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Preface

From 30 May until 1 June 2024, the 47th edition of the Telders International Law Moot Court
Competition took place in The Hague. The Telders Supervisory Board and the Telders Organizing
Office were beyond pleased to welcome 27 teams from all over Europe.

For the past 47 years, the competition has brought together a diverse group of teams from over 20
different countries in an effort to stimulate students’ interest and knowledge of international law and
promote international cooperation and understanding. Not only does the Telders Moot Court
Competition provide an exceptional platform for aspiring international lawyers to sharpen their
advocacy skills and gain practical experience arguing various topics of international law in a close-to-
reality court setting, it accords various opportunities for students to engage in thought-provoking
legal debates with like-minded peers, build lasting connections and receive invaluable advice from
legal professionals in the field of international law.  

The 2024 Telders Case, the Case concerning the Island of Hemret, presented a captivating dispute
involving three states with a historical backdrop of colonialism and sovereignty claims. The Case
touched upon various areas of international law, including the jurisdiction of international courts, the
law of armed conflict, the law of the sea, and state responsibility. The teams prepared written
memorials to address and subsequently exchanged their perspectives during the Oral Rounds at The
Hague Campus on 30 and 31 May. The Final Round took place in the Great Hall of Justice on 1 June.   

The Supervisory Board and the Telders Organizing Office wish to express their gratitude to all
Members of the International Board of Review, the Judges of the Oral Rounds and the Final Round for
their involvement and support.  We also thank Dr. Vahid Rezadoost for his efforts as this year's case
author, and to Dr. Vaccaro-Incisa and Professor Petit de Gabriel for hosting the Friendly Round.
Finally, we are grateful for the (financial) contribution of the City of The Hague, the Leiden University
Fund, Mr. S. J. Visser Fonds, and the Embassy of Switzerland in The Hague, that have made this
competition possible. We look back on a successful 47th edition of the competition.

In this review report, you will read more about the competition and the experiences of the teams.



Prof. Mr B.M. Telders

The Telders International Law Moot Court Competition is named
after Professor Benjamin Marius Telders, who first became a
professor of international law at Leiden University in 1931.  

From a young age, Telders was extremely interested in why and
how law operated, and displayed a remarkable aptitude for law
which he pursued in his legal studies at Leiden University. He
considered international law to be a unique study and challenge,
since it was - and in many respects still is - undefined and
interwoven with history and politics. Telders' passion for
international law and human rights led him to become a
prominent figure in the field, frequently having the honour to
represent his country, The Netherlands, before the Permanent
Court of International Justice. 

His interests and activities were not, however, limited to international law, and his commitment to
justice and human rights was also evident in his political career and personal life. Together with his
colleague Cleveringa, Telders was involved in the events of October 1940, when all professors in the
Netherlands were instructed to sign what was known as the Aryan Declaration, in which they had to state
whether they were Jewish. If they did not, they would be dismissed. Telders led the resistance to this
declaration, not only refusing to sign but writing to the President of the Supreme Court of the
Netherlands, L.E. Visser: ‘This far, but no further’. 



Telders was subsequently imprisoned for his resistance, but he did not allow it to break him morally or
mentally, continuing to put moral guidance and leadership first and write about international law using a
small pencil and match sticks during his incarceration. Professor Telders died of typhus in the
concentration camp of Bergen-Belsen in April 1945, shortly before the end of the war.  

Two years later, in 1947, former students of Professor Telders founded the Telders Students Society of
International Law (Telders Dispuut) in commemoration of their Professor. The first Telders International
Law Moot Court Competition was organised in 1977, on the occasion of the 30th anniversary of the
Telders Students Society for International Law.  

Today, the Telders Moot Court Competition continues to be organized every year in commemoration of
his legacy as a brilliant international legal scholar, a dedicated politician, and a fearless champion of
human rights, and serves as a testament of his inspiring and lasting impact on the field of international
law.   



