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Welcome to the 2011 White & Case International Rounds of the Philip C. Jessup International 
Law Moot Court Competition.

As a global law firm, White & Case is proud to sponsor this annual event, which brings together 
the next generation of international lawyers from around the world.

By taking part in the Jessup Competition, you are not only developing skills you will use 
throughout your career. You are also engaging with your peers in other countries and joining  
the global legal community.

I would like to congratulate all of the teams that have worked so hard to reach the final rounds 
of the competition. Although the White & Case Jessup Cup will go to just one team, you should 
all be proud of this accomplishment.

Best of luck to all of you.

Hugh Verrier 
Chairman 
White & Case

Welcome
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Sunday, 20 March
10:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. Team Registration

(Capital Terrace/Upper Lobby, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton) 
All teams must check in at the ILSA Registration Desk during this  
period. If a team does not arrive and check in by 2:00 p.m., the team  
will not be scheduled to compete. Teams are invited to learn about  
LLM programs, Study Abroad programs and international law 
publications at the Orientation Fair. 

10:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. 
4:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.

Orientation Fair
(Capital Terrace/Upper Lobby, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
The Orientation Fair will feature a number of exhibition tables providing 
information about different opportunities in the field of international 
law, including LLM programs, Study Abroad programs, international law 
membership organizations, international law publications and more. 

2:00 p.m. Team Orientation
(Presidential Ballroom, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
All team members must attend the Team Orientation. Special  
remarks will be delivered by Nicola Bonucci, the OECD’s Director  
for Legal Affairs.

5:00 p.m. Bailiff Orientation for Exhibition Team, Observation Team 
and All Other Bailiffs
(Presidential Ballroom, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Mandatory meeting for all bailiffs, including exhibition team and 
observation team bailiffs.

6:00 p.m. Exhibition Team Meeting
(Presidential Ballroom, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Mandatory meeting for exhibition teams. This is when exhibition teams 
will receive their exhibition match schedule, as well as the memorials of 
their opponents for exhibition matches.

6:00 p.m. Distribution of Preliminary Round Schedule and 
Opponent Memorials
(Outside Senate Room, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
This is when competing teams will receive their schedule of matches 
and the memorials of their opponents for the Preliminary Rounds. 
Teams may line up prior to 6:00 p.m.; however, memorials will not be 
distributed any time prior to 6:00 p.m.

8:00 p.m. Judge Orientation
(Congressional Room, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Judges only permitted. Expert and experienced Jessup judges will 
review the Jessup problem and present judging tips.

Schedule of Events
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Monday, 21 March
9:00 a.m. – 9:00 p.m. Preliminary Rounds—Day One

(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the preliminary rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� California, Chesapeake, Colorado, Federal A,  
Federal B, Illinois, Massachusetts, Michigan,  
New York, Ohio, Oregon, Pan American,  
South American A, South American B, Statler A, 
Statler B, Texas

9:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. Jessup Preliminary Round I

11:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round II

2:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round III

4:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round IV

7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round V

8:00 p.m. – 10:00 p.m. White & Case Friends of the Jessup Reception
(Congressional Room, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Judges, National Administrators, Coaches and Team Advisors are  
invited to a reception thanking them for the contributions they have 
made to the students participating in the 2011 Jessup Competition  
and the advancement of international legal education. Special remarks 
will be delivered by White & Case Associate David Quayat.
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Tuesday, 22 March
9:00 a.m. – 9:00 p.m. Preliminary Rounds—Day Two

(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the preliminary rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� California, Chesapeake, Colorado, Federal A,  
Federal B, Florida, Illinois, Massachusetts,  
Michigan, New York, Ohio, Oregon, Pan American, 
South American A, South American B, Statler A,  
Statler B, Texas

9:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. Jessup Preliminary Round VI

11:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round VII

2:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round VIII

4:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round IX

7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round X
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Wednesday, 23 March
9:00 a.m. – 9:00 p.m. Preliminary Rounds—Day Three

(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the preliminary rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� California, Chesapeake, Colorado, Federal A,  
Federal B, Illinois, Massachusetts, Michigan,  
New York, Ohio, Oregon, Pan American,  
South American A, South American B, Statler A, 
Statler B, Texas

9:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. Jessup Preliminary Round XI

11:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round XII

2:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round XIII

4:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round XIV

7:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. Jessup Preliminary Round XV

8:00 p.m. Announcement Party
(Lux Lounge)
Located at 649 New York Ave. NW, Washington, DC 20001, about one 
mile from the Capital Hilton. Come see which teams will advance past 
the Preliminary Rounds and socialize with fellow participants. For Jessup 
Teams, Team Advisors, Judges, Volunteers, ILSA Members and all others. 
Casual Attire.

Advanced Rounds Memorial Exchange/Coin Toss
(Capital Terrace outside Senate Room, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
All advancing teams must come to the Memorial Exchange immediately 
after all advancing teams are announced at the Announcement Party.



6

Thursday, 24 March
9:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. Jessup Run-Off Rounds 1 

(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the run-off rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� California, Massachusetts, New York, Federal A, 
Federal B, Pan American, Statler A, Statler B

11:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. Jessup Run-Off Rounds 2 
(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the run-off rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� California, Massachusetts, New York, Federal A, 
Federal B, Pan American, Statler A, Statler B

2:30 p.m. – 3:45 p.m. ILSA Spring Congress
(South American B, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
A meeting of ILSA members to discuss the organization and its plans  
for the future. ILSA student officer elections will also be held. All current 
and prospective ILSA members are invited to attend.

4:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m Octo-Final Rounds
(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the octo-final rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� California, Massachusetts, New York, Federal A, 
Federal B, Pan American, Statler A, Statler B

9:00 p.m. Go-National Dress Ball
(Presidential Ballroom, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
All are invited to attend. Everyone is encouraged to come dressed  
in traditional national costume or other creative attire. 
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Friday, 25 March
 10:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. Quarter-Final Rounds

(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the quarter-final rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� Federal A, Federal B, South American AB, 
Congressional Rooms

1:00 p.m. – 2:30 p.m. Pathways to Careers in International Law Luncheon
(Federal A&B, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
The ABA Section of International Law presents an informative panel  
to offer career advice to those interested in International Law. 

2:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. Semi-Final Rounds
(2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Teams should arrive no later than 15 minutes prior to the start of their 
scheduled matches. All are invited to attend the semi-final rounds, but 
space may be limited. Observers are requested not to enter or exit once 
the match has begun. Teams are reminded to follow the scouting rule.

Courtrooms:	� South American AB and Congressional Room

4:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m. White & Case Competitors Reception
(Presidential Ballroom, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
All are invited to attend. The reception will be held immediately after the 
Semi-Finals. Special remarks will be delivered by White & Case Partner 
Ian Forrester. The two teams advancing to the White & Case Jessup 
Cup World Championship Round will be announced, followed by a 
ceremonial coin toss and exchange of memorials.

10:00 p.m. – 12:00 a.m. ASIL-ILSA Dessert and Dance Party
(Ritz-Carlton Hotel)
All are invited to attend. Join fellow competitors and attendees of the 
ASIL Annual Meeting for a dessert buffet and dancing with a live band. 
Buses are available to take students from the Capital Hilton to the  
Ritz Carlton and back.
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Saturday, 26 March

11:30 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. Fletcher LLM Final Round Lunch and Discussion with the 
Compromis Authors
(Congressional Room A/B, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Join us for an lively lunch event in anticipation of the White & Case World 
Championship Round, sponsored by the Fletcher School LLM Program. 
The Authors of the 2011 Compromis will preside over an open panel 
discussion for teams to ask questions about the inspiration for  
and legal issues in the 2011 Compromis. The Fletcher School will 
facilitate a discussion about building an international law career, led by 
Professors Antonia Chayes, Joel Trachtman and Ian Johnstone, together 
with Fletcher LLM alumni, including ILSA Board member Pedro Munoz, 
and some of your Jessup judges!

2:00 p.m. White & Case Jessup Cup World Championship Round
(Presidential Ballroom, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
All are invited to observe the top two teams in the world deliver their 
oral arguments before an esteemed panel of judges. Special remarks 
will be delivered by White & Case Partner Carolyn Lamm. After the  
oral arguments, the White & Case Jessup Cup will be presented to  
the winning team.

9:00 p.m. Final Gala and Announcement of Awards Presented by the IBA
(Presidential Ballroom, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Come to have fun one last time with a night of music and dancing and 
presentation of Competition awards, brought to you by the International 
Bar Association. In addition to the oralist and memorial awards, Robyn 
Cunningham and Sam Bayes from the IBA will present the Spirit of the 
Jessup Award. All are invited to attend. Semi-formal dress.

11:00 p.m. Jessup Reverse Moot
(Federal Room A/B, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
The tables are turned as students preside over a match between judges.

Sunday, 27 March

8:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. Distribution of Team Packets
(Capital Terrace/Upper Lobby, 2nd Floor, Capital Hilton)
Team Packets containing the teams’ oral round and memorial 
scoresheets and participation certificates for each team member will 
be distributed. Packets will only be given to registered team members 
and advisers. Packet contents will not be mailed or duplicated after 
the Competition. 





10

The Philip C. Jessup International Law Moot Court Competition was the brainchild of Professor 
Richard R. Baxter at Harvard Law School, who worked with Professor Stephen M. Schwebel 
(later President of the International Court of Justice) to create a courtroom simulation 
experience grounded in international law.

Originally named the “International Law Moot,” the Jessup Competition held its first round  
at Harvard University on 8 May 1960. The round, comprised only of Harvard Law students, 
involved a team of two American law students, Thomas J. Farer and William Zabel, and a team 
of two foreign LLM students, Ivan L. Head of Canada and Bernard H. Clark of New Zealand. 
The first Jessup problem was titled, “Cuban Agrarian Reform Case,” and was written by then 
Professor Schwebel. Since 1960, the Jessup Competition has been held annually, and student 
participation has increased dramatically.

From Afghanistan to Zimbabwe, this year’s Jessup Competition has engaged students from  
more than 600 schools around the world, representing over 80 countries, and making the  
Jessup Competition by far the largest Moot Court Competition in the world.

Former Jessup participants now work at foreign, finance and justice ministries in increasing 
numbers. They can also be found in the world’s finest law firms, corporations, universities, 
parliaments and international organizations. Jessup participants worldwide continue to 
contribute their efforts to the development of international legal education, as well as 
international law itself. 

More than a competition, the Jessup is a community of legal professionals, young and old,  
who build bonds and share an invaluable cultural and academic exchange with each other.  
Now in its 52nd year, the Jessup has a rich history and a longstanding commitment to  
promote the importance of the rule of law in the peaceful resolution of disputes.

About the Jessup Competition
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The Jessup Competition is named after the Honorable Philip C. Jessup. Born in 1897 in  
New York, Judge Jessup received his bachelor’s degree from Hamilton College and his LLB 
from Yale University. He earned a Master’s degree and PhD. from Columbia University and  
later, an LLD from Hamilton. 

Judge Jessup had a long and distinguished academic, judicial and diplomatic career.  
From 1961 to 1970 he was a member of the International Court of Justice. 

He practiced law and taught at several American universities until 1961. Jessup was an assistant 
to Elihu Root during the 1929 Conference of Jurists on the Permanent Court of International 
Justice. He attended both the Bretton Woods and San Francisco Conferences, and played a key 
role in the formation of the International Law Commission (ILC). 

Jessup served as American Ambassador to the United Nations from 1948 to 1953. He was 
President of The American Society of International Law from 1954 to 1955, and a member  
of the Curatorium of the Hague Academy of International Law from 1957 to 1968. 

Judge Jessup’s publications include The United States and the World Court (1929);  
International Security (1935); Elihu Root (1938); International Problems of Governing  
Mankind (1947); A Modern Law of Nations (1948); and Transnational Law (1956). 

In 1964, Judge Jessup was awarded The American Society of International Law’s  
Manley O. Hudson Medal for preeminent scholarship and achievement in international law  
and for the promotion of the establishment and maintenance of international relations on the 
basis of law and justice. Judge Jessup continued to lecture and teach until his death in 1986.

