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D I R E C T O R ' S  L E T T E R S

 

 
Dear delegates,

It is with great honor that I welcome you to the VII DALE Conference. My name

is Claudio Rosales, and I have the honor of serving as the conference’s vice

president and Director of English Committees. I personally invite you to make

the most out of the DALE experience, as it has the power to change you the way

it changed me. The conference has helped me grow as a person and a debater,

and it has helped me develop several skills that will be useful in my future,

specially public speaking and teamwork. I have worked day and night to make

this conference as unforgettable as possible, and I assure you that you will enjoy

it. Delegates this year will have the opportunity to debate in multiple topics

ranging from the cabinet of the Brazilian president Jair Bolsonaro, to more

traditional topics such as weapons regulation in the OAS or legal troubles in

Court. I truly hope that this experience helps you grow the way it has helped me,

and keep in mind that DALE is not only a competition, but also a learning

experience.

Please do not hesitate in reaching out to your co-chairs, myself, or the rest of the

staff if you have any doubts.

 

Kindest of regards,

Claudio Rosales

carosales@ans.edu.ni
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Welcome to the Seventh Conference of DALE Nicaragua! We would like to

welcome you to the Inter-American Court of Human rights, and hope you engage

and enjoy this committee. We have the pleasure to serve you and guide you

through two engrossing and important cases: the Vicente Ariel Noguera vs. State

of Paraguay and Yaqui Tribe vs. State of Mexico. In this committee not only will

we analyze the implementations of human rights, but we will dive deeper into the

different approaches to these problems. As well as study and analyze the

legalizations of the actions realized by the State and claims brought up by the

petitioners; we will analyze, criticize, and conclude on the right and the wrong.

At the end of each day, you will have solved and concluded a major conflict in

the Americas, hence it is important you take part and dive into the roll given by

the court. 

Yoon-Gi Park will be one of your co-chairs. She is sixteen years old, and she's a

Sophomore at the American Nicaraguan School. To get know a little bit more

about her, her favorite hobbies are  drawing and expressing her creativity.  She

loves reading books that involve action and watching movies from the same

genre. She first started debating when she was in seventh grade, and participated

in different MUN conferences. It was last year that she was introduced to DALE,

and she has found her passion in discussing human rights in the Inter-American

Court of Human Rights. She has always been interested in debating about

different problems occurring worldwide, and looking them from different

perspectives.She says that it is interesting to hear what each side and the points 
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that each have to give because it has helped her critical thinking. She hopes that

her passion for debating will influence  and help you overcome your biggest

challenges. Lastly, she deeply wishes that you will  enjoy this year's seventh

conference and remember it. 

Ashley Madrigal will also be one of your co chairs this DALE VII. She is sixteen

years old and is currently a Junior at Lincoln International Academy. This is her

first time as a committee director, in which she intends to share her passion for

debate with you! In  her free time, she trains and  , plays  volleyball, is an avid

reader of book about world economies, and stresses about school. he hopes to go

to college abroad, ideally in Canada, where  she hopes to major in political

economy or business economics. She has been part of DALE for 3 years. She

started when she was in 8th grade, back in 2016, and attended the following years

continously, all in the Inter American Court of Human Rights. She has always

been passionate about issues around the globe; therefore, through DALE, she got

to debate about those important issues in the Americas. Being part of the Inter

American Court of Human Rights gave her a voice on very important social,

political, and controversial issues throughout different conferences. With her

experience she hopes to help you enroll and have fun in this committee. She is

very excited to see your potential and thrive for debate, in which she hopes to

make DALE VII more enjoyable and interesting for you, see you in the practices!

 

 

 

S
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If you have any questions don't hesitate to contact us. 

Regards from both of us,

ypark@ans.edu.ni 

ashley.madrigal@lincoln.edu.ni
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P O W E R S  O F  T H E  C O U R T

 
The principal function of the Inter American COurt of human rights, also knowns

as IACHR, is to promote the observance and protection of human rights in the

Americas. As Article 106 of the Charter of the Organization states :

[t]here shall be an Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, whose

principal function shall be to promote the observance and protection of human

rights and to serve as a consultative organ of the Organization in these matters. 