Case concerning the Island of Hemret

Written by  Dr. Vahid Rezadoost

1. The Republic of Dihav (‘Dihav’) is an island State situated in the southwestern region of the Nari Ocean
on the continent of Eyahal, covering approximately 3,820 square kilometers. Similarly, the Republic of
Misan (‘Misan’) is another island State located within the Nari Ocean on the continent of Eyahal,
encompassing an approximate area of 2,000 square kilometers. The island of Hemret lies 2,200 kilometers
to the northeast of Dihav and 1,000 kilometers to the northwest of Misan. Dihav and Misan are both
recognized as States Parties to the United Nations Charter (‘UN Charter’), Vienna Convention on the Law of
Treaties (‘VCLT’), and United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (‘UNCLOS’), having ratified these
instruments without any reservations or declarations. 

2. The island of Hemret also features maritime areas lying between Dihav and Misan. In 2000, a
groundbreaking report by the international scientific organization known as Energy Watch, revealed that
beneath the sustainable but uninhabited island of Hemret lies an astonishing geological treasure trove.
This landmass has emerged as a potential global energy hub, boasting reserves of oil and gas that rival
those found in some of the world’s most renowned producing regions. 

3. Historically, the island of Hemret was under the jurisdiction of Dihav. However, in 1802, the Republic of
Lihar (‘Lihar’), a land-locked State located on the continent of Edyel, took control of Dihav, which included
the island of Hemret. From that point onwards, the administration of the island of Hemret fell under the
governance of Lihar. Through the Treaty of Sunrise in 1810 with Dihav, Lihar, acting as the colonial power
in Dihav, formally separated the island of Hemret and, in accordance with the prevailing international legal
norms of that era, assumed sovereignty over the island of Hemret. Lihar is recognized as a State Party to
the UN Charter, VCLT, and UNCLOS, having ratified these instruments without any reservations or
declarations.



4. The maritime boundary between Dihav, Lihar and Misan in relation to Hemret has never been formally
delimited. However, owing to the strong diplomatic ties between Lihar and Misan, Misan has consistently
enjoyed unrestricted access to the island of Hemret and its maritime zones. 

5. After a long fight, Dihav restored its independence in 1948. On 23 July 1950, Dihav and Misan entered
into a Treaty of Amity, a long and technically sophisticated agreement containing detailed rules regulating
many complex commercial and investment issues. Among its provisions, it includes the following
stipulations: 

… 
Article 7: There shall be freedom of commerce and navigation between the territories of the two
States.
 … 
Article 9: Any dispute between the States Parties as to the interpretation or application of the
present Treaty shall be submitted to the International Court of Justice.
 … 

6. Subsequently, on 12 January 1951, the three States of Dihav, Misan, and Lihar entered into a
political accord known as the Friendship Declaration. Within this declaration, among various
provisions, it was stipulated that: 

Principle 1) Each of the three States, the Republic of Dihav, the Republic of Misan, and the
Republic of Lihar, has solemnly committed to abstain from using force or intervening in the
internal affairs of the others. 
Principle 2) Lihar undertakes the responsibility of returning complete sovereignty over Hemret
island to Dihav within a timeframe of 20 years. 
Principle 3) To ensure the effective execution of Principles 1 and 2, a Commission composed of
three distinguished international experts, one appointed by each of the three governments, shall
be established. 



7. Despite the passage of 20 years since the timeframe outlined in the Friendship Declaration, Lihar has
failed to take any actions to fulfill this commitment. As a result, since 1971, Dihav has been consistently
voicing its dissatisfaction with Lihar’s non compliance with Principle 2 of the Friendship Declaration.

8. On 26 February 1951, Misan submitted the following Optional Clause declaration (‘Optional Clause’): 

Case concerning the Island of Hemret

(a) disputes related to outer space; 
(b) maritime disputes; and 
(c) jurisdictional immunities of the State. 

