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Yusuf Dulani Held Guilty for 
Crimes Against Humanity 
Dulani Found to Have had Effective Control over 
DLF Militants who Carried out Suicide Attacks 
By Arpita Sarkar

On the 25th of February 2016 the Model Inter-
national Criminal Court (MICC) in Krzyżowa 
ruled in a split verdict of 2 to 1 that Duranjan 
Liberation Front (DLF) leader Yusuf Dulani 
was guilty of committing crimes against hu-
manity. The majority verdict was announced by 
the President Janne Posthuma and Judge Siba-
balwe Mpofu, while Judge Eunyoung Yoo gave 
the dissenting opinion.

The case related to four suicide attacks in Sola-
nia in the summer of 2003 attributed to the 
DLF, a faction widely considered the military 
wing of the Free Duranja (FD) group. The DLF 
was formed in 1997 during the height of ten-
sion between the Solanians and Duranjans.

In its early years, the DLF’s tactics included 
the abduction of Solanian soldiers and settlers 
in the territories occupied by Solania. Some of 
these abductees were used as hostages and ex-
changed against DLF fighters that had been ar-
rested by Solanian authorities.

Following the famous “Declaration of Lamelon”, 
in 1999 Solania recognized Duranja as an au-

tonomous province. The DLF is known to have 
resorted to suicide attacks in Solania after the 
Declaration. They are also known to have re-
cruited fighters on promises of religious benefits 
to those who “sacrificed” themselves, specifically 
if their actions cost the lives of Solanian civilians.

The four suicide attacks in the summer of 2003 
resulted in 20 deaths and left 150 persons in-
jured. Yusuf Dulani was the leader of the DLF 
at that time. On the 1st of July 2004, Duranja 
officially declared its independence from Sola-
nia with Hilar Abelard, the leader of the FD, as 
its President. To date, Duranja’s sovereignty has 
been recognized by 62 states worldwide.

MICC Prosecutors Manuilova Anna, Viktoriia 
Isakova, and Malinouskaya Viktorya respect-
fully requested the Court to sentence Yusuf 
Dulani to 30 years of imprisonment based on 
Article 77 of the Rome Statute. In return, the 
Defense, consisting of Bar Levy, Iris Ieerdam, 
and Kateryna Sereda submitted that Dulani 
could not be held directly or indirectly respon-
sible for the attacks since they had occurred 
outside his direct control and supervision.

The Defense added that the matter should be 
left to the jurisdiction of national courts. The 
majority ruled that though Dulani might not 
have been personally involved in the attacks, 
he had held effective control over the activities 
of the DLF. Accordingly, the majority found 
Dulani guilty of committing crimes against 
humanity and sentenced him to 15 years of 
imprisonment.

Judge Yoo disagreed with the bench and ob-
served that there was no causal connection 
between Dulani’s involvement with the DLF 
and the attacks in question. 

In an exclusive statement to the Krzyżowa 
Observer, Defense Spokesperson Bar Levy 
stated that because the Defense team was 
disappointed with the verdict, they would ap-
peal the verdict to the Appeals Chamber of 
the ICC. The spokesperson of the Prosecutors 
said that they were satisfied with the verdict 
and they believed that justice had been served 
on the matter.
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Political Rights Vs. Crimes Against Humanity 
By Arpita Sarkar

As I reported the proceedings in the case of 
Prosecutor versus Yusuf Dulani, I could not 
help but notice how an extremely technical 
discussion of the law overshadowed a criti-
cal, lingering question: Should the purview 
of the term ‘crime against humanity’ and 
the jurisdiction of the ICC extend to acts 
of violence committed by members of 
minority resistance groups fighting for 
their political rights against the state?

One might maintain that perpetra-
tors of violence in all forms should 
be prosecuted. However, is the 
ICC the appropriate forum for 
trying separatist leaders who 
take on a regime they deem 
an oppressive one that has 
‘occupied’ their territories?
These queries are com-

plicated by the separatists’ asymmetric tactics 
and deliberate targeting of civilians. I shall not 
argue one way or the other on the issue, but 
hope to stimulate further conversation and 
thought around this topic.

OPINION

Iris Leerdam (Defense). Photo: Leoni Riegger Prosecutors. Photo: Leoni Riegger
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Reason 
Over  
Passion 
Behaim Not Guilty  
Despite Heartfelt 
Arguments on Both 
Sides By Leoni Riegger

On the 26th of Feburary 2016 in the Palace at 
Krzyżowa, the Model International Criminal Court 
ruled over the case of Juri Behaim. Behaim stood 
accused for ordering the execution of Sheik Ahmat 
Chalabi, a religious leader of the Duranjan community.