About the Honorable Philip C. Jessup
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Friends of the Jessup

The Jessup Competition is supported by a worldwide volunteer network of attorneys, judges, 
legal scholars, and other individuals devoted to the Competition. This network, known as the 
Friends of the Jessup (FOJ), offers support through monetary contributions and legal expertise, 
without which the success of the Competition would be impossible. ILSA is grateful to FOJs  
for their continuing support at all levels of the Competition.
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About the International Law Students Association (ILSA)

The idea of an organization to serve the needs of students interested in international law first 
arose shortly after the first Jessup Competition. In 1962, students from a number of campuses 
founded the Association of Student International Law Societies (ASILS). The Association evolved 
over the years, and in 1987, reconstituted itself as the International Law Students Association 
(ILSA). In May 1994, ILSA incorporated in response to its rapid expansion and development.

ILSA’s mission is to promote awareness, study, and understanding of international law and 
related issues; to encourage communication and cooperation among law students and lawyers 
internationally; to promote social responsibility in the field of law; to increase opportunities to 
learn about other cultures and legal systems worldwide; and to publicize career opportunities  
in international law. 

ILSA is governed by a Board of Directors. The Executive Office, which is staffed by the 
Executive Director, the ILSA Programs Coordinator, the Jessup Competition Coordinator and the 
External Relations Coordinator, is headquartered in Chicago, Illinois, USA. Each year, three ILSA 
student members are elected as student officers and work with the ILSA Board of Directors and 
Executive Office on academic programming and other initiatives.

ILSA also serves as an umbrella and support organization for student organizations devoted to 
the study and promotion of international law. ILSA chapters exist as independent entities and 
as members of the larger Association. ILSA’s structure grants autonomy to its chapters to meet 
their unique needs locally while making available to them an international network of pooled 
academic and organizational resources. 

Individual membership in ILSA is also available to anyone (students, attorneys, non-lawyers)  
with an interest in international law and international legal education.

In addition to administering the Jessup Competition, ILSA produces several publications, 
including the ILSA Quarterly, the ILSA Journal of International & Comparative Law, the FOJ 
Newsletter and the Jessup Compendium.

 The ILSA Quarterly is published four times per year. It highlights ILSA’s programs and features 
special articles from scholarly writers and student members. Each year, one issue of the  
ILSA Quarterly is dedicated to study-abroad programs, and one issue per year is devoted to 
LLM programs. 
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ILSA Executive Staff
Will Patterson, Executive Director

Jill Schmieder Hereau,  
ILSA Programs Coordinator

Ashley Walker, Jessup Competition 
Coordinator

Matthew Szuminski,  
External Relations Coordinator

Kitsuran Sangsuvan, ILSA Research Intern

Salma Ghalyoun, ILSA Intern

Sydney Janzen, ILSA Intern

Kelcie Daniels, ILSA Intern

ILSA Student Officers
Robert Palmer, President

Stephanie Foote, Vice-President

Karen Milia, Chief Communications Officer

ILSA Board Of Directors
Michael P. Scharf, Chairman

Cynthia Lichtenstein, Treasurer

Will Patterson, Executive Director

William Aceves

Kelly Askin

Dagmar Butte

Russell Dalferes

Stephanie Farrior

Stephanie Foote

Brian Havel

Sandra Hodgkinson

Karen Milia

Pedro Muñoz

Ved Nanda

Claire van Overdijk

Robert Palmer

Michael Peil

Leila Sadat

Mark Wojcik
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The Hardy C. Dillard Award
This Award is named in honor of the late Judge Dillard of the International Court of Justice,  
who was a longtime supporter of the Jessup Competition. The Award is an extension of the  
US Rutgers Award, initiated at Rutgers Law School in Newark, New Jersey, in 1973. 

The Award is presented to Teams for excellence in Memorial writing by comparing top 
Memorials across participating jurisdictions. Memorials of the Teams scoring the highest 
at National and Regional Rounds, and Memorials of the Teams scoring in the Top 25 at the 
White & Case International Rounds are considered for the Award. Awards will be presented  
to the top five scoring Teams. 

The Alona E. Evans Award
This Award is named in honor of the late Professor Evans, the first woman to be  
elected President of the American Society of International Law, and a faithful supporter  
of the Competition. 

The Award is presented to Teams for excellence in Memorial writing at the White & Case 
International Rounds. Awards will be presented to the top five scoring Teams based on  
Total Memorial Scores.

The Richard R. Baxter Awards
This Award is named in honor of the late Richard Baxter, who served as Judge of the 
International Court of Justice, and who was an eminent and pioneering scholar of  
International Law.

The Award is presented to Teams for excellence in Memorial writing by comparing individual 
Applicant and Respondent Memorials. The Applicant and Respondent Memorials of Teams  
that receive the Alona E. Evans Award and/or the Hardy C. Dillard Award are considered for  
the Richard R. Baxter Award. One award will be given to the Best Overall Applicant Memorial 
and one award will be given to the Best Overall Respondent Memorial. Both winning memorials 
will be published in the ILSA Journal of International & Comparative Law. 

The Stephen M. Schwebel Award
This Award is named in honor of Stephen M. Schwebel, a jurist and expert on international 
law who served as a Judge of the International Court of Justice from 1981 to 2000 and as the 
Court’s President from 1997 to 2000. In 1959, as a young Assistant Professor of Law at  
Harvard University, Judge Schwebel established an international law moot court competition, 
which we recognize today as the Philip C. Jessup International Law Moot Court Competition.

The Award is presented to the best oralist of the World Championship Round. 

ILSA and Jessup Awards
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The Steven M. Schneebaum Award
This Award is named in honor of Steven M. Schneebaum, an American attorney and scholar 
who specializes in international dispute resolution and complex litigation. Mr. Schneebaum has 
filled a critical role in the organization and administration of the Jessup Competition for decades. 
Among other positions, he has served as a Compromis Author, Chairman of the ILSA Board of 
Directors, Jessup Coach and Jessup Judge. 

The award is presented to a National Administrator for outstanding service and dedication to the 
Jessup Competition.

The Francis Deak Award
The Deak Award is a prize provided by Oxford University Press for the best international law 
student article in a student-edited law journal. The award honors Francis Deak, a World War II 
veteran who wrote extensively on international law. The award is the student equivalent of 
the ASIL Deak Award, which is presented by the American Society of International Law to the 
author of the best article of the year in the American Journal of International Law.

The Pamela M. Young Award
Created in 1993 in honor of Pamela Young, Assistant Jessup Administrator from 1974  
to 1994, this Award recognizes the outstanding volunteer service of individuals to the  
Jessup Competition. 

The Spirit of the Jessup Award presented by the International Bar Association
The Spirit of the Jessup Award was created in 1996 to recognize the Team that best exemplifies 
the Jessup spirit of camaraderie, academic excellence, competitiveness and appreciation 
of fellow competitors. This award is voted upon by the Jessup participants themselves, and 
is intended to establish the standard to which all participants should strive to govern their 
performance and professional demeanor. 

International Law Institute (ILI) Award
This Award is given by the International Law Institute (ILI) to the top-ranked oralist from the 
non-native English-speaking Team with the Best Memorials in the White & Case International 
Rounds. The recipient receives a full tuition scholarship for ILI’s course Orientation in the  
US Legal System.
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Nicola Bonucci—Orientation Speaker
Mr. Nicola Bonucci is currently serving as the Director for Legal Affairs of the Organization  
for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD). He joined the OECD in 1993 as a  
Legal Counselor, was promoted to Deputy Director for Legal Affairs in 2000 and to his current 
position in 2005. His responsibilities include negotiating international agreements, interpreting 
OECD texts including the Anti-Bribery Convention, and providing expert legal advice to the 
OECD Secretary-General and the OECD Council. Mr. Bonucci has been involved in the  
Jessup Competition as a Judge for many years, including serving as a Final Round Judge  
at the Jessup World Championship Round in 2006.

David Quayat—Friends of the Jessup Reception Speaker
David Quayat is an international attorney in the Washington, DC office of White & Case.  
Mr. Quayat practices in the areas of international trade and antitrust law. Prior to joining  
White & Case, he clerked for the Chief Justice of the Federal Court (Canada). He has also  
competed twice in the Jessup, winning the Canadian National Championship as a member  
of the University of Ottawa’s team in 2008.

Ian Forrester—White & Case Competitors Reception Speaker
Ian Forrester, Q.C. is a partner in the White & Case Brussels office and head of the Firm’s Global 
Pro Bono practice. He advises companies in a variety of sectors, as well as sovereign states 
and other governmental authorities, industry associations and private individuals, on European 
Union law, especially competition law, trade law, customs, internal market rules, intellectual 
property and constitutional rights. Mr. Forrester has represented clients before national courts, 
national competition authorities, the European Court of First Instance, the European Court of 
Justice and the European Commission. He has argued numerous leading cases on behalf of 
clients including Microsoft, Pfizer, Toshiba, the European Commission, the Liberal Democrat 
Party and the Government of Gibraltar.

Mr. Forrester has particular experience representing individuals and companies on questions of 
human rights as recognized by the European Convention on Human Rights and Fundamental 
Freedoms. Notable cases include defending a journalist against attempts to force him to reveal  
his sources and a challenge to how the European Commission conducts competition cases. 

He is a member of the Firm’s Partnership Committee and is a visiting Professor in European 
Law at Glasgow University, where he received an honorary Doctor of Laws in 2009.

Biographies of Speakers
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Carolyn Lamm—Final Round Speaker
Carolyn Lamm is a partner in the White & Case Washington, DC office whose practice 
concentrates in international dispute resolution through international arbitration, litigation and 
international trade matters. She has substantial experience with ICSID and its additional facility, 
NAFTA and other commercial arbitral fora including AAA/ICDR, ICC, Vienna Centre, Stockholm 
Chamber, Swiss Chamber and in federal court litigation. She is involved primarily in the 
representation of foreign corporate clients and foreign sovereigns. 

Ms. Lamm is the immediate past-President of the American Bar Association; she was 
appointed by President Clinton to the US Panel and later by the Government of Uzbekistan  
to the Uzbek Panel of Arbitrators for ICSID arbitration; she is a member of the American 
Arbitration Association Executive Committee and Board and has served as an arbitrator in  
AAA International Rules disputes. She has also rendered advice with respect to arbitration 
clauses and disputes under ICC rules and ad hoc arbitrations using UNCITRAL rules or  
agreed-upon procedures. She is a frequent lecturer on the topics of litigation, international 
arbitration and international trade.
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The 2011 Final Round Bench

ILSA would like to thank its esteemed panel of Final Round Justices.

Thomas Buergenthal
Judge Thomas Buergenthal is considered one of the world’s leading international law and 
international human rights law experts. Judge Buergenthal served at the International Court of 
Justice for over a decade and returned to his position as the Lobingier Professor of Comparative 
Law and Jurisprudence at The George Washington University Law School last fall.

Judge Buergenthal was born in Czechoslovakia to German and Polish parents. As a child he lived 
in the Jewish ghetto of Kielce, Poland, and later in the concentration camps at Auschwitz and 
Sachsenhausen. After surviving the War, he emigrated from Germany to the United States.  
He studied at Bethany College in West Virginia, received his JD at New York University Law 
School in 1960, and his LLM and SJD degrees in international law from Harvard Law School.

Judge Buergenthal’s extensive human rights law experience includes service as judge 
and president of the Inter-American Court of Human Rights as well as president of the 
Administrative Tribunal of the Inter-American Development Bank. He was a member of the  
UN Human Rights Committee and the UN Truth Commission for El Salvador. He is a member 
of the Ethics Commission of the International Olympic Committee and the honorary president 
of the Inter-American Institute of Human Rights in San José, Costa Rica. Judge Buergenthal 
joined the faculty of The George Washington University Law School in 1989. His long academic 
career also includes service as dean of Washington College of Law at American University 
and endowed professorships at the University of Texas and Emory University, where he was 
also the director of the Carter Center Human Rights Program. In 2000, he was elected to the 
International Court of Justice in The Hague, The Netherlands, where he served until late 2010. 

Professor Buergenthal serves on the editorial boards of various legal journals, including the 
American Journal of International Law and the Human Rights Law Journal. He is the author 
or co-author of more than a dozen books, including A Lucky Child: A Memoir of Surviving 
Auschwitz as a Young Boy, and numerous articles in scholarly journals.
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Claudio Grossman
Dean Claudio Grossman is the Chair of the United Nations Committee against Torture and 
Professor of Law and Dean of American University Washington College of Law and the 
Raymond Geraldson Scholar for International and Humanitarian Law. 