An Inter-American convention on human rights shall determine the structure,

competence, and procedure of this Commission, as well as those of other organs

responsible for these matters

In furtherance of its mandate, the Commission:

- Receives, analyzes and investigates individual petitions in which violations of

human rights are alleged to have been committed either by a Member State of the

OAS that has ratified the American Convention or by one that has not.

- Observes the general situation of human rights in the Member States and

publishes, when it deems appropriate, reports on the situation in a given Member

State.

- Conducts in loco visits to countries to conduct an in-depth analysis of the

general situation and/or to investigate a specific situation. In general, these visits

lead to the preparation of a report on the human rights situation observed, which

is published and presented to the Permanent Council and to the General 
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Assembly of the OAS.

- Develops an awareness of human rights among the peoples of the Americas. To

that end, the Commission prepares and publishes reports on specific issues, such

as: the measures that must be taken to ensure greater access to justice; the effects

that internal armed conflicts have on certain groups; the human rights situation of

children, women, and migrant workers and their families, persons deprived of

liberty, human rights defenders, indigenous persons, persons of African descent;

freedom of expression; citizen security and terrorism, and how they relate to

human rights, and so on.

- Organizes and holds visits, lectures, seminars and meetings with government

representatives, academic institutions, nongovernmental organizations and others

for the purpose of communicating information and promoting a broad

understanding of the work of the inter-American human rights system.

- Recommends to the OAS Member States the measures they should take the

better to protect human rights in the countries of the hemisphere.

 

It is important that as part of this committee you understand the role of the Inter-

American Court of Human Rights, and the powers it holds amongst the countries

which belong to the Organization of the American States (OAS). The cases you

will be considering  are from Paraguay and Mexico. For, investigate any 
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precedents the court may have on both countries, as well as any similar cases

abroad within members of the OAS. The most crucial document that you will

need for this committee is the American Convention of Human Rights, from the

OAS.
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CASE A:
VINCENTE ARIEL

NOGUERA 
VS. 

STATE OF PARAGUAY
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B A C K G R O U N D

 
The case of Vicente Ariel Noguera vs. State of Paraguay was submitted on

October in the year 2000, four years after the death of Vicente Ariel Noguera.

María Noguera, the mother of Vicente Noguera, alleged that the State of

Paraguay was responsible for the death of her son. Vicente Noguera was 17 years

old when he died, and had entered the military when he was 15 years old, serving

two years at CIMEFOR (Reserve Officers Military Training Center). The mother

claimed that she could prove that her son received excessive punishment and

mistreatment by members of the state military.,. When her son's body was

delivered to her, she saw several wounds including  blood on his underwear,

implying him to be a victim of secual abuse. María Noguera filed a complaint,

but t no proper investigation was performed. Upon the claim, the Military Justice

System didn't feel the urge to investigate the matter at hand because they

believed that there was no offense made nor there was anyone to punish for the

death of a cadet; for the military the death of Vicente was an unfortunate event.

Prior to submitting this case to Inter-American Court of Human Rights, María

Noguera made  a complaint on Military Justice System in 1996, but very little

investigation was made. In addition, María Noguera was not satisfied at the fact

that the death certificate  of her son constantly changed, going from a "sudden

death",  to a hantavirus (pulmonary infection), to an illness that couldn't be

identified. The State, in representation of the military, claimed that they weren't

responsible for the death of Vicente Noguera because he was in a fine state and

his health was regulated showing no signs of illnesses. To satisfy and to settle on

a peaceful agreement with María Noguera they had provided her with some 
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information. Before the death of her son, he was going to be promoted as the

Second Lieutenant. Secondly, the mother was given a monthly pension to the

mother, and lastly they informed that her case was at least being archived, and not

ignored, in the Military Lower Court. As to the illegality of accepting children

under 18 years in the military, this law wasn't present during the period that María

Noguera had ratified this case; however, in 2002 they ratified the Convention on

the Rights of the Child, thus  prohibiting  military service for children under 18

years of age . It is highly important to discuss  this case because these problems

were also repeated previously, and mistakes such as this one shouldn't be repeated,

especially if it's a violation of human rights. Cases such as Vincente's one have

historical and legal precedent. In 1989 the court ruled on a very similar case

deciding that the State had the fault, and having inflicted harm on the victim's life.