The trial began with noticeable tension in the court-
room. The Prosecution, represented by Mia Delic, 
Constanza Mazzei, Roman Weidinger, and Nora 
Hiller, charged Behaim with the war crime of willfull 
killing under Article 8(2)(a)(i) of the Rome Statute 
for ordering the execution of Sheik Ahmat Chalabi.

The Prosecution also charged Behaim with attack-
ing civilians protected by Article 8 (2)(b)(ii) of the 
Rome Statute for attacking his family home. Both 
charges were framed in conjunction with Art. 28 

tbc on page 4
2

THE KRZYŻOWA OBSERVER 2016



Has Justice Deserted Krzyżowa? 
Both Defense and Prosecution Dissatisfied with Empro Ruling 
By Liz Ludan

The judges have spoken: the Model Interna-
tional Criminal Court (MICC) at Krzyżowa 
sentenced George Empro to six years of impris-
onment for committing crimes against human-
ity on the 25th of February 2016.

Known to the world for his command of the 
Distelon Military, the trial of dictator George 
Empro has been long awaited by the public 
in Solania. In 1949, this country declared its 
independence from its neighbors, including 
Distelon and Lamelon. Since then, Solania has 
been recognized by a majority of states in the 
international community.

However, tensions have been ongoing between 
Solania and many of its neighbors that doubt 
its legitimacy to govern its diverse range of 
ethnicities and cultural groups. Between 1997 
and 1999, conflict sparked when a militant fac-
tion known as the Duranjan Liberation Front 
(DLF) abducted a group of Solanian soldiers 
and settlers. The Solanians were held hostage in 
Duranjan-occupied territory.

At the MICC, the Prosecution - represented 
by Rie Niida, Tetiana Apanovych and Hope 

Mashozhera - brought 

Empro to the Krzyżowa-based court for his al-
leged involvement in the abductions. Mr. Em-
pro’s defense was represented by Alesheuskaya 
Yanina, Shakhbazian Karyna, and Aditi Manocha.

The Prosecution raised two charges against 
Empro - that he effectively acted as a military 
commander responsible for enforced disap-
pearances in violation of Article 28 (a) of the 
Rome Statute, and that he committed crimes 
against humanity in violation of Article 7(1)
(i) of the Rome Statute by abducting and de-
taining Solanian settlers. For these crimes, the 
Prosecution sought a total sentence of 20 years 
imprisonment.

The Defense contended that the Prosecution 
had failed to identify a causal link between the 
military dictator Empro’s orders and the DLF’s 
incendiary actions. They maintained that sup-
plying arms and issuing supportive statements 
of an ideology did not constitute substantive 
evidence for effective control. The Defense fur-
ther asserted that the abductions were neither 
widespread nor systematic and therefore not in 
violation of Article 7.

The bench ruled unanimously in favour of the 
Prosecution, declaring George Empro 

guilty of crimes against humanity for enforced 
disappearance of persons between 1997 and 
1999. The bench sentenced Mr. Empro to a 
total period of six years of imprisonment, 
including the period of time he spent in the 
Court’s custody.

In issuing Thursday’s sentence, Judge Julia 
Kholodova, Judge Lilian Scarlet Löwenbrück 
and Judge Roy Mattar recognized the recent 
easing of tensions between Solania and Du-
ranjans. “Delivering a sentence too exagger-
ated,” the bench reasoned, “has the potential 
of re-igniting and re-inciting the previous dif-
ferences between the parties at stake.”

Commenting on the ruling, Prosecution 
spokesperson Rie Niida said: “We appreci-
ate the judges’ consideration (for transitional 
justice), but believe that the appropriate pun-
ishment for this dictator is a longer sentence.” 
Defense spokesperson Shakhbazian Karyna 
said “We are is disappointed about the deci-
sion. The sentence was reduced, but we believe 
(George Empro) is innocent. He does not de-
serve this sentence. We will appeal. We will 
fight for his innocence.”

The Defense Team In Action. Photo: Liz Ludan

The Prosecution Team. Photo: Liz Ludan

Judge Roy Mattar Reads a Portion of the Sentence. Photo: Liz Ludan
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Reason Over Passion 
Behaim Not Guilty Despite Heartfelt Arguments on Both Sides 
By Leoni Riegger

(a). The Prosecution proposed a sentence of 19 
years imprisonment for killing Chalabi.

