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Not Guilty for Obeying Orders 
Air Force pilot Sergej Brugsal acquitted of war crime in Groveland attack 
By Kartikeya Batra

A four-member bench of the Krzyżowa-based 
Model International Criminal Court today de-
cided that Abandian Air Force pilot Sergej Brug-
sal cannot be convicted as a war criminal. 

It has for long been alleged that Brugsal commit-
ted a serious war crime in July 2007 by attacking 
a Groveland based settlement along the Abandia-
Groveland border, which led to the death of 200 ci-
vilians.  The settlement was, at the time of the strike, 
suspected to house enemy fighters by the Abandian 
government, which, in turn, was being advised by 
officials from the United States of America.

Despite personal reservations, Brugsal had pro-
ceeded with the orders and was later tried for kill-
ing the 200 Abandians who had merely crossed 
over to the other side of the border to seek protec-
tion from their own armed forces.

The bench, headed by Judge Jacob Kuipers and 
consisting of Judge Bojana Tucovic, Judge Jill Bak-
ker and Judge Jona Shahinaj, inferred that while the 
civilians in question were protected under Proto-
col-1 of the Geneva Conventions of 1949, it could 
not be established that Brugsal was aware that they 
did not pose any security threats, and thus, was not 
mentally responsible for any war crime.

Earlier in the day, the courtroom saw heated 
arguments being exchanged between the pros-
ecution and the defense, with violations of the 

Geneva Conventions and its protocols being the 
moot points. 

The prosecution’s office, represented by Michal 
Kopczyriski, Selma Dumpor and Benjamin As-
ante, cited Article 8 of the Rome Statute of the 
International Criminal Court, which defines, 
among others, the “Willful Killing” of persons 
protected under the Geneva Conventions of 
1949 as a war crime.

Maintaining that the situation in 2007 was that 
of an international armed conflict between the 
two nations, the prosecution asserted that Arti-
cles 51 and 52 of Protocol 1 of the Geneva Con-
ventions of 1949 merit that civilians should not 
be targeted during an armed conflict. By striking 
the settlement, Brugsal had flouted those norms 
and was, thus, liable for punishment.

Arguing that Brugsal went ahead with the strikes 
despite realizing the unlawfulness of the Gov-
ernment’s order beforehand, the prosecution 
stated that he should not be pardoned under 
Article 33 of the Rome Statute, which provides 
for exclusion of criminal responsibility for those 
crimes committed pursuant to orders from the 
concerned Government.

The defense, in its response, came out all guns 
blazing. In a rather methodical manner, the 
3-member team of Milad Ahmadi, Nana Aghle-

mashvili and Marta Kalemba tried to flatten the 
prosecution’s accusations. They challenged the 
basic premise of the prosecution’s arguments 
by stating that the period in question cannot be 
considered an international armed conflict, and 
that the mere declaration of war between two 
nations does not automatically imply a state of 
“international armed conflict”. 

Reiterating that Brugsal wasn’t aware of the civil-
ian status of the target and never intended to kill 
civilians, the defense stated that he was merely fol-
lowing orders provided by his Government. Con-
sidering the tensions that the former “Soviet broth-
ers” have frequently witnessed tensions along their 
porous borders, Brugsal, as per the defense, was 
rightfully discharging his responsibilities. 

Challenging the prosecution’s contention that 
Article 33 of the Statute cannot be applied, the 
defense stated that for Brugsal, protection of the 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of his na-
tion were of utmost importance and that by no 
means, could he have interpreted the order as 
unlawful. As per the defense, if at all Brugsal was 
found guilty; he should be awarded a maximum 
of 3 years in prison, as opposed to the 20 years 
sought by the prosecution.

The Court, however, decided that Article 33 does 
apply to Brugsal’s case and pronounced his ac-
quittal from all charges.



Guilty, but Free 
Mining mogul Anton Fabrikov released after years 
of mistreating Abandian miners 
By Rosy Bo, Zana Lepara and Sandra Vokk

Abandian billionaire Anton Fabrikov was, 
on March 30, 2014, tried by the Krzyżowa-
based MICC in connection with crimes 
against humanity linked to exploitation of 
workers and hundreds of casualties in coltan 
and diamond mines in Abandia.

The court issued its ruling, as per which 
Fabrikov was found guilty of murder and 
inhumane acts according to articles 7(1)(a) 
and 7(1)(k) of the Rome Statute. However, 
Fabrikov was acquitted on charges of indi-
vidual criminal responsibility. The jury sen-
tenced him to one month of imprisonment, 
and directed him to forfeit property and as-
sets related to the mines.

Fabrikov is to pay a fine to compensate 
for the losses incurred by the victims. The 
amount of the fine will be determined based 
on an investigation. However, owing to the 
time that he has already spent in prison, 
Fabrikov will be released from custody and 
will be a free man.

Under Fabrikov’s supervision, 
about 100 workers died every 
year. Family members of vic-
tims expressed outrage, stating 
that the jury made the wrong 
decision by letting Fabrikov 
go. “I watched my son suffer 
for years until his tragic death 
in one of the many accidents 
in the mine. I will never forget 
the injustice that has been done 
to him and many others in our 
village. Fabrikov and the gov-
ernment have to pay. We will 
not give up,” Teresa Beilić, the 
mother of a victim, said.

Prosecuters Daniel Hermanow-
icz, Jelena Pejic and Jenny David 
had initially sought   20 years of 
imprisonment, forfeiture of as-
sets gained through criminal ac-
tivity, and a fine of three million 
dollars. 

The defence team, consisting of 
Ana Maria Bruggink Ramirez, 
Tomasz Pys, Aline Cardenas and 
Anastasiia Sitnikova argued that 
while these events constitute do-
mestic crimes and human rights 
violations, their magnitude is 
not enough to qualify as crimes 
against humanity.

According to Fabrikov’s defence lawyers, the 
events resulting in casualties did not fulfil the 
requirements of article 17(1)(d) of the Rome 
Statute. The ICC should have declared the case 
as inadmissible.

“Although Fabrikov was not found guilty for 
persecution, according to the verdict, he bears 
individual criminal responsibility for murder 
and other inhumane acts,” Judge Medina Ra-
himic said.

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, former 
state administrator Anton Fabrikov was ap-
pointed General Director of the state-owned 
mining company. He was bound by a leasing 
contract with considerable concession fees to 
uphold the mining license.

While the contract confined him to safety 
rules for running the mine, the rules were 
never enforced. The harsh working conditions 
in the mines have long been the focus of inter-
national scrutiny.

The vast majority of workers in the mines are 
convicts of Grovelandish origin, a group with 
lower than average economic status compared 
to the rest of the population. 

Currently, the Grovish make up about 18 
per cent of the population, but have not in-
tegrated well with the majority after forced 
resettlements during Soviet Union times.

In the past, Abandia’s government forced peo-
ple from Groveland to settle in secluded ar-
eas or “special structures”. Those who resisted 
these attempts were treated as criminals and 
ended up convicted.

The OSCE (Organization of Security and Coop-
eration in Europe) and Amnesty International 
have scrutinized the high number of foreign 
convicts in Abandia’s prisons. They have found 
that most of these prisoners have been arrested 
for “political reasons”, such as “subverting state 
order” and “resistance to police forces”.

