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The Telders International Law Moot Court Competition has been held each year since 1977. This year
marked the 43rd edition of the competition, which turned out to be a special edition. Due to severe
restrictions introduced following the outbreak of the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID – 19) , the
organization of the oral rounds in The Hague was not possible.
This also meant that unfortunately, the Telders Friendly Rounds, organized by Dr. Matteo Vaccaro-Incisa
at the European University Institute (EUI), had to be cancelled.
Fortunately, the written part of the Telders competition could still go ahead. The Applicant and
Respondent memorials of the 31 participating teams have been carefully reviewed by the 59 Members of
the International Board of Review. We are very grateful for their invaluable help. You may find the results
of the written competition in this report.
We are also very grateful to Dr. Massimo Lando, the author of the Telders case of 2020, “Questions
Relating to Sovereignty in the Lamma Sea (Quntong v. Discovia)” . The case describes a new piece of land
that emerges from the sea. Who owns it? Does it affect existing maritime boundaries? Can fisher folk use it
as a base for their activities? Are these fishing activities lawful under international law? Who is responsible
for the conduct of these fisher folk? These are the questions which divide Discovia and Quntong. You may
find the case in this Review Report.
The partipating teams have contributed to this report with stories and pictures of how they coped with
the lockdown situation in their home countries. We realise that the students and their coaches have put
months of work into preparing for the competition and we deeply regret that students were not able to
meet each other and personally experience the oral pleadings in The Hague. Since the main objective of
the Telders Competition is to stimulate students’ interest and knowledge of international law, we believe
that participating in this written moot still offered a special opportunity for the participants.
We wish you all the best and hope to meet you at the 2021 edition of the Telders Competition!
Sophie Mercer and Mette Léons
Telders Organizing Office
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Professor B.M. Telders (1903-1945)

Preface

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. Telders was extremely interested
in why and how law operated. 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. Professor Telders was respected for
his sharp mind and frequently had the honour to represent his country, The
Netherlands, before the Permanent Court of International Justice,
predecessor of the International Court of Justice.
His interests and activities were not, however, limited to international law. Professor
Telders was a man who enjoyed life to the full. He spent his time doing various other activities as playing the
piano, editing a literary magazine and leading a political party. These other activities complemented his duties
as a professor and a lawyer.
His approach to law was a practical one. Problems were meant to be solved, but not in
contravention with important legal principles such as the rule of law and civil society. Professor Telders stood
and fought for those principles even in the most difficult of times during the Second World War. Even
being imprisoned for four and a half years did not break him morally or mentally, but made him more
determined. He continued to write about international law, using a small pencil and match sticks.
His fellow prisoners had great respect for his ability to put moral guidance and leadership into practice.
Professor Telders died in the concentration camp of Bergen-Belsen in April 1945.
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.
Now, 43 years after the first competition, the Telders Moot Court continues to maintain and live up
to the legacy of the learned professor of international law.
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Telders Case 2020
QUESTIONS RELATING TO SOVEREIGNTY IN THE LAMMA SEA (QUNTONG V. DISCOVIA)
written by Dr. Massimo Lando
1. The Republic of Discovia (“Discovia”) and the Republic of Quntong (“Quntong”) are two member States of the
United Nations, the adjacent coasts of which face the Lamma Sea. The geological area encompassing the two States and
the Lamma Sea is characterised by underwater volcanic activity, and is known as the Lamma Basin.
2. Owing to intense volcanic activity during the Pleistocene, five islands emerged from the Lamma Sea, known as Sandy
Key, Rainbow Cay, Central, Dragon Bay and East Isle. Other unnamed maritime features, some of which are above
water at high tide, are located in the vicinity of these five islands. Such islands and features, of which the closest to the
mainland lies at 70 nautical miles (“nm”) from the coast of Discovia, form the Fragrant Archipelago. The islands farthest
from each other, East Isle and Sandy Key, are 45 nm apart. Although the Archipelago is located within the Exclusive
Economic Zone (“EEZ”) of Discovia, it is under the sovereignty of Quntong by virtue of a treaty between the two States
(see paragraph 9 below).
3. Until 2 October 1931, Discovia and Quntong were the two constituent regions of the United Republic of Lantow
(“Lantow”), the capital city of which was Crocodile Hill. In a vote held on 22 April 1930, the citizens of Lantow
overwhelmingly voted in favour of the emergence of Discovia and Quntong as sovereign States. At midnight on 3
October 1931, Lantow peacefully dissolved, and, as a result, Discovia and Quntong became independent. Crocodile Hill
became Quntong’s capital city, and the land boundary between the two new States was fixed along the Wan River.
4. After the dissolution of Lantow, Discovia and Quntong were left to agree on the framework governing their relations
under international law. Starting in 1932, Discovia and Quntong concluded a number of bilateral treaties on a variety of
matters.