Senior Infantry Colonel Juri Behaim is the 
commander of the special military unit „Spread 
Eagel.“ The unit was initially formed in re-
sponse to intensified actions by the Duranjan 
Liberation Front (DLF), namely the abduction 
of Solanian soldiers between 1997 and 1999. 

In 1999 Solania recognised Duranja as an au-
tonomous province to moderate tensions be-
tween the two territories. However, the Duran-
jan population’s demand for freedom was not 
met as some villages fell outside the territorial 
boundaries. Consequently, the demand for full 
Duranjan sovreignty intensified.

In 2003 the DLF carried out several suicide 
bombings. In reaction, “Spread Eagle” inten-
sified house raids on DLF domiciles acting 
under the command of Behaim. The Duran-
jan Independence War went on until 1st July 
2004, when the autonomous province of Du-
ranja declared its long-awaited independence 
from Solania. Solania did not acknowledge its 
secession.

The Prosecution argued that though armed 
conflicts between Duranja and Solania have 
been settled since 2004, tensions remain be-
tween the two states. In their opinion, the legal 
prerequesites of armed combat are met. Pros-
ecution maintained that Chalabi’s execution 
was ordered because of evidence substantiated 
by the Solanian Secret Service that Chalabi was 
inciting an immenent attack on Solania.

The Defense, Adivhaho Ramaite, Till Eichler, 
Urszula Fijalkowska and Kasphee Wahid, 
maintained that the armed conflict between 
Duranja and Solania ended definitively in 2004. 

Therefore, the attack on 23rd September 2006 
was not part of an armed conflict.

Consequently, the Defense argued that terrorist 
activities cannot be considered armed conflicts. 
Kashpee Wahid of the Defense stated: „In the 
absence of war, how can there be a war crime?“

The trial was filled with passionate arguments 
from both sides. In particular, the question of 
whether Chalabi can be considered a civilian or 
a combatant led to vivid courtroom discussion. 
Whether Chalabi can be seen solely as a religous 
leader is a further cruical consideration. If he 
was considered so, he would be a non-combat-
tant under customary rule three of the Geneva 
Convention which states that even if religious 
personnel are members of the armed forces, they 
are nevertheless considered non-combatants.

The Defense responded that according to Arti-
cle Five of the Geneva Convention, individuals 
engaged in hostile activities are not protected at 
present. The Defense maintained that Chalabi 
was a vociferous proponent of violence against 
Solanians. The team argued a direct link be-
tween the soldiers’ willingness to attempt sui-
cide attacks and Chalabi’s status as a religous 
leader capable of invoking spiritual authority.

Contradicting the Prosecution’s earlier argu-
ment, the Defense contended that the deci-
sion to target Chalabi was based on evidence 
that terrorist attacks on Solanian troops were 
planned in the near future.

The issue of whether targeted killings to prevent 
imminent attacks can be considered legal mili-
tary operations was not discussed. Though the 
Supreme Court of Israel ruled on 14 December 
2006 that targeted killings are a legitimate form 
of self defense against terrorists, the issue re-

mains highly controversial since this amounts 
to carrying out executions without a trial.

In the Prosecution’s closing statement, Roman 
Weidinger diverged from previous reasoning and 
appealed dramatically to the judges’ consciences. 
With eloquent words, he asked the judges to 
look at the larger picture, saying the accused was 
driven by bloodlust and had hindered the peace 
process between Solania and Duranja. Fulfilling 
the requested sentence, the bench would not only 
serve justice to those senselessly killed, but would 
be part of the path towards peace. 

The Defense hit back with Adivhaho Ramaite 
equally eloquent and passionately pointing out 
the weaknesses in the Prosecution’s case. She 
stressed that the Prosecution’s argument was 
built on unproven assumptions and contradic-
tions concerning the status of conflict between 
Duranja and Solania after 2004.

Following the Defense’s wilful argument, the 
judges, Dashko Alesia and Mariia Sharchenko 
of the MICC found Juri Behaim not guilty. For 
the bench, the attack on Chalabi must be seen 
as an isolated event and cannot be considered 
to have reached the level of intensity required 
to define it as an „armed conflict“ under the 
Geneva Conventions. The verdict demon-
strates that a lot depends on the Parties’ per-
suasion skills and on the strength of the legal 
reasoning presented to the Judges.

