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Welcome to the International Court of Justice. Those who are new to the 

International Court of Justice, or Model United Nations in general, may wonder 

how and why the ICJ is drastically different from other committees in the 

United Nations, or MUN for that matter. 

The parameters of each UN organ’s objectives and competence vary, from the 

General Assembly or Economic and Social Council that deal with present and 

future global issues, to the Security Council, which face crisis situations 

regarding international security and peace. The International Court of Justice 

is the one and only legal body that seeks to resolve international disputes 

through fair judgment. So once again, welcome to the International Court of 

Justice, one of the most important organs in the United Nations. 

Because the International Court of Justice is axiomatically a Court and a 

judicial organ, it abides by the Rule of Court. Some of the proceedings, points, 

and motions are the same as those of regular committees of KMUN 2020; 

however, once you delve in deeper, you will notice that there are more 

differences than similarities. This guideline aims to assist your understanding 

of the unique functioning of the International Court of Justice. 

	
	

“Who is in the International Court of Justice?” 
	

You may think of it this way: 

1. The Advocates (Applicant and Respondent) 

2. The Justices 

3. The Presidents 
	

For us to come to Court, we should have two parties, two nations that are in 

dispute. The Advocates are the ones representing their respective countries 

in the Court. Their aim is to convince the Justices and Presidents of their 

claims and win over the votes to their favor. The Applicant is the one who has 

filed the case, and possesses the right to speak first. He also carries the burden 

of proof (onus probandi), meaning the obligation to prove the other party guilty. 

The Justices are the ones who listen, question, and deliver impartial and 

unbiased judgments based on the Advocate’s claims. 

The President's’ role is equivalent to that of student officers in other 

committees. However, unlike other student officers, the Presidents will have 

voting rights and take part in the process of coming up with a verdict. 



“How should you address the Advocates, Justices, and Presidents?” 
	

By now, you must have noticed the difference: there aren’t any delegates or 

chairs in the International Court of Justice. Instead, the following is the proper 

way to address the members of the Court. 

1. Advocates: Advocate of Country Name, or simply Country Name. 

2. Justices: Judge First and Last Name, or Judge Last Name. 

3. Presidents: Presidents, or President Last Name. 

	
	

“What happens in the Written Proceedings?” 
	

The Written Proceedings is simply the time whereby the Advocates will be 

asked to read their Memorial Briefs aloud. At this point, the questions allowed 

are solely those that apply to the format or clarification of words in the Brief, 

just like a Point of Clarification. No substantive debate happens during this 

time. 

Substantive questions – Points of Information, in MUN terms – from Justices 

are to be written down on an official form and submitted to the Presidents. All 

Justices will participate in the drafting of this document, and five questions 

should be listed for each side of the Applicant and Respondent. This procedure 

is called the Reply and Rejoinder. After answering the substantive questions, 

Advocates will again be open to Points of Clarification. 

Last but not least, the presentation of evidence will be a part of the written 

proceedings. Prior to the conference, we provide Advocates with a list of 

evidence, from which each side can choose two items. For each evidence, 

Advocates will have 10 minutes to present, and explain the relevance of the 

item and how it supports their case. 

Unlike the later proceedings, the written proceedings may seem a bit tedious. 

However, this time is critical for laying out the legal basis of one’s claim. 

	
	

“What happens in the Oral Proceedings?” 
	

Once the Court has entertained all the steps of written proceedings, it will 

naturally move into the Oral Proceedings. With just enough time and fuel, the 

Oral Proceeding  will be the time to reveal the inner-lawyers and highly cynical 

judges in everyone who partakes in the International Court of Justice. 

The oral proceedings start with the introductory presentations of 10 minutes 



for each side. During the Advocates’ speech, Justices and Advocates may at 

any time raise a Point 



of Information, Point of Clarification, or Comment, and proceed when 

recognized by the President. The last 3 minutes of the speech, however, is 

protected. 

After the introductory presentations, Justices will have 30 minutes for 

deliberations. When Justices engage in deliberations, Advocates will be taken 

to a separate room, and they may use this time to prepare for other proceedings 

such as the witness testimonies. 