9. Dihav, classified as a developing nation, embarked on its journey to economic growth in the 1970s,
initiating ambitious power plant projects that hinged on a substantial supply of oil and gas.
Nevertheless, the sole source available to Dihav for fulfilling these energy needs was the island of
Hemret. In any event, due to Lihar’s failure to honor the terms of the Friendship Declaration, Dihav
remained unable to access the resources of Hemret, casting a shadow over its energy development
prospects. 

10. In 1989, Dihav underwent a transformative revolution, leading to the emergence of a more
assertive government that vocally asserted its claim over the island of Hemret. This significant shift in
Dihav’s stance prompted the nation to actively engage in negotiations during multiple international
conferences, emphasizing Lihar’s legal obligation to bring an end to the colonization of Hemret and
return sovereignty over this island to Dihav. 

The Government of Misan makes the following declaration: Pursuant to Article 36(2) of the
Statute of the International Court of Justice, the Government of Misan recognizes as compulsory
ipso facto and without special agreement on condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Court
in relation to any other State accepting the same obligation regarding the interpretation or
application of international law rules over the following matters:



At the initiative of Dihav, the UN General Assembly debated the ‘Hemret island issues’ during its regular
session in 2021. Following this debate, Dihav’s spokesperson, during a press conference, when questioned
about the island’s legal status, unequivocally affirmed, ‘There is no doubt that the island of Hemret
belongs to the people of Dihav and no one else.’ 

11. In contrast, Lihar has consistently maintained its position, asserting that it remains the rightful
sovereign of Hemret, emphasizing that the decision to transfer the island’s sovereignty to Dihav rests
solely within Lihar’s discretion. This ongoing controversy has fueled international discussions and
diplomatic efforts aimed at resolving the complex issue surrounding the sovereignty over Hemret. 

12. Merely two months following the 2021 General Assembly debate, various non governmental
organizations and international entities became active participants in this ongoing discourse, aligning
themselves with either Dihav or Lihar. Recognizing the need for a definitive legal perspective on the
matter, on 25 January 2022, the United Nations General Assembly took the initiative to formally request
an advisory opinion from the International Court of Justice (‘Court’) to address a pivotal question: ‘What
are the implications, in terms of international law, resulting from the enduring administration of Hemret
island by Lihar?’ This momentous step marked a significant development in the global effort to untangle
the complex web of legal issues surrounding the island of Hemret. 

13. In its Advisory Opinion, which was issued on the morning of 11 September 2023—with a vote of 10
Judges in favour and five against—the Court delivered several key findings and conclusions, including: 

87. The Court notes that the obligations arising under international law require Lihar, as the
administering power, to respect the territorial integrity of Dihav. 
… 
112. Lihar must have brought to an end its continued administration of the island of Hemret by
1971. 



14. During a multilateral conference on intercontinental cooperation held in the afternoon of 25
September 2023, Ms. Cornelia Grotius, the Minister of Foreign Affairs for Lihar, expressed strong
condemnation of the Advisory Opinion. In her statement, she firmly asserted that Lihar would not adhere
to the Advisory Opinion, asserting that it lacked binding authority and did not possess the legal force to
compel any party. Furthermore, she emphasized that ‘the misuse of the UN’s principal judicial organ by
certain States resulted in a poorly framed question, consequently yielding an ambiguous response that
fails to definitively address any key aspect of the matter, including the issue of sovereignty.’ 

15. On 10 November 2023, Misan officially communicated to Lihar its intention to send two non-military
submarines, Alpha I and Alpha II, to Hemret’s territorial sea in order to submerge and conduct
hydrographic surveys, aimed at creating up-to-date and precise nautical charts to improve navigation in
the area. Following this communication, Lihar duly accepted the proposal. However, swiftly responding to
these announcements, on 13 November 2023, Dihav informed Misan that Misan’s submarines would be
granted only the right of innocent passage in Hemret’s territorial sea, without any additional privileges. 

