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Billionaire no more
author: Dolores Eamets
Friedrich Flick was proven guilty of
using slave labour at the MICC courtroom, yesterday in Krzyźowa. Mr. Flick
is sentenced for 5 years of imprisonment and is obligated to transfer all of
his assets, estimated at 1 billion Euros,
to the descendants of the victims. The
verdict was read at 17:30.
The prosecution indictment called
for a sentence of 12 and a half years
of imprisonment and a forfeiture of
property and assets derived directly or
indirectly from the crime.“It has been
proven, beyond reasonable doubt, that
enslavement took place in the factories that belonged to the accused and
that he is responsible as a civilian commander,” said prosecution team member Nikolas Reisecker.
Defence was of the opinion that Friedrich Flick was not to be considered
guilty of having committed the crime
against humanity of enslavement as a
superior civilian commander, because
they believed there was a lack of clear
evidence. However, if the judges did
find the Accused guilty, the Defence
asked them to determine a lighter punishment.
„I think I would like to emphasize more
that Friedrich Flick was put in a very
difficult situation where he had to

choose between going out of business
and maybe being killed or being a part
of Hitler`s power”, explained defence
team member Johannes Kändmaa.

that they were forced to work without
the freedom to leave or change employment. In addition to all that, they
were underpaid or unpaid workforce.

The prosecutors tried to prove that
Friedrich Flick was involved in enslavement of forced labourers. On the other
hand, the defence opposed this claim
by stating that there are no documents
supporting the argument that Flick
ever owned, traded or lent the forced
labourers. “Flick was just a patriot trying to support and save his country”,
said defence team member Johannes
Rau.
Prosecutors provided evidence that
workers were receiving little to no
food, that they had bad hygiene conditions, no medical treatment at all and

The defence pointed out that there
were military guards sent to the factories by the government to oversee the
work. “Those military guards were not
subordinate to Flick who was a civilian
superior”, said defence team member
Johannes Kändmaa.
The judges concluded that, since the
accused had access to any information, he just chose not to know and this
choice made him guilty of consciously
disregarding information of crimes taking place in his factories.
* * * * * * * * * *

During World War II Germany needed a lot of resources and for that they needed large amount of workforce, which they
were lacking. So the government decided to use prisoners of war, concentration camp inmates and foreigners as work
force who were underpaid or often unpaid work force.
Friedrich Flick was one of the German industrialists who used forced labour. By 1933 he was holding the 3rd largest steel
producing company in Germany. Flick desperately needed workers to conduct the expansion of his production. However, he didn’t provide his workers with the appropriate working and living conditions which then led to death of 10 000
out of 120 000 workers.
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Art. 6 (a) and (b) and 25(3)(e) of the Georges Ruggiu was born on OcRadio broadcasts
Rome Statute. The prosecution asked tober the 12th 1957 in Verviers,
incited the Rwandan for a sentence of life imprisonment. Belgium. He first worked as a
counsellor for young drug addicts
genocide
“The verdict was 16 years, little disAuthor: Melanie Weeda

G

eorges Ruggiu was found guilty
for direct and public incitement
to commit genocide at the MICC Court
yesterday in Krzyżowa. He was sentenced to 16 years of imprisonment.
The prosecution accused Ruggiu of

direct and public incitement to kill
with the intent to cause serious bodily and mental harm to members of
the Tutsi population, thereby directly and publicly inciting to commit
genocide, which is punishable under

appointed to be honest, because after in depth research about Ruggiu
and his case I was hoping that he
would get a life imprisonment. Because I personally believe that he deserved it. Because after the research
and the facts that we have provided,
it seemed to me that it was sufficient
to get a life imprisonment. However,

