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What is Jessup?
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JESSUP CUP

E>xeroausin
MEXXAYHapOAHBIN
KOHKYyPpC (550
yHUBepCcuUTeTOB 13 80
CTpaH) — IIPOBOAUTCS
yke 60 aeT rmoapsa

Mogaeas cyaeOHOTO
IIpoLecca MeXXAay
ABYM TOCyZapCTBaMU
B Me>XayHapoAHOM
cyae OOH

I IpuMeHumMoe 11paBo —
Me>KAYHapOAHOe
IIyOAMYHOE IIPaBOo
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Timeline

AnpeAb — 0ObiIBAEHME TEM KOHKYpPCa 2020
UIOHb — AETHAS LLIKOAQ MO MOAFOTOBKE K KOHKYPCY

CeHTa6pb — ONyOAMKOBAHME KOHKYPCHOIO 30AQHMUS
Compromis

CeHTa6pb — AHBAPb — MOATOTOBKO MEMOPAHAYMOB U
TOEHMPOBKA YCTHbIX PAYHAOB

PeBpPAAb — POCCUMCKME OTOOPOYHbIE PAYHADI 3C
BbIXOA B BALLUMHITOH

AnpeAb — MEXAYHAPOAHbLIE PAYHADI






1 »Tann. HartmoHaapHBIN
yeMIIMOHaT

MI'Y - oTrOOpOUYHBIE
payHAbI

JESSUP COMPETITION MFI/IMO - (l)I/IHaZI

RUSSIAN ROUNDS pOCCI/IﬁCKOTO
gJeMIIMOHAaTa

Exerogno B pespase

4 ay4gnimie KOMaHABI
I10Ay4YaloT IIPaBO
y4acTBOBATh B
MeXXAYHapOAHBIX
payHaax




KyOok rmodeaureast
HaIIMIOHAABHOTO
yeMIInMoHarTta Poccun

B 2015 roay BABT
BBICTYyIIaA B (puiHaAe
POCCUVICKOTIO YeMIIMOHaTa
VI 110 ero MToram 3aHsia 2
MecTO B Poccumn




2 oTan. MexayHapoaHsble
payHabl B CLLIA

E.lg@‘h.bl- il “':.,
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Ky0Ooxk nodeaureas
Me>XXAYHapOAHBIX PayH/AOB

B 2012 roay xomanaa MI'Y
BII€pBLIE BLIUTpPaAa
KOHKYPC

B 2016 roay BABT 3an:a
18 mecrto B Mupe cpeau
ooaee 1000 xkoMmaHa,
IIPUHMMAaBINNX ydacTVe B
KOHKYypce




TeMpI mOcCaAeAHUX AeT

2011

HpaBOMepHOCTI) MICIIOAb30BaHMS OeCIIMAOTHBIX AeTaTeAbHBIX allrrapaToB AAs51
YHUYTOXEHNSI TEPPOPMUCTOB, B TOM 9MCA€ Ha TEPpPUTOPUN APYTOrO rocyaapcrsa

HpaBOMepHOCTb OIrpaHUNYIECHNISI Ha HOIIIEHVIE PeANTTIO3HbIEC O4€2KAbl
MexayHapoz[Hoe AHTHUKOPPYIIIINMOHHOE ITPaBO

2012

CyaeOHBII MMMYHUTET TOCyAapCTBa B 4eAaX O HapyHIIeHMsIX IIpaB dYeA0BeKa

Onpeaeneﬂme IIpaBNUTEAbCTBA, IIPABOMOYHOTIO ITIPEACTaBAIITD TOCYA4apCTBO B
MEXAYHaApPOAHBIX OTHOIIEHMSIX II0OCA€ TOCYAapCTBEHHOTIO ITIepeBOpOTa

Paspymienne o0 beKkTa BCeMMPHOIO KyabTyPHOTO Hacae Vst

2014

Criop 0 10puUCAVIKIINI B OTHOIIEHNN IIpeCcTyIHNKA, apeCcTOBaHHOIO Ha
TepPUTOPUM APYTOTO rocyAapcTBa

IIpaBo cOOCTBEeHHOCT Ha OOBEKThI KyAbTYPHOIO HacAeAVisI

MexayHapoaHOe DKOA0Trn4ecKoe IpaBo




Why Jessup?

Knowledge .
2 skillsg Community




Knowledge

& skills

* YMeHNe MBICAUTD I0OpUANYECKN

Bam aaroT ripaBoByIO 3agauy, pelieHne KOTOpOn
HeAb3sI HAMITH, €r0 MOXXHO TOAbKO IIPUAYMAaTh.