In the year 2000 Also, the case of Marcelino Gómez and Cristián Ariel Núñez is

another case in which the IACHR had denounced the State of Paraguay for having

caused the disappearance of a 14 year old.  It is highly recommended that the

delegates are informed from these cases to see any possible precedents from the

state.

 

The petitioner, represented as María Noguera, demands the State of Paraguay to

speak the truth of the death of Vicente Noguera, and make them conscious of their

human rights violations. Many articles have been violated from the State such as

the Right to Humane Treatment (Article 5), Rights of the Family (Article 17),

Rights of the Child (Article 19) from the American Convention of Human Rights.
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D E B A T E

 
The debate will center around the limitations that the military should be taking in

order to respect the rights of every cadet. It will also be necessary to consider

what is appropriate military actions when taking human rights into consideration.

Some questions that the delegates should critically consider include: Does the

military have the right to mistreat its cadets to make them learn their lessons? Is

it their duty to investigate the death of one of their soldiers? It is clear that María

Noguera desperately wants to know the true information on the death of her son;

therefore, the delegates defending her position will have to seek different ways to

get hold of arguments that will reveal the truth of this case. It is highly suggested

that the petitioners understand the mother's situation. In other words, possess not

only an objective point of view, but also possess a subjective one.
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P E T I T I O N E R S

 
As a petitioner, it is important to understand María Noguera's situation as she had

to experience the early death of her son. The most essential part that delegates

have to be conscious about is the health information of the Vicente Noguera.

Since his death, there has been constant changes in the causes: the first time it

was recorded as a "sudden death", to a "pulmonary infection", to a generalized

information that didn't provide much data. It is the responsibility of the

petitioners to extract as much information from the State that will support the

claim that the cause of death was a mere health issue. Furthermore, the wounds

and the blood stains on Vicente's body and on his underwear implies that there

has been mistreatment involved; however, the military hasn't shown any reaction

towards it. In addition, delegates must think about how Vicente Noguera might

have mentally felt if he experienced abuse. Therefore, the delegates have to

consider that there has been a violation of rights from the American Convention

of Human Rights: 

- Article 4: Right to Life: "1. Every person has the right to have his life respected.

This right shall be protected by law and, in general, from the moment of

conception. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his life." 

- Article 5: Right to Humane Treatment: "1.Every person has the right to have his

physical, mental, and moral integrity respected. 2. No one shall be subjected to

torture or to cruel, inhuman, or degrading punishment or treatment. All persons

deprived of their liberty shall be treated with respect for the inherent dignity of

the human person. 3. Punishment shall not be extended to any person other than

the criminal."
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P E T I T I O N E R S

 
According to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child, it

recognizes that the Paraguayan government doesn't accept " neither the

recruitment nor the entry into the armed forces of persons under 18 years of age"

(Convention on the Rights of the Child, 2015). Moreover, "the military studies

curriculum contains courses on human rights and international humanitarian law"

(Convention on the Rights of the Child, 2015). It is clear that the government had

ratified changes in the Convention on the Rights of the Child in 2002; however, it

is crucial to notice that they haven't changed the laws years after several cases

were submitted to IACHR. The military might have the reason to be punishing its

cadets; however, to what extent are they able to do it? In regards to the

mistreatment that is given to the soldiers, it is also important to mention other

cases that were sent to the Inter-American Court of Human Rights that had

similar situations. As aforementioned, the case of Gerardo Vargas Areco deals

with one of the soldiers being hit in the back by a shot from a non-commissioned

and killed. The other case focuses on Marcelino Gómez and Cristián Ariel

Núñez, both 14 years old had disappeared from the compulsory military service

in the armed forces. These cases provides evidence of mistreatment in the

military, and how these were eventually dealt by the government.
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S T A T E