Dean Grossman was born in Santiago, Chile and attended the law school at the University of 
Chile in Santiago. He went on to serve as a lecturer in the University of Chile’s Faculty of Law 
in 1972. From 1974 to 1980, Dean Grossman was associate professor in international law at the 
University of Utrecht in the Netherlands, then completed his Doctor in de Rechtsgeleerdheid 
(Doctor of the Science of Law) degree at the University of Amsterdam.

From 1993 to 2001, Dean Grossman served as a member of the Inter-American Commission 
on Human Rights (IACHR). He was twice elected its President, first in 1996 and again in 2001. 
He also served twice as the IACHR’s First Vice President (2000 – 2001, 1995 – 1996) and 
Second Vice President (1999 – 2000). He was the IACHR’s first Special Rapporteur on the 
Rights of Women (1996 – 2000), as well as its Special Rapporteur on the Rights of Indigenous 
Populations (2000 – 2001) and its Observer of the AMIA Trial (2001 – 2005). Representing the 
IACHR, Dean Grossman participated in missions to Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, 
the Dominican Republic, Guatemala, Haiti, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay and Peru, among 
others. On behalf of international and non-governmental organizations, he has also chaired or 
participated in missions to observe elections in Nepal, Nicaragua, Paraguay, Romania, Surinam 
and the Middle East.

Dean Grossman has served as Chair of the United Nations Committee against Torture since 
April 2008, and has been a Committee member since 2003. In 2005, Dean Grossman became 
a member of the Commission for the Control of Interpol’s Files. In May 2009, Dean Grossman 
was named to the judging panel for the Robert F. Kennedy Human Rights Award by the  
Robert F. Kennedy Center for Justice & Human Rights.

Dean Grossman is the author of numerous publications regarding international law and  
human rights. He has also received numerous awards for his work with human rights and 
international law.
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Mark Pieth
Dr. Mark Pieth is the chairman of the OECD Working Group on Bribery in International  
Business Transactions and a Professor of Criminal Law and Criminology at the University  
of Basel, Switzerland. 

After completing his undergraduate degree and his PhD in criminal law and criminal procedure 
at the University of Basel, Dr. Pieth spent an extensive period of time abroad, most notably 
at the Max Planck Institute for Criminal Law and Criminology in Germany and the Cambridge 
Institute of Criminology in the United Kingdom.

Before joining the faculty at the University of Basel, Dr. Pieth was Head of Section—Economic 
and Organised Crime at the Swiss Federal Office of Justice (Ministry of Justice and Police). 
In this role, he drafted legislation against money laundering, organised crime, drug abuse, 
corruption and the confiscation of assets. As a government official and later as an independent 
consultant, he acquired extensive experience in international fora, serving as Member of the 
Financial Action Task Force on Money Laundering (FATF), Member of the Chemical Action Task 
Force on Precursor Chemicals, and Chair of an intergovernmental expert group charged by 
the United Nations with determining the extent of the illicit traffic in drugs. Since 1990, he has 
chaired the OECD Working Group on Bribery in International Business Transactions. In 2004, he 
was appointed by the UN Secretary-General to the Independent Inquiry Committee into the  
Iraq Oil-for-Food Programme. In 2008, Dr. Pieth became a member of the Integrity Advisory 
Board of The World Bank Group (IAB), advising the President of Bank and the Audit Committee 
on integrity issues.

Within Switzerland, Dr. Pieth has assumed various presidencies and memberships of national 
commissions, including the Expert Group of the National Research Programme on Violence and 
Organised Crime, and the Consultative Commission to the Federal Administration of Finances 
on the Prevention of Money Laundering. He also consults with corporations, international 
organizations, and foreign governments on issues related to governance and has published 
extensively in the field of economic and organized crime, money laundering, corruption, 
sanctioning and criminal procedure.
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The Case Concerning the Zetian Provinces

(Ardenia/Rigalia)

	Rigalia is a populous state comprised of 65% ethnic Rigalians and 35% ethnic Zetians that has 1.	
been involved in border skirmishes with several of its neighbors for many years. It is a developing 
nation with several prosperous major cities. Rigalia’s cities, including the capital, Rigaliaville, are 
largely inhabited by ethnic Rigalians.

	The Rigalian countryside is economically underdeveloped and quite mountainous. The northern 2.	
region of the country, composed of three large provinces—Moria, Tritar and Sirana (the Northern 
Provinces)—is largely inhabited by ethnic Zetians, who make up nearly 100% of the populace 
in the Northern Provinces. The Northern Provinces are also the situs of Rigalia’s most important 
natural resource, columbite-tantalite (coltan), a mineral which, when refined, becomes metallic 
tantalum, a heat-resistant powder that can hold a high electrical charge. These properties make 
tantalum a vital element in creating capacitors, the electronic elements that control current flow 
inside miniature circuit boards. Tantalum capacitors are used in almost all cell phones, laptops, 
pagers and many other electronic products. The territory of the Northern Provinces constitutes 
approximately one-third of Rigalia’s land mass. 

	It is difficult for Rigalia’s central government to control the Northern Provinces, which are largely 3.	
governed by tribal councils whose members have exclusively Zetian ethnicity, and who practice 
the Masinto religion. In these tribal communities, and in accordance with orthodox Masinto 
religious tenets, Zetian women and girls over the age of 14 are obliged by the tribal councils 
to wear a “Mavazi,” a traditional head covering made from the hide of the Zorax, a small deer 
species native to the Northern Provinces that the Zetians hold to be sacred. The Mavazi covers 
the entire head, including the face, making identification of the wearer difficult. The Mavazi also 
heats up quickly in the sun, making it difficult for the wearer to work outdoors. Each Mavazi 
is exceptionally intricate, with ornate colors and designs unique to each tribe, and is usually, 
although not always, accompanied by a set of loose robes with matching designs. Women who 
refuse to wear the garment are forced to leave the Northern Provinces and live in non-Zetian 
locales within Rigalia, or, if they remain and are caught, are punished severely, either by being 
confined to their homes for long periods of time, or, in the most severe cases, by receiving as 
many as 40 lashes in a public flogging ceremony. 

	Under tribal council rules, women in the Northern Provinces are not permitted to drive or have 4.	
paid employment, and they are often married off by their parents in traditional ceremonies at 
ages as young as 8 or 9, even though the official marriageable age is 18 for males and 16 for 
females under Rigalian law. The Rigalian authorities have made sporadic attempts to enforce 
Rigalia’s marriage and anti-discrimination laws in the Northern Provinces, but have never made  
a concerted effort to do so, preferring to avoid direct confrontation with Zetian tribal leaders. 

	Ardenia is a small state on the northern border of Rigalia. It is a developed and prosperous 5.	
nation, with the exception of the tribal areas in Ardenia’s southern provinces of Teka and Bakchar 
(the Southern Provinces) which comprise about 20% of Ardenia’s total land mass, and whose 
population is 90% ethnic Zetian. By contrast, the population of the capital province, Junonia, 
is composed of a mixture of Zetians, Junonians, and Donaxes, in approximately equal parts. 

2011 Compromis
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Junoniaville, the capital of Ardenia, is a sophisticated international city, and women in Junoniaville 
are allowed to wear clothing that permits their faces, parts of their bodies and their hair to  
be visible. 

	Ardenia has a highly decentralized system of government and permits each of its 10 provinces 6.	
(Ardenia’s administrative regional units) to establish their own court systems and legal rules to 
govern family law, property law, criminal law and contract law. The Ardenian constitution reserves 
for the national government only matters deemed to be of national importance, such as those 
involving the national economy and Ardenia’s external affairs. In contrast, Rigalia is a highly 
centralized state and, although it is divided into 12 provinces for administrative purposes, all 
individuals are subjected to Rigalian law, and there are no official provincial courts or provincial 
laws. Tribal council rules are not recognized by the State as legally binding, although they have 
virtually 100% practical effect in the Northern Provinces. 

	Zetians in the Southern Provinces enjoy substantial autonomy from the central government in 7.	
Junonia, particularly with regard to religious and family matters which are governed by provincial 
law. Like the Zetians living in Rigalia, women in the Southern Provinces are obliged by custom 
and provincial law to wear Mavazis which do not permit any part of their face, body or hair to be 
visible. Women are not permitted to drive or have paid employment, and they are often married 
off by their parents in traditional ceremonies at ages as young as 8 or 9. There is no official 
marriageable age in Ardenia as each province establishes its own rules. 

	Because the Zetians are a traditionally nomadic people, moving their herds and their villages 8.	
among the five provinces straddling the border between Rigalia and Ardenia, ethnic Zetians 
have been granted full citizenship rights by both States. This arrangement was memorialized in 
1924 in an agreement between Rigalia and Ardenia entered into when the two States first came 
into existence. It has been adhered to ever since, even though many Zetians now live in settled 
communities in one State or the other. 

	For many years, the Zetian Democratic Party (ZDP), which reportedly represents more than 75% 9.	
of the ethnic Zetians living in Rigalia, has sponsored several secession efforts in Rigalia. The 
ZDP’s goal is to unite the five provinces composing the largely Zetian tribal areas in both Rigalia 
and Ardenia into a single state, and the ZDP has tried to encourage Zetians in Ardenia to join it. 
Zetians living in Ardenia have not actively participated in this secessionist movement. However, 
because there has been so much intermarriage between Zetian communities based primarily in 
Rigalia and Ardenia, Ardenian Zetians have always been sympathetic to the nationalist desires of 
their Rigalian brethren, even if they have not been politically active themselves. 

Ardenia and Rigalia have had mostly positive bilateral economic relations and have enjoyed 10.	
healthy cross-border trade and investment. In 1994, Leo Bikra, President and Director General 
of the newly created Rigalian state-owned enterprise Rigalian Refining Inc. (RRI), in charge of 
industrializing Rigalia’s coltan reserves, issued a call for tender for a five-year exploration and 
development contract for a large coltan mine, the Moria Mine, located in the Northern Provinces, 
on behalf of RRI. Ardenian and Rigalian companies were permitted to present bids. After a 
lengthy bidding process of three years in which Rigalia and RRI followed the bidding procedure 
set out in their regulations, the contract was ultimately awarded in 1997 to Mineral Dynamics 
Incorporated (MDI), a major Ardenian state-owned corporation specialized in mineral extraction 
and transportation. 
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MDI has an active community service program and, since the launch of its website in 2000, has 11.	
published information about the financial support it has provided to the Zetian Refugees Fund 
(ZRF), a charity incorporated in Ardenia and founded by Leo Bikra’s nephew, Clyde Zangara. 
Although Leo Bikra is of Rigalian ethnicity, his wife, Ilona Bikra, is Zetian, and most of her 
family, including Clyde Zangara’s parents, live in Bakchar Province in Ardenia. The ZRF’s mission 
statement claims that it was created to provide educational opportunities and humanitarian 
assistance to Zetians living in both Rigalia and Ardenia, and it has offices in both countries. For 
some time, however, the Rigalian authorities have suspected the ZRF of promoting Zetian 
autonomy and separatist ideology, as many of ZRF’s board members are known supporters  
of the ZDP. 

When the Moria Mine contract was renewed for an additional ten years in 2002, it was reported 12.	
in the media that the deal had been secured through MDI’s offer of support to the ZRF and 
through cash payment of large sums of money and shares in MDI, amounting in total to 
US$10 million, held in trust for Clyde Zangara. The Rigalian government believes that some of 
these monies are also being funneled through the ZRF to support political activities of the ZDP. 
Allegations also surfaced that transporters for MDI received solicitations from members of the 
provincial tribal councils in the Northern Provinces, to pay mandatory undocumented fees to 
ensure the protection of the extraction site and the smooth delivery of the product to RRI’s  
plant in Rigaliaville.