* 3HaHMe IIpaBa I yMeHMe ero IIPVIMEeHSTh
* Research skills

* Time management

e Auramvickui s3bIK (IRAC & Advocacy)



Moconbcteo CLUA B P® .
Komanpa-noSeputens U3 POCCUMIICKON akafeMun Npasocyauns u apyrue Commumty
npusepsbl NoeayT B BalMHITOH Ha (hMHaN KOHKypca “Jessup ow.ly/i/4tvsM

@ Hide photo 4 Reply 43 Retweet % Favorite e«« More

MoconbcTBO CUJA B PO®
Cyabsa MexayHapoaHoro TpubyHana no PyaHae B.Ty3aymyxamenos 3anan

14

BONpoOC KoMaHae POCCUNCKOW akaneMun npasocyauns #Jessup ow.ly/i/dtv
@ Hide photo 4 Reply 3 Retweet % Favorite




Paul Myler ~ Australia - Jan 31
LS8 Judging Russia's #JessupMoot finals today. Alas my fellow judges have
forgotten more law than | ever learnt pic.twitter.com/FM3EtXTdMs




WASHINGTON D.C.




Full commitment

Good command of English

SjuoWIRIIMboy]

Passion for international law

Team player




JdajaHue Ha OTOOp

The 2019 Case Concerning the
Kayleff Yak



OTOOpP B KOMaHAY

5 yeaoBek + 3-4 3artacHBIX

5 4e/0BeK I10AYy4alOT IIPaBO IPOVITH YIAYOAEHHBIN KypPC
I10 IIOATOTOBKE K KOHKYPCY B aMepPMKaHCKOM IIeHTpe
IOpUANYECKOTO oOpasoBaHms Pericles

2 ®Taria 0T6opa — IIVICbMEHHDLIN U yCTHbIﬁ

Kaxxapiit paboTtaeT MHAMBUAYaAbHO AN0O 3a Vcta,
Anoo0 3a OTBeTynKa



Case Concerning the
Kayleff Yak

* A dispute between two states - Aurok and Rakkab
* Aurok - the Applicant

* Rakkab — the Respondent

* The parties have concluded a Compromi — a
statement of undisputed facts of the case as well
as issues presented before the IC]J

* A student act as an agent of ONE state and present
before the ICJ a written memorial and an oral
argumentation



e I. For Applicant — state of Aurok

a.

b.

DORTA'’s actions are attributable to Rakkab under
international law

The harvesting of the Yak in Rakkab violates Rakkab’s
international obligations relating to the protection of
endangered species and the environment

* II. For Respondent - state of Rakkab

a.

b.

DORTA'’s actions are not attributable to Rakkab under
international law

The harvesting of the Yak in Rakkab does not violate
Rakkab’s international obligations relating to the
protection of endangered species and the environment



otep 1. Written
submissions

Your task is to write a memorial

* O3HaKOMUTBLCI ¢ Compromis
* BEIIBUTH Ba)KHBIC (DAKTEI

* Pa30uTh NOAHSATHIN BOIIPOC HA 1SSUES U
subissues

* Research kOHKpETHBIX BOIIPOCOB
* Hanmncare memopanaym o cucreme IRAC



Sources of International Law
Art 38 of IC]J Statute

« The Court, whose function is to decide in accordance with
international law such disputes as are submitted to it, shall apply:

o Q. international conventions, whether general or particular,
establishing rules expressly recognized by the contesting states;

o b. international custom, as evidence of a general practice
accepted as law;

o C.the general principles of law recognized by civilized nations;

o d. subject to the provisions of Article 59, judicial decisions and
the teachings of the most highly qualified publicists of the
various nations, as subsidiary means for the determination of
rules of law.




IRAC

Issue: State A violated prohibition of threat or use of force

Rule: Article 2(4) of the UN Charter (primary source of law:
treaty, custom, general principle), prescribes a prohibition
of threat or use of force against another state. The use of
force implies an actual military operation or the sending of
troops to another sovereign state without its
consent(subsidiary sources)

Analysis: According to the facts of the case (Compromis)
state A sent 5 military troops to the border with a state B
and used them in a military attack againt state B

Conclusion: Hence, state A violated the prohibition of
threat or use of force under the UN Charter



Research materials

Compromis
Corrections & Clarifications to Compromis
Conventions

Articles on Responsibility of States for
Internationally Wrongful Acts with
Commentaries 2001

Case law of ICJ
Textbooks (SHAaw)