16. On 30 November 2023, the Intelligence Services Department of Dihav issued a warning to Mr. Harry
Bushy-Beard, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Dihav, emphasizing that both submarines were equipped
with underwater surveillance devices and had been consistently operating underwater in the vicinity of
Hemret’s maritime area. Consequently, Dihav issued a notice to Misan, urging the cessation of what Dihav
termed ‘troubling activities’ within its territorial sea. 

17. In response, Mr. Melvin Chrome-Dome, the Minister of International Affairs of Misan, asserted that
Hemret did not fall under Dihav’s sovereignty. Furthermore, Misan contended that its submarines’
presence in Hemret’s territorial sea was solely for the purpose of gathering hydrographic data and had no
ulterior motives.
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18. On 6 December 2023, Dihav issued a final ultimatum, demanding that Misan withdraw its submarines.
On the following day, Dihav’s maritime patrol aircraft managed to detect Alpha I and compel it to leave
the area. The aircraft’s subsequent mission was to repeat this process with Alpha II. 

19. On 8 December 2023, Ms. Wendy Wavy-Locks, Misan’s Minister of Defense, made the following
statement: 

20. Consequently, on the night of 11 December 2023, as what Misan perceived as ‘countermeasures
to transgressions by Dihav,’ Misan executed cyber-attacks targeting Dihav’s capital. These cyber-
attacks resulted in significant damage to Dihav’s critical infrastructure and facilities. In the context of
the cyber-attacks, an operation codenamed ‘Operation Disruptor’ unfolded, orchestrated by Misan
against Dihav. With meticulous precision, a sophisticated malware known as ‘CyberStorm’ was
unleashed upon the critical infrastructure of Dihav. This malicious software wormed its way into vital
systems, targeting everything from power grids to financial institutions, and even compromising key
government databases, effectively disrupting Dihav’s ability to detect Alpha II. Although the attack as
such was carried out once, its aftereffects continue.

21. Misan, holding the proverbial key to unlock the situation, delivered an ultimatum to Dihav:
‘Comply with your international law obligations or face continued consequences.’ As a result, the
deactivation code, known only to Misan, became a bargaining chip in a high-stakes geopolitical
showdown.

To put an end to Dihav’s violations of UNCLOS, the resilient nation of Misan cannot remain
passive. Therefore, in alignment with international legal norms, Misan has initiated specific
measures aimed at compelling Dihav to adhere to its international obligations. 



22. The following morning, on 12 December 2023, Dihav issued a statement in which it proclaimed that it
‘will undertake the requisite and efficacious actions, as permitted under Article 51 of the UN Charter, to
safeguard its territorial integrity and sovereign rights against Misan’s aggressive policies.’ Additionally,
Dihav asserted that ‘Misan will have to bear full responsibility for the consequences of the fire they have
set.’ 

23. On 14 December 2023, Dihav submitted the following Optional Clause: 
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24. On 14 December 2023, immediately after submitting the Optional Clause, Dihav filed in the
Registry of the Court an Application instituting proceedings against Misan concerning disputes in
relation to the maritime rights and the alleged use of force. Together with the Application, Dihav
submitted a Request for the indication of provisional measures under Article 41 of the Court’s
Statute.

25. In its Application and Request for Provisional Measures, Dihav sought to found the jurisdiction of
the Court on the declarations made, pursuant to Article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute of the Court,
by Dihav on 14 December 2023 and by Misan on 26 February 1951, as well as Article 9 of the Treaty
of Amity.

The Government of Dihav accepts as compulsory ipso facto and without special convention, on
condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice, in conformity with
paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court, until such time as notice may be given to
terminate the acceptance, over all disputes other than disputes in regard to which the parties
have agreed or shall agree to have recourse to some other method or methods of settlement. 