From May 3-5, 2008, all of the tribal councils of the Northern Provinces met in the first regional 13.	
Joint Tribal Council meeting in more than twenty years. The meeting was officially convened 
to prepare a demand for an increased share for the Northern Provinces of the revenues from 
the coltan mining operation. However, the meeting was dominated by council members who 
were also members of the ZDP, and the debates were punctuated by frequent calls for outright 
independence for the Northern Provinces. On May 5, 2008, the Joint Tribal Council issued a 
Manifesto calling for increased autonomy for Zetian tribal lands in both Rigalia and Ardenia 
with an ultimate goal of independence, a larger portion of the revenues from the coltan mining 
operations in Rigalia to be shared with Zetians in both Ardenia and Rigalia, and demanding 
respect for their traditional, tribal way of life. 

In response to the May 5th Manifesto, the President of Rigalia, Teemu Khutai, responded that 14.	
“the Northern Provinces are an integral part of Rigalia, and their people governed by Rigalian law.” 
Moreover, in a long interview aired on Rigalian national television, President Khutai stated that his 
goal was “to modernize the Northern Provinces so that no Zetians would ever again suffer from 
barbaric tribal customs that oppressed women and girls.” In the same interview, President Khutai 
also disparaged Zetian traditional medicine and tribal structures, and concluded that “if the Zetian 
provinces are less well-off than the rest of Rigalia, it is because of the backwards mentality and 
insularity of their tribal leaders.” 

Ethnic Zetians were incensed by President Khutai’s remarks and sporadic fighting broke out 15.	
in the Northern Provinces, with Rigalian soldiers attempting to quell the disturbance. Tens of 
thousands of Zetians marched on both the Rigalian and Ardenian capitals, the Ardenian Zetians  
to show their solidarity with their Rigalian brethren. Many of the marchers wore arm bands with 
the initials “ZRF”, and many carried a proposed Zetian “flag,” which was purple with five white 
stars, the traditional banner of the ZDP. 



27

Rigalia responded to the violence and protests with measures including increased surveillance 16.	
and arrest of protesters. This sparked increased violence, as protestors rebelled and began 
resisting arrest. Subsequently, President Khutai invoked the emergency powers clause of the 
Rigalian Constitution and imposed a ban on groups organizing and assembling in public places. 
This led to an expanded Zetian propaganda campaign to which Rigalian officials responded 
by detaining suspected ZDP members for questioning. President Khutai also introduced a bill 
into Parliament prohibiting all Rigalians, including Zetians, from wearing a Mavazi in public or 
from receiving public services while wearing a Mavazi, arguing that the subjugation of Zetian 
women and girls was a direct cause of poverty in the Northern Provinces and contributed to 
the radicalization of Zetians living in the tribal areas. In his speech introducing the bill, President 
Khutai vowed to “enforce the human rights of all Rigalian women and children.” In addition, 
President Khutai noted that Mavazis posed a threat to public safety, as the garments permitted 
terrorists and suicide bombers to escape detection. 

The Ardenian government, led by President Glenda Arwen, responded to the May 5th Manifesto 17.	
with an information campaign. It has dedicated substantial funds to schools and agricultural 
subsidies for the Zetian tribal areas to try to win “hearts and minds” and permit Zetians the 
kind of autonomy that it hopes will keep them content. President Arwen has suggested that 
women uncomfortable wearing the Mavazi can take it off while inside their homes and in special 

“women’s gardens” created for that purpose. She has also stated that although she is married to 
a Zetian and does not herself wear the Mavazi, having grown up in Junoniaville, she admires the 
piety of those who do and respects their choice. 

As tensions increased between Rigalians, Zetians and Ardenians, a group of Zetian tribal leaders, 18.	
all known ZDP members, began mounting a violent campaign to press for full independence by 
attacking infrastructure in Rigalia, kidnapping citizens of Rigalia, and demanding the release of 
arrested Zetian protestors in exchange for the safe release of the kidnap victims. In December 
2008, a bridge was blown up in Rigaliaville, killing more than 130 Rigalians, and soon afterwards, 
in January and February of 2009, a series of suicide bombings took place at two government 
buildings—a school and a hospital—killing more than 25 civilians, and wounding 112 others. 
One of the suicide bombers was a man wearing a Mavazi, who had been able to approach the 
government-run school without being questioned because of the garment he was wearing.

A nonprofit humanitarian organization giving microcredit loans to Zetians in the areas around 19.	
the border, the International Loan Syndicate Association (ILSA), has gathered a great deal of 
evidence in the context of preparing confidential reports for funders of its Zetian loan program, 
that Rigalian Zetians have been holding meetings in Ardenia out of fear of attack by Rigalian 
troops. A copy of the ILSA report was obtained by Rigalian intelligence, which claims to have 
corroborated its findings. The Ardenian government denies any knowledge of the meetings, but a 
spokesperson for the government has noted that “even if the information is true, there is nothing 
illegal about these meetings, as Zetians all hold Ardenian citizenship.”

On March 15, 2009, the 20.	 Rigalian Daily Monitor published a story alleging that sometime in 
January, 2009, President Arwen met with Rigalian and Ardenian Zetian tribal leaders in Ardenia 
and promised that she would (1) permit them to retain their tribal customs, including requiring 
women to wear Mavazis and keeping the marital age for girls as low as 8 years of age; and  
(2) support a future Zetian State located on Rigalian territory. According to the story, this “secret 
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agreement” was memorialized in writing and also included promises whereby, in exchange 
for these concessions, Zetian separatists agreed to renounce any secessionist claims against 
Ardenia and promised not to use violence against Ardenian civilians or the Ardenian government. 
According to the Daily Monitor, when asked about the agreement, President Arwen’s office 
issued a press release confirming that the President had met with the tribal leaders and 
discussed how best to strengthen the friendly ties between the two peoples. In a subsequent 
press conference, President Arwen’s office refused to disclose the contents of the discussions 
and would neither confirm nor deny the existence of any agreement. 

In response to Zetian acts of violence and furious at what he believed to be the betrayal of 21.	
President Arwen, on March 22, 2009, President Khutai addressed the Rigalian Parliament 
and declared his government to be at “war” with the Zetian secessionist movement and its 
supporters. In his address, he specified that all Zetians taking up arms against the government, 
or supporting violent secession of the Northern Provinces, whether found in Rigalia or Ardenia, 
were engaged in an unlawful secessionist conflict against the Rigalian central government. Also 
at President Khutai’s urging, the Parliament took up the controversial “Mavazi ban” and adopted 
it by a vote of 275-25. All those voting against it were of Zetian ethnicity.

In a further attempt to pressure the Ardenian government, President Khutai asked the Rigalian 22.	
Minister of Justice, Charlene Finch, to open an investigation into the allegations of bribery by 
MDI surrounding the renewal of the exploration contract for the Moria Mine. A former MDI 
employee who was involved in the renewal of the contract gave a statement on condition of 
anonymity to the Rigalian police authorities. His statement, incorporated in a preliminary police 
report, substantiated the media allegations of corruption reported in 2001, implicating Leo 
Bikra, Clyde Zangara and the ZRF. The employee could not directly confirm specific payment of 
fees to the provincial tribal councils but stated that it was common practice for MDI to ensure 

“cooperation” from local communities when operating in sensitive areas. 

Based on this report, Charlene Finch suspended Leo Bikra as President and Director General 23.	
of RRI. On April 30, 2009, Rigalia sent a request for mutual legal assistance (MLA) to Ardenia, 
inviting its government to provide information regarding MDI’s activities in support of the ZRF 
and possible financial transactions with Clyde Zangara and the members of the tribal councils.  
In particular, Rigalia asked Ardenia to cooperate with the Rigalian authorities in their investigation, 
by providing, inter alia, the bank records of MDI since 2001 as well as correspondence between 
Clyde Zangara or other ZRF high level officers and Leo Bikra or the President of MDI. Rigalia also 
requested correspondence between ZRF and members of the provincial tribal councils. Ardenia 
initiated an inquiry but did not respond to Rigalia’s MLA request. 

At the March 23-24, 2010 meeting of the Working Group on Bribery in International Business 24.	
Transactions (Working Group on Bribery) held during the Phase 2 examination of Ardenia’s 
implementation of the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention, Rigalia raised the issue of the pending 
MLA request. Ardenia argued that it had not rejected the MLA request but that it was trying to 
find a way to satisfy Rigalia’s request, given that its legislation did not allow the authorities to 
access certain information on bank records. Ardenia added that correspondence between ZRF 
officers and members of the provincial tribal councils was not within the scope of the corruption 
investigation and therefore could not be the subject of an MLA request. 
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MDI engaged in strong lobbying activities with a number of influential judges, members of 25.	
parliament, and officials of the Ardenian government to get the inquiry dropped, and invited 
them to lavish receptions and other events. On June 3, 2009, the Public Prosecutor of Ardenia, 
Sam Strong, dropped the investigation, stating that “it was necessary to balance the need to 
maintain the rule of law against the wider public interest in security.” Although Prosecutor Strong 
indicated that the investigation had been suspended for national security reasons, in an interview 
published on June 15, 2009 with The Ardenian Times-Picayune, Ardenia’s largest national 
newspaper, President Arwen hinted that this decision was founded in part on a concern over the 
cost of the investigation, which could have resulted in the loss of hundreds of jobs and millions of 
dollars for Ardenian industry. 

On July 1, 2009, the Committee for Responsible Business Conduct (CRBC), a Rigalian non-26.	
governmental organization that receives up to 30% of its total operating budget in subsidies 
from the Rigalian Government, filed a complaint against MDI and RRI for violation of chapter VI 
of the MNE Guidelines to the National Contact Point (NCP) established by Ardenia in accordance 
with the Decision of the OECD Council on the OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises 
[C(2000)96] (OECD Decision on MNE Guidelines). On July 3, 2009, the CRBC received a letter 
from the Ardenian NCP stating that it refused to examine the complaint on the grounds, inter alia, 
that: 1) the complaint should be dealt with by the NCP of Rigalia where the alleged misconduct 
occurred, 2) the MNE Guidelines do not apply to RRI and 3) in any event, it could not deal with 
the complaint since investigations had been launched in Ardenia and Rigalia concerning these 
allegations. In response, the CRBC sent a letter to Ardenia’s NCP requesting that it organize 
a meeting with all the parties involved to discuss ways to resolve these issues, including the 
possibility for the NCP to cooperate with Rigalia’s NCP in addressing the complaint. Ardenia’s 
NCP never answered this request. 

Still frustrated with his inability to address the Zetian situation and annoyed by the lack of 27.	
cooperation Ardenia was providing in investigating the alleged corruption of MDI, President 
Khutai sought assistance on behalf of Rigalia from his long-time friend and ally, President Sophia 
Ratko of Morgania. For many years, Morgania, a highly developed, industrialized nation, has been 
giving financial and military assistance to Rigalia in exchange for favorable treatment vis-á-vis 
Rigalia’s important coltan reserves, which Morgania uses extensively in military manufacturing. 
Recently, Zetian attacks have started to target locales where Morganian expatriates generally 
congregate, and credible threats have been made against Morganian interests around the world. 

The mountainous terrain and close tribal loyalties of the inhabitants of the five provinces 28.	
straddling the two countries have made it very difficult to pursue the individuals responsible 
for the increasingly deadly attacks taking place in Rigalia. Still infuriated by the alleged secret 
Ardenian-Zetian peace agreement, President Khutai asked Morgania to deploy Predator Drones, 
unmanned aerial vehicles, to attack suspected Zetian separatists in the mountainous region 
along the border between Rigalia and Ardenia. Upset by Zetian threats to Morganian citizens and 
interests, President Ratko agreed to cooperate with the Rigalian Defense Force in combating 
Zetian terrorism. She instructed the Morganian Air Force to deploy drones to Fort Raucus, a 
Morganian Air Force Base located within Rigalia. Fort Raucus was leased to the Morganian 
government in October of 2005 and is home to soldiers and civilians from both Morgania 
and Rigalia. 
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The drones are unmanned, and are quite large, with a wingspan of more than 48 feet and a 29.	
length of 27 feet. They are equipped with Hellfire missiles that can be directed at targets on the 
ground, and can circle overhead for up to 24 hours at a time. The drones, launched from Fort 
Raucus under the supervision of Morganian soldiers, are operated by members of the Morganian 
army in Morganville, who receive targeting information fro m informants on the ground, and 
then decide whether or not to fire the missiles from the drones. The informants are paid by the 
Rigalian government, which recruits them from Rigalian prisons by offering them large sums of 
money and relocation for them and their families to homes in Rigalia outside of the Northern 
Provinces. The drones are equipped with video cameras that project an image onto a screen in 
Morganville. From September 14, 2009 until the end of March 2010, at the urging of the Rigalian 
Defense Force under the command of President Khutai, Predator Drones carried out more than 
50 strikes against suspected Zetian separatists. Experts estimate that the strikes have resulted  
in the deaths of 15 important Zetian separatist leaders; but they have also killed an estimated 
230 Zetian civilians in Rigalia. 