The Republic of Abandia is a former Soviet 
republic that gained its independence after 
the fall of the Soviet Union. Abandia is rich 
in resources. It holds vast reserves of crude oil 
and columbite-tantalite (Coltan), a mineral 
needed in the production of mobile phones 
and other electronics.

The mines are of critical importance to the 
government. Taxes levied on the minerals pro-
duced provide an essential source of income 
to the government and help to pay for the 
wages of state employees.

Prosecutors Jelena Pejić, Jenny David Illustration: Liuba Zakharova

Mother of the victim, Teresa Beilić, promises to keep on fighting  Source: blog.nj.com

Judge Medina Rahimic  Photo: Zana Lepara
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10 Years for 100 Dead 
Abandian police sergeant Dmitry Rabot found unanimously guilty 
By Salwa Hinn, Christina Mashura and Alexandra Barancova

Defence Defeated 
By Salwa Hinn, Christina Mashura and Alexandra Barancova

On Saturday March 29, 2014, Dmitry Rabot was 
tried for crimes against humanity at the Model 
International Criminal Court in Krzyżowa (Po-
land.) Commanding police sergeant Rabot was 
condemned to 10 years of prison and a fine that 
is yet to be determined for ordering his troops 
to open-fire on protesting workers in Abandia. 

After deliberation, the tribunal pronounced 
Rabot as guilty. As per the bench, Rabot was in a 
position of authority and effective control of his 
unit and was sufficiently aware of the situation; 
he could have taken precautions to prevent the 
massacre. The crime was not isolated or random, 
instead it was deliberately aimed at weakening a 
particular community.

The prosecution opened the case by stating that 
the attack was widespread and systematic. The 
police forces came prepared to confront in-
nocent workers with violence and acted in line 
with official state policy. Through his order, the 
prosecution reasoned that Rabot stifled freedom 
of speech by attacking peaceful protesters.

The incident resulted in more than 100 deaths. 
Prosecution stressed that this number is an un-
derstatement if one thinks of the families, friends 
and loved ones affected. The prosecution team 
voiced the opinion that the high ranking official’s 
reaction to the danger he faced was dispropor-
tionate. The disastrous outcome of Rabot’s order 
was inevitable. 

The defence responded by justifying the sergeant’s 
motivations. With escalating violence from the 
side of the workers, Rabot felt threatened when 
ambushed in his backyard by members of the 
same movement that had killed 23 policemen 
and injured another 34 under the order of Milan 
Strikowski.

In this light, his response can be seen as adequate, 
proportionate and in accordance with self defence. 
Had he truly intended to propagate violence, the 
defence reasoned, Rabot would have done so in 
public, while in the given situation, he was backing 
down and found himself cornered in a vulnerable 
situation. His intent was to avoid conflict, not to 
shoot the protestors.

Furthermore, the defence proposed that the work-
ers involved could not be considered civilians as 
they had taken up arms. Therefore, the defence 
pleaded for a maximum of 4 years of imprisonment 
instead of the 15 years sought by the prosecution.

When summarizing, the prosecution boldly 
retaliated at the reasoning employed by the de-
fence. Finishing off with the statement that kill-
ing 100 men when two men are attacked is dis-
proportionate, the prosecution pleaded Dmitry 
Rabot guilty for crimes against humanity. The 
defence responded by reiterating that there was 
no evidence of a systematic or widespread attack 
on civilian population.

In the afternoon, the judges concluded that the 
prosecution had managed to prove that Rabot 
intended to cause the death of 100 innocent ci-
vilians. He is to be held individually responsible 
for a crime against humanity.

Dmitry Rabot’s defence proposed that the police 
sergeant’s actions were done out of mere self de-
fence. But did he really have no choice? Consid-
ering the fact that all involved were killed and 
Rabot did not give any warning prior to shoot-
ing, this is very disputable.

The fact that police officers are attacked by 
workers can hardly justify other policemen mas-
sacring 100 different workers elsewhere. But as  
the prosecution eloquently put it, “after yelling 

‘open fire’, there is also a moment to yell stop.”  
- a moment that never came.

The defence attempted to assert that the protest-
ing workers cannot be considered civilians. In 
fact, they went to the extent of equating them to 
“combatants” or “legitimate military targets”. But 
the victims were not part of the military or a mi-
litia carrying arms, whilst the police was in a su-
perior position and holding arms. Does a worker 
voicing his opinion lose his statute of a civilian as 

soon as he tries to voice his opinion? One would 
beg to disagree.

As well, the defence claimed that Rabot’s police 
was not trained to deal with being surrounded 
and outnumbered. However, even the judges 
explicitly agreed that police training should ad-
equately prepare policemen to face such encoun-
ters. Such circumstances seem like a textbook 
case that every police man on this planet should 
be able to handle.

Judges Ewelina Rogalska, Jessica Anderson, Marina Bonderenko, Salam Zahran.  Photo: Michał Żak

Prosecutor Simon Van Oort.  Photo: Michał Żak

Defenders Madalina Chesoi, Nikola Stojanović, Dejan Bovan.  Photo: Michał Żak
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Union Leader Strikes it Lucky 
MICC judges quash charges against Milan Strikowski 
By Nelson Eddingfield and Rosa Hofgärtner

On March 29, 2014, the Model International 
Criminal Court in Krzyżowa (Poland) ruled that 
Milan Strikowski is not guilty of committing 
crimes against humanity.

The judges had to decide whether Strikowski’s call for 
“forceful” measures was a crime against humanity.

The judges agreed with the defence that it cannot 
be proven that Strikowski could have foreseen the 
consequences of his call and that the police force in 
this case cannot be defined as a civilian population.

In the summer of 2009, 23 policemen were killed 
and another 34 severely injured by members of a 
workers’ union in Abandia after the leader of the 
union, Milan Strikowski, had called for “forceful 
measures” to respond to aggression undertaken by 
state security forces. 

Workers’ dissatisfaction started in June that year 
following the re-election of the incumbent presi-

dent. Immediately after the elections, the govern-
ment decided to raise taxes on basic products, 
such as bread and milk. It was also later revealed 
by the Organization for Security and Co-opera-
tion in Europe (OESCE), which had monitored 
the elections, that the democratic process had 
been subject to fraud.

Both occurrences caused unrest wherein Aban-
dian people started to demand lower taxes and fair 
elections. The ship construction workers were es-
pecially active in demonstrating. Nevertheless, the 
government ignored the workers’ demands and 
ordered the police to prevent the ship construc-
tion workers from entering the shipyard facilities. 

Further, the police was called for “self-defence” of 
the nation, and as a reaction, some workers started 
to produce their own weapons and import arms il-
legally. Consequently, when Strikowski called for 
“forceful measures”, it resulted in massive violence in 
four different cities. The vast majority of policemen 
were unprepared for this sudden, intense aggression.

The defence argued that the police officers who 
were killed or injured did not constitute civilians 
because they had already begun engaging in ag-
gression against the strikers prior to the violent 
outbreak.

