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The following rules of procedure have been modified to fit the needs of the IASAS Model United Nations conference. These rules are self-sufficient and the only rules of procedure applicable to committee sessions.  

I. [bookmark: _lqjp44rj25vb]INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE  
The International Court of Justice (ICJ) is the principal judicial organ of the United Nations (UN). Its role is to settle legal disputes between member states by international law and give advisory opinions to authorized UN organs and specialized agencies. 
Throughout the 2023 IASAS MUN conference, participants will take on the role of either an advocate or judge to settle the dispute between the two advocate teams. This manual clearly states the roles and responsibilities of each role.

II. [bookmark: _a9wrcj16izmp]POSITIONS & ROLES OF THE COURT
a. [bookmark: _lbbyjvp1w09c]President and Vice President
The Presidents are responsible for controlling the flow of the debate, leading all participants, answering clarifying questions, and facilitating the trial as a whole. Like in a standard THIMUN committee, chairing time amongst the Presidents will be split. The President and Vice President are to be addressed as “President/Vice President (Last Name)”. 
b. [bookmark: _oswg4rjbalhs]Advocates, 
The Advocates serve as lawyers in the courtroom, representing either the applicant or the defendant country. Each advocate team consists of 2 advocates. The Applicant team is the one who initiated the proceedings at the court, while the Defendant team is the one defending the allegations of the Applicant team. Advocates are to be addressed as “applicants” or “defendants.” 
As advocates are the ones carrying out the debate, they must fulfill their necessary preparations and responsibilities of submitting the prepared documents on time and finding witnesses that would accurately testify for their case. Information about such necessary documents and preparations for advocates will be in the <Documents> section. 
c. [bookmark: _xni12n1lb4mh]Judges 
The Judges are a group of people responsible for evaluating the credibility of each piece of evidence and argument presented by both sides of advocates. By the end of the debate, each judge will come to a verdict that determines which side of the advocates has a more substantial ground on the case, and with that, there will be a final verdict based on a majority vote of the judges. Each judge is to be addressed as “Judge <Last Name>” or “Your Honor.” Though most of the judges’ duties take place during the conference, there will be a requirement to submit a brief judge’s report before the conference. More information will be in the <Judge Info> section.
d. [bookmark: _8m146cungvdg]Witnesses
Witnesses are people who will testify for their respective advocate teams to the Court during Witness Examinations. The witnesses are real people who were present and have a direct role/relevance to the event at hand — when choosing witnesses, please consider how their expertise and position would support your other evidence and solidify the arguments of your case as a whole.

 Witnesses and Advocates will work closely and intensively prior to the conference. More specific information about the respective roles of witnesses and advocates will be elaborated on in the <Witness Examinations> section. Witnesses are to be referred to as “<Occupation Title> <Last Name” or  “Mr./Mrs. <Last Name>” depending on their roles and expertise in their field. 

*Seeing as witnesses are delegates from other committees, it is crucial for witnesses to understand beforehand that serving as a witness means being excused from the committee and missing the lobbying/debating sessions. Examination time varies but you will definitely have to miss some portions of your committee meetings, please keep that in mind before agreeing to testify as a witness.


III. [bookmark: _yzd9xfo2qj8e]DOCUMENTS
a. [bookmark: _94hxiwz7lztx]Memorandum
The Memorandum is a document that outlines the events and facts of the case. It should provide an organized background to your case and can include any tables, charts, or maps that may be useful. It will serve as a research report for the Judges and your opposing Advocates.
The Memorandum has five sections: the Statement of Jurisdiction, the Statement of Law, the Statement of Facts, the Arguments, and the Summary and Prayer of Relief. 
In the Statement of Jurisdiction, list what international law does the court have “jurisdiction” or why the court should take place. In the Statement of Law, list relevant laws applicable to your case. In the Statement of Facts, list out relevant facts of your case. In the Arguments section, which is imperative to handle correctly, list your main arguments, but not in detail. Although the opposing advocate counsel needs to know your arguments beforehand, it is critical not to reveal significant information and strategies (how and with what evidence you will use to argue). For applicants, please note that you bear the burden of proof, which obligates you to provide evidence for each claim. As for defendants, you do not bear the burden of proof and will only have to reject your opposition’s claims. At last, in the Summary and Prayer of Relief, each side should provide a brief summary of their arguments, request the court to vote in favor of you, and list out what you wish the verdict should include.
The Memorandum should consist of a title page and be ~2-3 pages long. It must also include a bibliography. Plagiarism will be tolerated since you should state official case descriptions, statements, etc verbatim from the ICJ — this is not tolerated for any other circumstance. 
b. [bookmark: _8t4bjikhj9kx]Stipulations
Stipulations are facts of the case that are agreed upon by both sides before the conference. It can include any treaties or contracts that both countries are signatory to that are, of course, relevant to the case, any specific facts and events that neither side disputes, definitions of key terms, and more. The stipulation will be listed in bullet points and can only consist of solid facts that both sides have mutually agreed upon and there must be no more than 15 stipulations. Communication between the opposing advocate teams is essential to complete this task. 

c. [bookmark: _xwmscor2a50s]Evidence List
This is the most important document as it grounds your debate.

