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FARRA § 2242(c) Review and construction
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, and except as provided
in the regulations described in subsection (b), no court shall have
jurisdiction to review the regulations adopted to implement this
section, and nothing in this section shall be construed as providing
any court jurisdiction to consider or review claims raised under the
Convention or this section, or any other determination made with
respect to the application of the policy set forth in subsection (a),
except as part of the review of a final order of removal pursuant to
section 242 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1252).
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INA § 242(a)(2)(C) Orders against criminal aliens
Notwithstanding any other provision of law (statutory or
nonstatutory), including section 2241 of title 28, United States
Code, or any other habeas corpus provision, and sections 1361 and
1651 of such title, and except as provided in subparagraph (D), no
court shall have jurisdiction to review any final order of removal
against an alien who is removable by reason of having committed a
criminal offense covered in section 212(a)(2) or 237(a)(2)(A)(iii),
(B), (C), or (D), or any offense covered by section 237(a)(2)(A)(ii)
for which both predicate offenses are, without regard to their date
of commission, otherwise covered by section 237(a)(2)(A)(i).
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INA § 242(a)(2)(D) Judicial review of certain legal claims
Nothing in subparagraph (B) or (C), or in any other provision of
this Act (other than this section) which limits or eliminates judicial
review, shall be construed as precluding review of constitutional
claims or questions of law raised upon a petition for review filed
with an appropriate court of appeals in accordance with this
section.
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Article 3
1. No State Party shall expel, return (“refouler”) or extradite a
person to another State where there are substantial grounds for
believing that he would be in danger of being subjected to torture.
2. For the purpose of determining whether there are such grounds,
the competent authorities shall take into account all relevant
considerations including, where applicable, the existence in the
State concerned of a consistent pattern of gross, flagrant or mass
violations of human rights.
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Article 1.1 For the purposes of this Convention, the term
“torture” means any act by which severe pain or suffering, whether
physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person for such
purposes as obtaining from him or a third person information or a
confession, punishing him for an act he or a third person has
committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or
coercing him or a third person, or for any reason based on
discrimination of any kind, when such pain or suffering is inflicted
by or at the instigation of or with the consent or acquiescence of a
public official or other person acting in an official capacity. It does
not include pain or suffering arising only from, inherent in or
incidental to lawful sanctions.
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CAT Art. 22.1
A State Party to this Convention may at any time declare under
this article that it recognizes the competence of the Committee to
receive and consider communications from or on behalf of
individuals subject to its jurisdiction who claim to be victims of a
violation by a State Party of the provisions of the Convention. No
communication shall be received by the Committee if it concerns a
State Party which has not made such a declaration.
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Cert. Petition, Mohamed v. Jeppesen Dataplan, Inc., No.
10-778 (filed Dec. 7, 2010)
On December 18, 2001, Swedish authorities seized Plaintiff Ahmed
Agiza, a 48-year-old Egyptian father of five seeking asylum in
Sweden, and drove him to an airport, where they handed him to
agents of the U.S. and Egyptian governments. Mr. Agizas clothes
were sliced from his body and a suppository was forced into his
anus. He was then dressed in a diaper and overalls and
dragged—barefooted, blindfolded, and shackled—to an awaiting
aircraft, where he was strapped to a mattress on the floor.
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Abu Ghraib