Furthermore, the attack must be classified as ei-
ther “widespread” or “systematic”. Citing the well-
known case of Rwanda, where the Hague based 
International Criminal Court had pronounced a 
guilty verdict of crimes against humanity, the de-
fence at MICC pointed out that the massacre had 
involved thousands of people whereas the incident 
in Abandia only involved 57 victims.

The violence could not be considered system-
atic, they argued, because all signs indicate that 
Strikowski was not in control of the striking  work-
ers and that they had acted on their own initiatives 

when they chose to target the local authorities. 
Strikowski, they upheld, was simply a scapegoat.
Earlier in the day, the prosecution had asserted 
that because Strikowski had publicly called for 
“forceful measures” while holding his position as 
leader of the union, there was a clear connection 
between him and the violence that ensued.

Additionally, the fact that the attacks occurred si-
multaneously in four different cities indicates that 
they were “systematic”. Strikowsky, they argued, 
had already been leading the protestors for sev-
eral weeks and must have understood the highly 
agitated mood of the workers and known precisely 
what the consequences of his words would be. 

Furthermore, the prosecution claimed that the 
police must be seen as civilians because there had 
been no ongoing armed conflict in Abandia at the 
time of the attacks.

When interviewed, the honourable Nadia Tan-
nous said that the judges had a lot to consider 
before reaching a conclusion, since both the pros-
ecution and defence teams had built strong cases.

Defence lawyer Maciej Benderski expressed joy 
at the outcome as he compared the present-day 
situation in Abandia to Poland’s situation in 1989 
when the country shed itself of communism dur-
ing a peaceful revolution. He claimed that the ju-
dicial decision was a sign that justice was returning 
to Abandia and hoped that Mr. Strikowsky would 
become a leading figure of the country’s own 
peaceful revolution.

In contrast, prosecution lawyer Milica Manić de-
cried that justice had not been served, highlighting 
that the families of the victims will have no recon-
ciliation for their losses.

Mr. Strikowski himself was not available for 
comment.

Judges Htuu Lou Rae Den, Nadia Tannous, Emeliane Kiladze  Illustration: Liuba Zakharova

Prosecutor Marine Borchardt  Illustration: Liuba Zakharova
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A Deterrent Against Crimes Against Humanity 
The main purpose of the Rome Statute is to regulate 
the activity of the International Criminal Court 
By Christina Mashura

ICC member states

The Rome Statute is the essential document 
intended to create a deterrent against crimes 
against humanity, genocide, crimes of aggres-
sion or war crimes. It regulates the activities of 
the International Criminal Court (ICC) and 
was adopted at an United Nations Diplomatic 
Conference that took place in Rome in 1999. It 
entered into force on July 1, 2002.

Matias Hellman, External Relations Adviser, 
Office of the President of the ICC, says the In-
ternational Criminal Court system is designed 
to make sure that the world puts in place legal 
norms that clearly assert that crimes against 
humanity are not acceptable. The main purpose 
of the Statute is to regulate the activity of the 
ICC and the main goal of the ICC is to punish 
perpetrators of human rights violations. 

The idea to establish an International Crimi-
nal Court was the result of tribunals that took 
place in the 1990s - namely, the International 
Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia 
and the International Criminal Tribunal for 
Rwanda. The world was faced with the neces-
sity of establishing a permanent and independ-
ent institution that could settle issues involving 
crimes against humanity.

In June 1998, the United Nations General As-
sembly held a conference to establish the Inter-

national Criminal Court. On July 17, 1998, 120 
countries voted in favour of the Rome Statute, 7 
countries voted against the Statute and 21 coun-
tries abstained. On April 11, 2002, ten countries 
ratified the statute simultaneously at a special 
ceremony held at the United Nations headquar-
ters in New York. By now, 139 states signed the 
Rome Statute and 122 ratified the Statute and the 
number continues to grow.

Even though the ICC was established to com-
plement national criminal jurisdictions and not 
to replace them, the People’s Republic of China, 
Israel, and the United States were among the sev-
en countries that have publicly confirmed their 
negative votes. This is a pity as, if every state in the 
world and every dictator knew that they could be 
punished strictly for their deeds and actions, many 
of them probably would not commit crimes.

From this perspective, it is great that the coop-
eration between the US and the ICC lately was 
taken to a new level last year. Under US law, no 
money can be paid directly to court - but a law 
adopted by Congress in January 2013 now al-
lows for payments to third parties for crucial 
information leading to the arrest of a fugitive. 
According to The New York Times, similar 
payments were offered to track down fugi-
tives from the courts investigating atrocities in 
Rwanda and former Yugoslavia.

The ICC is situated in The Hague and has four 
organs according to Part IV, article 34 of the 
Statute: the Presidency, an Appeals Division, 
a Trial Division and a Pre-Trial Division, the 
Office of the Prosecutor, and the Registry. All 
functions of the ICC organs are described in 
the Statute, which consists of a preamble, 13 
parts and 128 articles. Articles 5 to 8 describe 
the elements of crimes against humanity. 

Building of the ICC in the Hague  Photo: wikipedia.com

  Parties
  Signed but not ratified
  Neither signed nor acceded
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“Westernisation” Did not Happen 
The MICC has proved it is not a project for the privileged 
By Sandra Vokk

With more than 10 countries represented at MICC 
University this year and a growing number of spin-
offs in Europe, South-America and Africa, MICC 
is spreading virally around the globe. But during 
its early years, there were concerns it might come 
across as a “Westernisation” project.

Indeed, most of the students taking part in 
MICC are well educated and have the possi-
bility to travel abroad. They have already been 
exposed to the concepts of human rights and 
criminal law, and are able to express themselves 
in fluent English.

In this respect, “educating the educated” is a 
short step away from being labelled elitist, es-
pecially in the light of the popular criticism of 
the ICC as a form of neocolonialism. So, the 
question is - what is MICC really exporting that 
makes it so successful? 

The first spin-off of MICC was launched in 2007 
in Turkey. The participants were from the Robert 
College of Istanbul, an independent private high 
school with a notable alumni list that includes 
three Turkish members of cabinet and the Nobel 

Prize recipient Orhan Pamuk. The programme 
was a success and the students’ international 
backgrounds were likely to play a significant role 
in this.

When high school students from Bosnia, Croa-
tia and Serbia were first brought together for an 
MICC in Krzyżowa, nobody was able to predict 
how things would turn out. The history of the 
region is underlined with conflicts, with the Bos-
nian War being one of the most destructive of 
the late 20th century.

But much to everyone’s surprise, the students 
from the historically conflicting groups engaged 
fully with each other. The project has now been 
taken to the Balkans for local implementation 
under the name of MICC WeB - „MICC for 
Western Balkans”.

The example of the Balkan students proved 
that MICC can work with participants with 
very diverse and even conflicting back-
grounds. According to Nina Lüders, the head 
organiser of MICC, it has become a priority to 
involve schools not only from the capital cities 

but also from rural areas, in 
order to provide equal oppor-
tunities.

Teachers from partnering 
schools are reminded to select 
not only the best students, but 
those who have the most po-
tential, yet are less privileged 
and would otherwise not have 
the opportunity to go abroad. 
English skills are important - 
but equally so is the willing-
ness to express oneself and 
engage in discussion.

