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READING QUESTIONS
Kiobel v. Royal Dutch Petroleum
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]What are the issue before the Court in this case (on first and supplemental briefings)?  Were these issues left open in Sosa v. Alvarez-Machain?
2. Who are the defendants in this case and what have they allegedly done in violation of the ATS?
3. What is the presumption against extra-territoriality and how does it apply to this case?  That is, are there any reasons to think that the presumption ought not to apply to the ATS?
4. Is there anything left of the ATS after this case?  Do Justice Kennedy’s or Justice Alito and Thomas’s concurrences help to answer that question?
5. In a sort of replay of Medellin, the majority sets out what seems like clear guidelines, while the dissent prefers a multi-factor test.  Which approach do you think is more appropriate?  Is either approach (or are both approaches) consistent with Sosa?
The Lotus
1. On what grounds do the French object to the Turkish government’s actions against M. Demons?
2. What is the holding of the court with respect to the extraterritorial reach of state law?
3. What arguments do the French make for why international law prohibits the Turkish exercise of jurisdiction in this case and how does the court rule on those arguments?
Saudi Arabia v. Nelson
1. How did Nelson become involved with the Saudis?  What is the nature of his complaint?  
2. How did the District Court rule on his claim?
3. How did the Court of Appeals rule?
4. Which exception to the Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act (FSIA) is at issue here?  
5. Which opinion (majority, concurrence, dissent) do you find most persuasive?
6. Why do you think we have a FSIA and do you think the exceptions make sense? 
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