You will have to list out pieces of evidence to support your arguments, typically between ten minimum and fifteen maximum, and this must include: a short, descriptive title, the date, the author, the relevant sections of the evidence, and the online link to the piece of evidence. Please keep in mind that the judges will weigh your evidence, so always try to find evidence from reliable sources, like the UN, for instance. Also note that almost all arguments that you present at the court must be backed up by evidence or else the judges will deem it irrelevant/insufficient. Certain arguments regarding logic and reasoning may not necessarily need evidence, but you cannot build your case entirely just from that. 

*No ICJ-affiliated documents on this case can be used in this list. 

d. [bookmark: _2lbxt4sq3e94]Witness List
Advocates may call upon two witnesses and up to three to provide testimony as evidence to the Court. When choosing witnesses, please consider how their expertise and position would support your other evidence. 

Witnesses play an important role in the ICJ, hence, you are expected to prepare the witness so that they are ready to answer questions in both direct and cross examination. This preparation is incredibly crucial and should be long prepared beforehand. Witnesses can be prepared by providing them background information on their character, ensuring they have a basic understanding of the case, and predicting possible common cross-examination questions. Witnesses must be able to respond to these questions in a way that is favorable, so make sure you prepare them accordingly.

As simple as it sounds, the Witness List is just a list documenting the important information of the witnesses you will be bringing to testify to the court. This should include his/her name, contact information (email), role in the conference, and role as the witness. 

IV. [bookmark: _5q29xu1nstfk]FLOW OF EVENTS
a. [bookmark: _tr9cfg9ye7it]Opening Statements 
The opening statement is essentially a summary of your team’s memorandum and its purpose is to tell the Court what you intend to show/prove by the presentation of your case. It is best to say, “We intend to show...” or “We intend to prove...” etc.  In your presentation, you should include your country’s jurisdiction of the case, arguments, and prayer of relief. 

The statement is meant for the judge so please make the speech flow well and list out clear, distinct points/arguments and most importantly, never make assertions or promises to the Judges that you cannot keep. 

The applicants will present their opening statements first, then the defendants. It is best that one Advocate presents the opening statement; however, both may share the presenting time. The total time allocated for opening statements is at most 30 minutes, with each side having a maximum of 15 minutes to present.

b. [bookmark: _xkwd5uvcual]Presentation of Joint Stipulations
The President will read out the stipulations one by one and ask both sides if they agree. While advocates can still either accept or reject the stipulations, since the writing process of the stipulations is a joint effort and all stipulations were already previously agreed upon, there really should be no objections.	
c. [bookmark: _1ydu981pq3pi]Evidence Presentation 
Each team will present its evidence list that has already been previously submitted to the court. As always, the applicants will go first, then the defendants. When presenting, please read out the title, date of publication, source, and relevant sections of your piece of evidence, and then, briefly outline the evidence’s connection to your argument. 

After reading one piece of evidence, the opposing team can either accept or object to the evidence-based on bias, relevance, authenticity, and/or relevance by simply stating “Objection, (Reason).” Then, the judges will take note of that objection and decide whether that objection is overruled/sustained so that the evidence can/cannot be used in the Court respectively during Evidence Weighing. 
d. [bookmark: _xocexbnrl5xi]Evidence Weighing
The evidence list will be distributed to each judge to be weighed; advocates will be outside of the courtroom preparing for their witness examinations during this time. Each piece of evidence will be given a score in each category: relevancy (2 points), authenticity (2 points), reliability (1 point), and bias (1 point) with an overall score out of 6. 

Each piece of evidence can be viewed under the Burden of Proof, regardless of which team uses and presents it. 

e. [bookmark: _cc5xozimpopl]Witness Examinations
Each witness examination will take around 5 minutes. Advocates are allowed to raise objections at any stage of witness examinations and the judges will consult as a group on whether to sustain or overrule that objection. Only one advocate may question the witness in each round. 
[bookmark: _4qr0mlv5e2y4]i. Direct
The witness is questioned by the advocate team that called on them. The witness should be well-prepared beforehand and therefore, know what questions you intend to ask them, what answers are expected as well as what questions to expect during cross-examination from the opposing team. 
*Advocates are not allowed to ask leading questions nor are they allowed to ask hearsay questions.
 Leading questions refer to questions that prompt the answer by the very nature of how the question is framed, such as “You saw him, didn’t you?”, whereas hearsay questions refer to a question about an out-of-court statement or alleged action that cannot be substantiated, such as “Mr. Smith, what did Ms. Smith say?” since Ms. Smith is not present at the Court to verify the truth of this statement and Mr. Smith is only allowed to speak on behalf of himself and his actions. 	
[bookmark: _odtqibkcisq3]ii. Cross
The witness is questioned by the opposing advocate team. The questions must relate to the questions asked during direct examination and cannot exceed the scope.
Though leading and hearsay questions still aren’t allowed, if done properly, they can be framed as a leading question with either a “yes” or “no” answer to disprove their argument.
If at any point the Advocates have no further questions, say either “no further questions,” or even “no questions”. Strategy and timing are very important.
f. [bookmark: _4t807kibjthq]Final Judge Questioning
Judges will have at least 5 rounds of 5 minutes of questioning for both advocate teams. They are allowed to ask any questions related to the case for further clarification. No objections from advocates are allowed.
g. [bookmark: _iilv2dpjpwp6]Closing Statements (max 30 minutes)
The closing statement is each team’s summary of the debate in which you should go over why your arguments are better than the other team or why your opponents’ arguments are invalid/null. Each side is required to, once again, state their prayer of relief (what you’re requesting to be included in the Verdict).  If damages are involved in the Prayer, state what amount(s) they think the Court should award -- and why.

