Opinion

| have been given the question why it isthat family pactsin roya and princely dynasties (e.g.
Habsburg, Nassau, Lippe and others) by the surrounding world throughout have been regarded as
binding, and in particular the family pact drawn up 14th June 1853 by the House of Paterno (the
Roya House of Aragon, Majorcaand Sicily) having been found valid by Italian Courts of Law.
Regarding dispute on the order of succession the doctrine of public law ordered that the succession
should lawfully be settled by the members of the sovereign dynasty. This opinion is asserted e.g. by
Samuel Pufendorf, “De officio hominis et civis’ (1682) book I, chapter 10, nr 12: Incasea
controversy should arise in regard to the succession in a patrimonial kingdom, it will be best to take
the matter before arbitrators among the royal family.

In thistradition it is reasonable to view to surrounding world s respect for, and the acceptance of the
courts of law of, such family pacts as an expression of that these dynasties are till considered
sovereign in internal matters such as the order of succession.

Regarding the pact in question of the Royal dynasty of Paterno, its validity has been tried and
established several times by courts of law, and it must thus be regarded as valid under both public
and civil law; all considered in the perspective of international princely law.
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I have been given the question why it is that family pacts in royal and princely dynasties (e.g. Habsburg, Nassau, Lippe and others) by the surrounding world throughout have been regarded as binding, and in particular the family pact drawn up 14th June 1853 by the House of Paternò (the Royal House of Aragon, Majorca and Sicily) having been found valid by Italian Courts of Law.
Regarding dispute on the order of succession the doctrine of public law ordered that the succession should lawfully be settled by the members of the sovereign dynasty. This opinion is asserted e.g. by Samuel Pufendorf, “De officio hominis et civis” (1682) book II, chapter 10, nr 12:  In case a controversy should arise in regard to the succession in a patrimonial kingdom, it will be best to take the matter before arbitrators among the royal family. 

In this tradition it is reasonable to view to surrounding world s respect for, and the acceptance of the courts of law of, such family pacts as an expression of that these dynasties are still considered sovereign in internal matters such as the order of succession.

Regarding the pact in question of the Royal dynasty of Paternò, its validity has been tried and established several times by courts of law, and it must thus be regarded as valid under both public and civil law; all considered in the perspective of international princely law.
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