A balanced mix of partici-
pants is only one aspect of 
MICC’s strong impact and 
wide reach. Competent train-
ers and organisers are also 
one of the cornerstones of the 
programme. So, significant 
effort has to be put into secur-
ing both. Ideally, local partner 
organisations are active in law 
or human rights education, 
and are well equipped to raise 
funds, organise events and find 
participants.

Ten years ago the combina-
tion of history and human 
rights education was still a 
rare approach. Today, history 
teachers and institutes devel-

oping educational programmes are adopting 
the trend and this is also one of the keys to 
MICC’s success – it provides a way to simul-
taneously teach history and talk about current 
human rights violations. 

In 2011, MICC reached Estonia when trainer Jens 
Fischer introduced the programme to Uve Poom, a 
fellow debater running a human rights and history 
education NGO called Unitas Foundation in Tal-
linn. Uve became fascinated with the method, not 
only because it fit perfectly with the foundation’s 
mission to raise awareness of totalitarian crimes, 
but also because its combined approach.

The deal to implement the programme in Es-
tonia was sealed. After the success of the first 
event, Unitas Foundation wanted to make 
MICC more accessible and with the help of 
the newly accredited trainers Viktor and Elise, 
the method was adjusted for classroom use. 
Since then, the adjusted version of MICC is run 
in history, civics or English classes at both Es-
tonian and Russian high schools in Estonia and 
the method is being introduced also in Moldova, 
Ukraine and Georgia.

Similarly, Richard Roewer, a student of Politics, 
Philosophy, and Economics in London, had nev-
er participated in MICC before he heard about it 
from Nina Lüders and became hooked. Coming 
from a philanthropic background, Richard was 
already familiar with empowering the less privi-
leged or those living under limiting conditions.

He agreed with the organisers that if he finds 
participants they would be accepted to the 
programme, but he would have to take care 
of their travel costs and visas. Thanks to Rich-
ard’s efforts and Nina’s guidance, this year, 
MICC University was able to welcome two 
participants from Myanmar.

MICC’s widespread success can be attributed to 
the combination of an effective methodology, 
the diversity of participants, competent trainers 
and organisers, and an open approach. However, 
it is not only this format that makes the pro-
gramme so powerful.

At the very core of MICC is the understanding 
that we all share the same basic rights and in 
order to deal with as well as prevent conflicts 
we need to empathise and start a dialogue, 
sometimes with people who are completely 
different or who we might not like.

If the organisers favoured certain groups or re-
gions, this message would not make sense and 
the project would be a failure. MICC will contin-
ue to flourish as long as this message resonates 
in people.MICC - a project for the privileged?  Source: flickr.com
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A Mass that Changed Europe 
In 1989, German-Polish Reconciliation began in 
humble Krzyżowa 
By WaiYen Jasmine Wong

Two True EuropeansKryzyżowa — Heart of the 
Fights against Nazi and 
Communist Dictatorship
By WaiYen Jasmine Wong

On a November Sunday morning 1989, a 
day unlike any other in the sleepy Silesian 
village of Krzyżowa, a page in European his-
tory was written. It was November 12, and 
throngs of Poles and Germans had gathered 
on the lawn of the von Moltke estate to wit-
ness the Reconciliation Mass attended by 
German Chancellor Helmut Kohl, and Pol-
ish Prime Minister Tadeusz Mazowiecki.

The Mass was the first formal symbol of rec-
onciliation between the Poles and Germans 

after the Second World War, and would 
mark the beginning of efforts to mend the 
deep rift between the two nations. Those fa-
miliar with this period of European history 
would not fail to notice how significant this 
event was.

German-Polish relations have a long and 
complicated history. The undeniable hor-
rors of the Nazi invasion and occupation of 
Poland were well-documented, but perhaps 
less is known of the forced deportation of 

some 16 million ethnic Germans following 
the end of the last war. This was a result of 
the Potsdam Conference, where lands in 
eastern Germany were taken away and given 
to Poland to compensate for lands Poland 
lost in the east to the Soviet Union.

Post-war communist Poland began exten-
sive efforts to suppress the German names 
of cities, towns and villages to erase any 
trace of German influence from their lives. 
The village Kreisau became Krzyżowa, and 
Breslau, the capital city of Silesia, was re-
named Wrocław. Further afield, the port 
city of Danzig became present day Gdańsk, 
Stettin is now Szczecin, and the list goes on.

For decades, these German names were ban-
ished from use, yet during Chancellor Kohl’s 
state visit, some of these names could once 
again be seen on banners held aloft by the 
German in Poland minority.

Without a doubt, the Reconciliation Mass 
on 12 November 1989 was a momentous 
event. As Bishop Alfons Nossol of Opole 
said in a sermon that was partly delivered 
in Polish and partly in German, “Poles and 
Germans must stride together toward a Eu-
rope in which all can live in harmony.”

Did you know that not only was the 
Krzyżowa estate of the former chief of staff, 
the late Helmuth Karl Bernhard, Count von 
Moltke (1800-1891), the heart of the Krei-
sau anti-Nazi resistance efforts, it also lent 
significant weight to the fight against anti-
communism in Poland?

In the mid-1980s, members of an anti-com-
munist Polish group, the Club of Catholic 
Intelligentsia (KIK) from nearby Wrocław, 
learnt about the Kreisau Circle. They were 
impressed by the similarities between their 
opposition against Nazi and Communist 
dictatorships, and held several of their key 
conferences on the estate.

One of the founders of the KIK that met at 
Krzyżowa, Tadeusz Mazowiecki, eventually 
became the first non-Communist Prime 
Minister of Poland on 24 August 1989.

Tadeusz Mazowiecki 
(18 April 1927 – 28 October 2013) 
was a Polish author, journalist, philanthro-
pist and Christian-democratic politician, 
formerly one of the leaders of the Solidar-
ity movement, and the first non-commu-
nist prime minister in Central and Eastern  
Europe since 1946. 
Source: wikipedia.com

Helmut Josef Michael Kohl 
(born 3 April 1930)
is a German conservative politician and states-
man. He served as Chancellor of Germany 
from 1982 to 1998 (of West Germany 1982–90 
and of the reunited Germany 1990–98) and 
as the chairman of the Christian Democratic  
Union (CDU) from 1973 to 1998. 
Source: wikipedia.com

Polish Prime Minister Tadeusz Mazowiecki and the German Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl in Krzyżowa in 1989.  Source: Fotorzepa fot. Anna Brzezińska

Source: gazeta.pl Source: wikipedia.com
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3,000 years ago, the Hebrew language was used 
to write the Hebrew Bible, called “Tanakh” in 
Hebrew or “Old Testament” in English. Hebrew 
is a Semitic language that is very similar to Ara-
maic. Actually, the Hebrew alphabet originated 
from the script used by the Canaanites, who 
drew instead of writing, using a differnt picture 
for each consonant.

For example, to write the letter for “b” they drew 
a house, because it was the first consonant of 
the word “bayt” (house). We still have some re-
mains of this in modern Hebrew. Today’s letter 
“aleph”,  , was at first painted to look like 
a bull because “aleph” means “bull”:          . The con- 
sonant “ayn” was painted like the thing it signi-
fied, an eye:       .