Telders Case, continued
5. Over a period of approximately three years starting in 1932, Discovia and Quntong negotiated a treaty concerning
their territorial sea boundary and sovereignty over the islands of the Fragrant Archipelago. In a diplomatic note sent
by the Embassy of Quntong in Discovia to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Discovia, dated 9 August 1934, Quntong’s
Ambassador conveyed as follows:
“I have the honour of addressing Your Excellency with respect to the negotiations of the treaty on the territorial sea
boundary between the Republic of Quntong and the Republic of Discovia.
Quntong declares that the Fragrant Archipelago has been central to the economy of Quntong since time immemorial.
While the people of Discovia have not taken an interest in the exploration and exploitation of fishery resources in and
around the Archipelago, the people of Quntong have engaged actively in fishing activities in that area. These activities
have created a historical association between Quntong and the islands of the Fragrant Archipelago. Considering this
historical association, it is proposed that the treaty on the delimitation of the territorial sea boundary between the two
States include a provision by which Discovia recognises the sovereignty of Quntong over the relevant islands.
Accept, Madam, the assurances of my highest consideration.”
6. In its reply dated 2 October 1934, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Discovia stated that:
“I have the honour of replying to your note of 9 August 1934.
Discovia agrees with the proposal made by Your Excellency concerning the inclusion, in the treaty under negotiation,
of a provision recognising the sovereignty of Quntong over the islands of the Fragrant Archipelago. Accept, Sir, the
assurances of my highest consideration.”
7. Upon terminating the last round of negotiations, the Foreign Minister of Discovia and the Ambassador of Quntong
released a Joint Communiqué, which stated as follows:
“In a spirit of friendly neighbourliness, and on the basis of their historical association to Quntong, Discovia recognises
the sovereignty of Quntong over all maritime features forming part of the Fragrant Archipelago, lying between the 21st
meridian and the 19th meridian.”
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8. On 14 June 1935, following due ratification by both States, the Territorial Sea Boundary Treaty (“1935 Treaty”)
entered into force. Pursuant to Article 1 of the 1935 Treaty, Discovia and Quntong recognised each other’s claim to a
territorial sea extending up to 6 nm from their respective coasts. Article 2 of the 1935 Treaty established a boundary
dividing the Parties’ respective territorial seas by way of a line every point of which lay at the same distance from the
coasts of the two States (i.e., an equidistance line).
9. Article 3 of the 1935 Treaty attributed sovereignty over the features of the Fragrant Archipelago to Quntong. This
provision states:
“(1) The Republic of Discovia recognises the sovereignty of the Republic of Quntong over the features of Sandy Key,
Rainbow Cay, Central, Dragon Bay and East Isle. The Republic of Discovia also recognises the sovereignty of the
Republic of Quntong over other maritime features located east of the 21st meridian and west of the 19th meridian,
and which are part of the Fragrant Archipelago.
(2) The Republic of Discovia and the Republic of Quntong further agree that Quntong will enjoy sovereignty over a
belt of sea around the islands of the Fragrant Archipelago, up to 6 nautical miles from their coast.”
The Parties also agreed to entrust a Joint Commission with the preparation of a map, depicting the Parties’ territorial
sea boundary and the boundaries of the area of the Fragrant Archipelago under Quntong’s sovereignty (the
information shown in this map is also shown in the attached present-day map).
10. By Executive Order dated 31 March 1983, Quntong proclaimed an EEZ extending up to 200 nm from its
mainland coast. On 6 July 1985, Discovia issued a Presidential Proclamation declaring an EEZ of the same breadth.
11. By Exchange of Notes dated 15 and 17 January 1986 (“1986 Exchange of Notes”), the Parties agreed to extend
their maritime boundary to 200 nm from the coast. As a result, the EEZ boundary between the Parties was also
established as a line equidistant from the respective coasts of the two States. The Parties chose to disregard the
Fragrant Archipelago in drawing their EEZ boundary. As the Fragrant Archipelago fell entirely on Discovia’s side of
the equidistance line, the Parties agreed that the islands of the Archipelago would not generate an EEZ, but instead
would be enclaved within Discovia’s EEZ.

