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(I) 

QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

1. Whether domestic corporations are subject to lia-
bility under the Alien Tort Statute (ATS), 28 U.S.C. 
1350. 

2. Whether a cause of action for aiding and abetting 
a violation of international law may be implied under the 
ATS. 

3. Whether general allegations of corporate over-
sight in the United States are sufficient to overcome the 
bar against extraterritorial claims under the ATS. 
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