Hebrew is also one of the few languages that 
still combines symbols in a single letter to in-
dicate the vowels that follow the consonant. For 
example, the character “    ” contains a symbol 
to represent the consonant sound “n” as well as 
a sign to indicate the vowel sound “a”.

Furthermore, the point in the middle, which is 
called “dagesh”, indicates the character is pro-
nounced with a hard sound rather than a soft one.

There is something that makes Hebrew even more 
unique: the fact that it is a language that has not 
been spoken for thousand of years, but was “re-
born” just from what was preserved in the Bible.

Jews in Europe just conserved the traditional 
reading of the bible but did not speak in He-
brew at all. When the Zionist movement be-
came stronger in the 20th century, many Zionists 
were thinking about having their own country, 
Palestine (as it is called at the bible) and having 
their own language but most of them did not be-
lieve that one day this dream would become true.

Eliezer Ben-Yehuda was the one who inspired 
them all to speak Hebrew instead of any Eu-
ropean language. Accordingly, they started to 
speak as they read from the bible, but of course 

that was artificial. They had a rule known as Pu-
rizm that stated a language should not be mixed 
with any other, but rather left “purified”.

In 1948, the Jews were granted their own state, 
Israel. Although they created “the Academy 
of Hebrew Language” and tried to reject non-
Hebrew words, globalization balked this ef-
fort. The ones most responsible for altering the 
language are the youth, who use many English 
words. Today’s Modern Hebrew contains hun-
dreds of words adopted from English, such as 
the verb “legaglel”, which means “to google”.

A Unique Language  
Hebrew is much more than just a tongue 
by Salwa Hinn

Eliezer Ben-Yehuda while working on his dictionary.   Source: wikipedia.com
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Situated on the banks of the holy river, Ganga, 
the holy city of Varanasi is well known to the 
world for its ancient heritage. Over the last few 
days, however, it has been making news for po-
litical reasons.

Narendra Modi, who is widely believed will come 
to power as India’s next Prime Minister, has de-
cided to contest from the holy city. His main chal-
lenger will be Arvind Kejriwal, an anti-corruption 
crusader whose 14-month old political party 
stunned India’s political circles with its victory in  
New Delhi’s regional elections in December 2013.

The world’s largest democratic exercise - In-
dia’s General Elections - will be held during the 
months of April and May, providing 11 percent 
of the world’s population the right to choose their 
next government from among dozens of political 
parties. A complicated race to the 543-member 
Lower House of the Indian Parliament, the elec-
tions are expected to deliver a fresh mandate after 
5 years of dissatisfactory governance.

India’s political landscape is as complicated and 
diverse as its geographical terrain.  The two ma-
jor national parties are the left-leaning Indian 
National Congress (INC) and the right-leaning 
Bharataiya Janata Party (BJP).  The former, to-
gether with several allied parties, are presently 
running the national government.

While the first tenure (2004-09) of its econo-
mist-turned Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan 
Singh was hailed for its socio-economic perfor-
mance, his second tenure (2009-2014) has been 
nothing short of a disaster, marked by several 
corruption scandals and a prolonged phase of 
policy logjam. As a result, economic develop-
ment has stagnated, public cynicism has risen 
and political institutions are being challenged.

Inspiring some hope for at least the urban pop-
ulace is the BJP’s Prime Ministerial candidate, 

Narendra Modi, who has been successfully gov-
erning the west Indian state of Gujarat for over 
10 years now. Under his leadership, Gujarat’s 
economic growth story has often been com-
pared to that of China’s.

The local administration has delivered on is-
sues of governance without any major charges 
of rent-seeking or corruption. His political tra-
jectory has, however, long been dogged by the 
2002 riots that the state witnessed. As the Chief 
Minister of the state back then, he has been 
continuously blamed for turning a blind eye 
to the mass atrocities inflicted on religious mi-
norities, which led to a death toll of over 1,000 
innocent men, women and children.
Finally, there are the smaller, regional parties, 
each of which is trying to maximize its tally in 
its respective region of influence. By pooling 
their power, they expect to form a grand rain-
bow coalition that would exclude either of the two 
national parties. History, however, has shown that 

such experiments have been highly unstable and 
detrimental to the nation’s prospects.

From anti-poverty chants in the 1980s to com-
munal polarization in the late 1990s, the issues 
on which Indian elections are won have been 
evolving over the years. The voter of today, ir-
respective of his or her religion, gender or re-
gion, is most concerned about socio-economic 
development. Political formations that promise 
a socio-economically liberal state with robust 
distributive programs unmarred by unpleasant 
undercurrents such as corruption, casteism and 
communalism have the best chance of winning 
the right to govern the nation.

While none of the aforementioned formations 
provide the perfect recipe, the one that might 
come the closest to doing so under the given cir-
cumstances is a BJP-led coalition government un-
der the leadership of Narendra Modi.

A Complicated Political Landscape 
Who will India vote for? 
by Kartikeya Batra

Grand corridors: A view of the Parliament Building in New Delhi.   Source: thehindu.com
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“Ukrainians do not View Russian 
People as Enemies” 
MICC participant Taras Mykhayliv from Ukraine speaks 
about the conflict between Russia and Ukraine 
By Rosa Hofgartner and Alexandra Barancova

Last Thursday, the UN General Assembly passed 
a resolution stating that the Russian annexation 
of Crimea is illegal. A conflict that was initiated 
by political unrest within the Ukraine has quickly 
escalated to one concerning the international 
sphere. How will this current affair develop?

MICC participant Taras Mykhayliv, currently 
an undergraduate in southern Ukraine, says: 
“The current situation influences the daily 
lives of all Ukrainians. Contrary to their initial 

hopes that a revolution could help rebuild the 
country according to the will of the people, the 
internal situation deteriorated after attracting 
Russian involvement.

Russian centrally-controlled media portrays 
Ukrainian officials like fascists, therefore justify-
ing their invasion in the eyes of the Russian public. 
In Ukraine, the locals can witness the propaganda 
that is being fed to their Russian neighbours, for 
example on Russian TV stations, so they under-

stand how Putin is able to sustain popular sup-
port. This is the reason why Ukrainians do not 
hate Russian people or view them as enemies; 
they simply disapprove of Putin’s policies.

Putin only understands the language of power. 
Sanctions and resolutions passed by the inter-
national community have had nearly no impact 
on the Russian president’s behavior. Yet these 
were perhaps the only actions that could have 
been undertaken in the given circumstances 
without initiating the use of force. Ukrainians 
do not want war, nor do they want to fight – but 
they believe that it may be the only option if the 
situation does not change soon.

Participants here at the MICC may be know-
ledgeable about the subject, but they do not 
give it enough weight. Living in a calm and 
peaceful environment, most people often take 
on the role of external observers since the situ-
ation feels too far away. But a similar problem 
could easily be at their doorstep in the near fu-
ture. We should try and spread awareness, pro-
vide insight and give more gravity to the issue.