Testimonies of witnesses will take up a large part of the oral proceedings; the 

Advocates will summon the witnesses, examine their claims, and show how it 

supports their case. A list of witnesses is also provided prior to the conference, 

and two witnesses are allowed for each party. Each witness will be examined 

and cross-examined by the Applicant and the Respondent respectively. 

Justices will also partake by asking questions to the witnesses, and evaluating 

their claims. 

	
	

“What are the Evidences?” 
	

The evidences are the documents Advocates will utilize to support your claim. 

Just like the list of witnesses, the list of evidence varies in wide spectrum. 

Some evidences are adapted from a speech or dialogue, and others are 

abridged scripts from relevant newspaper articles. 

Whilst picking your evidences, be aware that the witness and evidence must 

speak congruously to your claim. Your claim will lose its validity if the 

supporting evidence and summoned witness test otherwise. 

Use the evidences as the basis of your case, and develop your arguments 

systematically from there on. Be sure to think about how the evidence will 

work in the hands of the opposite party. The backbone piece to your claim may 

end up being equally nectarous  to the claims of your opposing party. 

	
	

“Who are the Witnesses?” 
	

The witnesses are the people who presumably have knowledge about the 

incident that are examined upon the Court. In the list of witnesses, we have 

provided basic background information on each and every witness for you to 

narrow down your choice. The information that you will gain access to may 

vary greatly based on whom you pick as your witness on stand. 



Some witnesses’ knowledge may be limited to specific patches of timelines, 

whereas others may have a holistic view. Some of those who were least 

expected to be of help might become the greatest assets to our claim, and 

others may be useless. Some may 



have first-hand experience of a critical moment, and others may have the 

legitimate and authentic documentation or proof that supports your claim. 

	
	

“What are Points?” 
	

Points are utilized in between debates as formal ways of asking a question or 

expressing short messages. Below is a list of points and how to use them. 

	
Points Purpose In speech 

Point of 

Personal 

Privileg

e 

To remedy personal 

discomforts regarding 

his/her participation in 

conference proceedings. 

“Point of Personal Privilege. 

The Justice cannot hear the 

Advocate.” 

Notes May interrupt a speech only for audibility 

	

Point of Order 

To remedy procedural errors 

made by the members of the 

Court 

“Point of Order. The 

Advocate has surpassed 

the speaking time.” 

Notes May interrupt a speech only when the speech does not 

follow correct Court procedures 

	
Point of Inquiry To clarify one’s confusion in 

Court procedures 

“Point of Inquiry. What is the 

remaining time of the 

Moderated Debate?” 

Notes May never interrupt a speaker 

Point of 

Clarificatio

n 

To remedy one’s confusion 

regarding a speech 

“Point of Clarification. What 

does the Advocate mean by 

the 1895 Convention?” 

	
Notes 

Entertained in designated 

times and after the 

conclusion of any speech 

Should never be 

argumentative 

	
Point of 

Information 

	
To ask about the contents of 

the speech made or the 

intent of the speaker 

“Does the speaker agree that 

the convention should not be 

interpreted as such?” 

Notes Only one follow-up will be allowed 



“What are Motions?” 
	

Motions are used to move into a particular committee proceeding, according to 

the participants’ needs. Below is a list of motions and how to use them. 

	
Motions Purpose In speech 

	
Motion for a 

Roll Call 

To figure out the current 

number of the 

participants in the 

chamber 

	
“Motion for a roll call” 

Notes Requires a “second” 

Motion to Set 

the 

Speaking 

Time 

To alter the current 

speaking time for the 

General Debate 

	
“Motion to set the speaking 

time to 120 seconds” 

Notes Simple majority 

	
Motion to 

	
	
To fasten up the debate 

for a certain duration of 

time 

“Motion to move into a 

moderated debate for the 

duration of 10 minutes, 

individual speaking time of 1 

minute, for the purpose of 

facilitating the debate” 

Move into a 

Moderated 

Debate 

Notes Simple majority Maximum of 15 minutes 

	
Motion to To implement free discussion 

between delegates or to 

draft verdicts for a certain 

duration of time 

“Motion to move into a 

unmoderated caucus for the 

duration of 15 minutes, for 

the purpose of exchanging 

opinions” 

Move into an 

Unmoderated 

Caucus 

Notes Simple majority Maximum of 30 minutes 

	
Motion to To disregard a testimony or 

presented evidence when 

they are proven false, 

questionable, or irrelevant 

 