On March 15, 2010, a Predator Drone strike took place in Ardenia, about 15 miles north of its 30.	
border with Rigalia. The strike killed a top commander, Adar Bermal, who was a prominent leader 
of the ZDP and committed to the Zetian separatist movement. The strike, which was conducted 
at night and without warning, also killed his entire family, including his wife, four children and 
elderly parents. The Bakchar Valley hospital, a 300-bed public hospital, was next to commander 
Bermal’s home and was also struck that night. According to the Incident Report filed with her 
commanding officer in Morgania, although the drone operator saw a red cross on top of the 
hospital, she was distracted at the time she was firing the missiles at Bermal and fired at the 
hospital as well. The Incident Report notes that the drone operator was distracted by a frantic call 
from one of the informants about another strike, even though informants were not authorized 
to contact the drone operators directly. Although she realized her mistake, it was too late as the 
missile launching sequence had already been engaged and could not be aborted. The missile was 
fired and hit the hospital, killing 150 persons, and wounding 200 more. 

Ardenia immediately lodged a protest with Rigalia, which has denied targeting innocent civilians. 31.	
Rigalia’s defense minister issued a statement to the press claiming that his instructions to 
Morgania were to “avoid unnecessary and disproportionate” military actions and that the 
incident was “a regrettable consequence of Rigalia’s fight to defend itself and its people.” 

On March 20, 2010, President Arwen held a major international press conference in which she 32.	
condemned Rigalia’s entire drone program as illegal under international law. In her interview, 
which was published in major papers around the world, she contended that there was no armed 
conflict permitting the use of military force against civilians—even alleged terrorists—because 
neither Rigalia nor Ardenia was “at war” but are nations at peace addressing disturbances 
to public safety and public order. In her remarks she also stated that “Rigalia’s illegal and 
unwarranted use of Predator Drones is terrifying the Zetian people on both sides of the border, 
violating Ardenia’s sovereignty, and undermining Ardenia’s efforts to live peacefully in a multi-
ethnic state by polarizing the Zetians in Ardenia.” Moreover, she condemned the Bakchar 
Hospital attack as an “act of aggression” against the people of Ardenia. President Arwen also 
notified the Security Council of the United Nations that she was “deeply concerned” about the 
possible escalation of Rigalia’s drone program and the worsening relations between the two 
countries. In a meeting on March 22, 2010, the Security Council discussed the “Zetian situation” 
and urged Ardenia and Rigalia to resolve their differences by peaceful means. 
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On March 28, 2010, President Arwen sent a formal diplomatic note to President Khutai:  33.	
(1) protesting the use of Predator Drones against Zetians as a violation of their rights under 
international human rights law and international humanitarian law; (2) requesting the immediate 
cessation of the drone attacks, as well as a full inquiry into and compensation for the victims 
of the Bakchar Hospital incident and their families; and (3) asserting that the Rigalian Mavazi 
ban violates the rights of Zetian women and girls who wear the Mavazi in accordance with their 
religious beliefs and traditions. 

On April 15, 2010, President Khutai responded that (1) the use of Predator Drones against 34.	
terrorists in an armed conflict is consistent with international humanitarian law, particularly in 
light of the fact that Ardenian territory was being used to attack targets in Rigalia, and that 
international human rights law was inapplicable during the armed conflict involving the Zetians; 
(2) that Rigalia is not responsible for the Bakchar Hospital attack; (3) that the Mavazi ban is a 
legitimate public safety measure imposed to protect the rights of Zetian women and girls and 
protect Rigalian citizens from terrorism; and (4) that Ardenia’s failure to respond to Rigalia’s MLA 
request and to investigate the bribery allegations against MDI, in particular due to considerations 
of national economic interest, as well as its NCP’s failure to respond to the CRBC’s complaints, 
constitute a violation of Ardenia’s international obligations.

On April 25, 2010, diplomats from Ardenia and Rigalia met to try to negotiate a settlement 35.	
of the Zetian situation and the claims related to corruption. Following three days of fruitless 
negotiations, however, they could not reach an agreement. Ardenia decided to bring the matter 
to the International Court of Justice and filed an Application on May 5, 2010, invoking Article 36(2) 
of the Court’s Statute as both Rigalia and Ardenia had unconditional declarations recognizing the 
compulsory jurisdiction of the Court on file with the Registrar. 

Rigalia filed preliminary objections pursuant to Article 79 of the Rules of Court arguing that 36.	
Ardenia’s Application was inadmissible since, in deciding the case, the Court would have to 
determine the rights and obligations of Morgania. By a vote of 8 to 7, the Court rejected Rigalia’s 
preliminary objections. The majority determined that Morgania was not a necessary third party 
because the questions presented to the Court by Rigalia and Ardenia did not require the Court to 
determine the rights and obligations of Morgania. The Court also determined, by a vote of 9-6,  
to defer consideration of Ardenia’s request for provisional measures until the merits phase of  
the proceedings. 

Rigalia and Ardenia are both members of the United Nations, and are parties to the United 37.	
Nations Charter, the Statute of the International Court of Justice, the Vienna Convention on 
the Law of Treaties, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, the four Geneva 
Conventions of 1949 and additional Protocols I and II thereto, the International Covenant on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, the Convention on the Rights of the Child, and the 
Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Discrimination Against Women. Neither State has 
made any reservations, declarations or understandings with regard to any of these treaties.

Ardenia is a Member of the OECD and is a party to all the instruments adopted by the OECD. 38.	
Rigalia is not an OECD Member, but is a party to the OECD Convention on Combating Bribery 
of Foreign Public Officials in International Business Transactions (OECD Anti-Bribery Convention) 
and as such, it accepts all related OECD anti-bribery instruments and participates in the work 
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of the Working Group on Bribery. Both Rigalia and Ardenia have incorporated the offense 
of bribing a foreign public official (including liability for natural and legal persons) into their 
domestic legislation. Ardenia’s legislation includes an exception to the bribery offense for small 
facilitation payments. Rigalia has also adhered to the Declaration on International Investment 
and Multinational Enterprises and the OECD Decision on MNE Guidelines. Neither Ardenia nor 
Rigalia are members of the World Trade Organization.

Applicant, Ardenia, asks the Court to adjudge and declare that:39.	

Rigalia’s Predator Drone strikes in Rigalia and in Ardenia violate international law and the Court (1)	
should order their immediate cessation; 

The attack on the Bakchar Valley hospital is attributable to Rigalia, Rigalia has an obligation to (2)	
investigate the attack and to compensate Ardenia therefore and, moreover, the attack was a 
disproportionate and unlawful act of aggression against the people of Ardenia;

Rigalia’s ban of the Mavazi for Zetian women and girls violates their rights under international (3)	
law; and

Ardenia did not violate the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention or the OECD Decision on  (4)	
MNE Guidelines. 

Respondent, Rigalia, asks the Court to adjudge and declare that:40.	

Rigalia’s Predator Drone strikes against Zetian terrorists in Rigalia and Ardenia are consistent (1)	
with Rigalia’s rights under international law, and thus the Court has no authority to order 
cessation of the drone attacks;

The attack on the Bakchar Valley hospital was not attributable to Rigalia and Rigalia has no (2)	
obligation to investigate the attack or to compensate Ardenia therefore; moreover, the act 
was not an act of aggression but part of a legitimate and proportionate operation to defend 
against Zetian terrorists; 

Rigalia’s limited ban of the Mavazi for Zetian women and girls is consistent with  (3)	
international law; and

Ardenia’s failure to investigate and prosecute the alleged corruption and to provide legal (4)	
assistance to Rigalia constitute breaches of the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention, and the  
failure of the Ardenian NCP to respond to the complaint by the CRBC constitutes a breach  
of the OECD Decision on MNE Guidelines.
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Corrections and Clarifications To The Compromis

The following corrections and clarifications have been agreed to by the parties, and the Compromis 
should be considered amended accordingly. The Registrar of the Court reminds all parties and 
participants of the following:

The Compromis is, in essence, a stipulation of facts. Its words have been carefully chosen, and a.	
are the result of extensive negotiation. The parties decline to “clarify” matters about which they 
are unlikely to agree. The parties will not stipulate as to which legal principles are relevant, or 
which arguments are acceptable or unacceptable.

Any request for clarification not addressed in the following paragraphs has been considered by b.	
the parties to be redundant, inappropriate, or immaterial, or the parties were unable to reach 
agreement on a mutually acceptable answer.

Except to the extent that corrections and clarifications are set out below, participants are c.	
to assume that the Compromis is accurate and complete in all respects. In particular, both 
parties stipulate as to the authenticity of all documents and of the signatures on all documents 
referenced in the Compromis.

With respect to pronunciations of the various proper names used in the Compromis, all parties d.	
and the Court have agreed that they will not take formal or informal offense at any reasonable 
effort to pronounce proper names correctly.

Corrections

All references to “17 September, 2010” and “seventeenth day of September in the year two 1.	
thousand and ten” are corrected to read “5 May, 2010” and “fifth day of May in the year two 
thousand and ten” respectively.

The last sentence of paragraph 12 is corrected to read as follows: 2.	

“Allegations also surfaced that transporters for MDI responded to solicitations from 
members of the provincial tribal councils in the Northern Provinces, to pay mandatory 
undocumented fees to ensure the protection of the extraction site and the smooth 
delivery of the product to RRI’s plant in Rigaliaville.”

The third sentence of Paragraph 22 is corrected to read as follows:3.	

“His statement, incorporated in a preliminary police report, substantiated the media 
allegations of corruption reported in 2002, implicating Leo Bikra, Clyde Zangara and  
the ZRF.”
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The last sentence of paragraph 24 is corrected to read as follows: 4.	

“Ardenia added that correspondence between ZRF officers and members of the 
provincial tribal councils was not relevant to Rigalia’s corruption investigation and 
therefore could not be the subject of an MLA request.”

The second sentence of Paragraph 26 is corrected to read as follows:5.	

“On July 3, 2009, the CRBC received a letter from the Ardenian NCP stating that it 
refused to examine the complaint on the grounds, inter alia, that: 1) the complaint 
should be dealt with by the NCP of Rigalia where the alleged misconduct of RRI and 
MDI occurred 2) the MNE Guidelines do not apply to RRI and 3) in any event, it could 
not deal with the complaint since investigations had been launched in Ardenia and 
Rigalia concerning these allegations.” 	

The second sentence of paragraph 30 is corrected to read as follows:6.	

“The strike killed a top separatist commander, Adar Bermal, who was a prominent 
leader of the ZDP and major decision-maker in the planning and initiation of all military 
activities within Rigalia.”

CLARIFICATIONS

The CRBC has not contacted Rigalia’s NCP. 1.	

Ardenia has been a Member of the OECD since 1995. 2.	

Rigalia signed the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention on the date of its adoption by the OECD 3.	
Council and deposited its instrument of ratification with the OECD Secretary-General  
90 days later.

Ardenia and Rigalia are both parties to the 1907 Hague Convention.4.	

Claims brought by Zetians within Rigalia contesting the legality of the predator drone program 5.	
and the Mavazi ban under domestic and international law were dismissed by Rigalia’s lower court 
as non-justiciable as they either raised political questions outside the competence of Rigalian 
courts, or unenforceable international legal norms. These dismissals are not subject to appeal.

