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A Letter from the United Nations Society Executive
Hello Delegates, 

Welcome to CarleMUN 2017, and welcome to a taste of our family. To those joining us 
for the first time, welcome as well to the United Nations Society. Throughout the years, 
we have made it a particularly important point to highlight how the UNS is more than 
just a club on Carleton’s campus. It is something greater. Among our ranks you’ll cer-
tainly discover those who strive to improve upon their debate and public speaking skills, 
and we’re happy to say that the multitude of national and international conferences we 
attend are a great way of doing so. More likely, however, you’ll first run into those who 
are here for the fantastic comradery that will surely last them, and you, a full universi-
ty career. The Executive prides itself on supporting these bonds, and we use a myriad 
of events such as exciting socials, academic programing and engaging speaker-series 
to encourage their growth. Of all of these opportunities, we’d be amiss to say that our 
annual internal conference isn’t our pride and joy, and thus why so much heartfelt time 
and effort is invested into ensuring its continuous success. We hope that you are as ex-
cited about CarleMUN 2017 as we are.   

This weekend you’ll have the opportunity to debate some truly engaging subjects. Will 
those among you in the Legal Committee find George W. Bush guilty of ordering war 
crimes during the Second Gulf War? Perhaps you’ll be too busy creating innovative solu-
tions to climate change in the Asia-Pacific region? Or was the lure of regulating Lethal 
Autonomous Weapons through the CCW too enticing to deny? No matter the topic, every 
committee has been specifically designed in order to challenge you while still providing 
fun and engaging dialogue throughout the course of the weekend. None of us expect 
you to have the perfect response to these issues, and we were all in your shoes once as 
well. Not a single person in the room is an expert, but everyone is capable of contribut-
ing to something greater. Model UN can seem daunting at first, and it’s for that reason 
that teamwork and corporation are key to achieve a finished product that you can feel 
proud about. Through this teamwork you will build bonds that will serve you not just in 
committee this weekend, but in many different avenues as well. 

If all this is not enough to settle your worries, remember that the many returning del-
egates in the room are there to be used for guidance, and are willing to help at a mo-
ment’s notice. Your Chairs, as well as the CarleMUN staff, are almost all current or previ-
ous Executive members who wish nothing more than to see you have a good time. If you 
ever feel lost as to the Rules of Procedure, flow of committee or topic of debate, never feel 
shy to ask for some clarification. If you’d like a head start at understanding these in-and-
outs, our fantastic Training Directors, Kelsey & Sam, have a thorough Guide under the 
‘Training’ section of unsociety.com. 

https://unsociety.com/training/


4

In conclusion, thank you. Thank you for deciding to take the time this weekend and in-
vesting in our wonderful Society. Our team has been working hard all summer planning 
not just the behemoth that is CarleMUN, but the dozens of events and initiatives we have 
lined up for the upcoming school year. We’re so excited to see the thoughtful debates 
that will be had during the day, and the intoxicating laughs later that evening. It’s the 
only gratitude we seek in offering you our hard work. In speaking about the evenings, 
however, let us finish with 2 small tips: i) Come out to the socials and dinners we have 
planned after committee! It’s a fantastic way to get to know everyone in the Society and 
build those bonds that we spoke of earlier. Trust us when we say that Model UN is only 
one small part of what makes the Society so endearing. ii) Make sure to give your first 
speech in committee. Ask any veteran member and they’ll all tell you that no matter how 
experienced they are, the first speech is always the hardest. We promise, though, that 
every single one after only gets easier. 

If you have any questions at all, feel free to send an email to info@unsociety.com, or to 
one of your Chairs, which can be found on their bio on the website. 

See you all September 22. We can’t wait to meet you! 

Yours, 

The Board of Executives
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Letter from the Dais and Presiding Judges
Dear Delegates,

It is with great pleasure and an uncontainable amount of excitement that I welcome you 
CarleMUN’s first-ever International Criminal Court! I, Kelsey along with my co-chairs 
Akkila and Lara will be your chairs and presiding judges for the duration of our commit-
tee. Whether you are new to the world of MUN or whether you are a seasoned veteran, I 
can assure you that this weekend will take you to new heights, challenging you in ways 
you might have thought was impossible of MUN. Prepare yourself for intense legal jar-
gon complimented by moments of utter hilarity. 