 
As a State your responsibility is to prove that Vicente's Noguera's death was not

caused by the hands of the military, but it was caused by an illness. His

participation in the military was not obligated or urged by the government, he

was accepted because he showed willingness. It's important to mention that the

military possesses Vicente's health information throughout the time that he

served; therefore, the military is more familiarized on his well-being than his

mother. It is also important to consider that the military was intending  to

promote him a to one of the highest ranks, that of Reserve Second Lieutenant.

For this reason, it wouldn't be comprehensible if the military caused the death of

one of their soldiers, particularly someone who had been selected for a very 

 prestigious position. Furthermore, the military was going to provide a monthly

pension of 892,000 guaranís, equivalent to 146.35 USD, to the mother of Vicente

Noguera as a compensation. 

The delegates have to be reminded that the military is a compulsory  service;

therefore, it contains high intense training. This highlights  the fact that Vicente

Noguera is not the only soldier who has a possibility of receiving strict orders. In

addition, Article 129 from the Paraguayan Constitution states the following: "All

Paraguayans have the obligation to prepare themselves and to provide [prestar]

their participation [concurso] for the armed defense of the Fatherland [Patria]." 

Regarding to the case that was submitted in 1996 to the Military Justice System

by the mother of Vicente Noguera, the military did not take it into full

consideration because they believed that the death of her son was not caused by

their own hands. In addition, Article 174 from the Paraguayan Constitution 
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S T A T E

 
considers that: 

"The military tribunals will only judge crimes and faults of military character,

qualified

as such by the law, and committed by military personnel on active service. Their

decisions [fallos] can be appealed before the ordinary justice." 

Therefore, this supports the military's claim that the death wasn't their

responsibility. However,  the military decided to archive it, instead of ignoring

its full entirety.
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J U D G E S

 
Questions the Judges should consider 

As a judge your job is to come to the  final verdict in the case, therefore, to come

into a conclusion, you and the other judges will formulate questions that will

 help you arrive at a final decision. Please keep in mind that you, as the judge,

are directing the entire debate. This means that you have to be clear of the

arguments of both sides, in order to create questions that will give you a

satisfactory answer. Also, you will have the responsibility to make the debate

interesting, in other words, avoid repeating ideas or topics that have already been

mentioned and argued before;. Furthermore, it is recommended to have your

questions prepared to facilitate the process during the day of the conference. 

Do not forget that there are two types of questions: one-sided and two-sided. For

one-sided questions there is a rebuttal and a counter-rebuttal, however, the two-

sided questions only have rebuttal. 

 

 

For this particular case it will be important to ask the following questions: 

Why was Vicente Noguera's body covered in bruises? 

Even though the military imposes strict rules in order to train  their soldiers, is it

necessary to impose violence? 
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J U D G E S

 
The documents that will be necessary to defend the claims are: 

OAS: Convention of Human Rights document 

American Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man 

Declaration of Human Rights (United Nations)

Declaration of Minimum Humanitarian Standards 

Convention of on the Rights of the Child (United Nations) 

Paraguayan Constitution 

 

 

 

Information or articles will not be considered.
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VS.  
THE STATE OF

MEXICO
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B A C K G R O U N D

 
Throughout their  history, the Yaqui people - based  in the northeastern Mexican   

state of Sonora,- have survived exile, slavery and military attacks. But now they

face what many believe could be a definitive battle for its survival: the Yaquis

struggle to conserve their water reserves, at risk for the operation of an aqueduct.

The Yaqui Indians argue  that if they lose the Yaqui River, they will have to

leave their lands in a desert area in the north of the state According to tribal

spokesperson, Tomas Rojas,. "Taking away the water would condemn our

existence in the short and medium term," (BBC Mundo).  Among the

environmental issues in Mexico that have most magnetized collective attention is

the Independencia Aqueduct, which supplies water to the northern city of

Hermosillo, Sonora. It is the second  largest aqueduct in Mexico, however, its

construction and use have been controversial since the aqueduct passes over the

Yaqui River basin. Its Manifestation of Environmental Impact (MIA) has even

been invalidated by the Supreme Court of Justice for the inconsistencies and

sustainability , which has been questioned because of the exact amount of liquid

extracted from the Yaqui basin is unknown. 

