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International Court 
of Justice

 Nearly two decades after the fall of the Soviet Union another conflict erupted 
between Georgia and the Russian Federation, one that would shape political and global 
perspectives of the region. The Georgian regions of South Ossetia and Abkhazia have had 
long histories of separatist ideology which primed the already contentious regions for 
greater conflict than ever before. By fully opening diplomatic channels with the regional 
governments of South Ossetia and Abkhazia, Russia not only attempted to legitimize the 
secession of  these regions, but also instigated a breach of national sovereignty with their 
subsequent military actions. One month after Russia initiated full political cooperation 
with the regions of South Ossetia and Abkhazia in July 2008, Russian jets entered Geor-
gian airspace marking the start of ruthlessly executed moves by the Russian Government 
in a conflict that would come to be known as ‘The Scripted War.’ Though a unilateral 
ceasefire was called by Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili, Russian attacks on Geor-
gian villages intensified inciting international outrage and condemnation at the alleged 
rampant human rights violations. In between the ensuing battles between separatist 
forces and the Georgian military, Alleged Russian-backed forces pushed ethnic Georgians 
out of South Ossetia and Abkhazia with brutal methods. In this committee, delegates will 
evaluate the Russian Federation’s responsibility for the alleged genocide motivated by 
racial discrimination by simulating the intense court battle between Georgia and Russia 
in the International Court of Justice.  
         In this committee, delegates will be tasked with delivering verdicts on the appli-
cation presented to the court by Georgia instituting proceedings against Russia for acts 
of racial discrimination and genocide. In reality, the ICJ upheld objections submitted by 
Russia against the validity of the case and stated that the court could not hear the case 
on the grounds that it was out of the jurisdiction of the court. This committee, however, 
will proceed as though the court had rejected the objections of Russia and had continued 
on to full trial between the two nations. Because of this, I want delegates to put specific 
emphasis on the standards for the burden of proof that Georgia must meet in order to 
win the case. In other words, delegates should not only consider the evidence presented 
in the case, but also weigh pieces of evidence against each other to yield the most accu-
rate legal analysis. It is all too easy to rule on a case quickly due to the emotions or ethics 
involved in such a contentious issue; however, I expect delegates to be able to consider 
both sides of the issue from a legal perspective to determine guilt based on a preponder-
ance of evidence.
         The Russo-Georgian War and the ICJ case relating to it was particularly interest-
ing for me not only because of the compelling events of the conflict, but also because of 
its far reaching implications for the future of international law in cases such as this. The 
initial ruling of the ICJ on the objections to the case set a precedent for how such extra-
territorial disputes are judged in the future. The prospect of simulating this conflict in the 
ICJ, therefore, was very interesting to me. Apart from the interesting legal aspects of the 
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case, I was drawn by the political maneuvering surrounding the terrible conflict at the center. 
Though this war was fraught with casualties and represented a large upheaval, the underly-
ing political goals of both parties involved are unmistakable. I wanted to further explore how 
these political motivations translate into an ICJ case predicated on racial discrimination.
         What makes participation in the ICJ such a powerful experience for delegates, is the 
intensity of the situations and debate that they are put into. Delegates must negotiate and 
debate with the knowledge that the fates of entire countries and peoples are in their hands. 
This definitely leads to more impassioned and intense debate, particularly when considering 
as contentious a topic as this one. As such, I’m highly looking forward to the different per-
spectives that delegates take when approaching this contentious issue and tackling this case.
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