Dismiss a 

Witness or 
“Motion to dismiss the witness 

B” 

Evidence  



 

	
Notes 

	
Two-thirds majority 

Entertains Limited Speakers’ 

List (1 speaker for and 

against, 1 minute each) 

Motion to 

Request a 

Witness 

or 

Evidence 

	
To bring back a witness or 

evidence to ask any 

additional questions 

	
“Motion to request the 

evidence B for the purpose of 

examining it once more” 

Notes Simple majority If passed, only Justices are 

allowed to ask questions 

	
Motion to 

Close the 

Chamber

s 

To limit the chamber only to 

the Justices and Presidents 

before moving on to the 

verdict 

	
“Motion to close the chambers” 

	
Notes Simple 

majorit

y 

Advocates will 

be asked to 

leave the room 

Entertains Limited Speakers’ 

List (1 speaker for and 

against, 1 minute each) 

Motion to 

Adjourn 

the 

Meeting 

To postpone the session to 

the next session, or to the 

next conference 

“Motion to adjourn the 

meeting until the next 

session” 

	
Notes 

Simple 

majorit

y 

Only when the 

time remaining 

for the session is 

less than 30 

minutes 

Must specify at which point in 

time the meeting will be 

resumed 

Motion to 

Suspend 

the Rules 

To suspend rules that 

render the proceeding 

impractical 

“Motion to suspend the rule 
of taking off coats in the 
chamber ” 

	
Notes 

	
Two-third majority 

Must be approved by the 

Deputy- Secretary General in 

charge 
	
	

How to write a Verdict 

	
A Verdict will be the final judgment rendered on the given agenda. The 

opinion that a majority of the Justices agree on shall be officially named the 



Opinion of the Court. After the presentations of evidence and witness 

testimonies are finished, the closure of the 



chambers will leave only Justices and Presidents inside the room to 

deliberates and come up with a verdict. 

	
The majority opinion shall contain the following information: 

✔ The date on which it is read 

✔ The names of the concurring Justices 

✔ The names of the Advocates 

✔ A brief summary of the facts 

✔ The decision of the Court, including any costs to either party 

✔ The legal basis for the decision 

✔ The signature of the President 

	
It should be noted that a Justice may vote for the majority opinion but 

decide to write a concurring opinion, if he agrees but may have different 

reasons behind the agreement. The information to be included in the 

concurring opinion is the same as that of the majority opinion. 

	
A Justice that did not vote for the majority opinion may write a dissenting 

opinion. A dissenting opinion must include the following information: 

✔ The date on which it is read 

✔ The names of the dissenting Justice 

✔ The names of the Advocates 

✔ A brief summary of the facts 

✔ The decision of the dissenting Justice 

✔ The legal basis for the dissent 

✔ The signature of the President 

	
	
	
	

SAMPLE VERDICT 

	
Case concerning Mexican Nationals (Mexico v. United States) 

	
05 January 2020 

Justices A, B, C, 

D, E, F 

	
The nation of Mexico and United States submitted the case to the Court 

through their Advocates, G, H, for this verdict rendered on 31 December 

2020, 
	

[A brief summary of the facts] 

[The decision of the Court, including any costs to 



either party] [The legal basis for the decision] 



Therefore, 

The Court does adjudge and declare this Verdict, 

On the thirty-first day of December, two-thousand and twenty, at the 

thirteenth session of the KMUN International Court of Justice, 

Passed by a vote of 6 to 2. 
	

[The signature of the President] 
	

The concurring opinion of Justice I and the dissenting opinion of Justice J are 

attached. 
	

Concurring opinion 

	
05 January 

2020 Justice I 

[A brief summary of the facts] 

I concur with the Court’s decision with one respectful 

exception (…) [The decision of the Court, including any 

costs to either party] 

[The legal basis for the 

decision] [The signature of 

the President] Dissenting 

opinion 

05 January 2020 

Justice J 
	

[A brief summary of the facts] 

I respectfully dissent to the Court’s 

decision (…) [The decision of the 

dissenting Justice] 

[The legal basis for the 

dissent] [The signature of 

the President] 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	
	

This is the end of the ICJ Committee Guidelines. 
Good luck! 