26. After Dihav initiated the proceedings, the President of the Court held consultations with Agents
formally designated by each party, as per Article 31 of the ICJ Rules of Court. In its Order dated 25
December 2023, the Court directed the parties to include in their respective Memorials responses to the
four submissions outlined in the next paragraph. In addition, the Court instructed the parties to present
their arguments in the following sequence: first, provisional measures phase (1st submission); secondly,
preliminary objections phase (2nd submission); and thirdly, merits phase (3rd and 4th submissions).
Differing from the preliminary objections phase, where the Respondent initiates its arguments before the
Applicant responds, in the other two phases, the Applicant presents its arguments first, followed by the
Respondent’s submissions. 

27. The measure requested in the Request and the relief sought in the Application by Dihav are as follows.
It requested the Court to: 

(a) Issue an immediate order for provisional measures compelling Misan to stop its attacks by
giving the deactivation code to Dihav. 

(b) Affirm its jurisdiction to adjudicate the present case and declare the Applicant’s claims as
admissible. 

(c) Adjudge and declare that, in contrast to the allegations by Misan, no violation of UNCLOS
had been committed by Dihav. 

(d) Adjudge and declare that Misan’s actions, pertaining to the alleged countermeasures,
infringe upon Article 7 of the Treaty of Amity as interpreted in the light of law on the use of
force. 
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28. Subsequently, in a press release dated 31 January 2024, Misan condemned Dihav’s action brought
before the Court. In particular, Misan declared that: 

First of all, we will appear in the proceedings to respectfully ask the Court to determine that the
prerequisites for issuing an order for provisional measures have not been met. 
Second, Misan will request the Court to declare that it lacks jurisdiction to rule in this case, and
that Dihav’s claims are inadmissible. 
Third, in the event the Court determines it has jurisdiction and deems the claims admissible,
Misan requests the Court to affirm that Dihav had violated UNCLOS. 
Fourth, we will demonstrate that Misan’s actions, concerning the countermeasures, do not
contravene the Treaty of Amity.
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Team Report

Team 6-II - National University of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy

Our team's journey began in October 2023 when the coaches quite suddenly decided to continue the KMA
Telders “dynasty” and held a selection for the team. The thing is that one of the coaches, Mariia, took part
in the competition in 2018 and then, in 2019, coached Volodymyr. Both of them became second overall in
their time and now decided to come back for the victory. 

“The great four” came together really fast, forming a bright unique ensemble of different ages and
backgrounds. The initials of the participants, by the way, form the charming abbreviation of “ABBA” in
Ukrainian. And – no wonder! – we all love to dance before rounds and sing songs to keep our spirits high.
Most of us didn't know each other before forming the KMA Telders team, so we were fortunate to get
along and start the hard work.

Our first month was a whirlwind. We had to tackle public international law theory, conduct the research
and get to know the facts the case probably better than we know ourselves. Despite the blackouts and
rocket attacks, we were determined to stay in Kyiv and prep together off-line. So, two or three times a
week, we'd huddle up at Kyiv Mohyla Academy, braving its frosty classrooms in winter. There, we'd
engage in epic battles of international public law theory, hurling ICJ cases at each other like snowballs.
We'd also brainstorm brilliant ideas to create new legal precedents (because why not?), and finally, we'd
dissect our memos and speeches with the intensity of seasoned diplomats discussing world peace over a
cup of tea.

After the case was published, time flew by. Before we knew it, March had snuck up on us, and there we
were, frantically submitting our memos approximately an hour before the deadline. That hour we
reserved for celebration. 



A month later, we faced the national rounds with the strongest law schools in Ukraine. Four teams with
different approaches and interpretations of the same case gathered in one building, leading to a unique
exchange of ideas. 

Having won the national rounds, we still had the whole bunch of challenges ahead: hunting down
sponsors, obtaining travel permits, still conducting 2-3 training sessions weekly, reviewing opponents'
memoranda, and also tackling university exams all together because, apparently, sleep is for the weak.
Come May, there we stood at Kyiv train station, the sunset giving us a cinematic send-off worthy of a legal
drama. Our adventure took us through Chelm and Warsaw, Amsterdam, and finally, we rolled into The
Hague, the citadel of international law and justice. There we played four rounds with amazing teams from
France, Slovakia, Spain, and Norway, and made it to the finals.