Following the sentence, Roman Weidinger 
lamented: „The Prosecution obviously is un-
happy with the verdict. We hoped for some-
thing different. The Duranjan people hoped 
for something different. Justice hoped for 
something different, but after all we respect 
the judges’ verdict. Now we can only hope that 
there will be peace in Duranja.“

Prosecutors and Defenders. Photo: Leonie Riegger
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Chaos in the Courtroom 
Frienda Found Guilty of ‘Cultural Genocide’ in ‘Theory’ - but not Sentenced 
By Arpita Sarkar and Charlotte Storch

The mumbling in the courtroom turned to 
chaos as soon as Judges Cullan Riley and 
Michał Małaszkiewicz pronounced their ver-
dict in the case involving Frienda Clementine, 
the Minister of Interior Affairs of Solania at 
the Model International Criminal (MICC) 
Court on the evening of the 26th of February 
2016.

After a detailed evaluation of the charges 
of genocide leveled against Clementine, the 
Court unexpectedly ruled that they had no 
jurisdiction to hear the case because Solania 
had signed but not ratified the Rome Statute 
and was therefore not to be considered a ‘State 
Party’ to the Rome Statute.

The Court observed that “having never been 
a State party to the treaty, the applicability to 
the (Rome) Statute to individuals within the 
country would go beyond the scope of them 
being a signatory.”

In the trial, Clementine Frienda, the Minister 
of Interior Affairs of Solania, was accused of 
the crime of genocide by imposing measures 
intended to prevent births within the Duran-
jan minority group. The Solanian government 
had created a program with the purported 
aim to reduce poverty and to achieve “a better 

mixed population structure and easing ten-
sions within Solanian society.”

The measures of this program included trans-
ferring of children from impoverished Duran-
jan families and educating them in special state 
schools in Solania’s capital city. Furthermore, 
mixed marriages between Solanians and Duran-
jans were to be rewarded with tax cuts. Schools, 
regardless of their makeup and ethnic mix, were 
to only teach the Solarian view on history.

In response to these policies, the state of Du-
ranja requested under Article 13 of the Rome 
Statute that the Prosecutor investigate and 
charge the minister for the crime of genocide 
by preventing births within minority Duran-
jan society, and by forcibly transferring chil-
dren from Duranjan villages to the capital. The 
Prosecution, which was represented by Man-
dela Walter, Shir Rosenzweig Leonie Schmidt 
and Marta Cmikiewicz, contended that the 
Duranjan people living in Solania formed an 
“ethnic” and “national” group against whom 
the alleged crime had been committed.

The Defense, represented by Dilken Celebi, 
Michał Gościniak, Shira Palti and Daryna 
Mykhailenko argued that Frienda was not to 
be considered personally liable for acts com-

mitted only by virtue of her office and in fur-
therance of government policy. Agreeing with 
the Prosecution, the Court stated that the 
measures taken by the Solanian government 
were aimed to eliminate the minority Duran-
jan culture and should therefore be classified 
as a “Cultural Genocide.”

Commending the efforts of the Prosecution, 
Judge Małaszkiewicz said, “Today the prosecu-
tion made a great headway into expanding the 
definition of genocide. Genocide shall no longer 
be construed as being restricted to just biologi-
cal or national, but will have a cultural destruc-
tion component sufficient to justify a cause of 
action.” They observed that this interpretation 
would be a helpful way forward in providing 
justice to future victims of cultural genocide.

Both sides appeared to be surprised by the 
Court’s decision to dismiss the case based on 
lack of jurisdiction. While the spokesperson 
of the Prosecution contended that the Court 
could have exercised jurisdiction but chose 
not to, the Defense was disappointed with the 
Judges’ views on Frienda’s potential guilt. The 
Defense maintained that the Solanian govern-
ment’s policy did not constitute genocide. This 
decision is expected to attract heated debates 
on both sides in the days to come.

The Prosecution Team. Photo: Kyrylo Korol
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The Krzyżowa Observer: Congratulations on 
leading MICC into its second decade! Tell us 
how you became involved with the Kreisau 
-Initiative and MICC?

Nina Lüders: In my last year studying political 
science, I was an intern for the German-Polish 
Youth Office. My colleague working with Krei-
sau said that they were looking for someone to 
take care of the MICC. I spoke English, Polish, 
and had a political science background, so it 
made perfect sense.
MICC started as a German-Polish Project in 
2005 and when I joined, I wanted to make it 
more international. In 2010, we applied and 
got funding from the E.U. In 2011, we had an 
MICC World with kids from Africa, Asia, and 
Europe.
We have two editions of MICC: the univer-
sity edition and the school edition (MICC 
WORLDS). With high school students, we 
focus more on the human rights aspect. The 
MICC University is more about the law. It is 
very important that we do not have a compe-
tition. We took out the competition element 
that other moot courts have. For us it is more 
important to work together in intercultural 
teams.