The annexation of Crimea is only a starting 
point for Russian conquests; it represents Pu-
tin’s power. Ukrainians have come to terms 
with the fact that Crimea is now Russian prop-
erty and will most probably stay that way. If 
Putin, however, continues further, he will have 
to face extensive resistance; the vast majority 
of Ukrainian men, including me, are willing to 
give up our lives for our country.”

A Russian soldier hold his weapon at Belbek airport in the Crimea region March 4, 2014.   Source: businessinsider.com
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68-year old Aung San Suu Kyi is awaiting the 
fruits of over two decades of political struggle. 
If things go well, the 1991 Nobel Peace Prize 
winner may become the first female president 
of a nation that looks to her to usher in much 
needed political change.

A member of the Parliament since 2012, Suu 
Kyi, however, has a long road ahead of her if 
she wishes to serve the people as their Head of 
State. Her party, the National League for De-
mocracy (NLD) will be contesting the presi-
dential elections of 2015.

While the party and its leader enjoy the confi-
dence of the people, there are two major obsta-
cles to their success: Section 59f of the Burmese 
Constitution framed in 2008 prohibits those 
whose spouse or children are foreign nationals 
from assuming the office of president.

In fact, this section was inserted into the Con-
stitution by the Junta-backed Union Solitary 
Development Party (USDP) to ensure that 
Suu Kyi, because of her deceased husband’s 
British nationality, will not be able to assume 
presidential office. In addition, 25 percent of 
the national legislature’s total seats are any way 
reserved for military personnel, which ensures 
that the junta’s presence continues to be felt in 
Myanmar’s Parliament. The first obstacle thus 

requires a change in the Constitution, in order to 
allow Suu Kyi to assume the highest office.

Besides, Myanmar has had a long and notori-
ous history of election-rigging. Free and fair 
elections may therefore prove to be a very dif-
ficult proposition. However, they are necessary 
if Suu Kyi is to sweep her way into power. An 
election manipulated by the Junta will repress the 
electorate’s choice and will ensure that the USDP 
retains power.

There is no doubt that Suu Kyi has a track re-
cord of unparalleled tenacity. If Myanmar can 
hope for a better future today, it is primarily 
because of Suu Kyi and her NLD. For the time 
being, though, the road to presidency in 2015 
seems to be difficult, if not impossible.

The aforementioned factors are unlikely to be 
fixed in the near future. Unless there is a dramatic 
turn of events, Myanmar will have to wait for their 
beloved daughter to become their first citizen.

Victory far from Sure 
Myanmar’s opposition leader Suu Kyi May may not be president in 2015 
By Rosy Bo and Kartikeya Batra

Aung San Suu Kyi delivers her Nobel acceptance speech in Oslo.   Source: theguardian.co.uk

11

THE KRZYŻOWA OBSERVER



KRZYŻOWA
IS
 GREAT

Discover the untouched beauty of Krzyżowa.
www.Krzyżowa.p l 



“Syrians are Tired of the War” 
The international community is catering to their domestic interests in Syria in-
stead of ending the Civil War, says human rights activist Kotada Abo Younes. 
Interview by Kartikeya Batra

The Krzyżowa Observer: Mr. Abo Younes, 
the Syrian Civil War has been going on for 
three years, endless violence has devastated 
great parts of Syria, and throwing the country 
into shambles – sadly, no solution seems to be 
in sight. How would you describe this war? Is 
it the establishment turning on its people? Or 
is it terrorism sabotaging the establishment?

Kotada Abo Younes: The syrian revaluation 
started in 15 of March calling and asking for 
more political freedom. Instead of it started 
calling to change Bashar al-Assad. However, 
due to international political intervention 
and subsequent flip-flops of the international 
community, especially the Western nations, it 
has blown into a bloody civil war with various 
extremist elements joining the party.

What do you mean when you say “flip-flops” 
by the international community?

I am referring to the half-hearted and indeci-
sive approach with which they have dealt with 
the entire crisis. The international community, 
while dealing with Syria, was more interested 
in catering to their domestic interests. It seems 
to me that this stalemate suits their interests, 
because once the country is down in ruins, 
corporations from these Western nations will 
get massive contracts to rebuild it from scratch. 
Also, there is a massive black market for arms 
that is benefiting a number of countries.

Why do you think international diplomacy 
has failed in Syria?

It did not fail! In fact, nobody wanted it to 
succeed from the very beginning. As I said, 
it seems that nobody is interested in resolv-
ing the stalemate. They think of one plan of 
action, but leave it unfinished. Over the last 
three years, even if they had completely ex-

ecuted one plan of action, the crisis would 
have been diffused to a large extent by now. 
Also, internal sectarian fault lines have wors-
ened the situation. There are different groups: 
Alewites, Sunnis, Druse and Shias fighting for 
their own interests.

And what makes things in Syria different 
from Egypt, where a peaceful movement 
supported by the military led to the overthrow 
of Mubarak; and Libya, where the West went 
out of its way to intervene wholeheartedly?

You see in Egypt, the army is Egyptian; in Syr-
ia, the army belongs to one sect, the Alewites, 
who are also the ones who rule Syria. Once 
the army sided with the people in Egypt, the 
movement became much stronger. In Syria, 
the army belongs to one sect and is fighting 
with other sects. Besides, in Egypt, the West, 
including the USA, kept a tight control over 
things, which led to Mubarak’s ouster. In the 
case of Libya, it’s the old “oil” story. France 
and the UK have long-term interests in Libyan 
oil. On the other hand, Syria does not have 
enough oil resources such that it can attract 
the West’s attention for an intervention.

To what extent are neighboring nations, es-
pecially Saudi Arabia, responsible for wors-
ening the Syrian crisis?

The Gulf, including Saudi Arabia, is a major 
source of disturbance. Owing to its own ex-
tremist Islamic outlook, Saudi Arabia is scared 
of the relatively moderate Muslim Brother-
hood’s rise in Syria, and is fuelling the war by 
sponsoring certain rebel groups. For instance, 
Saudi Arabia is having increased tensions 
with Qatar, owing to the latter’s support for 
the Brotherhood. I mean, I am no fan of the 
Brotherhood, but they are at least better than 
extreme Islamic fundamentalism.

Finally, what do you think is the way ahead 
for Syria? Will Assad go?

You see, the people of Syria, including Assad 
himself, are tired of this war. They all want 
the turbulence to stop. The international com-
munity should show more sincerity. Propose 
a solution, persist with it. It may work, it may 
not, but at least execute it properly. I do not 
think Assad will step down. As far as I can see 
it, Syria will be divided into 4 different entities, 
each one belonging to a different sect. 

Kotada Abo Younes,  who is currently 
working for the Syrian cause from Europe, 
left Syrian territory in late 2011 after having 
spent several months working for refugees from 
Homs and Aleppo.  These refugees are presently 
living in the camps of Yarmouk near Damascus.

Photo: Michał Żak
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A Famous Village Called Kreisau 
Before Krzyżowa became Polish, it was the home of 
the Prussian-German noble family von Moltke 
by Nelson Eddingfield

Although the history of Krzyżowa, known as 
Kreisau in German, stretches back to the 13th 
century, today it is best known as the estate that 
once belonged to two important historical Ger-
man figures, General Field Marshall Helmuth 
Karl Bernhard Graf von Moltke, and his great-
grand nephew, Helmuth James Graf von Moltke.