The problem in Sonora goes beyond the aqueduct, which carries the water from

the El Novillo dam, within the Yaqui territory. A presidential decree of 1940

assigned to the town half the volume of the Yaqui River, the most important in

the region. The protests of the Yaqui tribe lasted for five years. Years later, when

cities grew and agriculture grew in the area, the tribe was established with a

quota of 250 million cubic meters per year, but in reality they have never been

guaranteed the use of this volume.  Most of the resource is used in agricultural 
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fields in the area and  in 2010 n the construction of the aqueduct began  to supply

the state capital.

In 2010 the government of Sonora presented a project for the construction of the

Independencia Aqueduct, which would transport from the Yaqui River and the

Plutarco Elías Calles Dam (El Novillo), the transfer of 75 million cubic meters of

water annually to the city of Hermosillo (located in the Sonora river basin).

Aqueduct Independencia draws water from the Yaqui River, without having been

able to carry out a process of free and informed indigenous consultation with the

Yaqui Tribe, which suffers from the lack of water for human consumption. Given

this, and like many collective social struggles that are now taking place in the

judicial field, the Yaquis filed an injunction that invalidated the authorization of

the MIA that the Mexican authority on environmental matters, Ministry of

Environment and Natural Resources (SEMARNAT), had approved. To defend

the water, the Yaquis blocked the main highway in the northwest for months and

made caravans to Mexico City. They also lobbied for several trials in courts and

the Supreme Court. Thus, the Supreme Court of Justice annulled this dubious

environmental impact study, and ordered the Yaqui people to be consulted in

accordance with international standards for recognition of indigenous rights.

However, organizations such as the Mexican Center for Environmental Law

(CEMDA) have questioned the fact that, even though SEMARNAT's permit was

invalidated, the work of the aqueduct continues to operate. It is a paradoxical act:

on the one hand the most important judicial authorities of the country have

acknowledged that there are flaws in the environmental impact studies presented 
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B A C K G R O U N D

 
but, on the other hand, this has not done anything to halt the work. 

The Aqueduct Independence has once again awakened the discussion on the

antagonistic polemic, for a century, between the supposed modernization or the

benefit of majorities at the expense of minorities. The project debate cannot avoid

the thorny issue of the rights of minorities versus the will of the majority in the

name of "progress". "It is a low intensity war," says Tomás Rojo, Yaquis

spokesman.

 

 

The petitioners, presented as the Yaqui tribe, demand for the stop of the aqueduct

since their cultural and productive survival source is being damaged, as so is the

overall environment. They claim the Mexican state has failed to protect their

collective rights of property, and demand the government obey the request of the

Supreme Court of the Nation.
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T H E  D E B A T E

 
The debate will be centered on  the idea of justice in legality, and  so any evidence

used which includes articles, laws, or legal documents will be crucial while

determining the final verdict of the judges. It is very important to take into

consideration the situation of the Yaqui Tribe, and  how their collective rights are

endangered, as so is the income boosted by the river.   Also take into consideration

the purpose of the State, and see the complete picture. Mexico intends to increase

the water demand in the State of Sonora. It is important to understand the

indigenous rights provided to the Tribe. In order to carry a smooth and politically

correct debate, delegates must understand both sides, which means, understand

justice, legitimacy and jurisdiction. Delegates must specifically consider whether

or not the State of Mexico is imposing powers it does not have, and whether it is

violating the rights of the people, or if their aqueduct is actually a project that will

benefit the citizens of Mexico and bring a betterment to the economy and water

demands to the state of Sonora.
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The Yaqui tribe is settled in the desert of the State of Sonora, in northern Mexico,