Can you tell us more about the idea that 
started MICC?

It started with my colleague who now runs 
the Freya von Moltke-Foundation. She and a 
friend wanted to do something with Kryżowa 
and this beautiful estate. They thought of the 
history of the Kreisau Circle and the idea of 
an international tribunal to deal with the Nazi 
crimes.

So this was the perfect place to have a simu-
lation, which was a popular pedagogic tool 
back then. They approached the German 
foundation “Remembrance, Responsibility 
and Future” (EVZ) and people there loved the 
idea. They had a pilot project in 2005 and the 
university edition in 2006. It started as a moot 
court where teams stayed with their university 
colleagues. But over time it developed.

Since you took over, have there been any ob-
stacles or challenges that you faced? How did 
you overcome them?

One challenge is that our main donor EVZ has 
signaled that they cannot fund us for a long 
period. Usually, German foundations fund 
projects for just 5 or 7 years. But they like this 
project very much and keep extending; now 
they are in their eleventh year. Every few years 
we have to look at (MICC) from a different an-
gle and find a way to move on with it.

How has MICC inspired other spin-off or-
ganizations to follow a similar simulation 
format? What has your experience been like 
working with them?

We have different partner projects. The one in 
Turkey started off as a Model United Nations 
with an MICC added to it. They use all our 
case materials and trainers. There is a similar 
one in China. We also have one in the West-
ern Balkans, truly inspired by our MICC. The 
idea came from a Croatian friend, who said 
that we needed to work on issues in the Bal-
kans because a new generation that had never 
experienced war needed to come together. 

MICC was a very powerful forum for that. We 
also have a partner project in Estonia that uses 
all our materials, but has adapted them for 
school settings. Last year we had an Argentine 
team at MICC World that translated the whole 
thing to Spanish to use in Argentina. It is very 
exciting.

Where do you see MICC ten years from now?

Still running, but with more elements - more 
cases, more countries, more spin off projects 
- but we remain “The” MICC. Content-wise, 
we would like the school edition to use more 
cases from historical trials like Nuremberg, 
Rwanda and Yugoslavia. It is also time for a 
real ICC case.
We are developing a case about child soldiers. 
We try to include an ethical dilemma in each 
case. For MICC University we want to put in 
more legal elements like Article 61. We would 
really like countries that are not party to the 
Rome Statute to participate.

What do you hope students take away from 
the MICC experience?

I hope that they see that people can come from 
all over the world, but that we are the same. 
This is what we try to teach in our projects 
here - it does not matter where you are from 
or what your religion is. Whatever your back-
ground, we can all speak together and have 
different opinions, but we must have dialogue.
We want them to see that human rights is an 
achievement for humanity and that we must 
protect it - even the small things matter. We 
have to constantly work on human rights and 
see that we improve it as human beings.

“More Cases,  
More Countries,  
More Spin-Off  
Projects”  

Since the Model International Criminal Court’s inception 11 years ago,  
the project has expanded to include students from across the world’s seven 
continents. We got in touch with Executive Director Nina Lüders to learn 
about the MICC’s plans for the future  Interview by Arpita Sarkar and Liz Ludan 
                         Photo by Kyrylo Korol
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1299: First record of the settlement in Silesia, ruled by Polish Piast dynasty.

1335: Silesia becomes part of the Bohemia Crown.

1526: Bohemia becomes part of the Austrian Habsburg Empire.

1740: Prussian King Frederick the Great 
invades Silesia at the beginning of his war 
against Austria.

1742: First Silesian War, Prussians claim 
most of Silesia except for Teschen and 
present Czech Silesia.

1744-1745: Second Silesian War, Prussia claims 
and takes over of Silesia (treaty of Dresden).

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

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

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

1919: At the end of the World War I, the treaty of Versailles creates a plebiscite to 
determinate if Upper Silesia would remain in now democratic Germany or merge 
into the freshly founded Republic of Poland.

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

1921: The result of the plebiscite favouersGermany with the exception of the 
upper-east part of Silesia where majority of the population is Polish.

1922: As a result of Polish uprising the territory is divid-
ed and the larger industrial area goes to Poland.