Telders Case, continued
12. On 30 May 1991, protracted volcanic activity in the Lamma Basin resulted in the appearance of a new maritime
feature permanently above water at high tide. This feature measures 1.5 km2; it is located 40 nm east of East Isle, 45 nm
north of the agreed EEZ boundary between the Parties, and 13 nm west of the 19th meridian. On 3 June 1991, military
authorities of Discovia were the first to reach the new feature, by then already known as Chau, claiming that Discovia
was sovereign over it. On 5 June 1991, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Quntong issued a press release, proclaiming
that Chau was under the sovereignty of Quntong pursuant to the 1935 Treaty, in which Discovia had recognised
Quntong’s sovereignty over “other maritime features located east of the 21st meridian and west of the 19th meridian,
and which are part of the Fragrant Archipelago”.
13. Quntong maintained its position that it was the lawful sovereign over Chau, including by issuing official
government maps indicating that the feature was part of the Fragrant Archipelago. Nevertheless, Quntong never
attempted to land on Chau, preferring instead to avoid direct confrontation with Discovia. Conversely, Discovia’s
military authorities remained on Chau since their landing on 3 June 1991. Initially, such authorities erected a camp
mainly consisting of tents. In 1992, when it was clear that volcanic activity in the area had decreased considerably, such
authorities built barracks housing up to ten military personnel.
14. The completion of the barracks was followed, in 1995, by the construction of a meteorological station operated by
at least three persons at any given time. Both the military personnel and the meteorologists have relied, and continue
to rely, on food and water supplies shipped from Discovia’s mainland at regular intervals.
15. Over the years, Discovia-flagged fishing vessels operating in the Lamma Sea have also used Chau as a base for their
maritime activities. While, at first, such vessels would only find refuge on Chau in case of need, such as when strong
sea storms would prevent their immediate return to Discovia’s mainland harbours, in 2003 a small fishing village
was established with the consent of Discovia’s authorities.
16. Fishing was the village’s principal economic activity, which included the shipment of small daily fish cargoes to
Discovia’s mainland to be traded at the fish market of Victoria, Discovia’s capital city on the Lamma Sea. Although the
village relied on fishing for its subsistence in spring and summer, the migration of fish stocks required that food be
shipped from Discovia’s mainland in autumn and winter.
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In August 2006, a strong typhoon hit the Lamma Sea, resulting in the destruction of the fishing village on Chau
which, unlike the military barracks and the meteorological station, consisted of structures built using locally-sourced
materials. The village has not been re-settled since.
17. Starting in the late 1990s, Discovia-flagged private fishing vessels operating in the area around Chau started
fishing, with increasing frequency, on Quntong’s side of the EEZ boundary agreed between the Parties. Quntong’s
Ministry of Foreign Affairs issued a number of press releases calling for the immediate cessation of such fishing
activities, which were claimed to be in breach of the exclusive sovereign rights relating to fishing which Quntong
enjoyed in its EEZ under the provisions of Part V of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
(“UNCLOS”). Quntong’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs also sent numerous diplomatic notes to the Embassy of Discovia
in Quntong, protesting activities by Discovia-flagged vessels on its side of the EEZ boundary.
18. In the face of such protests, Discovia’s government remained silent, not replying to any of the diplomatic notes