Helmuth Karl von Moltke was born in 1800 
to a noble Prussian family. In spite of their 
social standing, the Moltke family was in fact 
impoverished, consequently Helmuth began a 
career as a soldier at age 11 when he enrolled at 
a military school in Copenhagen. Although he 
first joined a Danish infantry regimen, he later 
transferred to the Prussian army, where he was 
commissioned as an officer in 1822.

Helmuth exhibited a plethora of talents outside 
of his military training. Having studied mod-
ern languages, he supplemented his income 
through translating, as well as through the pub-
lication of various fictional and non-fictional 
literary works. During a placement in Turkey, 
where he was assigned to advise Sultan Mah-
mud II on how to modernize the Turkish army, 
he wrote about Turkish culture. Later, he pro-
duced a quality topographical map of the city of 
Rome when he was stationed there to person-
ally assist prince Henry of Prussia.

Moltke’s status was significantly elevated follow-
ing the Austria-Prussia war. As the main mili-
tary strategist, appointed by the King of Prussia, 
he was instrumental to the Prussian victory. The 
King awarded him generously for his success, and 

it was at this time that he bought the estate at Krei-
sau before getting married.

Moltke was called on again in the 1870s to serve 
as the main strategist in in the Franco-Prussian 
War, the conflict that unified Germany and fur-
ther cemented Moltke’s fame. He died in 1891 
at the age of 90. Although Helmuth Karl had 
no children of his own, the estate was passed 
on through his family, eventually landing in 
the hands of his great-grand nephew, Helmuth 
James von Moltke.

James was a politically progressive man who 
was involved in the confluence of political 
movements that were reshaping the culture 
of Berlin in the 1920s when he came there to 
study. He later studied law in Austria, but was 
not allowed to practice as a judge in Germany, 
since after the Nazis came to power in 1933, 
only members of the Nazi party could be judges. 

At the outbreak of the Second World War, Hel-
muth James was drafted by the High Command 
of the Armed Forces to work in counter intelli-
gence. During his service, which called on him 
to travel through German occupied countries, 
he witnessed first hand the human rights abuses, 
which he attempted to mitigate using his position.

Helmuth James’ experiences eventually mo-
tivated him to found a resistance movement 
known as the “Kreisau Circle”. The group was 
comprised of opponents of the Nazi regime 
who espoused democratic principles and as-
pired to restore respect for civil rights. Because 

of its remote location, they used Kreisau as a 
meeting place to avoid detection. 

The circle did not plot to overthrow the gov-
ernment since they did not want to alienate 
the German people, but instead planned for a 
peaceful transition into democracy after the 
predicted defeat of the Nazis. Unfortunately, 
Moltke was caught in 1941 and later executed 
for treason. Most of the rest of circle suffered 
a similar fate.

Although his movement did not succeed, 
Moltke’s legacy remains to this day. He was 
the subject of a 1992 Oscar-nominated docu-
mentary titled “Restless Courage”, and in 2007, 
on the 100th anniversary of his birth, German 
chancellor Angela Merkel described him as a 
symbol of “European courage”.

Nevertheless, as the Kreisau Circle predicted, 
Germany did lose the Second World War, and in 
the aftermath and changing of borders, Kreisau 
was handed over to Poland and consequently now 
appears as Krzyżowa on the maps. The Germans 
living in Krzyżowa and the surrounding village, 
along with the rest of the German population liv-
ing on now Polish territory, were expelled.

As the were removed from their homes, they 
were replaced by Polish families, many of 
whom had in turn been forced to leave their 
own homes when Russia had annexed eastern 
Poland. The estate of Krzyżowa was not reoc-
cupied and it gradually fell into ruins over the 
course more than four decades of neglect.

Palace in Krzyżowa, postcard from around 1900.  Source: www.kreisau.de
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A Polish Village Called Krzyżowa 
The Krzyżowa Oberserver sent out two reporters to find out how the locals live in Krzyżowa today 
By Rosa Hofgartner and Alexandra Barancova

Teresa. 
The local store is owned and run by 50 years old 
Teresa who commutes to Krzyżowa daily from a 
neighboring village. She stated that even though 
times have changed and Krzyżowa is now a 
peaceful estate, its history remains quite a sensi-
tive topic amongst the locals. This is, according 
to her, the reason that very few people below the 
age of 70 know a lot about the historical back-
ground of their village and do not seek to find 
out more either.
She believes that the foundation is a very good 
initiative both on a local level and from a wider 
international perspective. Nevertheless, Teresa 
thinks that the foundation could be improved by 
involving the locals more, as currently her store 
is probably the only place where the two cultures 
are mixing.

Krystyna,
born 1955, moved into her current house when she 
was a child. Before, her family lived on the other 
side of the village. She manages a self-sustaining 
farm with her husband – they own a cow, two 
calves, chickens and 7 acres of land. Her sister lives 
across the road on her own farm and her brother in 
a town nearby.

Just like the rest of today’s population of Krzyżowa, 
Krystyna is completely Polish and content with the 
village belonging to Poland. She knows little about 
the working of the foundation, but she does ac-
knowledge that it brought the village many benefits 
- most notably water pipes and phone lines.

She is not much informed about the historical sig-
nificance of the foundation’s location, nor of the 
history of the village, even though she is perfectly 
aware of the fact that a German woman used to in-
habit her house. Krystyna was even visited by her.

Sylwester,
21 years old, has been living his whole life in 
Krzyżowa. Having completed his compulsory 
education, the adolescent helps in and around 
the house, but neither has a permanent occupa-
tion nor an ambition to study.

He knows only very little about the work of the 
foundation, which is just two houses away, and 
even less about the history of the village.

He enjoys the peaceful life in Krzyżowa and can 
not envisage himself following the footsteps of 
other family members that have moved out to 
start new lives in Germany and France.

Teresa’s shop.   Photo: Rosa Hofgaertner

Krystyna.   Photo: Rosa Hofgaertner

Backyard opposite Sylwester’s house.   Photo: Alexandra Barancova
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It’s Mine, no it’s Mine, no it’s Mine...! 
Austrian, Prussian, German, Polish, Czech - the back and forth struggles for Silesia  
By Valerie Hoyt-Parrish

Source: www.winkler-family.eu

1918/19: Revolution in Germany leads to the first German republic

1972- Democratic West Germany no longer has any claims to area as result of Nonaggression Pact between Germany and Poland 

1299: first record of settlement in Silesia, ruled by Polish Piast dynasty

1526: Bohemia becomes part of the Austrian Habsburg Empire

1740: 1740: King Frederick the Great of Prussia in-
vades Silesia at the beginning of his war against Austria

1744-1745: Second Silesian War, Prussia claims and gets all of Silesia 
(Treaty of Dresden)

1756-1763: Seven Years War, Prussia remains in 
control of Silesia

1945- End of World War 2 dissolves all boundaries and restores the status Que predating 1938 with the exception of 
Prussian Silesia East of Lusatian Neisse which is under Polish administration; German population is expelled from the 
area (does this sound familiar to anyone?)

