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No. 05-5017

LAURA GONZALEZ-VERA, ET AL.,
APPELLANTS

v.

HENRY ALFRED KISSINGER, IN HIS INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY AND
AS NATIONAL SECURITY ADVISOR AND SECRETARY OF STATE,

ET AL.,
APPELLEES

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia

(No. 02cv02240)

Aaron Lloyd, Student Counsel, argued the cause for
appellants.  With him on the brief was Michael E. Tigar.  Ali A.
Beydoun, Christine Parsadaian, Courtney J. Nogar, Debra L.
Spinelli-Hays, James B. Cowden, Karen Corrie, Laura Rotolo,
Melissa Mandor, and Timothy L. Foden entered appearances.

William H. Goodman and Jennifer M. Green were on the
brief for amicus curiae Center for Constitutional Rights in
support of appellants.
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Robert M. Loeb, Attorney, U.S. Department of Justice,
argued the cause for appellees.  With him on the brief were
Gregory G. Katsas, Acting Assistant Attorney General, Kenneth
L. Wainstein, U.S. Attorney, and Barbara L. Herwig, Assistant
Director.

Before:  GINSBURG, Chief Judge, and ROGERS and BROWN,
Circuit Judges.

Opinion for the Court filed by Chief Judge GINSBURG.

GINSBURG, Chief Judge:  The plaintiff-appellants sued the
United States and former Secretary of State and National
Security Advisor, Dr. Henry A. Kissinger, seeking damages for
actions allegedly taken in support of the Pinochet regime in
Chile 30-odd years ago.  The district court held the plaintiffs’
claims justiciable but dismissed the suit on the grounds that the
United States had not waived its sovereign immunity and the
plaintiffs had failed to state a claim upon which relief can be
granted against Dr. Kissinger.  We affirm the judgment of
dismissal but do so on the ground that the plaintiffs’ claims
present a nonjusticiable political question.

I.  Background

In September 1973 Chilean military officers staged a coup
d’état, ousting the elected President, Salvador Allende, and
installing Augusto Pinochet as chairman of the newly formed
military junta.  The plaintiffs allege the Chilean Directorate of
National Intelligence (DINA) thereafter “brutal[ly] repress[ed]”
and attempted “to eliminate” individuals opposed to Pinochet’s
regime.  Complaint ¶ 60.  They further claim “the United States
and/or Henry Kissinger funded, assisted, ... aided and abetted, ...
acted jointly and conspired with known human rights violators”
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in the “Chilean terror apparatus” to violate the human rights of
the plaintiffs and their relatives.  Id. ¶ 2.  In particular, the
plaintiffs allege Kissinger “purposefully act[ed] outside the
proper channels of Congressional oversight of covert
operations” to assist and establish contacts with known terrorists
and “authorized” the CIA to assist the military regime.  Id. ¶¶
43, 65, 69.

After the release of a report from the United States
Department of State suggesting Kissinger was aware of human
rights violations committed by the DINA, see Hinchey Report
on CIA Activities in Chile (Sept. 18, 2001), available at
http://foia.state.gov/Reports/HincheyReport.asp, the plaintiffs
brought suit against the United States and Kissinger under the
Alien Tort Statute (ATS), 28 U.S.C. § 1350; the Torture Victim
Protection Act (TVPA), id. § 1350 note; the common law; and
customary international law.  Compl. ¶ 10.  They sought relief
for, among other things, torture, false imprisonment, wrongful
death, and intentional infliction of emotional distress.  Id. ¶¶
115, 152, 163, 175-76.

The United States moved under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 12(b)(1) to dismiss the complaint for lack of subject
matter jurisdiction because it raised a political question and, in
the alternative, under Rule 12(b)(6) for failure to state a claim
upon which relief can be granted.  The plaintiffs argued the case
was justiciable and they had stated “cognizable claims” against
both the United States and Kissinger.  The district court, terming
it a “close” call whether the claims were justiciable, ultimately
held the political question doctrine was inapplicable.   Ruling on
the merits, the court held (1) the claims against the United States
were barred by sovereign immunity and, (2) because Kissinger
had acted within the scope of his employment, the Westfall Act
barred all but possibly the TVPA claim against him, see 28
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U.S.C. § 2679(b)(1).  Assuming arguendo that the Westfall Act
did not bar the TVPA claim against Kissinger, see id. §
2679(b)(2)(B) (allowing suit “for a violation of a statute of the
United States under which such action against an individual is
otherwise authorized”), the district court held the plaintiffs had
failed to state a claim under that Act because they did not allege
Kissinger had acted under color of foreign law.  See id. § 1350
note. 