I am also happy that, considering the
defendants case, t the judges weren’t
too lenient”, explained the prosecution
team member Aleksandra Kuczyńska.
Defence pleaded not guilty, proposing, if the Court finds Ruggiu guilty, a

and then as a teacher for mentally handicapped children. In 1992,
he moved to Liège to work in a social security office, where he befriended a Rwandan Hutu. This new
friend introduced him into Rwandan community. Not long after, he
was meeting Rwandan diplomats
and officials of President Habyarimana’s Party, the Movement Revolutionnaire pour le Developpement
(MRND). In 1994 Ruggiu decided
to move to Rwanda. He became a
journalist and radio broadcaster at
RTLM on the sixth of January 1994.
In his broadcasts he made several
references to the necessity to finish off the last revolution, the Hutu
revolution of 1959. In June 1994 he
would have directed militias to Gitwe Hill in Mutara Commune where
there were apparently still Tutsi
families. Two days after this broadcast, members from 70 families
where killed by the Interahamwe.

maximum sentence of 2 years of imprisonment. However, the defence
attorneys were still satisfied with
the verdict. “Well it is better than life

Metaphorical fuel to the genocide fire

Author: Aleksandra Matzuk
In both, Georges Ruggiu and Simon Bikindi cases, the usage of metaphors was a subject of dispute between the legal
teams and a crucial link to showing whether intent to contribute to the genocide existed with the accused. The defense
and prosecution argued about the reasoning behind their client`s motivation to use them. It was either not to incriminate
themselves directly and because they wanted to be understood by the average citizen, or because it was their artistic expression. Whatever the reason, it is worth to give the metaphors used a closer look.
The metaphors were mostly used in order to replace word ’Tutsi’. Two terms were occurring most often: inyenzi - meaning
cockroaches and inkotanyi - meaning the rough fighters. Both these expressions were the synonyms for ’those who have
to be killed’. Another expression that was often used was ’cut the tall trees’, which was interpreted as a reference to Tutsi
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imprisonment. I already thought it
would be something like that, so, it
was not a surprise“, said the defence
team member Marcia Feucht Spinelli.
During the trial, prosecution and defence clashed in determining whether
Ruggiu had both intent and the awareness of the consequences of his actions.
Prosecution tried to prove Ruggiu’s
intent by stating that the metaphors
used in his broadcasts were commonly known by their actual meaning. Also, the fact that Ruggiu owned
a gun was argued on by the prosecution as a proof of him knowing
of the genocide that was going on.
The defence disagreed that the use
of these metaphors can be seen as a
proof for his intent. They stated that,
since Ruggiu was just an employee at
the radio station, he had to use the
words he had been told to use. Defence also brought forward the argument that Ruggiu claimed to not have
known the meaning of those words.
The defence tried to prove that Ruggiu joined the radio station to provide
for his family, and not because of his
political ideas. However, although he
had different job opportunities later,
he still decided to stay with the radio.
This clash was very important for the
outcome of the trial, because art.
25(3)(e) of the Rome statute would

not apply if Ruggiu did not incite people to participate in the genocide with
intent and knowledge of his actions.
* * * * * * * * * *

Art remains invincible
Author: Stenver Pärn

S

imon Bikindi was found not guilty
for aiding, abetting or otherwise
assisting to the crime of genocide
in Rwanda at the MICC, yesterday
in Krzyżowa.
The Prosecution charged the accused
Simon Bikindi with aiding and abetting
the comission of genocide, punishable
under Art. 6(a) and (b) and Art. 25 (3)
(c) Rome Statute.
They demanded a sentence of 25 years
of inprisonment and, in addition, a fine
of 250,000€ as a contribution to the
victims’ Trust Fund, as well as the forfeiture of all of the earnings obtained
through his actions connected to aiding, abetting or otherwise assisting the
crime of genocide.
Defence pleaded not guilty. They stated, that Bikindi’s songs could have
been interpreted quite differently from
what the prosecution was arguing.
„Prosecuters accusations were justified
or right, but this doesn`t mean he is
guilty in assisting in the crime of genocide,“ said member of defenders team,
Majd Mshaty.
The prosecution was trying to prove
that Simon Bikindi was heavily in-

vested in RTLM, allowing his songs to
be constantly played across Rwanda.
Prosecution also suggested that he
should have retracted his songs and
stopped promotion on the radio when
he realised his songs were contributing
to deaths. By the terms of Rwandan
legislation governing author’s rights,
Simon Bikindi had a right to forbid or
enjoin public broadcasts of his compositions. Moreover, his songs were
played around 20 times a day during
the genocide.
The Defence, on the other hand, stat-