A little bit about myself. Four years ago, was the day 
that I decided to put on my blazer, fancy MUN dress, 
my high heels and walk from my residence build-
ing, through the tunnels and into a committee that I 
new nothing about. Despite all of my research, I was 
petrified when I stepped into the room surrounded by 
people using big words I had never even hear before. 
Crazy how the time flies. Now, I am in my fourth year, 
studying human rights and law, and am one of your 
training directors for the 2017-2018 year. I told you 
this story because walking into a committee like the 
ICC might seem intimidating. But it is also an incred-
ible opportunity to experience a side of MUN that 
we rarely get to see. I challenge you this weekend to 
step outside of your comfort zone, but remember that 
this just as much of a learning experience as it is a 
stimulation. Don’t be afraid to put yourself out there 
because we’re all in this together. Anyways as for myself, I am passionate about human 
rights and political persecution. Apart from the world of human rights and IR, I love 
surfing, skimboarding, dancing and doing just about anything else that involves being 
outside. 

Akkila Thirukesan is in her first year of the 
joint JD/MA program with uottawa Law and the 
Norman Patterson School of International Af-
fairs. Having been apart of the U.N. society for 
the majority of her undergraduate studies, she 
has taken part in over a dozen conferences both 
in Canada and the United States. Aside from 
excessively nerding out over any topic related to 
law, Akkila enjoys high levels of sarcasm, mak-
ing solid spotify playlists, and a good poutine.
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Lara is a recent graduate of Carleton’s Pub-
lic Affairs and Policy Management Program, 
where she specialized in international stud-
ies. During her time at Carleton, Lara was an 
active participant in the United Nations Soci-
ety, eventually serving as the Vice President of 
Communications during the 15/16 academic 
year. Today, she works in Employment and So-
cial Development Canada’s Homelessness Part-
nering Strategy while, in her spare time, she is 
the Secretary General of CANIMUN 2018. Lara 
has attended several conferences in Canada 
and the United States, and has delegated in 
committee settings ranging from the French 
Revolution to the 2016 American Elections. 
When bored, Lara enjoys cooking, biking, and 
reading international treaties.

The ICC will follow a format and rules of procedure that will likely be unfamiliar to most 
of you. Throughout the weekend, please do not be afraid to ask us about procedure or 
about anything that comes to mind. Make sure you familiarize yourself with the back-
ground guide as it goes through a general overview of how we will conduct our com-
mittee. If anything, make sure you are familiar with the various different kinds of objec-
tions. I would also recommend that you prepare questions ahead of time that you plan 
to pose to each of the witnesses. The more familiar you are with the objections and with 
your questions, the more fun we will have in committee. 

All in all, I am really looking forward to our weekend together and to the craziness that 
is about to ensue.

Kind Regards,

Kelsey Rhude  
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Introduction to the Committee
The year is 2026. On January 20, 2020, Donald Trump was inaugurated once again af-
ter winning his second Presidential race against Bernie Sanders and his running-mate 
Elizabeth Warren. President Trump’s two terms as president of the United States of 
America saw him exit NATO as well as the Paris Climate Agreement. He successfully en-
acted strict immigration bans targeted towards Muslim-majority countries that lead to 
the denial of millions of visas. He closed US boarders entirely, preventing any refugees 
from entering the country. He enacted strict sanctions against both China and Japan. 
Furthermore, he threatened to bomb China’s man-made islands in the South China Sea, 
which nearly lead to an active military engagement and full-blown war between the US 
and China. During his eight-year presidency, US foreign relations suffered from such 
significant deterioration that extreme efforts would have to be taken to make up for the 
chaos that ensued from his time in office. 