on the banks of the Yaqui River, source of life and culture. Since 2010, the

survival of the Yaqui Tribe is at risk due to the design, construction and

operation of the Independencia Aqueduct, a hydraulic project that extracts water

from the Yaqui River, leaving the indigenous people without water, and

transports it to the state capital, Hermosillo, for industrial use. In 2011, the

Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources (SEMARNAT) authorized the

environmental impact of this hydraulic work, violating the right to consultation

of the Yaqui Tribe, as acknowledged in 2013 by the Supreme Court of Justice,

which established that the The project had not been preceded by a free, prior and

informed consultation, under the terms of Convention 169 of the International

Labor Organization, and ordered that appropriate consultations be held with the

affected communities, which are also part of the Mexican legal order as

established in Article 1 of the Constitution. 

Currently, the main binding international instrument regarding indigenous

peoples is ILO Convention 169.10 In addition to its impact on domestic law, it

has a normative obligation dimension in international law. Its ratification implies

the obligation for the signatory State to comply with all its provisions. This

instrument assumes basic concepts related to the field of collective rights against

the hegemony of individual rights; of this nature is the subject of law, the

indigenous people are defined in light of their historical origin and the

persistence of all or part of their social, cultural and political institutions,

highlighting the basic principle of self-identification. To carry out any act of 
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authority - such as legislative and administrative measures, authorization of

concessions for megaprojects, design and application of public policies and

programs that may affect the rights, territories or interests of indigenous peoples.

The only advance so far is that the Yaqui tribe was recognized by the SCJN

through its traditional authorities. On the other hand, the absence of consideration

of the Court on the autonomy and self-determination of indigenous peoples and

the procedural nature of the right to consultation, whose violation directly

violates the right to the lands and territory of the indigenous peoples, can be

easily seen . Multiple subjects of law, that are holders of the autonomy,

recognized in the 2nd constitutional article.

The work was carried out and is operating without the consent of the indigenous

people, violating their human rights to the territory, the environment and self-

determination. Likewise, during the consultation process, basic and adequate

information on the flow of the Yaqui River and the ecological imbalance

produced by the extraction of water by the Independencia Aqueduct was not

delivered. 

Delegates must be aware of the violations of the state, as stated by the supreme

court of the nation. The consideration the individual rights of thos Yaqui tribes

who were threatened or arrested, such as  Mario Luna, secretary and

spokesperson of the tribe, must also be taken into consideration. Furthermore,

delegates must be aware of the environmental damage done by the aqueduct to

the river. 
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Case B- Useful resources.

American convention of human rights

Universal declaration of human rights

Declaration of rights and duties of men

Etc.
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In the state of Sonora, as well as in its capital, the availability of liquid in its

rough arid and semi-arid regions is limited in quantity and quality, conditioning

economic activity and life itself.This problem has worsened over the years . The

Yaqui River basin is the most important in this hydrological region due to the

extension comprising 29.98% of the state territory with an average annual rainfall

of 527 mm and a runoff coefficient of 7.9%. The Aqueduct Independencia holds

the purpose of supplying topographic parts higher of the city, located in the north

zone. To this the total length of the aqueduct is considered to be effects of this

manifestation of environmental impact since at this point will be the site of

delivery to the Drinking Water Operator of the Municipality of Hermosillo.

You must stay true to the state, and be diplomatic in  your arguments. You will

need to show that the aqueduct was a project which intends  to create a greater

good amongst cities in Mexico who suffered of lack of water, hence their

economic activity and daily lives were being worsened. Be clear amongst the fact

that the state looks for the best condition in the Mexican states, for they intend to

create projects for the betterment of their citizens’ lifestyle.  The execution of the

project aims to ensure and increase the water supply current and future drinking

to 100% for the benefit of the population of the City of Hermosillo and be able to

contribute to the objectives set by both the federal government and the state. The

above will be achieved through the complement and partial replacement of

current underground sources by the surface water of the El Novillo dam driven

through the Independencia Aqueduct. You need to use the Mexican Constitution 
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to backup your arguments.