by the prosecution teams, because Tutsi appear taller and skinnier then Hutus.
Ruggiu used metaphors in his broadcasting, speaking directly to the public. Bikindi, on the other hand, was a poet and a
songwriter, included these metaphors in the lyrics and the titles of his songs. For instance his song ’Nanga Abahutu’, that
was published in 1992, translates to ’I hate these Hutu’. The hatred was addressed to moderate Hutu. This song was to
create fear among the ones who were trying to help the Tutsi, as the prosecution team tried to prove.
Others were more indirect, referring to history like ’We said goodbye to the feudal regime’, published in 1987. For several
centuries there was a feudal system in Rwanda called Ubuhake. It later evolved to a class system, where Tutsi were the
privileged group, possessing all the goods and power. Hutu were positioned as a lower class in comparison to the Tutsi. So,
it was argued on the trial that the title of the song means that the Tutsi’s power is over.
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ed that lyrics of those songs did not
directly ask or incite to kill Tutsi. They
stated that, as an artist, Bikindi was
free to express his opinion and share it
with others. They also pointed out that
the main responsibility lies with the radio hosts of RTLM, who put songs in a
wrong context and used Bikindi’s songs
to aggravate Hutus against Tutsis.
Simon Bikindi, an ethnic Hutu, was
born on the 28th of September 1954
in Rwerere, Rwanda, the same region
as President Habyarimana. He was a
publicly known composer and singer of
Rwandan popular music. Simon Bikindi
was a member of the MRND political
party and also an official in the Ministry of Youth and Sports of the goverment of Rwanda.
In 1992 and 1993 Bikindi wrote songs,
in which he encouraged the Hutus to
take part in the massacre of the Tutsi
people. He never mentions Tutsis by
name, but attacks Hutus who break
ranks with other Hutus. He left the
country a few days before the beginning of the genocide, but his voice still
dominated the airwaves.
* * * * * * * * * *

An unexpected legal
innocence
Author: Josanne Schneider

D

razen Erdemovic, a soldier during
the Yugoslavian war, was found innocent for the accusations of commiting crime against humanity in front of

the MICC court, yesterday in Krzyzowa,
Poland.
Mr. Erdemovic, a Bosnian Croat, was
member of the Bosnian Serb Army
during the civil war in Yugoslavia.
On July 16th he was taken to a farm in
Pilica where he was ordered to shoot
unarmed Bosnian male Muslims. By his
own words, he shot between 10 and
100 people.
The verdict was presented at 16:00.
The judges had a dissenting opinion
brought by Judge Grete Pall, who was
persuaded that Mr. Erdemovic was in
fact guilty. Grete Pall, Judge, describes
the descending opinions: “Their decision was based on a legal ground, mine
on a moral”.
The Prosecution Team accused Mr. Er-

demovic of committing a crime against
humanity of murder and asked for a
sentence of 20 years of imprisonment.
The Defense Team argued that he had
to face extreme duress and never had
the intent to kill anybody. As a result
they pleaded not guilty.
The main clash between Prosecution and Defense during the trial was
around proving whether he was under
duress. Tom Wollnik, Prosecution, referred to Article 31 of the Rome Statute, in which it is written that a person
is not criminally responsible when he
is threatened of death and/or greater
harm. He tried to argue that no duress
ever justifies killing innocent people.
Also, they referred to the obligation
of a soldier to put the lives of civilians
before theirs. Member of the Defense