sent by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Quntong. The only official statement was made on 1 November 2005 by
Discovia’s Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr. John Lok, who declared that “Discovia intends to respect its international
obligations”. However, Mr. Lok added that “the capabilities of Discovia’s lawenforcement fleet are not sufficient
effectively to prevent fishing in areas under Quntong’s jurisdiction”.
19. As a result of Discovia’s inaction, Quntong’s navy started patrolling more intensely the area on its claimed side of
the EEZ boundary within which Discovia-flagged fishing vessels operated. Quntong’s navy expelled numerous fishing
vessels on the ground that they did not possess a valid fishing licence as required under Quntong’s legislation, and
confiscated seven cargoes of fish allegedly caught in its EEZ. However, these measures were not a sufficient deterrent
against continued fishing by other Discovia-flagged vessels.
20. Following the 2017 General Election, Discovia’s government changed. Shortly after it took office in April 2017,
Discovia’s new Prime Minister, Ms Rosa Yam, inaugurated Victoria’s new harbour, on which occasion she delivered a
speech stating that “Discovia’s government expresses solidarity with the owners and operators of vessels
flying its flag, which conduct lawful fishing activities around Chau”. Ms Yam also stated that “the appearance of Chau
has fundamentally changed the circumstances on the basis of which the 1986 Exchange of Notes was concluded”, and
that, as a result, “the 1986 Exchange of Notes is no longer in force between Discovia and Quntong”.
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21. The President of Quntong, Mr. Simon Yu, objected to Ms Yam’s remarks. At a press conference convened two days
after Ms Yam’s speech, Mr. Yu, while maintaining the position that Quntong was the lawful sovereign over Chau,
declared that “the 1986 Exchange of Notes is still in force under international law”, and that, in any event, “Chau, as a
rock, is only entitled to a 12-nm territorial sea, which would confine the maritime area appertaining to it to
Discovia’s side of the EEZ boundary established by the 1986 Exchange of Notes”. Mr. Yu added that “Discovia is
responsible under international law for the conduct of private fishing vessels flying Discovia’s flag which conduct
unlawful fishing activities within Quntong’s EEZ”.
22. On 9 December 2018, Quntong instituted proceedings against Discovia before the International Court of Justice
(“Court”). Quntong founded the Court’s jurisdiction on the Parties’ declarations of acceptance of compulsory
jurisdiction. In its Application, Quntong requested the Court to adjudge and declare that: (i) Quntong has sovereignty
over Chau, and (ii) Discovia incurred international responsibility by breaching its obligations under UNCLOS relating
to Quntong’s exclusive rights to explore and exploit the fishing resources of its EEZ.
23. Discovia does not dispute either the Court’s jurisdiction, or the admissibility of Quntong’s Application. In response
to Quntong’s arguments, Discovia contends that: (i) it is the lawful sovereign over Chau, (ii) Chau is an island entitled
to a 200-nm EEZ, and (iii) as the 1986 Exchange of Notes was terminated by the appearance of the island of Chau in
1991, the EEZ boundary between the Parties remains currently undelimited. According to Discovia, it follows that vessels flying its flag have been fishing lawfully in waters which fall under Discovia’s jurisdiction. In the alternative, should
the Court find that the 1986 Exchange of Notes is still in force, Discovia argues that the conduct of private fishing
vessels cannot be attributed to it under international law.
24. In reply to Discovia’s arguments, Quntong states that the 1986 Exchange of Notes, as a treaty establishing a
boundary, cannot have been terminated by the 1991 appearance of Chau, and that, as a consequence, the Parties’ EEZ
