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I. INFORMATION ABOUT THE PETITION

Petitioners:
Alleged victims:
Respondent State:

Rights invoked:

II. PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE IACHR3

Filing of the petition:
Additional information received at

the stage of initial review:
Notification of the petition to the

State:
State�s first response:

Additional observations from the
petitioner:

Notification of the possible archiving
of the petition:

Petitioner�s response to the
notification regarding the possible

archiving of the petition:

III. COMPETENCE

Competence Ratione personae:
Competence Ratione loci:

Competence Ratione temporis:

Competence Ratione materiae:

IV. DUPLICATION OF PROCEDURES AND INTERNATIONAL RES JUDICATA, COLORABLE
CLAIM, EXHAUSTION OF DOMESTIC REMEDIES ANDTIMELINESS OF THE PETITION

Duplication of procedures and
International res judicata:

Rights declared admissible

Exhaustion of domestic remedies or
applicability of an exception to the

rule:
Timeliness of the petition:



V. ALLEGED FACTS

The petitioners

Background



Oneida Indian Nation v. County of Oneida8

Deere v. State of New York



City of Sherrill v. Oneida Indian Nation

Cayuga Indian Nation v.
Pataki Sherrill

Cayuga

Sherrill Cayuga

en banc



Position of the State

ratione temporis ratione materiae

City of Sherrill v. Oneida Indian Nation

Ratione temporis

ratione temporis

Ratione materiae



ratione materiae

ratione materiae

Fourth Instance

Failure to State a Claim under the American Declaration

prima facie

prima facie

VI. COMPETENCE

ratione
materiae ratione temporis

Ratione materiae

ratione materiae

rationemateriae

Wetzel v. Minnesota Ry. Transfer Co



ratione materiae

ratione ma

rationemateriae

Ratione temporis

ratione temporis

citing

citing



prima facie

ratione temporis

ratione temporis

VII. ANALYSIS OF EXHAUSTION OF DOMESTIC REMEDIES AND COLORABLE CLAIM

Case of Alfonso Martín del Campo Dodd v. Mexico Preliminary Objections





VII. DECISION