Yugoslavian war Q and A
Author: Richard Voros

Why did Yugoslavia break up?
“Yugoslavia was originally organized as a republic with individual states, which were working together. Obviously, being a communist state, it had a strong central element. After Tito’s death, there was a general feeling, that the
states should be more independent. Specifically, the ones with more economic power, particularly Slovenia and Croa-
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Srebrenica Massacre
Arranged by: David Rabus
The Srebrenica massacre took place in the vicinity of Srebrenica, a mining town in the East of Bosnia-Herzegovina. Mostly Muslims were hiding there, due to the fact that during the war, the Bosnian Serb Army began dominating eastern
Bosnia-Herzegovina. Thus, the UN Security Council announced the town a ‘safe area’ in April 1993 and about 600 Dutch
Peacekeepers were appointed to protect it. However, in July 1995, the Bosnian Serb Army under General Ratko Mladić’s
command attacked Srebrenica and the Peacekeepers could not prevent it from happening. At the same time, the Muslim
population of the town fled to Potocari, the main UN base in Bosnia and Herzegovina. Nevertheless, the army did not hold
back, they tried to separate Muslim males from women and female children. Additionally, they only wanted to bring the
Muslim males on buses, who subsequently restrained from cooperating. So instead, the Muslims attempted to escape
to Tuzla, which was held under the Bosnian Muslim government. However, on their way there, they were ambushed and
attacked by the Army of the Serb Republic. On 16th July, the civilians who surrendered were finally loaded on buses and
executed. In the end, The Tribunal (ICTY) has determined that the number of Bosnian men and boys killed in Srebrenica
is between 7,000 and 8,000. Furthermore, the dead bodies were buried in mass graves, which were reburied a couple of
times to conceal the act.
The massacre is set to be the worst atrocity of the Bosnian War (1992-1995) and the largest massacre committed in Europe
since the Second World War. The crimes were not conducted spontaneously, but systematically planned by the Republika
Srpska to create an ethnically homogenous region in Bosnia (’ethnic cleansing’) and to annex this territory to the adjacent
republic of Serbia. Therefore, Bosnian Serb forces killed, deported and raped Muslims. It is, however, still disputed if this
atrocity was ‘ethnic cleansing’ because not everybody from the region was killed. Only certain people were chosen to be
executed.
Team, Kaja Zimmermann, used the
same article to justify their opinion,
that being under such duress makes
the person who committed the crime
not responsible.
Concerning causing a greater harm
than the one sought to be avoided, the
Prosecution tried to state that the obligation of a soldier protecting civilian
lives is more important than following
the orders of the commander, especially when they are manifestly unlawful. The Defense team tried to prove
that refusing the order would result
not only by his death, but by the death

of his family and the death of the 1200
men anyway.
Observing the mental element and his
actions before and after the massacre,
the Prosecution team tries to prove
that he always could have fled instead
of obeying the orders and killing innocent people.
Disagreeing, Anniki Mikelsaar from
the Defense team tried to portray him
as a man, not being violent and not
being a nationalist. He had protected
several people and helped them to
flee, which does not seem to compromise with the fact of killing innocent

tia, so the north and west. They had an interest in gaining
more independence, so they can keep more money in their
own region. The wish for independence was greater than
what used to keep the regions together”. Jens Henning
Fischer
The former Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
(1945-1991) was a country in South-Eastern Europe made
up of six federal republics: Serbia, Montenegro, Croatia,

people. At some point he also refused
to continue following the orders of killing. Quoting him, he “tried to avoid it
as much as he could”.
Isabel Spafford, counsel for the Defence, summarized in the last statement that he was forced into war, never had the intention to kill and was the
only soldier who voluntarily decided to
help covering up the facts of the massacre.
* * * * * * * * * *