Morganville is the capital of Morgania.6.	
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2011 Regional and National Administrators

AFGHANISTAN
Ghulam Reza Mohammady

ARGENTINA
Alejandro Turyn

ARMENIA
Syuzanna Soghomonyan 
Sona Harutyunyan 
Armenian Young Lawyers Association 

AUSTRALIA	
Donald Rothwell 
ANU College of Law 

BELARUS
Vitalina Koval (Nat’l Admin) 
Olga Balaschenko (Assist Nat’l Admin) 
Magisters LLC

BELGIUM
Meghanne Downes

BRAZIL
Deborah Skorupski

BULGARIA
Dimitar Delchev 
International Moot Court  
Competitions Association
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CANADA
Jamie D. Larkam

CHILE
Lucy Young 
Paulina Dellafiori 
AmCham Chile, Jaime Bazán

CHINA
Wenqi Zhu (Nat’l Admin) 
Wang Jia-Yin (Assist Nat’l Admin)

CHINESE TAIPEI
Michael Gau (Nat’l Admin) 
Bao Yen (Nat’l Coord)

COLOMBIA
Guillermo Otálora

ETHIOPIA
Elias Nour 
St. Mary’s University College

FRANCE
Guillaume Fabre

GEORGIA
Tina Goletiani

GERMANY
Annelie Gallon

GREECE
Antonis Antonopoulos  
Dimitra Papageorgiou

GUATEMALA
Federico Palomo

HONG KONG, CHINA
Erika Evasdottir

HUNGARY
Participating Schools

INDIA
N. Balu 
S. Ravichandran 
Surana & Surana

INDONESIA
Fransiska Ade

IRAQ
Kari Kammel 
International Human Rights Law Institute (IHRLI), 
DePaul University College of Law

IRELAND
Rosemary O’Loughlin 
Therese Lyne

ISRAEL
Asaf Lavi

ITALY
Sabrina Costanzo

JAPAN
Masahiro Nishii

KAZAKHSTAN
Zhannetta Kalisheva

LITHUANIA
Viktorija Dapkute

MALAYSIA
Dr. Sheela Hayabalan 
Universiti Teknologi MARA

MEXICO—NORTH
Yahaira Rodriguez 
ITESM—Saltillo
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MEXICO—SOUTH
Diana Barreto

NETHERLANDS
Laura de Meijer

PHILIPPINES
Christina Frasco 
Philippine Association of Law Schools

POLAND
Iwona Wojtalik

RUSSIA
Maria Issaeva (Nat’l Admin) 
Olga Pryanichnikova (Comp Coord)

SINGAPORE
Valerie Kwan 
Attorney-General’s Chambers of Singapore

SLOVAKIA
Bruno Stefanik

SOUTH AFRICA
Ben Winks

SOUTH KOREA
Jaemin Lee 
School of Law, Hanyang University

SPAIN
Krystle Baptista Serna 
Cuatrecasas

SRI LANKA
Shamalie Jayatunge 
Viran Fortunado

THAILAND
Satyapon Sachdecha 
Satyapon & Partners Limited

TURKEY
Yalin Akmenek

UKRAINE
Vitaliy Yurkiv 
Magisters

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
Latham & Watkins LLP

UNITED KINGDOM
Anne Holliday

USA—MID-ATLANTIC
Hirak Shah

USA—MIDWEST
Rachel Mercer

USA—NORTHEAST
Nick Larson

USA—PACIFIC
Will Patterson

USA—SOUTH
Ashley Walker

USA—ROCKY MOUTAIN
Matthew Dardenne

VENEZUELA
Elisabeth Eljuri (Nat’l Admin) 
Juan Andres Olavarria (Deputy Nat’l Admin)
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In addition to the many lawyers, academics, law firms, law schools, and professional organizations 
that support the Jessup each year, the following organizations contributed to the 2011 National and 
Regional Jessup Competition. 

AFGHANISTAN
USAID Afghanistan Rule of Law Stabilization 

Project-Fromal
Tetra Tech DPK

ARGENTINA 
Martin Moncayo von Hase, Zang, Vergel &  

Viñes Abogados
Attorney General’s Office of the Treasury of the 

Argentine Republic

ARMENIA
Armenian Young Lawyers Association
Judiciary Department of the Republic of Armenia
Law Foundation of Armenia
Legal Alliance Law Firm
Russian-Armenian (Slavonic) State University
United States Embassy in Armenia

AUSTRALIA
 Alumni of the Australian National University 

College of Law
Australia and New Zealand Society of 

International Law
Australian National University
Australian National University College of Law
International Law Association, Australian Branch
Jessup International Law Moot (Australia) 
LexisNexis Australia
Thompson 
White & Case

BALTIC REGION
European Humanities University
EHU Students’ Self-Government Board

BELARUS
Belarusian State Economic University
Belarusian State University
Magisters LLC

BELGIUM
Baker & McKenzie

BOSNIA & HERZEGOVINA
Young Lawyers’ Association in Bosnia  

and Herzegovina

BRAZIL
ILA Brasil
Karine Moreno-Taxman
Thales Stucky, Baker McKenzie
UniRitter
White & Case

BULGARIA
America for Bulgaria Foundation
Andrey Delchev and Partners, Attorneys at Law
Eurolex Bulgaria
Moto Pfoe
Simeonov and Dermendjiev, Attorneys at Law

CANADA 
Affleck Greene McMurtry LLP
Alberta Law Foundation
American Bar Association, Section of 

International Law
Bennett Jones LLP
Blake, Cassels & Graydon LLP
Borden Ladner Gervais LLP
Canada Law Book, a Thomson Reuters business
Canadian Bar Association
Canadian Council on International Law
Canadian Forces, Office of the Judge  

Advocate General

2011 Jessup Supporters
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Carswell, a Thomson Reuters business
Dalhousie University
Davies Ward Phillips & Vineberg LLP
Davison Worden Mather LLP
Department of Justice Canada
DSR Harcourts Ltd.
Éditions Yvon Blais, une société  

Thomson Reuters
Ellis Don Construction Services, Inc.
Fairmont Queen Elizabeth
Fasken Martineau
Field Law
Gowling Lafleur Henderson LLP
Guild Yule LLP
Heenan Blaikie LLP
Imperial Oil Foundation
International Commission of Jurists  

(Canadian Section)
Jensen Shawa Solomon Duguid Hawkes LLP
Juris Publishing, Inc.
Larkam Family
Lenczner Slaght Royce Smith Griffin LLP
Macleod Dixon LLP
McCarthy Tétrault LLP
McGill University
Miller Thomson LLP
Ogilvy Renault LLP
Osgoode Hall, York University
Osler, Hoskin & Harcourt LLP
Queen’s University
Stikeman Elliott LLP
Torys LLP
University of Alberta
University of British Colombia
University of Calgary
University of New Brunswick
University of Ottawa, Civil Law Section
University of Ottawa, Common Law Section
University of Saskatchewan
University of Toronto
University of Western Ontario

University of Windsor
University of Victoria
Vogel & Company LLP
Westin Calgary
WeirFoulds LLP
White & Case
ZSA Legal Recruitment

CHILE
American Airlines
Bofill Mir & Alvarez Hintzpeter Jana 
Grasty Quintana Majlis & Cia. 
United States Embassy in Chile

CHINA
Fangda Partners
Freshfields Bruckhaus Deringer
Li Wen, JP Morgan, Hong Kong
Timothy L. Dickinson
Wang Foundation
White & Case

COLOMBIA 
Academia Colombiana de Derecho
Internacional - ACCOLDI
Brigard & Urrutia
Cámara de Comercio de Bogotá
Gómez-Pinzón Zuleta Abogados

COSTA RICA
Arias & Muñoz

CROATIA
Embassy of the United States, Zagreb, Croatia
Divjak, Topic & Bahtijarevic
Wolf Theiss, Zagreb
Savoric & Partners
Croatian Bar Association
Zgombic & Partners, Tax Advisors and Auditors
Grgic & Partners
Hacic & Kallay
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Grubesa & Partners
Varteks Plc.
Allianz Zagreb
Croata
Coguric & Naumovski
Gugic & Kovacic
Modrusan & Filipcic
Vesna Pucar
Zagreb Airport

CZECH REPUBLIC
Masaryk University, Faculty of Law
White & Case

CYPRUS
Church of Cyprus

DENMARK
Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
Fundación Global Democracia y Desarrollo
Jimenez Cruz Peña
Oficina Melo Guerrero
Squire Sanders & Dempsey Peña  

Prieto Gamundi

ETHIOPIA
St. Mary’s University College, Addis Ababa

FRANCE
Dechert LLP
Shearman & Sterling, Paris Office

GEORGIA
DLA Piper
Georgian Young Lawyers Association
Mgaloblishvili, Kipiani, Dzidziguri Law Firm
Ministry of Education and Science of Georgia
Supreme Court of Georgia
White & Case
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GERMANY
Allen & Overy
Alumni der Rechtswissenschaftlichen Fakultaet 

der Friedrich-Schiller-Universitaet
CMS Hasche Sigle
Department of Treasury of the Free State  

of Thuringia
Deutscher Anwaltverein
E.ON Kernkraft GmbH
Freie Universität Berlin
Freshfields Bruckhaus Deringer
German Academic Exchange Service (DAAD)
Gleiss Lutz, Görg
GSK Stockmann & Kollegen

Hans Soldan Stiftung, Essen (Germany)
Hengeler Müeller
Herfurth & Partner
Hogan & Hartson
Kümmerlein Rechtsanwälte, Essen
Redeker Sellner Dahs
Robert Bosch Stiftung
Rotthege und Partner, Düsseldorf
Sidley Austin LLP
Stiftung der Ruhr-Universität Bochum
University of Jena Law Faculty
Wintershall
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GHANA
Oxford & Beaumont Solicitors, Accra & London
Kofi Date-Bah, Supreme Court of Ghana
Paul Baffoe-Bonnie, Supreme Court of Ghana
Ursula Owusu, International Federation of 

Women Lawyers
Newmont Ghana Ltd.
Hughes & Hubbard, Washington DC, USA
Zoomlion Company Ltd., Ghana
Ghana Cocoa Marketing Company
Fugar & Company, Ghana
Sam Okudzeto & Associates, Ghana
Board of Legal Education, Ghana
Judicial Service, Ghana

GREECE
Nomiki Vivliothiki

HONG KONG, CHINA
Chinese University of Hong Kong
City University of Hong Kong
Hong Kong University School of Law
Weil, Gotshal & Manges

HUNGARY
Morley Allan & Overy, Budapest, Hungary
Horváth & Partners DLA Piper Law Firm, 

Budapest Hungary

ICELAND
LOGOS legal services
Réttur-Aðalsteinsson & Partners
Jonsson & Hall Law Firm (Mörkin)
Reykjavík Law Firm
Landslög Law Offices
Regula Law Firm
Opus Legal Services
BBA Legal
Advel Attorneys at Law

INDIA 
Amarjit Singh Chandhiok
Arun Bhardwaj
Arun Mohan
Department of Legal Studies,  

University of Madras
Dr. Ram Manohar Lohiya National Law  

University, Lucknow
Dutt & Menon Law Firm
Fortune Spirits Ltd.
Geeta Luthra
K.K. Venugopal
KIIT Law School
Manvinder Singh
Menon & Associates
Mohit Mathur
Mukul Rohatgi
O.P. Vaish—Founder
Pratibha Singh
R.K. Sethia, Western Carriers
Rajat Sethi, S&R Associates
Rajiv Kishen Luthra
Ram Jethmalani
S.K. Dubey
Siddharth Luthra
SN Singh, University of Delhi
State Government of West Bengal
Surana & Surana International Attorneys
Usha S. Razdan, University of Delhi
Ved Kumari, Delhi Judicial Academy
Vinod Surana

INDONESIA
Ali Budiardjo, Nugroho, Reksodiputro 

Counsellors at Law
Atmadja Universitas Pelita
Hadiputranto, Hadinoto & Partners
Hukum Online
Prof. Dr. (Jur.) O.C. Kaligis
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Leks & Co
Lippo Group
Lubis, Ganie, Surowidjojo
Makarim & Taira S.
Mochtar Kusuma-Atmadja
Soemadipradja & Taher
Universitas Pelita Harapan

IRAQ
United States Embassy in Iraq
Provincial Reconstructive Team,  

United States Embassy
International Human Rights Law Institute (IHRLI)

IRELAND
Law Society of Ireland

ISRAEL
Stephen and Gali Victor Program on  

Trial Advocacy Fund

ITALY
Cleary Gottlieb Steen & Hamilton LLP
Pavesio e Associati, independent and associated 

with Allen & Overy, Turin
University of Turin, Faculty of Law

JAPAN
Doshisha University
Gendaijinbun-sha. Co., Ltd.
K.K. Cambridge University Press, Japan
Kyokuto Shoten Ltd.
TAC Co., Ltd.
Thomson Reuters Professional KK
Yuhikaku Publishing Co., Ltd.
Yushodo Co., Ltd.