By contrast, during the 2024 US presidential elections, Democrat Kamala Harris and 
her running mate Julian Castro successfully defeated Republican candidate John Ka-
sich. With a strong commitment to social justice, she has slowly begun to rebuild US 
foreign relations but has had to make substantial sacrifices in the process. Specifically, 
after facing significant pressures from the international community, and in an effort 
to rebuild US foreign relations, Harris accepted the jurisdiction of the ICC to carry out 
an investigation against former US President George W. Bush with regards to crimes 
against international law. 

The purpose of this committee is to engage in substantive debate to determine if George 
W. Bush is guilty of committing crimes against international law as outlined by the 
Rome Statute to the International Criminal Court. Furthermore, if a guilty verdict is 
reached, it is also the role of this committee to determine what actions the court must 
take against the accused. 

Please read the footnotes contained in this document as they provide you with further 
instructions and guidelines. 
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Committee Overview
How Is This Committee Different?
This committee does not follow standard MUN format and Rules of Procedure. Some key 
differences include:

1. The dais represents the Presiding Panel of Judges on this case.

2. As delegates, you do not represent States, rather you are lawyers.

3. You may use personal pronouns.

4. Your goal is not to come up with a resolution. Rather, your aim is to demonstrate
how the accused is guilty or not guilty and what punishment they shall receive.
After you present your closing statements, the Presiding Panel of Judges will
present the decision. The Judges will arrive at this decision based on the defense
and prosecution’s ability to adequately answer to the legal questions involved in
this case.

Your Role
You have been assigned to either the prosecution of defense team. As part of the prose-
cution, you must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the accused is guilty. If you are 
part of the defense, it is your job to use your creativity and critical thinking to demon-
strate how the accused is not guilty. Your ability to win this case as either the defense or 
the prosecution is dependant on your team’s ability to effectively answer the legal ques-
tions at hand. 

Specialised Rules of Procedure 
Trial Proceedings, Witnesses, and Testimony
Pre-Conference

Prior to the trial, counsel will have the opportunity to bring forward evidence which 
they have come across during their research. This evidence must be sent to 
kelsey.training@unsociety.com and must be sent at least 3 days prior to the commence-
ment of the trial. This gives the opposing counsel enough time to review the evidence. 
The Judges will deem whether the evidence is admissible or non-admissible and will 
provide the counsel with a revised list of evidence within the days proceeding the trial. 
As long as it is deemed admissible, evidence may be in the form of media clips, press 
releases, statements made by political figures amongst other forms. 

mailto:kelsey.training%40unsociety.com?subject=
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Pre-Trial

Upon entry into the court room, the counsels will be given 15 minutes of preparation 
time. During this time:

I. The prosecution must consult the Rome Statute to determine which crimes they 
will be charging the accused with.

II. The prosecution must also decide how they intend to punish the accused.1

III. Upon hearing these allegations, the defense will have the opportunity to plead 
guilty or not guilty. In the event that the defense pleads not guilty, the chamber 
will move into trial.2

Start of the Trial and Opening Statements

I. At the beginning of the trial, each counsel will be given 15 minutes to prepare 
their opening statements. Opening statements will be conducted in the following 
way:

II. Opening statements will be made by 8 delegates in total, 4 from each side.3

III. Each delegate will be given two minutes speaking time.
IV. The order of speakers will be: prosecution, prosecution, defense, defense, prose-

cution, defense, prosecution, defense. 
V. The defense must aim to disprove the charges being presented with respect to 

Rules 19 and 20 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence for the ICC.4 
VI. Both the prosecution and defense are encouraged to make direct references to 

the Rome Statute, articles pertaining to international law as well as stare decisis 
when making their opening statements.5