Slovenia, Bosnia –Herzegovina and Macedonia. Yugoslavia
was ruled under a communist regime, led by Josip Broz Tito,
but was not part of the Eastern Block. Tito had also drawn
up the constitution for the federation, guaranteeing similar
rights and duties for all six republics within the state. Beside the federal President, each of the republics was represented in Belgrade by their own presidents. This was the
basic contradiction of Yugoslav Communist federalism. It
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did make the life of the Yugoslav nations both tolerable and
prosperous, but the federal state’s functioning was conditioned by the rule of a centrally organized Communist party.
At the start of the 1970s, the regime decided to treat the
national movement in Croatia as an exclusively separatist
movement. In Serbia, meanwhile, the orientation towards
market economy and democratization - which signalled the
end of Serbia’s identification with Yugoslavia - produced an
equally rigid political response.
The removal of the political leaderships in the two
largest Yugoslav republics cowed the forces of change in
the others as well. The state security and military complex
evoked the danger of civil war and Yugoslavia’s break-up,
and Tito went along with this. The constitution of 1974 appeared to offer the right formula for Yugoslavia’s survival.
Increased autonomy for the republics and provinces was accompanied, however, by a constitutional affirmation of the
role of the party and an enhanced political role for the army.
After Tito’s death, and with the changing the international
politics and situation in the 1980s and 1990s the Yugoslavian state came under pressure to reform. In January 1990,
the extraordinary 14th Congress of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia was convened. For most of the time, the
Slovenian and Serbian delegations were arguing over the
future of the League of Communists and Yugoslavia. The
Serbian delegation, led by Milošević, insisted on a policy of
“one person, one vote”, which would empower the plurality
population, the Serbs. In turn, the Slovenes, supported by
Croats, sought to reform Yugoslavia by devolving even more
power to republics, but were voted down. As a result, the
Slovenian and Croatian delegations left the Congress and
the all-Yugoslav Communist party was dissolved.

What happened after communism?

“Communism never worked very well. The communist regimes also did not work very well, and this led to
the end of their existence. Although the people liked it very
much, this is a model that is difficult to put into practice.
It seems to be, that nationalism is a more coherent, easier model for people to work with and to identify with. It
is much easier to look at your own belongings, than look
at the greater good and working together. People started
to reflect themselves and to think about who their friends
are, with whom they can be with and these questions be-
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came more important than other things.” Jens Henning
Fischer
1991 Slovenia and Croatia declared their independence, which was also recognized by the international community. For Bosnia and Herzegovina the decision, to secede
or stay in Yugoslavia was not so easy. Bosnia and Herzegovina
has been historically a multi-ethnic state. According to the
1991 census, 44% of the population considered themselves
as Muslim (today’s Bosniaks), 32% Serb, 17% Croat and 6%
described themselves as Yugoslav. Bosnia and Herzegovina
tried to gain their independence through a referendum on
the 29th February, 1992, but it was rejected by the political
representatives of the Bosnian Serbs. The Bosnian Serbs,
who boycotted this referendum, established their own republic (Republika Srpska). Following Bosnia and Herzegovina’s declaration of independence, the Bosnian Serbs, supported by Slobodan Milošević, mobilized their forces inside
the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina in order to secure
Serbian territory. The war soon spread across the country,
accompanied by the ethnic cleansing of the Bosniak Muslim and Croat population, especially in eastern Bosnia and
throughout the Republika Srpska.
The Bosnian war was principally a territorial conflict, initially between the Serb forces mainly organized in
the Army of Republika Srpska on the one side, and the Army
of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina which was largely
composed of Bosniaks, and the Croat forces in the Croatian
Defence Council on the other side. It characterized by bitter
fighting, indiscriminate shelling of cities and towns, ethnic
cleansing, perpetrated by Serb forces, and, to a lesser extent, Croat and Bosniak forces. At the outset of the Bosnian
war, Serb forces attacked the Bosnian Muslim civilian
population in eastern Bosnia. Once towns and villages were
securely in their hands, the Serb forces (military, police,
the paramilitaries and, sometimes, even Serb villagers)
applied the same pattern: houses and apartments were
systematically ransacked or burnt down, civilians were
rounded up or captured, and sometimes beaten or killed in
the process. Men and women were separated, with many
of the men massacred or detained in camps.
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tiative, and this is how I got introduced
to this particular project.
Q.:When did you first become interested in law and politics and why?

The Time, the Place,
the People
Author: David Rabus

T

he two women who brought us
here safely are Carolin Wenzel and
Nika Jelaska. They were the first two
representatives of MICC we met. Without them, we would not have been
able to attend this court simulation.
But surprisingly, during the course of
the week, they were in the background
and we did not get the chance to meet
them properly. So, we would like to
change that now.
Q: How did you get introduced to the
program of MICC?