Remember that as the state, your base and foremost important document will be

the Political Constitution of the United Mexican states. The state must defend

that the reason behind the aqueduct project is the betterment and prosperity of the

country. For this reason here are some articles you could use.

 

Normative Instrument: Political Constitution of the United Mexican States

 

Legal Disposition:

Art. 4 ... Paragraph fifth ... Every person

has the right to an environment

suitable for your development and well-being.

Article 25. ... Sixth Paragraph ... Under the criteria of social equity and

productivity, companies from the social and private sectors will be supported and

promoted .... Caring for its conservation and the environment.

Art. 27. ... Second paragraph ... The Nation will have at all times the right to

impose on the property the modalities dictated by the public interest .... to

achieve the balanced development of the country and the improvement of the

living conditions of the rural and urban population.

 

Connection with the Project: In accordance with the above, the project

considered the necessary measures to establish adequate mitigation measures to

 preserve and restore  ecological balance.
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S T A T E

 

 
The Mexican  Constitution clearly states that all people have the right to have an

environment that allows them develop satisfactorily, but at the same time, it sets

the tone for

 a sustainable development of the regions, this presents itself having an effective

and safe infrastructure  taking the measurements

that are settled in the legislation current environmental.

 

Normative Instrument: General Law of Wildlife

 

Legal Disposition: In the present law, it is specified in Art. 4 that it is the duty of

all the inhabitants of the country to conserve wildlife, and prohibits any act that

implies its destruction, damage or disturbance, to the detriment of the interests of

the nation.

Art. 56 The Secretariat will identify, through lists, the species or populations at

risk, in accordance with the NOM ...

Art. 61. The Secretariat will elaborate the lists of species and priority populations

for conservation and will be published in the Official Gazette of the Federation.

 

Connection with the Project: The project will contemplate the

development of a program

to protect  the flora and fauna of the region.
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STATE

 

 
Normative Instrument: Regulation of the General Law of Sustainable Forest

Development

 

Legal Disposition: 

Art. 121 Concerning the information that the technical study must contain

justification, to which reference is made in article 117 of the Law; in addition to

articles 122, 123, 124, 126 and 127, which indicates the procedure to be carried

out for authorization to change land use.

 

Connection with the Project: The promoter enters the technical study

justification for land use change, parallel to the environmental impact manifesto.
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Normative Instrument: General Law of Ecological Balance and Environmental

Protection.

 

Legal Disposition: 

In Section VI of the Law, there are precepts with legal character, mandatory and

general, for a certain number of shares.

Article 28.- The impact evaluation environmental ... .I.- Hydraulic works, tracks

general communication, ...

 

Connection with the Project: The project is linked to the

LGEEPA, as a work that requires evaluation in terms of environmental impact.

 

 



JUDGES

 
As a judge your job is to make final verdict in the case; therefore, to come into a

conclusion, you and the other judges will formulate questions that will help you arrive

at final decision. Please keep in mind that you, as the judge, is directing the entire

debate. This means that you have to be clear of what each side is defending, in order to

create questions that will give you a satisfactory answer. Also, you will have the

responsibility  to make the debate interesting, in other words, avoid repeating ideas or

topics that have already been mentioned and argued before; head towards a new route

that will help you obtain more information. Furthermore, it is recommendable to have

your questions prepared, so it will facilitate you to make the questions at the day of the

conference. 

Do not forget that there are two types of questions: one-sided and two-sided. For one-

sided questions there is a rebuttal and a counter-rebuttal; however, the two-sided

questions only has a rebuttal.

For the state, questions could be

After the Supreme Court of the nation made the clear stance that the aqueduct project

was damaging to both the Yaqui Tribe and the environmental aspect of the river, how

can you defend that you did not violate the rights of property by continuing the project?

For the petitioner

According to article 26 in the American convention of human rights, the state is

entitled to the right of progressive development, the aqueduct, was a project taken with

the initiative of the development of the state of Sonora, which was left on critical

conditions, what can be said by the fact that the state may have the public good in

mind?
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