boundary remains established in accordance with it. In the alternative, Quntong contends that Chau is not an island,
but a rock within the meaning of Article 121(3) of UNCLOS.
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25. Discovia and Quntong ratified UNCLOS on 30 March 1983 and 26 June 1984, respectively. They also ratified the
Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties on 1 November 1972 and 3 October 1975 respectively, without reservations. By way of separate declarations, to which no reservations were attached, Discovia and Quntong accepted the
compulsory jurisdiction of the Permanent Court of International Justice (“PCIJ”) under Article 36(2) of the PCIJ’s
Statute on, respectively, 8 January 1938 and 25 September 1935.
26. Counsel for Discovia and Quntong are required to make submissions concerning the following issues:
(1) Whether Chau is an “island” or a “rock” under international law;
(2) Which of the Parties has sovereignty over Chau under international law;
(3) Whether the 1986 Exchange of Notes is a treaty still in force between the Parties, or whether it has been affected
by the appearance of Chau;
(4) Whether the conduct of private vessels flying the flag of Discovia and fishing on Quntong’s side of the EEZ
boundary established by the 1986 Exchange of Notes is attributable to Discovia.
27. Counsel for Discovia and Quntong shall make no submissions with regard both to the
jurisdiction of the Court, and the admissibility of Quntong’s application. In case of
discrepancy between the map and this document, the latter shall prevail.
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Ms. Eleni Gerasoudi, Lawyer
Mr. Dimitar Gochev, Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski”
Ms. Veronica Hassler Benn, The United Nations Development Programme
Mr. Jo Høvik, Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Nihad Huseynov, Baku State University
Mr. Hajro Husić, Ministry of Immigration and Integration
Mr. Davit Jaiani, High School of Justice of Georgia
Mr. David Kendal, Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ms. Esther Kentin, Leiden University
Mr. Shayan Ahmed Khan, Research Society of International Law, Pakistan
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Mr. Stephen Kirwan, KOD Lyons Solicitors
Ms. Gailïte Lïba, Law Office LarkLaw
Mr. Kanan Madatli, Baku State University
Dr. Alexis Marin Bushnell, Örebro University
Mr. Saamir Nizam, DWF LLP
Ms. Yulia Nuzban, International Criminal Court
Ms. Hristina Panteva, Dokovska, Atanasov and Partners
Dr. Efthymios Papastavridis, Academy of Athens
Mr. Francisco Pereira Coutinho, Faculdade de Direito da Uni Nova de Lisboa
Mr. Vasileios Pergantis, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki
Prof. Eulialia Petit de Gabriel, Universidad de Sevilla
Dr. Hossein Piran, Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Mr. Aleksandr Popov, Estonian Business School
Prof. Alla Pozdnakova, Scandinavian Institute of Maritime Law
Prof. Dr. Sarah Progin-Theuerkauf, University of Fribourg
Dr. David Pusztai, Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan LLP
Mr. Milos Radosavljevic, Zunic Law Firm
Mr. Vahid Rezadoost, Iran-United States Claims Tribunal
Mr. Jeroen van de Rijt, Ministry of Defense
Mr. David Robles Ramos, Universidad Internacional de La Rioja
Mr. David Scott, University of Manchester
Mr. Igor Shylyatiev, The Institute of Legislation and Comparative Law under the Government of the Russian Federation
Dr. Mark Somos, Max Plank Institute for Comparative Public Law & International Law
Dr. Thomas Sparks, Max Plank Institute for Comparative Public Law & International Law
Ms. Christa Stunzi, University of Bern
Mr. Konstantinos Tromvoukis, Lawyer
René Värk, University of Tartu
Ms. Elïna Luïze Vïtola, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Latvia
Prof. Mia Wouters, GDS Advocaten/University of Ghent
Prof. Tanaka Yoshifumi, University of Copenhagen
Ms. Tamta Zaalishvili, Ministry of Internal Affairs of Georgia

