-General of 
Police some big deal? 

What about 6 &~ , Q.3--should good former leaders have this 
protection? Ronald Reagan when he travels abroad?? 
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