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LETTER FROM THE CHAIR

Dear Distinguished Delegates

It is my pleasure to yu@lc@meSu all to the InternatiopalS@irt @f Justice (1CJ)
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As a delegate/judge of the" 'GUWBU haVveE thegESponsIt Of resolving the case
pending in the court for the past six yefirs and @ive your own statements for the
following. An in-depth understanding and extensive research are a must for any
delegate participating in the ICJ to properly examine the dispute and its
background. The manner in which you speak should not be your primary concern,
but speaking clearly, with comprehensive framing will enhance the depth of your

statements. At the same time, we do not want first-time MUNers to get




intimidated and will try our best to make this a riveting experience for each one

of you.

We now leave you with our best wishes and we hope that we all learn something
amidst the fierce competition during this three-day conference. Please feel free to

contact the executive board regarding any query.

Warm Regards

The Executive

International rt0




HISTORY

The creation of the Court represented the culmination of a long process of
developing methods for the pacific settlement of international disputes, the

origins of which can be traced back to classical times.

Article 33 of the United Diionsgiigerier lists ol IqMing methods for the
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conciliation, arbitr{aeardicial ngtM rgsqrt to "gmEEN agencies or
arrangements, I Wamei trOQ @l udicial
settlement (the i t icEysegent that

a court is

procedural

Historica g
was known irkangient Indi erous ejanmples of

the Arabig ,in

the latter cd bund in an

maritime custongr Wif\{%ﬂ

3IAN




-
= < .u V.l'w_;e‘ m
Yk 3‘4 71 &

P

The Orig®ot ALD iO
[ ]

The modogmndaory of int 0 hit ral e CognizeONGR Bl Ng

pf pet - ates of AgerfCa and
the

from the so-Cglleg Jay Tred

Great Brit{@l6 Treaty of Jation prov

creation of three\miged coz?s A mberglof American
and British na ) se ag‘{sb}?su C umbr \ Etanding
guestions between the Wl countries W N ittHadl hot been p@@@Mie to resolve by

negotiation. While i Nl these mixed comygs#dnS were not strictly

speaking organs of third-poyesejudicatipaney weresmecnded to function to
some extent as tribunals. They reawakdhed inte§est in the process of arbitration.
Throughout the nineteenth century, the United States and the United Kingdom

had recourse to them, as did other States in Europe and the Americas.

The Alabama Claims arbitration in 1872 between the United Kingdom and the
United States marked the start of a second, even more decisive, phase. Under the
Treaty of Washington of 1871, the United States and the United Kingdom agreed




to submit to arbitration claims by the former for alleged breaches of neutrality by
the latter during the American Civil War. The two countries set forth certain rules
governing the duties of neutral governments that were to be applied by the
tribunal, which they agreed should consist of five members, to be appointed by
the Heads of State of the United States, the United Kingdom, Brazil, Italy and
Switzerland, the last three States not being parties to the case. The arbitral

tribunal’s award ordered the United Kingdom to pay compensation, which it duly

did. The proceedings servadio g trate t aCtiV@mess of arbitration in

settling of a major diglitcimlag during the latter yeaigaini@ni@icenth century
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Introduction

The International Court of Justice (ICJ) was established in 1945 at the San

Francisco Conference by the United Nations Charter. The court serves as the




principal judicial organ of the United Nations and is located in The Hague,
Netherlands inside the Peace Palace. The court consists of 15 Judges elected by
both the UN General Assembly (GA) and UN Security Council (UNSC)
representing “The main forms of civilization and of the principle legal systems of
the world”. The Court has the power to hear two types of cases: contentious and
advisory proceedings. The Islamic Republic of Iran V. United States of

America comes under contentious cases.

Contentions cases consist g S pringing itS'8 ) another before the

pe brought before the

« \SM

court. These cases PUR, iBRne or more

jurisdictional deggage

1. Both states to @g(
2. Both sti parw

settle disput€ etwema

3. Both s
the I1CJ.

of

To make a 0, Judges dr law:

international wikes an

ey

eapeneral

principles of laW® ost highly

g&pgﬁﬁa%?o

qualified publicists? lingg,in contentious cases arg ing between

the two states. If a state refusesss@lsamply with the ing the UN Security

Council may take further action to enfoge® the™uling.

Brief to the Agenda

On June 14, 2016, Iran filed an Application against the United States at the

International Court of Justice (ICJ), asserting that the United States has taken




measures against Iran and Iranian companies that amount to violations of the 1955
Treaty of Amity, Economic Relations, and Consular Relations between Iran and the
United States. Iran contends, among other things, that the United States has failed in
those cases to accord Iran and Iranian state-owned companies, and their property,
sovereign immunity, and failed to recognize the juridical separateness of Iranian
state-owned companies. It seeks the unfreezing and return of nearly $2 billion in

Iranian assets held in the US.