In preparation for the Day X, we missed the beach party. But picture this: six of us crammed into one
room, our brains in overdrive, crafting arguments and polishing speeches until they sparkled, analysing all
the mistakes of previous rounds to make the most of the potential there is. But the most important lesson
the coaches gave us is to enjoy. Ourselves. Discussions with the judges. Support of the teammates. These
are the moments we will never be able to experience again. And so, we did. With the thrilling heft of
responsibility and the huge audience behind us, we enjoyed every minute of the finals. Maybe that was,
after all, the key to winning!
 
Overall, Telders 2024 was an unforgettable journey for each of us – a rollercoaster ride of emotions,
growth, and camaraderie that left an indelible mark on each of us. Sure, bringing home the victory was
sweet, but the real treasure? That was the unshakeable bond we forged along the way. We started as a
team and ended up as a family, with inside jokes and enough shared memories to last a lifetime. Looking
back, we're not just proud of where we stand now; we're in awe of how far we've come. But his is just the
beginning of our story!



Team Report

Team 9 - Comenius University in Bratislava

It can be truly said that participating in the Telders moot was one of the most enriching and
transformative experiences of our lives. It deepened our knowledge of niche areas within international law
that are exceptionally relevant in the field, taught us effective stress management (and there was a lot of
stress involved!), and honed our legal argumentation abilities— both written and oral. It also helped to
develop our research skills, and we forged lifelong memories with friends along the way. 

The preparation phase was the most intense part of the journey, hands down. Specifically, drafting the
memorials required exhaustive research and attention to countless details, which consumed our nights as
we worked to understand, analyze, and interconnect them. The process often felt like an endless cycle of
writing and rewriting, constantly checking relevant case law, and grappling with our greatest challenge:
maintaining clear and concise arguments while adhering to the page limit. 

The oral pleading practices were undoubtedly the more enjoyable part of the process! Even though our
coaches never went easy on us. They rigorously challenged us with a barrage of questions that helped
identify and strengthen the weak points in our arguments, and guided us towards perfecting them. These
sessions were vital as they fully solidified our understanding of the case as a whole. Additionally, we
benefited from the insights of numerous legal experts from various fields that joined our sessions, who
helped us view the issues from multiple perspectives, especially when we found ourselves too focused on
the narrow aspects of the niche issues of the case, allowing us to broaden our view and refine our
approach. 

However, the journey to the Hague was not only the highlight of this unforgettable experience itself, but
also the pinnacle of our studies so far.



From the moment we arrived, The Grotius Centre for International Legal Studies ensured that every aspect
of our mooting experience was exceptional. The professionalism and quality of the events were
unmatched and we were made to feel the most comfortable in The Hague. 

Despite the magic of the city, we barely had a moment to pause and take it all in. The intensity and
adrenaline of the mooting experience kept us constantly on the move. We had hoped to explore and enjoy
the city a bit on Friday, but instead, we received the most incredible news imaginable: we had advanced to
the finals. The burden of triumph…

The honor of pleading before the International Court of Justice was an experience none of us will ever
forget. Standing in that magnificent courtroom, where so many significant international legal landmarks
were set in stone, was both humbling and incredibly awe-inspiring. It was a privilege so profound that
words cannot fully capture it. But we can say with certainty that in that instant — representing our team
was a moment of immense pride that validated all the hard work, late nights and meticulous preparation
we had put into this journey. 

The experience itself was remarkable, and we are deeply grateful for the array of awards we received,
including the Max Huber Award. We extend our heartfelt gratitude to our coaches for their unwavering
support and guidance, to The Grotius Centre for International Legal Studies for facilitating such an
exceptional experience, and, most importantly, to each other for remaining united and strong throughout
this long and difficult journey. This incredible experience would not have been possible without the
dedication and effort of everyone involved and for that, we thank you. 
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