Team Reports
Baku State University, Azerbaijan

Here is our team photo that we took
during a video call during quarantine. It was
the second time that during weekends the
government applied a complete lockdown
and, with certain exceptions, the entrance to
the capital Baku was not allowed. Because
of this restriction, one of our team members
could not come to Baku and we could not
meet up in person. We hope the situation
will get better soon and we all be back to
normal life!

Our team was kindly sponsored by
the “Azerbaijan Caspian Shipping”
Closed Joint-Stock Company
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Team Reports
Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski”, Bulgaria

Team Members

Team Coaches

Team Reports
University of Reading, England
As we entered lockdown, it was crucial that the team still had some experience of a Telders moot,
especially as, in Reading, we give students degree credit for their participation in Telders (either
international or national round, as appropriate). So it was important we continue, in a safe way, so the
students could achieve these degree marks. As such, we continued to provide coaching remotely via video
conferencing software and email. The students then presented their moot arguments, in a bit of a different
way, via video. In the circumstances this was a big success. All four students scored highly for their degree
module marks; we are pleased to see the IBOR members also scored the team’s memorials highly. Even
remotely, it was a pleasure for Reading to be part of the Telders Competition.

Discover the World at Leiden University

Team Reports
University of Helsinki, Finland
What to do when the moot court gets cancelled? Have a friendly remote moot instead!
Some of us seem to enjoy moot court pleadings too much, given that we could not stop even when being
prevented from participating in the Hague. The University of Helsinki Telders team had a great pleasure
to join the Nordic Friendly Zoom Moot Court with the Danish and Swedish teams, initiated and
organised by the Örebro University in a true moot court spirit of not giving up. Our coaches acted as
tough judges and the pleadings were not scored. Most of all, the match gave us all a great opportunity
to test everything we had been working on for months. Here in the picture are the Helsinki Respondent
counsels during their pleading.

Team Reports
Ivane Javakhishvili Tbilisi State University, Georgia
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Team Reports
Heinrich-Heine-Universität Düsseldorf, Germany
Last year, we visited the International Court of Justice and
dreamed of being able to plead as advocates in front of the
honourable judges of the Court – unfortunately, it did not
turn out as expected. Even though we are sad to not be able
to meet all the other teams and compete against each other
in The Hague, we would like to thank the TOO and
everyone involved for acting that farsighted and hope
everyone stays safe and healthy.
At the end of February, when the deadline of the handing
in of the memorials approached, we planned to have a big
celebration after having handed in our memorials.
However, this also turned out differently from what we had
expected and we ended up working so late that night that
we had to postpone our party. Due to the pandemic, we
were not able to do so until now. Therefore, we are
delighted that – with our success in the written
competition – we now have a great reason to make up for
our missed party and we are sure that we will be able to
celebrate soon!

Team Reports
Universität zu Köln, Germany
It was a great honor for our team to participate in the Telders International Law Moot Court competition 2020. As
second- and third-year law students we had neither any experience in international law, nor in writing and presenting
memorials on behalf of different states. After the first reading of the case, however, we quickly and intensively
familiarized ourselves with international law and especially maritime law.
The research on the very specific topics of the case was the most time-consuming part of the Moot Court. Due to the
high standards in this competition we have learned how important careful research and factual-based argumentation
is. The Telders Moot Court has tremendously improved our legal and linguistic skills in every respect and it will definitely be beneficial for us in the future. In addition, working in a team over this long period of time has been a great
experience and has always helped us to critically analyze every single argument. The many hours of discussion over
each argument was an important part of improving the memorials.
The preparation of the oral pleadings, especially the external pleading sessions, were a further highlight of our Moot
Court experience. During those pleadings we got valuable tips on how to improve our presentations, which is crucial
in making us better students and better lawyers in the future. Even though the oral proceedings unfortunately had to
be cancelled, the Telders International Law Moot Court was a lot of fun and a great learning experience and we would
recommend it to anyone who has the chance to participate.
We are grateful to the Institute of Air Law, Space Law and Cyber Law at the University of
Cologne, which has supported us since the first day. Special thanks go to Mr. Jonathan
Badstieber, who was our highly motivating and competent coach for this Moot Court.
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Team Reports
University of Latvia, Latvia