As the only Silesian district, Gölitz remaines in Communist East-Germany (DDR)

Since 1989/90: Silesia is located mainly in Poland with smaller parts in Czech 
Republic and Germany

1921: results of plebiscite favores Germany except where Polish population dominats in easternmost 
part of Upper Silesia

1922: armed uprising of Polish results in division of territory, larger industrial 
area go to Poland

1919: At the end of World War One, the treaty of Versailles creates a plebiscite to determine if Upper 
Silesia would remain in now democratic Germany or merge into the freshly founded Polish republic

or

1920: City of Teschen/Cieszyn/Český Těšín gets divided between Poland and Czechoslovakia; the division is done so 
haphazardly that the boundary ran straight though some mines forcing miners to work in one country and sleep in another

&

1938: Munich Pact divides most of Czech Silesia between Nazi-Germany 
and Poland

&

Late 18th century to 19th century: Industrial Revolution in 
Silesia lead to bad work conditions, coal mining is controlled 
by private industry, workers are often mistreated, land is held 
by large estate owners, upper and middle class majority is 
German while large percent of mistreated workers are Polish 
which leads to tensions between the Silesian ethnicities

to

1742: First Silesian War, Prussian forces claimed most of 
Silesia except for Teschen and present Czech Silesia

1939- After the invasion of Poland, Polish Silesia becomes part of Nazi-Germany;  
Polish Silesians get expelled from the area as consequence of German conquest of Poland

1335: Silesia becomes part of Crown of Bohemia
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I busted a mirror and got seven 
years of bad luck, but my lawyer 

thinks he can get me five.
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Selma Dumpor, 22 years old, Bosnia and Herzegovina

“Due to the lack of opportunities for practical work in our faculty 

of law I wanted to challenge myself to gain new knowledge and 

experience, and to improve my skills. I already have experience 

from a similar programme to the MICC and find it useful. I would 

recommend everyone to grab opportunities like this.”

Michał Kopczyński, 22, Poland

“I am here because I want to gain new experiences, extend my 
knowledge, meet new people and have a lot of fun. I hope to see 
you all here next year!”

Simon Van Oort, 22, Netherlands
“I am here because MICC is an interesting experience and oppor-tunity to meet new people from various countries, also to learn more about international criminal law. I strongly recommend the programme for future participants, you will have enough time to write a position paper here.”

Jarosław Greser, 33, Trainer Prosecution Team

“Since I was working with the prosecution team, I can tell that it 

was one of the best groups. All of them were well prepared and did 

a great job, they all took the case very seriously. MICC is a great 

opportunity for everyone because you can learn something that 

you might not be able to learn at your own university.“

Jenny David, 31, Canada

“I applied for MICC University 2014 because I wanted to have 

practical experience of international law, learn about trial proce-

dures, meet students from all around the world and gain academic, 

social and cultural experience. I would like to say that if you work 

hard you can learn a lot from everyone here.”

Milica Manić, 22, Serbia
“I applied for MICC because I wanted to learn new things about the ICC, especially since I do not study law. In a few years I see myself working as an international humanitarian lawyer at the In-ternational Committee of the Red Cross.”

Salam Zahran, 21, Lebanon

“Studying International law was my main motivation to apply for 

MICC University 2014. Everyone should take the chance and par-

ticipate because this is the right place to both have fun and work 

in teams. You rarely get these opportunities in life.”

Liuba Zakharova,  29,  Volunteer at MICC 2014
“I joined the project in February this year. Being Nina’s assistant makes me really proud as I am able to work with a well organised team. There are a lot of things to do but now that I see everyone satisfied it is easier to continue.”

Interviews and photos by Zana Lepara
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Press 2 Impress 
The Krzyżowa Observer’s editorial board 
Text and photos by Zana Lepara

Kartikeya Batra

Nelson Edding field

Michał Żak & Rüdiger Rossig

Alexandra Barancova

Salwa Hinn

Zana LeparaRosa Hofgartner

Rosy Bo WaiYen Wong

Christina MashuraSandra Vokk

Alexandra Barancova, 18, Slovakia

Alexandra is a student of Politics and His-
tory at University College Utrecht in the 
Netherlands. She is very interested in his-
tory, human rights and development.

Rüdiger Rossig, 46, Berlin, Germany

Rudiger has been a journalist for more than 20 
years. He is an editor with the German daily “taz, 
die tagezeitung” and a Senior Editor for the Eng-
lish language monthlies „The Atlantic Times“, 
„The German Times“ and „The Asia Pacific 
Times“ based in Berlin. While studying the His-
tory of South East Europe in the 1990s, he held 
various media positions at the UN and the OSCE 
in former Yugoslavia.

Michał Żak, 30, Poznań, Poland - Berlin, Germany

Michał studied Philosophy at Adam Mickiewicz 
University and Intercultural Business Communi-
cation at Friedrich Schiller University. He greatly 
admires intercultural projects and has organized 
many himself. He is currently working as a pho-
tographer and jazz dancer. His biggest dream is to 
jump over the Moon.

Rosa Hofgartner, 20, Amsterdam, Netherlands

Rosa is studying Sustainability and De-
velopment Studies at University College 
Utrecht in the Netherlands. Aside from 
her studies in sustainability and devel-
opment, she is also interested in human 
rights.

Nelson Eddingfield, 33, Vancouver, Canada

Nelson is a student of the Glendon School 
of Public and International Affairs at York 
Univerity in Canada. He is very interested 
in development, languages, international 
politics and psychology.

Rosy Bo, 22, Yangon, Myanmar

Rosy is a student of Political Science in 
Kohima, India. She is a young lady who, 
besides human rights and international 
relations, also likes reading, traveling and 
having a lot of fun.

Sandra Vokk, 26, Estonia

Sandra is a member of the Unitas Foun-
dation (Estonia). She is interested in con-
temporary history and human rights edu-
cation, reconciliation and intergration.

Kartikeya Batra, 23, India

K.K. is studying Economic Policy and 
International Law at The Fletcher School 
of Law and Diplomacy at Tufts University 
in Boston, USA. He looks forward to a 
future career in International Political 
Economy.

Zana Lepara, 24, Mostar, Bosnia and Herzegovina 

Zana is a student of English and Bosnian 
Language and Literature at ‘Dzemal Bi-
jedic’ University of Mostar. Besides her 
field of study, she is also intersted in 
traveling, tourism, management, public 
relations and coordinating various stu-
dent projects.

Salwa Chen (Hinn), 20, Israel

Salwa is a student of French Culture and 
Hebrew at Tel Aviv University. She is in-
terested in a lot of things, languages es-
pecially.

WaiYen Jasmine Wong, Singapore

WaiYen is a student of International Rela-
tions at The Fletcher School of Law and 
Diplomacy at Tufts University in Boston, 
USA. She looks forward to a future career 
in International Poltics and Global Gov-
ernance.

Christina Mashura, 26, Mykolayiv, Ukraine

Christina is a student of Political Science 
at Petro Mohyla Black Sea State Universi-
ty. She is very interested in globalization, 
human rights and EU integration. 

We are not here to prosecute, defend or judge anyone, nor to cause stress. We are here - one and all - press to impress!
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