1  It is a good idea to come to the committee prepared with an idea of what crimes you want 
the accused to be charged with and you should have an end goal in mind of how the accused 
should be punished for said crimes.
2  The Dais of Judges would look favourably upon pleading not guilty as your role as the 
defense in this committee is to defend the accused. By pleading guilty, this does not allow the 
opportunity to enter into any form of debate. 
3  The number of speakers may change depending on time. 
4  The Rules of Procedure and Evidence can be found here: https://www.icc-cpi.int/iccdocs/
pids/legal-texts/rulesprocedureevidenceeng.pdf 
5  The Rome Statute can be found here: https://www.icc-cpi.int/nr/rdonlyres/ea9aeff7-
5752-4f84-be94-0a655eb30e16/0/rome_statute_english.pdf Delegates are highly encouraged to 
review Articles 5-8. 

https://www.icc-cpi.int/iccdocs/pids/legal-texts/rulesprocedureevidenceeng.pdf
https://www.icc-cpi.int/iccdocs/pids/legal-texts/rulesprocedureevidenceeng.pdf
https://www.icc-cpi.int/nr/rdonlyres/ea9aeff7-5752-4f84-be94-0a655eb30e16/0/rome_statute_english.pdf
https://www.icc-cpi.int/nr/rdonlyres/ea9aeff7-5752-4f84-be94-0a655eb30e16/0/rome_statute_english.pdf
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Testimony

After opening statements, the chamber moves to hear testimony. Witnesses will be pre-
sented in the order by which they are assigned on the witness sheet6, which will be pro-
vided to delegates before the trial. During testimony, the following instructions shall be 
followed by each counsel:

I. Besides objections, the dais expects a quiet chamber.
II. Between questions, counsel may consult with their team.
III. Apart from objections, opposing counsel may not interrupt when their team does 

not have the floor. 
IV. Each member of the counsel may question every witness, but they may not repeat 

their teammates questions.
V. The opposing counsel may engage in cross examination but only after the initial 

team gives up the floor. 
VI. The presiding judge may interrupt a delegate if they are taking too long with 

questioning. This gives other members wishing to question the witness the 
chance to do so. 

Closing Statements 

The Presiding Judge shall declare when the submission of evidence is closed. At this 
time, the Presiding Judge shall invite the Prosecution and Defense to make their closing 
statements. The Defense shall have the opportunity to speak last. Closing Statements 
shall be conducted in the following way:

I. At the end of the trial, delegates will have 10 minutes to prepare their closing 
statements.

II. Closing statements will be made by 8 delegates total, 4 from each side.7 
III. Each delegate will have 2 minutes of speaking time.
IV. The order of speakers will be: prosecution, prosecution, defense, defense, prose-

cution, defense, prosecution, defense.
V. The goal of each party will be to demonstrate why they have made the best case in 

rapport to the charges, the evidence and the testimonies presented. 
VI. Once again, both the Prosecution and Defense are encouraged to make direct 

references to the Rome Statute, articles pertaining to international law as well as 
stare decisis when making their closing statements. 

Determination of Sentence

Articles 77 and 78 must be reflected in the Court’s sentencing.8 Sentencing will be deter-
mined by the Presiding Judges.

6  While the dais will provide each counsel with further information on the witnesses, it is 
your responsibility as lawyers to conduct your own research and investigation on each witness. 
7  Depending on time, this might me amended by the Dais Judges. 
8  Articles 77 and 78 can be found here: https://www.icc-cpi.int/iccdocs/pids/legal-texts/
rulesprocedureevidenceeng.pdf

https://www.icc-cpi.int/iccdocs/pids/legal-texts/rulesprocedureevidenceeng.pdf
https://www.icc-cpi.int/iccdocs/pids/legal-texts/rulesprocedureevidenceeng.pdf
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ObjectiOns

An objection is a form of formal protest which is raised in a court during trial. The pur-
pose is to bring to the attention of the Presiding Judges any violation of the rules of 
evidence or of other procedural law. Only the following objections can be raised during 
each specific time throughout the course of the trial:

Objections must be phrased as follows:

“Objection your Honour, the question is [insert objection you intend to make].”