II.  Analysis

The plaintiffs ask us to reverse the judgment of the district
court on the grounds that (1) sovereign immunity does not bar
their claims against the United States; (2) they were entitled to
discovery in order to demonstrate Kissinger was not acting
within the scope of his employment; (3) the Westfall Act does
not bar their claim under the ATS; and (4) they have stated a
claim under the TVPA.  The Government first argues the case
is nonjusticiable under the political question doctrine and, in the
alternative, defends the judgment of the district court on the
merits.

A.  Order of Decision

At the outset, the plaintiffs “question whether [the United
States is] procedurally barred from raising th[e] issue” of
justiciability because it did not cross-appeal the district court’s
refusal to apply the political question doctrine.  Because “Rule
12(b)(6) is a threshold procedural requirement that cannot
include a determination of the merits of a claim,” the plaintiffs
maintain the Government has “improperly” asked this court “to
consider justiciability prior to analyzing the District Court’s
dismissal.”
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The plaintiffs mistake the nature of our inquiry.  A
dismissal based upon the political question doctrine is not an
adjudication on the merits.  Hwang Geum Joo v. Japan, 413
F.3d 45, 47 (D.C. Cir. 2005).  Rather, the doctrine is a
“jurisdictional limitation[] imposed upon federal courts by the
‘case or controversy’ requirement of Art[icle] III”; hence “the
presence of a political question ... prevent[s] the power of the
federal judiciary from being invoked by the complaining party.”
Schlesigner v. Reservists Comm. to Stop the War, 418 U.S. 208,
215 (1974); accord Bancoult v. McNamara, 445 F.3d 427,  432
(D.C. Cir. 2006).  It follows that regardless whether the
Government has raised the issue -- in a timely or an untimely
manner or not at all -- we must consider whether the plaintiffs’
claims present a political question lest the court invade the
province of the political branches.  See Steel Co. v. Citizens for
a Better Env’t, 523 U.S. 83, 101-02 (1998).

B.  Application of the Political Question Doctrine

The United States argues our decision in Schneider v.
Kissinger, 412 F.3d 190 (2005), controls this case, rendering all
the plaintiffs’ claims nonjusticiable.  Specifically, the
Government argues the claims are nonjusticiable because they
would require the court to pass judgment on a matter of foreign
policy and national security, which subjects are “textually
committed to the political branches,” id. at 194.  Alternatively,
the Government argues “there are no judicially discoverable and
manageable standards to apply to the claims here,” thus
precluding any role for the judiciary.  The Government also
contends our recent decision in Bancoult v. McNamara “fully
supports application of the political question doctrine” in this
case.

The plaintiffs distinguish Schneider as having presented a
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challenge to the Government’s “policy decision to support
Pinochet’s rise to power,” whereas the present case challenges
specific “acts of torture ... committed after the military
government was already in place.”  Because these acts “could
not have been committed in furtherance of any policy decision
to support Pinochet’s rise to power,” they reason, their claims
raise no political question.  The plaintiffs also cite Sosa v.
Alvarez-Machain, 542 U.S. 692, 729 (2004), for the proposition
that “claims based on a narrow class of international norms,
such as ... claims of torture and extrajudicial killing, should be
protected [sic] and adjudicated in U.S. courts.”

The Supreme Court has recognized a half dozen reasons for
which a case may be nonjusticiable under the political question
doctrine:

[1] a textually demonstrable constitutional
commitment of the issue to a coordinate political
department; or [2] a lack of judicially discoverable
and manageable standards for resolving it; or [3] the
impossibility of deciding without an initial policy
determination of a kind clearly for nonjudicial
discretion; or [4] the impossibility of a court’s
undertaking independent resolution without expressing
lack of the respect due coordinate branches of
government; or [5] an unusual need for unquestioning
adherence to a political decision already made; or [6]
the potentiality of embarrassment from multifarious
pronouncements by various departments on one
question.

Baker v. Carr, 369 U.S. 186, 217 (1962).  As mentioned above,
the United States here argues the first and second reasons; if
either obtains, the courts are without jurisdiction to proceed.  See
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Schneider, 412 F.3d at 194.