KENYA
Thomas & Erma Jean Tracy Family Foundation

LITHUANIA
Cerka ir Partneriai Advocates
Mykolas Romeris University
Alumni Association of Vytautas  

Magnus University, Institute of Law

NETHERLANDS
Asser Press
BarentsKrans 
Brill | Martinus Nijhoff Publishers 
City of The Hague
Effectenhandel
Röling Foundation
Stichting Fonds voor de Geld-en
T.M.C. Asser Press

NEW ZEALAND
Bell Gully
New Zealand Law Foundation
University of Auckland Faculty of Law

NIGERIA
Body of Senior Advocates of Nigeria
Comrade Aborisade
Mr. Brunoh
Mr. Confidence	
Mr. Kingsley
Mr. Mbamalu
Mr. Olubiyi
Mr. Osinowo
Raji Babatunde Fashola

OCCUPIED PALESTINIAN TERRITORIES
Birzeit University Faculty of Law  

and Administration
John Dawson, INL, US Department of State
Ulrik Mollerup, United Nations Development 

Program in Palestine
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POLAND
Clifford Chance Warsaw 
Deloitte
Edukacja Prawnicza
student.lex.pl
White & Case
Wolters Kluwer Polska

ROMANIA
Adrian Nastase  
Andrei Aurel Jean—Notary Office
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Romania 
Costescu, Stroe and Associates—Notary Office 
Dinu Patriciu Foundation 
Kinstellar Bucharest 
Stoica & Associates—Attorneys at Law  

RUSSIA
Barshchevsky and Partners
Brill/Martinus Nijhoff Publishers 
Cambridge University Press
Canadian Embassy in Russia
Chadbourne & Parke, London Office
Clifford Chance, Moscow Office
Consulting Group Yustitsinform
Corporate Lawyer
Egorov Puginsky Afanasiev & Partners
eGraduate
Freshfields Bruckhaus Deringer LLP,  

Moscow Office
Garant 
Law Department of Moscow State University
Law Institute of the Siberian Federal University
Magisters
Mannheimer Swartline
Marriott Courtyard 
Pericles
Tabris LLC
Threefold Ltd

United States Embassy in Russia
US Russia Foundation for Economic 

Advancement and the Rule of Law 
White & Case

SINGAPORE
Singapore Attorney General Chambers

SLOVAKIA
Allen & Overy
Bratislava Academic Society
Civitas Europa
Kinstellar
Paneuropska Vysoka Skola, Fakulta Prava
Slovak Bar Association
Slovenska Advokatska Komora
White & Case

SLOVENIA
Javni sklad Republike Slovenije za razvoj kadrov 

in štipendije
Krka, d.d. 
Metka Arah—odvetnica 
Odvetniška družba Odvetniki Šelih &  

partnerji, o.p., d.n.o.
Odvetniška družba Rojs, Peljhan,  

Prelesnik & partnerji, o.p., d.o.o.
Schönherr, Consulting, d.o.o.

SOUTH AFRICA
Angelican Chaplaincy, University of Cape Town
Auckland Park Accommodation
Constitutional Court of South Africa
Constitution Hill
Edward Nathan Sonnenbergs Law Firm
Jerome Ramages Attorneys and Company
Leonore Zara Kaplan Trust
University of Johannesburg
White & Case
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SPAIN
Cuatrecasas Goncalves Pereira

SRI LANKA
International Centre for Ethnic Studies
Tiruchelvam Associates

THAILAND
Dhurakij Pundit University
Satyapon & Partners Ltd.

UKRAINE
Avellum Partners
Baker & McKenzie
Chadbourne & Parke LLP
Dr. Alfred Fischbacher
ELSA Ukraine
Ilia Rachkov
Kyiv-Mohyla Foundation of America
Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko University
Magisters LLC
Sergiy Petukhov
Students’ League of Ukrainian Bar Association
Ukrainian Bar Association
Ulysses Law Firm

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
Clyde Co LLP
DLA Piper Middle East, LLP
Ebrahim Al Mulla International Law Firm
Latham & Watkins LLP
Law Offices of International Emirates of Law  

(Dr. Ibrahim Al Mulla)
TEAM Engineering Enterprise LTD.
White & Case

UNITED KINGDOM				  
Centre for Rural Childhood 				 
Edward Elgar Publishing
Faculty of Advocates 		
Law Society of Scotland		
No5 Chambers
Sweet and Maxwell Publishers
The Honourable Society of Gray’s Inn
White & Case	

UNITED STATES
Anne Elkins Murray
Chicago-Kent College of Law
Denver Sturm College of Law
Holly Anne Smith
Lewis & Clark Law School
Professor Jamie Cooper
Professor Mario Conte
Shearman & Sterling, New York Office
The American University Washington  

College of Law
The George Washington University  

School of Law
University of Houston Law Center 
White & Case

URUGUAY
Guyer & Regules 

VENEZUELA
Banco Venezolano de Crédito
Chevron Global Technologies Services Company
EMC
Macleod Dixon, S.C.
Universidad Monteavila
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Teams competing at the White & Case International Rounds are indicated in bold. Exhibition teams 
are indicated with an asterisk (*).

2011 Jessup Teams

AFGHANISTAN
Albiruni University
Balkh University
Herat University
Kabul University 
Nangarhar University

ARGENTINA
Universidad de Buenos Aires
Universidad de Palermo
Universidad Torcuato di Tella

ARMENIA
Foundation University Francies in Armenia
National Academy of Sciences of the  

Republic of Armenia
Northern University
Russian-Armenian (Slavonic) University
Sankt-Peterburg University of External Economic 

Relations, Economy and Law
Yerevan Institution of Legal Examination and 

Judicial Psychology Yerevan State University

AUSTRALIA
Australian National University
Bond University
Deakin University
Flinders University
Macquarie University
Monash University
Murdoch University
Queensland University of Technology
University of Adelaide
University of Melbourne
University of New South Wales
University of Queensland

University of Sydney
University of Tasmania
University of Technology Sydney
University of Western Australia
University of Western Sydney
University of Wollongong
Victoria University

BALTIC REGION
European Humanities University

BELARUS
Belarus State Economic University
Belarusian State University
Brest State University
Gomel State University

BELGIUM
Katholieke Universiteit Leuven
Universiteit Gent 
Vrije Universiteit Brussel

BRAZIL
Centro Universitário Ritter dos Reis 
Pontifícia Universidade Católica do  

Rio Grande do Sul
Universidade de São Paulo
Universidade de Taubaté
Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais
Universidade Federal de Pelotas
Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul

BULGARIA
Sofia University St Kliment Ohridski
Southwest University of Blagoevgrad
The American University in Bulgaria
University of National and World Economy
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CAMBODIA
Royal University of Law and Economics

CAMEROON
University Of Dschang

CANADA
Dalhousie University
McGill University*
Queen’s University 
University of Alberta
University of British Columbia
University of Calgary
University of New Brunswick
University of Ottawa Faculty of Law– 

Civil Law Section 

University of Ottawa Faculty of Law– 
Common Law Section 

University of Saskatchewan
University of Toronto
University of Victoria
University of Western Ontario
University of Windsor
York University Osgoode Hall

CHILE
Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile
Universidad Adolfo Ibáñez
Universidad de Chile
Universidad del Desarrollo
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CHINA
Beihang University
Beijing Foreign Studies University
Central South University
Central University of Finance and Economics
China Foreign Affairs University
China University of Political Science & Law
China Youth University for Political Sciences
Chongqing University
Dalian Maritime University
East China Normal University
Fudan University
GuangDong University of Foreign Studies
Guangxi University
Hopkins-Nanjing Center
Inner Mongolia University
Jilin University Law School 
Linyi Normal University
Minzu University of China
Nanjing University
Nankai University
Peking University Law School
Peking University School of  

Transnational Law
Renmin University
Shan Dong University
Shandong University (Weihai)
Shanghai Institute of Foreign Trade
Shanghai Jiao Tong University,  

KoGuan Law School
Shanghai Maritime University
Shanghai University of Finance & Economics
Shenzhen University
Southwest University of Finance and Economics
Southwest University of Political Science  

and Law
Tianjin University
University of Electronic Science and Technology 

of China

University of International  
Business & Economics*

University of International Relations
University of Jinan
Wuhan University Law School
Xiamen University
Yantai University Law School
Zhejiang University

CHINESE TAIPEI
Chinese Cultural University
National Cheng Kung University
National Chengchi University
National Chengchi University, College of Law
National Chung Cheng University
National Taipei University
National Taiwan University
National Tsing Hua University
Shin Hsin University
Soochow University
Tunghai University

COLOMBIA
Pontificia Universidad Javeriana*
Universidad de La Sabana
Universidad de Los Andes
Universidad del Rosario
Universidad EAFIT
Universidad Externado de Colombia
Universidad Sergio Arboleda

COSTA RICA
Universidad de Costa Rica

CROATIA
University of Zagreb

CYPRUS 
University of Cyprus
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CZECH REPUBLIC
Masaryk University
Palacky

DENMARK
University of Copenhagen

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
Universidad Autónoma de Santo Domingo

ETHIOPIA
Addis Ababa University
Bahir Dar University*
Haramaya University

FRANCE
Sciences Po
Université Catholique de Lille
Université de Poitiers
Université de Strasbourg
Universite Pantheon-Assas Paris 2
Université Panthéon-Sorbonne Paris 1
Université Paris 10 Nanterre
Université Paul Cézanne Aix-Marseille III

GEORGIA
Caucasus School of Law
Georgian-American University
Tbilisi State University

GERMANY
Christian-Albrechts Universität zu Kiel
Eberhard Karls Universität Tuebingen
Europa Universität Viadrina
Freie Universität Berlin
Friedrich Schiller Universität
Friedrich-Alexander Universität  

Erlangen-Nürnberg

Georg-August Universität*
Heinrich-Heine Universität
Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin
Johannes Gutenberg Universität Mainz
Ludwig-Maximilians Universität München
Ruhr Universität Bochum
Universität Augsburg
Universität Heidelberg
Westfaelische Wilhelms Universität Münster

GHANA
University of Ghana

GREECE
Aristotle University of Thessaloniki
National and Dapodistrian University  

of Athens

GUATEMALA
Universidad Francisco Marroquín
Universidad Rafael Landívar*

GUYANA
University of Guyana

HONG KONG, CHINA
Chinese University of Hong Kong
City University of Hong Kong
University of Hong Kong

HUNGARY
Eötvös Loránd University
University of Szeged

ICELAND
University of Iceland
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INDIA
Allahabad University
Amity Law School
Amity Law School, Lucknow Campus
Amity Law School, Noida
Bangalore Institute of Legal Studies
Bharati Vidyapeeth Deemed University,  

New Law College, Pune
Bishop Cotton Women’s Christian Law College
Chanakya National Law University
Cochin University of Science & Technology
Dr. Ambedkar Government Law College, Chenna
Dr. Ram Manohar Lohiya National Law University
Government Law College, Mumbai
Gujarat National Law University
Hidayatullah National Law University
ILS Law College
Kalinga Institute of Industrial Technology (KIIT)
Kerala Law Academy
Kishinchand Chellaram Law College
National Academy for Legal Studies and 

Research, Hyderabad
National Law Institute University, Bhopal
National Law University, Delhi
National Law University, Jodhpur
National University of Advanced Legal Studies
Nirma University of Science and Technology
Rajiv Gandhi National University of Law
Rajiv Gandhi School of Intellectual Property Law
Rizvi Law College
S.N.D.T. Women’s University’s Law School
School of Excellence in Law, Tamil Nadu
Symbiosis Law College
University Institute of Legal Studies,  

Panjab University, Chandigarh
University of Delhi, LCII
University of Petroleum and Energy Studies
University School of Law and Legal Studies, Guru 