I. Opening Statements:
1. Discussing inadmissible facts: the attorney is discussing facts that are not 

valid.
2. Misstatements of the law: The attorney is quoting the law incorrectly.
3. Expressing personal belief on the merits: (this is self-explanatory) 

II. Direct Examination (during Testimony):
1. Argumentative: the question makes an argument rather than asking a 

question.
2. Leading: the question suggests the answer to the witness.
3. Relevance:  the witness is not answering the party’s or attorney‘s ques-

tion.
4. Hearsay: the witness does not know the answer personally but heard it 

from another. 
5. Ambiguous: the question is not clear and precise enough for the witness 

to properly answer.
6. Calls for Speculation: the question asks the witness to guess the answer 

rather than to rely on known facts.
7. Calls for a Narrative Answer: the question asks the witness to relate a sto-

ry rather than state specific facts. 
8. Asked and Answered: when the same attorney continues to ask the same 

question and they have already received an answer. 
9. Compound: multiple questions asked together.
10. Assumes facts not in evidence:  the question assumes something as true 

for which no evidence has been shown.
11. Misstatement of the record: can be used to signal a problem to witness, 

judge and jury. can be used to signal a problem to witness, judge and jury.
I. Cross-Examination (during Testimony):

1. Beyond the Scope of the Direct Examination: when the question on cross 
examination does not relate to what was asked during direct examination.

2. Relevance: the witness is not answering the party’s or attorney‘s question.
3. Hearsay: the witness does not know the answer personally but heard it 

from another. 
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4. Ambiguous: the question is not clear and precise enough for the witness 
to properly answer.

5. Calls for Speculation: the question asks the witness to guess the answer 
rather than to rely on known facts. 

6. Calls for a Narrative Answer: the question asks the witness to relate a sto-
ry rather than state specific facts. 

7. Asked and Answered: when the same attorney continues to ask the same 
question and they have already received an answer.  

8. Compound: multiple questions asked together. 
9. Assumes facts not in evidence: the question assumes something as true 

for which no evidence has been shown. 
10. Misstatement of the record: can be used to signal a problem to witness, 

judge and jury. can be used to signal a problem to witness, judge and jury.
II. Documents and Evidence:

1. Authentication: the evidence lacks authenticity legitimacy, or lacks the 
source. 

2. Relevancy: the witness is not answering the party’s or attorney’s question.
3. Hearsay: the witness does not know the answer personally but heard it 

from another.
4. Privilege: the witness may be protected by law from answering the ques-

tion.
III. Closing Arguments:

1. Facts not in evidence: the question assumes something as true for which 
no evidence has been shown.

2. Misstatement of the facts: The attorney is quoting the facts incorrectly.
3. Misstatement of the law: The attorney is quoting the law incorrectly.
4. Stating personal beliefs in the merits of the case: (this is self-explanatory)
5. Irrelevant: the attorney is discussing things which are not about the is-

sues in the trial.
6. Unduly prejudicial/inflammatory: the question is intended to cause preju-

dice.
Make sure you are familiar with this list of objections before you entre the court room so 
you can use them to your advantage. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prejudice
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prejudice
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Case – Accused: George W. Bush Jr. 
HistOry Of cOnflict and statement Of facts

Re-Defining Torture

The events of 9/11 shattered all perceptions of invincibility and lead to widespread fear 
concerning the fragility of national security across the US.9 In the subsequent years, 
during which time the socially constructed “War on Terror” would prevail, the Bush 
administration managed to carry out radical policy changes which clearly reflected 
their ensuing security interests.10 Specifically, US policies concerning the definition of 
torture were reconstructed in a way which narrowed the scope of its definition.11  US 
department of Justice Memorandum for Alberto R. Gonzales Counsel to the President 
re-defined torture as an:

Act committed by a person acting under the color of law specifically intended to 
inflict severe physical or mental pain or suffering (other than pain or suffering 
incidental to lawful sanctions) upon another person within his custody or 
physical control.12 

Furthermore, the Memorandum specifies that in order for torture to be deemed severe, 
there is a requirement of proof of “prolonged mental harm”. Comparatively, according to 
the International Community, the absolute prohibition of torture is a jus cogens norm 
and torture is defined by the United Nations Convention Against Cruel, Inhumane, or 
Degrading Treatment or Punishment (UN Convention Against Torture) under Article 
One as:

Any act by which severe pain or suffering, whether physical or mental, is inten-
tionally inflicted on a person for such purposes as obtaining from him or a third 
person information or a confession, punishing him for an act he or a third person 
has committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating or coercing 
him or a third person, or for any reason based on discrimination of any kind, 
when such pain or suffering is inflicted by or at the instigation of or with the 
consent or acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in an official 
capacity. It does not include pain or suffering arising only from, inherent in or 
incidental to lawful sanctions.13

This demonstrates that there is a clear contradiction between the domestic definition of 
torture and the internationally agreed upon definition. 

9  Charles Strozier ,“Torture, War, and a Culture of Fear After 911,” International Journal 
of Group Psychotherapy, 2011. 
10  James Ross, “Black letter abuse: the US legal response to torture since 9/11,” Interna-
tional Review of the Red Cross, 2007. 
11  Jamal Barnes, “The ‘war on terror’ and the battle for the definition of torture,” Interna-
tional Relations, 2016.  
12  “Memorandum for Alberto R. Gonzales Counsel to the President,” U.S. Department of 
Justice. 
13  UN General Assembly, Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or De-
grading Treatment or Punishment, 1984.
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Extraordinary Renditions and Black Sites
Renditions are not exclusive to the Bush Jr. administration. When extradition proceed-
ings have been impossible, renditions have been used by Presidents Reagan and Bush 
Sr. as a means of apprehending suspects in foreign countries and transferring them to 
the US to be prosecuted.14 Renditions have also been used by the Clinton administration 
in an effort to obtain “‘weapons of mass destruction”’ and to get “terrorist suspects ‘off 
the street’”.15 However, after September 11, 2001, the purpose of renditions was fun-
damentally altered by Bush Jr. after he signed a Presidential Directive on September 
17 2001 to initiate a new kind of rendition called an “’extraordinary rendition’”. The 
new purpose of renditions under the Bush Jr. administration was to transfer terrorist 
suspects to foreign countries where they would be detained and interrogated by the 
CIA without requiring the approval of the Department of Justice.16 This was done in an 
effort to obtain information about potential terrorist threats, an effort which is funda-
mentally contradictory to the internationally agreed upon definition of torture. Further-
more, under extraordinary renditions, the CIA could send suspects to detention facili-
ties without being required to produce any evidence that would justify their detention.17 

These secret CIA detention centres have been called “black sites” and are located and 
operated in various countries and continents across the world including, but not limit-
ed to Afghanistan, Iraq, Thailand, and many others. In some cases, detainees have been 
hidden from the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) amongst other hu-
man rights groups, and thus raising unprecedented questions concerning international 
law and the Army Doctrine.18 Hidden from the eyes of the public, the CIA has been given 
agency powers (through the Presidential Directive) to engage in “enhanced interroga-
tions” which include techniques such as waterboarding, stress positions, sensory and 
sleep deprivation amongst others.19 

14  Jamal Barnes, “Black sites, ‘extraordinary renditions’ and the legitimacy of the torture 
taboo”, International Politics, 2016.  
15  Ibid. 
16  Ibid.
17  Ibid. 
18  Ibid. 
19  Ibid. 
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Charges
There are two elements that must be satisfied in order to prove a crime within the con-
text of criminal law. These are Actus Reus and Mens Rea. To satisfy the requirement of 
Actus Reus, the court must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that alleged acts commit-
ted by the accused did indeed occur. To satisfy the requirement of Mens Rea, the court 
must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that there was intent and knowledge to commit 
the crime. 

The Pre-Trial chamber and the Office of the Prosecutor consider that there are reason-
able grounds to believe that the accused:

i. intended to bring about the objective elements of the forgoing crimes;
ii. knew that their conduct was part of a policy and as part of a large-scale 

commission of such crimes;
iii. were well aware of their senior leadership role within the structure of the 

American State apparatus and of their power to exercise full control over 
their subordinates; and

iv. were aware and accepted that implementing the plan would result in the 
realization of the objective elements of the crimes. 