On Feb. 13, the Internatiq sotrt of Justice (1CJ)Tande8@wn its decision on
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law. Iran invoked Article X BT the TOSSHateral pof Amity, Economic
Relations, and Consular Rights betwedh the Uited States and Iran. The treaty
grants the ICJ jurisdiction over disputes concerning “the interpretation or the
application” of the treaty that cannot be “satisfactorily adjusted by diplomacy.”
Iran argues that the U.S. violated its commitments under various treaty
provisions, as well as the international law of state immunity from jurisdiction

and execution—which, according to Iran, the Treaty of Amity incorporates.



https://www.icj-cij.org/files/case-related/164/164-20190213-JUD-01-00-EN.pdf

The ICJ reached the same conclusions in its Certain Iranian Assets judgment.
The United States raised three jurisdictional objections and two objections to the

admissibility of the case. On jurisdiction, the U.S. argued that

1. under the Treaty of Amity’s national security exception, the treaty does not
apply to U.S. actions pursuant to Executive Order 13599, because those actions

were designed to counter Iran’s nuclear proliferation activities;
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Why Iran filed The S8ise?

Iran lodged the case against the US in tife ICJ o 14 June 2016 in response to the
US Supreme Court’s April 2016 ruling in a case known as Bank Markazi v.

Peterson that had been under litigation since the early 2000s.

The suit involved over 1,300 individuals who had secured favourable verdicts in
several separate cases against Iran for its alleged role in the 1983 Beirut barracks

bombings and other attacks. Petitioners had sought compensation via funds in a




Citibank account in New York connected with Iran’s central bank, known as

Bank Markazi.

In 2012, while the case was still pending, the Obama administration froze all

assets of the Iranian government in the US, including the Citibank account.

Further, the US Congress added a section to the Iran Threat Reduction and Syria

Human Rights Act of 2012 that allowed frozen foreign asgets to be used to satisfy
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The Treaty of Amity and Coli

itjon in Southeast ASEELLT AC) was established
in 1976 and embodies universal princip)eS ofN\geaceful coexistence and friendly
cooperation among States in Southeast Asia. It is a legally-binding code for inter-
state relations in the region and beyond. The Treaty has been amended three
times, in 1987, 1998, and 2010, respectively, to allow for accession by states
outside Southeast Asia as well as for regional organisations whose members are
sovereign states, among others. As of August 2022, there are 49 High Contracting

Parties to the TAC.




HOW WAS THE TREATY OF AMITY
BREACHED?

Since 2016, Tehran has argued that Washington violated the 1955 Treaty of
Amity — an agreement of friendship signed by the two countries — by seizing

Iranian assets in the US and diverting them to other parties.
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The Vienna Convent§dn on Consulag@Relations
The Vienna Convention on Diplomati€ Relations was adopted in 1961 by the
United Nations Conference on Diplomatic Intercourse and Immunities held in

Vienna, Austria.

This treaty lays down the rules and regulations of diplomatic relations between

countries and also the privileges that diplomats enjoy in other countries.




The treaty entered into force in April 1964 and currently, there are 192 parties to

the convention.

The Vienna Convention applies not only to diplomats but also to both military
and civilian personnel from the military departments, who are present in the

country under the authority of the chief of the diplomatic mission.

Vienna Convention on Consular Relations is an international treaty that defines a

framework for consular geletiodSS#eT\ween sove t3 It codifies many
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Conclusion

The ICJ concluded that the dispute between the parties concerned alleged
breaches of obligations under the Treaty of Amity. It also held that the dispute
resolution clause within the Treaty of Amity clearly provided jurisdiction to the

ICJ, rendering all preliminary objections of the US untenable.
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Position Paper Guidelines

The background guide provides you with a framework and structure to continue
doing research on your topic and investigating your country’s stance. We
encourage delegates to further explore the intricacies of the topics and develop

creative solutions beyond the background guide.

Position paper are an opportugity for delegates to summagize their research in

preparation for the conferglgt-4

position paper on é; |c Below is t M structUre ToMNQARB s that can
be adapted depghdipfg 0 your co

*0ates are strondgiy*eheQUiB0ed to write

1. Country

including kgleya

I11. Proposed

utigns: propse
ik andzﬁr

that your solutions shgul

solutions and

cairen

eflect ¥

Delegates should writ€'0fle PeSMllon paper per topic, wWillLeacTpaper a

maximum of one page long (ding thewgrk cited Pa@€). No cover pages.
All papers should be single-spaced witl¥ standar®l margins in Times new roman
12pt. Font. Place the following in the top left-hand corner of both your position
papers: committee, country, delegate’s name, school, and topic. All sources

should be appropriately cited.

Position paper should be submitted to icjipscmun@gmail.com



mailto:icjipscmun@gmail.com

Either as a word document or pdf to the above-mentioned email by 15%
November,2022. Please title the email in file with your committee's name and
country. Delegates who do not submit position papers will be ineligible for
awards. Questions regarding position paper should be directed to the above-

mentioned email.
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