C: It is really hard to say. For me, I think
it really started with history. I think
the first thing I got really impressed by
was the Diary of Anne Frank. I read it
when I was 12 years old and that was
the first time I actually ever heard of
the Holocaust and all these things. For
a moment, I think my entire childhood
changed, and everything afterwards as
well.
N: It is hard to say like honestly I mean
for me both law and politics at least
on the global scale are things I need to
know about or work through because
they are important for things that I am
actually interested in. I find human interaction,group dynamics and human
dynamics much more interesting, and
both law and politics are just an expression of that, but they are not my

primary field of interest.
Q: What was the toughest task you
had during the preparation of this
year’s MICC?
C: I think my toughest task was bringing Estonian participants to the project, because two weeks in advance we
actually had a full group of Estonians,
then half of the group dropped out,
and then we did not have a teacher to
accompany the six that were left. Then,
I contacted another friend, a former
colleague of mine, who found a lot of
interested participants. I was dealing
with that and booking flights for them.
The Estonian teacher agreed to come
and accompany the students, so in the
end everything was fine, but that was
the most challenging task for me.
N: Literally it was mostly smooth sailing. Caro did most of the hard work
and I just said I am coming a month
earlier. I don’t think there’s anything I
have the right to call a truly challenging
task for this particular session.

Carolin: A long time ago. So, this was
actually in 2011, so the first time I attended this project I was assisting in it.
Later on, I attended several MICC programs and got really impressed by the
project, so I wanted to continue working on it.
Nika: The first time I heard about it
was in a completely unrelated conference. Nina, who is now Caro’s and my
boss, used to be a coordinator of this
project and she held a presentation of
the project there. Me and more people from the Balkans said “Oh, this is
cool,we should do this” and they decided to start working on the spin-off
projects. Afterwards, I moved to Berlin
and started working for the Kreisau Ini
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Q: What is the most rewarding experience you received from working with
the youth?
N: For me, it sounds a bit bizarre but
it’s the point where they collectively start making fun of us as the trainers, where they kind of bond and feel
strong enough with each other, to take
on people that are presented to them
as an authority, even though they just
met. For me, it is usually a good sign –
but don’t tell that to the kids.
C: That’s actually a good point. I think
it’s the same when they all feel brave
enough to express criticism.
Q: What will you remember this year’s
MICC by?
N: My favorite memory is from the
cultural evening and Caro who had to
dance her name. I just thought it was
very cute.
C: I mean, it was embarrassing, yeah…
But I think it was not that bad. I mean,
I was just a bit upset about not tasting
any difference between all the flavors
(of the gummy bears in the guessing
game). Because I thought the white
and the red ones would be my favorite
ones, but now I know they all taste like
apples.
* * * * * * * * * *

A different point of view
Authors: Melanie Weeda and Aleksandra Matczuk
Majd Mshaty is a participant of the
15th edition of MICC. He is originally
from Syria, but has been living in Amsterdam since August. Because of the
refugee crisis going on in Europe right
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now, we wanted to ask him some questions regarding the MICC and the view
he has on it.
What do you think of reactions your
fellow participants had on the migrant
crisis?
I felt like I already have knowledge
about the reactions in Amsterdam,
Belgium and Germany, but this is the
first time I met people from Estonia
and Poland. Both of them told me that
the people over there generally don’t
like foreigners. People from these
countries do not fully realise what is
going on in Europe now and why there
are so many migrants. Europeans are
afraid because they don’t know the
background of people coming from
Syria.
What did you think of the knowledge
other MICC participants had on the
conflict in Syria?
One Polish guy told me: “When I met
you, I totally changed my mind”. He
took a picture with me and told me he

would publish it on Facebook and tell
all his friends that Syrian people are
good and that Syrian people are ‘normal’ like us.
How did it make you feel that the discussion with Maja Nenadovic was so
much about (Syrian) refugees?
The discussion with Maja was really
nice. I was observing it all from the
outside, like I was in another world. I
was enjoying and observing the people
and at the same time I was comparing
the reality with what they think. I was
thinking about why they are afraid. My
conclusion was that they are afraid of
nothing. They know nothing about the
reality. This discussion made me happy
and sad at the same time.
* * * * * * * * * * * *
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