As a result, the accused is being charged as being criminally responsible as indirect per-
petrators under Article 25(3)20 of the Rome Statute for War Crimes on four accounts: tor-
ture or inhuman treatment; willfully causing great suffering, or serious injury to body 
or health; willfully depriving a prisoner of war or other protected person of the rights 
of fair and regular trial; and unlawful deportation or transfer or unlawful confinement. 
The court needs to be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that the accused is responsible 
for said war crimes as part of a policy and large-scale commission of such crimes.

Conclusion
Seeing that the American government has failed to put President George W. Bush to a 
fair trial, the International Criminal Court has been advised to trial the suspect instead. 
The Court will be presented with legal arguments, evidence, and victim testimony as to 
the events that took place following the signing of the Presidential Directive on Septem-
ber 17th 2001 to initiate extraordinary renditions. 

Evidence
All evidence will be released at least three days before the commencement of the trial. If 
you wish to bring forth any additional evidence besides the evidence that will be provid-
ed to you by your Dais, it must be sent to kelsey.training@unsociety.com at least 3 days 
prior to the commencement of the trial.

20  Pay close attention to section (b). 

mailto:kelsey.training@unsociety.com
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PrOsecutiOn’s Witness list

I. Ridha al-Najjar – Formerly detained by the CIA under the enhanced interrogation 
program

II. John Kiriakou – Former CIA officer involved in enhanced interrogations

III. James Elmer Mitchell – Psychologist involved in designing the CIA’s enhanced 
interrogation program

IV. Expert Witness – Steven H. Miles – Doctor, professor of bioethics and author of 
the journal article published in The Lancet “Abu Ghraib: its legacy for military 
medicine”

V. Eric Fair – Former private contractor interrogator at Abu Ghraib 

defense’s Witness list

I. Donald Henry Rumsfeld – US Secretary of Defense during Bush Jr. Administra-
tion

II. Alberto Gonzales – Attorney General during Bush Jr. Administration 

III. George J. Tenet – Director of Central Intelligence from July 11, 1997 to Septem-
ber 24, 2004

IV. Ricardo Sanchez – Former US Army Lieutenant General, authorized enhanced 
interrogation methods

V. George W. Bush – Former President of the US
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Legal Questions
1. Did an act of torture occur? 

i. Did an act occur which led to wilful suffering and serious injury to body or 
health? 

ii. Did an act occur causing the wilful deprivation of a prisoner of war or oth-
er protected person of the rights of fair and regular trial? 

iii. Was there an act of unlawful deportation or transfer to unlawful confine-
ment?

iv. If so, were these acts part of a policy and of a large-scale commission of 
such crimes?21 

2. Can the techniques used in “enhanced interrogations” be deemed as torture 
under international law as outlined in the United Nations Convention against 
Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment? If so, in the pres-
ence of an apparent contradiction between the US domestic definition of torture 
and the internationally agreed upon definition, can Bush Jr. still be convicted of 
torture and war crimes under international law? 

3. Article Three of the UN Convention Against Torture suggests that “No State 
Party shall expel, return (“refouler”) or extradite a person to another State where 
there are substantial grounds for believing that he would be in danger of being 
subjected to torture.”22 If the techniques used in enhanced interrogations are de-
fined as torture by the court, can the extraordinary rendition program outlined 
in the Presidential Directive by the Bush Jr. administration be deemed as illegal 
under international law? 

4. Because black sites were sometimes hidden from the ICRC, does this constitute 
a violation of international law, and especially a violation of the Army doctrine, 
under the circumstances of extraordinary renditions?

21  In order to win your case, you must prove or disprove these questions. 
22  UN General Assembly, Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or De-
grading Treatment or Punishment, 1984.
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These journal articles are a good place to start for research. You might also find it help-
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can find ample newspaper articles and interviews to help with your research. 
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