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Belmont

1. Whose money is at issue here and why is it deposited in the United States?

2. On what basis did the U.S. seek money from Belmont and on what grounds did he object to paying it?

3. What distinguishes this case from Holland?

Ntakirutimana v. Reno

1. Who is Ntakirutimana, and what is he alleged to have done in Rwanda?

2. What document or documents does the government rely on to justify handing over Ntakirutimana to the Rwandan Tribunal

3. What legal challenges does Ntakirutimana raise with respect to his surrender?

4. If surrender does not have to be done by treaty, does the majority give us a sense of what international agreements do have to be treaties?

5. If surrender does have to be by treaty, does the dissent give us a sense of when executive agreements or executive/legislative agreemetns are sufficient to bind the United States?

White v. Paulsen

1. What did Dr. Paulsen allegedly do to plaintiffs?

2. Why do you think plaintiffs are bringing claims under international human rights agreements rather than simply bringing a civil rights claim or a standard torts claim?

3. Do the treaties provide a basis for relief?  Why or why not?

In re Kasinga

1. On what basis is Kasinga seeking asylum?

2. What elements does she have to show in order to make out a claim?

3. How do the concurring member of the BIA differ from the majority in their reasoning?

Medellín v. Texas

1. Why does Medellín think he is entitled to reconsideration of his conviction and sentence?

2. What was the Avena case?  Does the US Supreme Court owe any particular deference to the ICJ with respect to how Medellín’s case should be handled?

3. What treaties are at issue in this case?  Are any of them self-executing?

4. What test does Chief Justice announce for determining whether or not a treaty is self-executing?