Despite the plaintiffs’ efforts, we fail to see how this case
can be distinguished from Schneider.  In each instance the
plaintiffs brought claims under the common law, international
law, the ATS, and the TVPA.  The plaintiffs in Schneider alleged
the United States and Kissinger, in conjunction with certain
Chilean officials, facilitated kidnapping and torture in order to
further the goals of “[k]ey United States policymakers” who had
opposed the election of President Allende.  Id. at 191-92.  We
held the plaintiffs’ claims nonjusticiable per the political
question doctrine because they challenged “foreign policy
decisions of the United States .... within the province of the
political branches.”  Id. at 195.  More specifically, the complaint
presented questions “textually committed to a coordinate branch
of government,” running afoul of the first reason stated in Baker
v. Carr.  Id. at 194.

The same is true here.  The plaintiffs have alleged and
challenged drastic measures taken by the United States and
Kissinger in order to implement United States policy with
respect to Chile.  For the court to evaluate the legal validity of
those measures would require us to delve into questions of policy
“textually committed to a coordinate branch of government.”  Id.
It is of no moment that the acts alleged in this case took place
after the coup.  True, as the plaintiffs state, those acts “could not
have been committed in furtherance of any policy decision to
support Pinochet’s rise to power,” but the difference between
actions taken to place Pinochet in power and actions taken to
keep him in power does not a viable distinction make:  Both
types of actions, if they occurred, were “inextricably intertwined
with the underlying” foreign policy decisions constitutionally
committed to the political branches.  Bancoult, 445 F.3d at 436.
Nor are we persuaded by the plaintiffs’ purported distinction
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between challenging an “action” and challenging a “policy.”  As
we explained in Bancoult, the dichotomy is false; actions taken
in furtherance of foreign relations themselves may “constitute[]
foreign policy decisions.”  Id. at 437.  

Such is indeed the case here.  Although the plaintiffs
attempt to characterize Kissinger’s acts as ultra vires, Compl. ¶
2, we reiterate what we said in Schneider:  Whatever Kissinger
did as National Security Advisor or Secretary of State “can
hardly be called anything other than foreign policy.”  412 F.3d
at 199.

To be sure, we can imagine a case in which a rogue agent
commits an act so removed from his official duties that it cannot
fairly be said to represent the policy of the United States, but this
is not such a case.  The plaintiffs allege Kissinger “purposefully
act[ed] outside the proper channels of Congressional oversight,”
Compl. ¶ 43, but that does not take his conduct outside the scope
of his employment; the statutory descriptions of Kissinger’s
positions make clear his duty was to the President, not to the
Congress.  See 22 U.S.C. § 2656 (Secretary of State responsible
for “conduct[ing] the business of the department in such manner
as the President shall direct”); 50 U.S.C. § 402(a)-(b) (function
of National Security Council, of which National Security
Advisor is a member, “to advise the President with respect to the
integration of ... policies relating to the national security” and to
perform “such other functions as the President may direct”).

We need not quarrel with the plaintiffs’ assertion that
certain claims for torture may be adjudicated in the federal courts
as provided in the TVPA, see 28 U.S.C. § 1350 note.  We simply
observe that such a claim, like any other, may not be heard if it
presents a political question.  So it was that, before concluding
the present case is entirely nonjusticiable under the political
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question doctrine, we requested supplemental briefing on the
justiciability of the plaintiffs’ claims under the TVPA.  See
Japan Whaling Ass’n v. Am. Cetacean Soc’y, 478 U.S. 221, 230
(1986) (although “courts are fundamentally underequipped to
formulate national policies or develop standards for matters not
legal in nature .... it goes without saying that interpreting
congressional legislation is a recurring and accepted task for the
federal courts” (internal quotation marks omitted)).  As we have
seen, however, the plaintiffs were unable to extricate their TVPA
claims from the political question that permeates their complaint.
The plaintiffs having failed to present any cognizable factual
distinction of, or persuasive legal argument for departing from,
our decision in Schneider, that precedent must control this case.

III.  Conclusion

In Schneider we held nonjusticiable various claims against
the United States and Dr. Kissinger for measures allegedly taken
in the 1970s to implement the United States’ foreign policy with
respect to Chile.  We do so again today.  Because the plaintiffs’
claims call into question foreign policy decisions textually
committed to the political branches, they must be and hereby are

Dismissed.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