Again, the presentation is meant for the judges so please articulate your points clearly and have your speech flow well, be straightforward and comprehensive. Defendants will go first, then the applicants. Same as the opening statement, the total time allocated for closing statements is at most 30 minutes, with each side having a maximum of 15 minutes to present.

h. [bookmark: _nyap38l38oi5]Judges Deliberation and Verdict 
At the closing point of the debate, advocates will leave the committee room and the judges will join together and discuss to make the final verdict. Usually, a vote is first conducted with each judge taking turns to say who they would vote for and why. Then, the judges together come up with a list of sub-issues (~5-10) and see whether each side has successfully addressed those points ex. Whether each side fulfilled their burden of proof, weighing the arguments presented, etc. 
After considering such criteria and having each judge voice their opinions and concerns, a final vote is taken, which should ideally be a consensus. Judges will be given enough time to thoroughly discuss though it should be fairly easy to reach a verdict through this “grading” of sub-issues. 

V. [bookmark: _johmzhajae38]FOR JUDGES
a. [bookmark: _4zdeblmjlcr]Preparations & Other Notices 
Though much of the Judge’s duties take place during the conference, Judges still have some respective pre-conference tasks, which include developing an understanding of the ICJ, international law, important legal concepts, and debate procedure, as well as submitting a judge’s report before the conference.

It is key that Judges do not read information about the ICJ case being debated other than the information provided by the chairs in their chair reports or general information about the ICJ, international law, etc. Judges are also not allowed to reference information evidence beyond the specified ICJ date. The judge’s report is a rather light task and it will provide you with enough understanding of the case proceedings by the time of the conference. 

An important thing to take note of: it is of utmost importance that judges remain impartial throughout the debate, refrain from personal connections/conversation with the advocates about the case throughout the debate, and of course, do not let personal bias on the case in general affect judgment. 
b. [bookmark: _no0d10ieceed]List of Objections & Explanations
	Objection 
	Explanation

	Ambiguous/ Vague
	When a statement or question is unclear, unspecific, and requires explanation and facts.

	Answer Exceeds
	When an answer to a question exceeds the concern and scope of the question itself.

	Argumentative
	When questions do not educate facts and are prejudicial (for example... ad hominem or attack on the individual)

	Argument Improper
	When the opposition’s argument is prejudicial, or has misquoted information, made up facts, and information you can oppose

	Asked and Answered
	When the witness is asked a question, it cannot be asked again. If the person questioning the witness finds information that contradicts the witnesses’ answers, they have to take on a charge of impeachment, where a new question is asked regarding the contradictory evidence found

	Assumes facts not evidence
	Witnesses have to testify on facts and evidence included in the evidence packet.

	Badgering the Witness
	When questioners are quarreling with, displeasing, provoking, and harassing the witnesses on the stand.

	Calls for Conclusion

	When questions draw out conclusions and not facts, one that implies a hidden conclusion.

	Compound Question
	When the question asked is made up of two parts.

	Confusion of Issue(s)
	When discussing an issue, irrelevant to the issue discussed at hand.

	Continue Objecting
	When objections against a side are continuous and impair the participation and presentation of arguments by the side.

	Cumulative 
	When a piece of information has been proven, additional proof would be considered as unnecessary and cumulative.

	Hearsay 
	When information stated by a third party, outside the court’s
presence.

	Inconsistent 
	When a team uses two arguments that are contradicting.

	Incorrect 
	When a team states false information that can be proven
untrue and incorrect.

	Lack of Foundation
	When a question or a piece of information is asked or stated
with no relevant timeframe, relevance, or importance to the
arguments/case discussed at hand.

	Leading Question
	When a question is asked suggesting what exactly is the
witness supposed to answer.

	Non-responsive Answer
	When an answer doesn’t answer the questions asked.

	Relevancy 
	When a question asked is irrelevant or is questioned for its
relevancy along with the testimony presented to the court.

	Speculation 
	When a guess, conjecture, supposition, or assumption is
presented in a discussion, case, or evidence.

	Witness not competent
	When the witnesses knowledge is minimal and lacking, where
the witness is unable to formulate a good convincing
testimony
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