
 
 

Nos. 19-416 and 19-453 

In the Supreme Court of the United States 
 

NESTLÉ USA, INC., PETITIONER 
v. 

JOHN DOE I, ET AL. 
 

CARGILL, INC., PETITIONER 
v. 

JOHN DOE I, ET AL. 
 

ON PETITIONS FOR WRITS OF CERTIORARI 
TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 
 

BRIEF FOR THE UNITED STATES AS AMICUS CURIAE 

 

MARIK A. STRING 
Acting Legal Adviser  
Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 

 NOEL J. FRANCISCO 
Solicitor General 

Counsel of Record 
JOSEPH H. HUNT 

Assistant Attorney General 
JEFFREY B. WALL 

Deputy Solicitor General 
HASHIM M. MOOPPAN 

Deputy Assistant Attorney 
General 

AUSTIN L. RAYNOR 
Assistant to the Solicitor 

General 
MELISSA N. PATTERSON 
DANA L. KAERSVANG 
JOSHUA M. KOPPEL 

Attorneys 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 
SupremeCtBriefs@usdoj.gov 
(202) 514-2217 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


(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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