TpeboBaHMs K
MeMOpPaHAYMY

He 6oaee 5 cTpaHuL,

Times New Roman 12
NHTEPBAA 1,5

NMMa amAQ: «Lasthame.docxy
A3bIK: QHTAMMNCKNM

CpoK cAQ4YU MEeMOPAHAYMOB — 14 anpeas 23.59
OTnpaBnAaTb Ha NoYTy maryvavt@yandex.ru



Y CcTHEBIE BBICTYILACHVS

BeryunuTh npaBo no TemMe ((PakThl 1e1a, OCHOBHBIE
MCIOJIb3yEeMBbI€ IIOHATHS, 001ee noHuManue MII

(uctouHuku, popmupoBanue oowrvas, Craryt Cyna
OOH)

BoIsIBUTH C1a0bIe MeCTa CBOEH MO3UIIUH

[Ipoaxymars OTBETHI

CocraBuTth wi1aH / HE nucare peub

He 3a0p1Bath 11po hopmansHOocTH (Your Excellences)

/Jara npoBeaeHns yCTHbIe payHAOB —
OPMEeHTHUPOBOYHO 19 artpeas



CTpyKTypa BBICTYIIAEHVI

[loeACTaBMTbCH (P.M., KOKOE TOCYAQPCTBO
NPEACTOBAIETE, CKOABKO MMHYT DyaAeTe
rOBOPMUTD)

Roadmap (KakmMe apryMeHTbl
cobupaeTech NPEACTABUTH)

Pleadings (IRAC, yka3blBOETE KOTAQ
NEPEXOAMTE K CAEAYIOLLIEMY APTYMEHTY)

Y kaxxaoro 0Oyaet poBHO 11 MMHYT, 9TOOBI
IIpeACTaBUTD IO3UNNMIO — 10 MIHYT Ha OCHOBHEBIE
aprymMeHThl, 1 MIHYyTa Ha peOaTta/cepebara



AN =

DopmaabHOCTU

YcTtaHoBuTe eye contact
ObpaLueHue K cyay — Your Excellency

ECAM HEe MoOHIAM BOMPOC — “May you rephrase your
qguestione” “May you repeat your questione” “Excuse
me, | am not familiar with the word “..."/ with the facts
of the case”

He 3HaeTte 410 o1BETMTL — “| M noft in the posifion to
answer your question right now”

BBOoAHbIE dopa3bl — “The Applicant submits” “The
Respondent contends” “The position of the Applicant
Is” “The Respondent argues”

3akaH4ympaerte: “If | may be of no further assistance to
the Court, this concludes subbmissions for the
Applicant\Respondent”




Sil g B Y —

(Dopma BBICTYIIACHUS

He 4yuTaTh

Eye contact

[TPaMO OTBEYATH HA BOMPOCH!
MUHUMAABHO XXECTUKYAMPOBATH

B3atb ¢ cobom Compromis v 3HOTb HOMEPA
NApArpadOoOB, HO KOTOPbLIE Bbl CCbIAOETECS.

BbIXOAUTE AMOO OE3 3anmMcemn, AMOO C TE3MCAMU +
LLUTATAOMM M3 Kemcos/Compromis

3HATb JOAKTbl KEMCOB, HO KOTOPbIE CChIAQETECH
[TooumtaTte Ctatyt cyaa OOH, 3HATL cTaTthiO 38




Rebuttal / Surrebuttal

1. 30AQ4A UCTLA - YKA3ATb HO CAQDOblIe MeCTa
OTBETYMKO
2. Rebuttal rotoBuTCd KOK OTBET HA BbICTYMAEHUNE

OTBETYMKA, BO BPEMS BbICTYMAEHMSI OTBETYMKA
3. Surrebuttal ©6e3 NOAroTOBKM
 The Applicant raises 1-3 points for the rebuttal.
 Firstly, the Respondent failed to prove...
« Secondly, contrary to what was submitted by R...



A

Bpem:

HQ BCe BLICTYNAEHME AQETCA | 1 MUHYT

10 MUMHYT HO pleadings

1 MMHYTbI HO rebuttal mam surrebuttal

30 5 MUHYT, 1 MUHYTY 1 30 CEKYHA AO KOHLLO
BbICTYMAOLLIMAM MOKA3bIBAKOTCH COOTBETCTBYIOLLIME
TAOAUNYKM

Ecam 1abAm4ka «STOP» Noka3aHa AO TOTO KAK Bbl
YyCrMNeAn 30BEPLUNTL BbICTYMNAEHWNE/OTBET HA BOMPOC ,

YYACTHUKM MPOCHAT PA3PELLEHMS Y CYAbU-
NPEACEAATEAT 3OKOHYUTD.



Have fun