The Lockdown in Latvia began at the beginning of March when our team
had just sent in our written memorials and was planning to start practising
our oral presentations. While the virus robbed us of many experiences and
new acquaintances, we thought we couldn’t let it rob us of a few vacation
photos to remember our efforts, dreams and aspirations in relation to
travelling to Florence and The Hague.

Team Reports
The Hague University of Applied Sciences, The Netherlands
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Team Reports
Babes-Bolyai University Law School, Romania

Team Reports
Örebro University, Sweden
Dear Telders Moot Court Organizers and Contributors,
We would first like to send our greetings to Massimo Lando for the well-authored case of 2020. It has been
challenging but also a good experience.
It was unfortunate that none of the teams got the full experience of the Telders Moot Court Competition this year.
We did however get another type of experience this year.
After we submitted the memorial, we saw the pandemic worsen. First the university decided to cancel on-sight
teaching, so we had to prepare through online meetings. It was not the most ideal setting, but we quickly adjusted
and continued preparing in the hope that we’d still be able to participate in the oral rounds. That hope ended when
the friendly rounds and the international rounds were cancelled as well.
When the moot court was cancelled, our coaches organized a friendly match for us online with the Finnish team
from Helsinki University and the Danish team from the University of Syddansk. We were grateful for the
opportunity to put our hard work to use. It may not have been like the traditional oral competition, but it was still a
very good experience. We appreciated getting to know our neighboring teams.
Thank you!
Sincerely,
The team from Örebro University, Sweden
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Team Reports
National University of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy, Ukraine
Coronavirus was a challenge for us but not an obstacle.
We were eager to practice even during the apocalypse.
Our meetings became different but not less interesting.
Although we faced problems with the Internet
connection, our frozen faces transformed into new
jokes. Video communication let us meet parents of each
other. Our coach could criticize us lying on the bed.
We could go to the kitchen while other teammates were
pleading. Our shirts and jeans turned into pajamas and
t-shirts.

We built a strong friendship and one of team members
could even appear without makeup. We could not be locked
in the university at night as it happened previously. We
created a lot of memes which helped us to smile even when
we were in trouble. Our volcanic energy pushed us to
practice when all moot courts were cancelled. Any coronavirus wave could stop us since our team is a strong Archipelago.
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Awards
Awards
Best Applicant Memorial

Overall Best Memorial Score

Winner
Team 2-I, Heinrich-Heine-Universität Düsseldorf, Germany

Winners (ex aequo)
Team 2-I, Heinrich-Heine-Universität Düsseldorf,
Germany
Team 25-I, The Hague University of Applied Sciences, The
Netherlands

Runner-up
Team 12-III, National University of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy,
Ukraine
Third Place
Team 2-III, Universität zu Köln, Germany
Best Respondent Memorial
Winner
Team 23: ELTE Law School, Hungary
Runner-up (ex aequo)
Team 12-I, Yaroslav Mudryi National Law University, Ukraine
Team 25-I, The Hague University of Applied Sciences,
The Netherlands
Third Place
Team 11, University of Helsinki, Finland

Runner-up
Team 11, University of Helsinki, Finland
Third Place
Team 12-III: National University of Kyiv-Mohyla,
Ukraine

Telders Organizing Office
Grotius Centre for International Legal Studies
Leiden Law School, Leiden University
Wijnhaven, Turfmarkt 99, 2511 DP The Hague, The Netherlands
www.teldersmoot.com
TeldersMoot@law.leidenuniv.nl