Gobindh Indra Prastha University
West Bengal National University of  

Juridical Sciences

INDONESIA
Airlangga University
Andalas University
Atma Jaya Catholic University
Brawijaya University
De La Salle University of Indonesia
Gadjah Mada University
Hasanuddin University
Manado State University (UNIMA)
Tarumanagara University
Trisakti University
Universitas Gadjah Mada
Universitas Indonesia
Universitas Internasional Batam
Universitas Katolik Parahyangan
Universitas Pelita Harapan
Universitas Sam Ratulangi
Universitas Sumatera Utara
University of Al-Azhar 
University of Padjadjaran
University of Surabaya

IRAQ
Al-Nahrain University
Qadsiya University
Soran University College of Law
Tikrit University
University of Anbar-Falluja
University of Anbar-Rumadi
University of Babylon
University of Baghdad
Unviersity of Basra
University of Diala
University of Duhok College of Law  

and Politics*
University of Karbala
University of Kirkuk College of Law
University of Koya School of Law
University of Kufa
University of Salahadeen-Erbil College  

of Law and Politics
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University of Sulaimani
University of Thi-Qar
University of Wasit

IRELAND
Honorable Society of King’s Inn
Law Society of Ireland
School of Law University of Ulster
Trinity College Dublin

ISRAEL
College of Management
Hebrew University of Jerusalem

ITALY
Università degli Studi Roma Tre
Università di Teramo* 
Università di Torino

JAMAICA
Norman Manley Law School

JAPAN
Aoyama Gakuin University
Doshisha University
Gakushuin University
Japan Coast Guard Academy
Keio University
Kobe University
Kyoto University
Nagoya University
Osaka University
Sophia University*
Tohoku University
University of Tokyo
Waseda University

KAZAKHSTAN
Kazakh Humanitarian Law University
Kazpetrobsouz Karaganda  

Economic University*

KENYA
Kenya Model United Nations

KUWAIT
Kuwait University

LATVIA
University of Latvia

LESOTHO
National University of Lesotho

LITHUANIA
European Humanities University
Mykolas Romeris University
Vytautas Magnus University

MALAYSIA
Advance Tertiary College (ATC)
Ahmad Ibrahim Kulliyyah of Laws, 

International Islamic University
College of Law, Government and International 

Studies, Universiti Utara Malaysia
Islamic Science University of Malaysia
Taylor’s University
Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia
Universiti Teknologi MARA
University of Malaya
University of Sultan Zainal Abidin
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MEXICO
Centro de Investigación y Docencia Económicas
Instituto Tecnológico y de Estudios Superiores 

de Monterrey, Chihuahua
Instituto Tecnológico y de Estudios Superiores  

de Monterrey, Saltillo
Instituto Tecnológico y de Estudios Superiores  

de Monterrey, San Luis Potosí
Universidad Anáhuac, México Norte
Universidad Autónoma de Coahuila
Universidad de Monterrey
Universidad Marista
Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México
Universidad Panamericana, Bonaterra
Universidad Panamericana, Ciudad de México

NEPAL
Kathmandu School of Law

NETHERLANDS
Erasmus Universiteit Rotterdam
Maastricht University
Universiteit Leiden
Universiteit Utrecht
Universiteit van Amsterdam
Universiteit van Tilburg

NEW ZEALAND
Auckland University 

NIGERIA
Madonna University

OCCUPIED PALESTINIAN TERRITORY
Birzeit University

PANAMÁ
Universidad Católica Santa María La Antigua

PHILIPPINES
Arellano University School of Law
Ateneo de Manila University
De La Salle University
University of the Philippines

POLAND
John Paul II Catholic University of Lublin
Nicholaus Copernicus University
University of Łódź
University of the Cardinal Stefan Wyszynski
University of Warsaw
University of Wroclaw

PORTUGAL
Universidade Nova de Lisboa

PUERTO RICO
Universidad Interamericana de Puerto Rico

ROMANIA
Petru Maior University
University of Bucharest 
West University of Timisoara

RUSSIA
A.S. Griboedov Institute of International Law  

and Economics
Academy of Social Education (KSLI)
All Russian Academy for Foreign Trade
Altai State University
Arkhangelsk State Technical University
Astrakhan State University
Bashkir State University
Bauman Moscow State Technical University
Buryat State University
Cheboksary Cooperative Institute
Chelyabinsk State University
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Chita Institute of Irkutsk State  
Economical Academy

Dagestan State University
Far Eastern National Technical University
Finance University under the Government of  

the Russian Federation
Immanuel Kant State University of Russia
International University of Moscow
Kazan State University
Khabarovsk State Academy of Economics  

and Law
Kuban State University*
Mordovian State University
Moscow City Management University  

of the Government of Moscow
Moscow State Institute of International 

Relations (MGIMO)
Moscow State Law Academy
Moscow State Linguistic University
Moscow State University
Nizhniy Novgorod Law Academy
Nizhny Novgorod State University
Northwest (Saint-Petersburg) Branch of Russian 

Law Academy of Ministry of Justice
Novosibirsk State University*
Novosibirsk State University of Economics  

and Management
Omsk Law Institute
Omsk State University
Penza State Pedagogical University
Penza State University
People’s Friendship University
Perm State University
Petrozavodsk State University
Rostov Branch of Russian Academy of Justice
Russian Academy of Justice
Russian Academy of Justice, Privolzhsky Office

Russian Academy of Law under the  
Ministry of Justice

Russian Customs Academy (Saint-Petersburg)
Saratov State Academy of Law
Siberian Federal University
South Federal University
St. Petersburg State University
State University—Higher School of  

Economics—Moscow
State University—Higher School of 

Economics—Nizhny Novgorod
Stavropol State University
Sterlitamak Branch of Bashkirian State University
The First Moscow Institute of Law
Ulyanovsky State University
Urals State Law Academy
Volgograd Academy of the State Service

SINGAPORE
National University of Singapore
Singapore Management University  

School of Law

SLOVAKIA
Comenius University
Pan European University in Bratislava
Trnavská Univerzita v Trnave

SLOVENIA
University of Ljubljana

SOUTH AFRICA
University of Cape Town
University of Johannesburg
University of KwaZulu-Natal
University of Pretoria
University Western Cape
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SPAIN
ESADE—Universidad Ramon Llull
Universidad Autonoma de Madrid
Universidad Carlos III de Madrid
Universidad de Navarra
Universitat Pompeu Fabra

SOUTH KOREA
Handong International Law School
Korea University
Seoul National University
SungKyunKwan Law School
Yonsei University

SRI LANKA
Sri Lanka Law College
University of Colombo

TANZANIA
St. Augustine University of Tanzania

THAILAND
Chulalongkorn University
Thammasat University

TURKEY
Istanbul University
Koc University
University of Bahcesehir*

UGANDA
Uganda Christian University

UKRAINE
Donetsk National University* 
International Humanitarian University
Khmelnytskyi University of Management 

and Law

Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko University 
(International Relations)

Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko University
National Law Academy Yaroslav the Wise
National University of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy
National University of Ostroh Academy 
Odessa National Law Academy
Ukrainian State University of Finance and 

International Trade*

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
American University of Sharjah
UAE University*
University of Sharjah

UNITED KINGDOM
BPP Law School
Brunel University
Coventry University
Honourable Society of the Inner Temple
Honourable Society of the Middle Temple
Kaplan Law School
King’s College, London
Lancaster University
London School of Economics
Middlesex University
Plymouth University
Robert Gordon University
University College London
University of Aberdeen 
University of Durham
University of Exeter
University of Kent
University of Leeds
University of Lincoln
University of Notre Dame in London
University of Oxford
University of Strathclyde
University of Warwick
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UNITED STATES
Albany Law School
American University
Arizona State University
Ave Maria Law School
Boston College
Boston University
Brigham Young University
Brooklyn Law School
California Western University
Capital University
Case Western Reserve University
Catholic University of America
Chapman University
Chicago-Kent College of Law
Columbia Law School
Cornell University
Creighton University
DePaul University*
Drexel University
Duke University
Emory University
Fletcher School of Law & Diplomacy
Florida Coastal School of Law
Florida International University
Florida State University
Fordham University
George Mason School of Law
George Washington University
Georgetown University
Georgia State University
Gonzaga University
Hamline University
Harvard University
Howard University
Indiana University—Bloomington
John Marshall Law School, Chicago
Johns Hopkins School of Advanced  

International Studies

Lewis & Clark Law School
Liberty University
Louisiana State University
Loyola University—Chicago
Loyola University—Los Angeles
Marquette University
Mercer University
Michigan State University
Mississippi College
New England School of Law
New York Law School
New York University
Northeastern University
Northern Illinois University
Northwestern University
Nova Southeastern University
Ohio Northern University
Ohio State University
Oklahoma City University
Pace University
Pennsylvania State University
Roger Williams University
Rutgers University—Camden
Rutgers University—Newark
Seton Hall University
South Texas College of Law
Southern Methodist University
St. John’s University
St. Louis University
St. Mary’s University
St. Thomas University, Florida
Stetson University
Suffolk University
Syracuse University
Temple University 
Texas Tech University
The College of William & Mary
Thomas Jefferson School of Law
Thomas M. Cooley Law School
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Touro College
Tulane University
University at Buffalo
University of Alabama
University of Arizona
University of Baltimore
University of California—Berkeley
University of California—Davis
University of California—Hastings
University of California—Los Angeles
University of Connecticut
University of Denver
University of Detroit Mercy
University of Florida
University of Georgia
University of Hawaii
University of Houston
University of Illinois
University of Iowa
University of Kansas
University of La Verne College of Law
University of Maryland
University of Massachusetts  

School of Law—Dartmouth
University of Miami
University of Michigan
University of Minnesota
University of Missouri—Kansas City
University of Montana
University of New Mexico
University of Notre Dame*
University of Oklahoma
University of Oregon
University of Pennsylvania
University of Pittsburgh
University of Richmond
University of San Diego
University of San Francisco

University of Southern California
University of St. Thomas, Minnesota
University of Tennessee
University of the Pacific, McGeorge  

School of Law
University of Toledo
University of Utah
University of Virginia
University of Washington
University of Wisconsin
University of Wyoming College of Law
Valparaiso University
Vanderbilt University
Villanova University
Wake Forest University
Washburn University
Washington & Lee University
Washington University, St. Louis
Wayne State University
West Virginia University
Western New England College
Widener University—Harrisburg
Widener University—Wilmington
Willamette University
William Mitchell College of Law
Yale University
Yeshiva University, Cardozo Law School

Uzbekistan
Westminister International University  

in Tashkent

VENEZUELA
Universidad Católica Andrés Bello
Universidad Monteávila

VIETNAM
Diplomatic Academy of Vietnam 
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Very Special Thanks

ILSA would like to thank the many Friends of the Jessup, the ILSA student officers, the 
members of ILSA’s Board of Directors, ILSA’s chapters, ILSA’s individual members, judges, 
bailiffs and sponsors around the world for their limitless support of the Jessup Competition.  
The Jessup would not be possible without their efforts.

Our thanks are also owed to White & Case, the Competition’s International Rounds sponsor 
and ILSA’s Global Partner. More than just a sponsor, White & Case provides volunteers and 
technological assistance for the Competition, and has undertaken a number of projects aimed 
at improving the Jessup experience for everyone involved. We would like to specially recognize 
Elizabeth Black, who leads all of the Firm’s Jessup activities around the world. 

We would also like to thank the International Bar Association, the world’s leading organization 
of international legal practitioners and bar associations, for its support of ILSA and the Jessup 
Competition. Our gratitude is also owed to IBA Members who have supported the competition 
through their donations of time as team coaches, advisors and judges.

ILSA also thanks our partner and host DePaul University College of Law, and Professor Brian 
Havel in particular. DePaul’s support this year has been tremendous; DePaul provided ILSA  
with a new office suite at its downtown Chicago campus.

ILSA is particularly grateful for the support of Hein OnLine, LexisNexis and Westlaw for 
providing our student competitors with invaluable access to their legal research databases.  
We would also like to acknowledge Thomson Carswell for providing all teams with access to 
their McGill Citation Guide.

ILSA acknowledges and thanks the Law Libraries of Georgetown University for allowing teams 
to use their facilities during the White & Case International Rounds.

ILSA would further like to thank the American Society of International Law, the International 
Law Section of the American Bar Association, and the International Law Association for their 
continued support of the Competition.

A final word of thanks goes to our regional and national administrators for their tireless work  
and dedication on behalf of the Jessup Competition.
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