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

1939: After the invasion of Poland, Polish Silesia becomes part of 
Nazi-Germany; Polish Silesians get expelled from the area as a result.

1945: End of the World War II dissolves all boundaries and restores the status quo pre-dating 1938 the 
exception is Prussian Silesia East of Lusatian Neisse which is under the Polish administration; German 
population is expelled from the area (does it sound familiar to anyone?).

1949: As the only Silesian district, Görlitz  
remaines in Communist East-Germany 
(DDR).

1972: Democratic West Germany has no longer any claims to the area as 
result of the Nonaggresison Pact between Germany and Poland.

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

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

It’s Mine!
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The First Moltke  
o f  K r e i s a u  
Helmut Karl Bernhard von Moltke  
- a military officer who became much 
more than a German National Hero 
By Leoni Riegger and Charlotte Storch

The history of Krzyżowa is closely connected to General Field Marshall Helmut Karl 
Bernhard von Moltke. The great-granduncle of Helmut James von Moltke was born in 
1800 in the the then Prussian town of Parchim as son of a poor Marshall. Originally a 
Danish Cadet, he joined the Prussian army as a Lieutenant at the age of 22.

As a soldier, he travelled a lot and learned to speak seven different languages. Although 
he had a good position in the Prussian Army, Moltke had financial problems his whole 
life long. To earn additional money, he often drew maps and worked as a translator. As 
he was a brilliant officer, too, Moltke soon climbed the ladder of the army hierarchy.

There, Moltke invented the so called General Staff, a new body to coordinate armies in 
order to shorten the time and to reduce the number of victims. He became chief of the 
General Staff of the Prussian Army in 1856. Due to his innovation, Prussia won battles 
over Denmark (1864), Austria (1866) and France (1871); Germany was united. After 
his last war, he continued to excersise great influence over German politics.

As reward for his success against Denmark - the country Moltke was originally fight-
ing for - the Prussian King and German Emperor gave his army’s Chief of Staff a large 
sum of money Moltke used these riches to fulfil his biggest dream: to buy a mansion 
for his family: the Kreisau Estate.

Moltke was already celebrated during his lifetime as a national hero, but after his 
death his memory was glorified even more. The Emperor even built a railroad and a 
train station through Kreisau in order to be able to visit his General Field Marshal. 
The village became a pilgrimage site, not just for German nationalists and military 
professionals, but for all kind, of people who admire Moltke for the role he played 
in German history.

Helmut Karl Bernhard von Moltke. Source: Wikipedia
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located in lower Silesia, at that time part of Germany

1250: First official mentioning of the farm Crisova

1867: Aquisition of Kreisau by Field Marshall Helmut von Moltke

1942/43: Kreisau as meeting point of the Kreisauer Circle

1945: After World War II the village became polish
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“Only both of us together are one human” 
Freya and Helmut James von Moltke – a story of 
love and resistance captured in letters 
By Leoni Riegger and Charlotte Storch

Freya von Moltke is mostly remembered as the 
wife of Helmut James von Moltke, the unof-
ficial leader of the so-called “Kreisau Circle”. 
The Circle was one of the most important re-
sistance groups against the Nazi-regime with 
members coming from various social and 
ideological backgrounds, such as aristocracy, 
social democracy and both, protestant and 
catholic church.

During their meetings in Kreisau, they devel-
oped a detailed political system for post-Nazi 
Europe. For that, most of them were accused 
of treason and sentenced to death in 1944, 
including Helmut James von Moltke. Up un-
til today, James is remembered as the Kreisau 
resident directly connected with the Kreisau 
Circle - but the important role of Freya often 
is forgotten.

It was Freya who James talked to, who shared 
his passion and his political views and who 
supported him in putting it into practice. And 
it was Freya who captured the activities of the 
Kreisau Circle for the world.

“My lovely heart, so much I could not have 
done, so many consequences would have 
been impossible for me, I would not have 
been able to bear all the pain produced by 
the things I was forced to witness without 
you. Only both of us together are one hu-
man,” Helmut James von Moltke wrote in one 
of his letters to Freya.

“My Jäm (Freyas nickname for James), do 
you also feel how wonderfully we agree? Do 
you feel often that we are so boundless, so 
truly together?” Freya wrote to James who 
was already in prison on the 29th of September 
1944.

Freya von Moltke was born as Freya Deich-
mann in Cologne in 1911. She studied law, 
first at the local University and later did her 
PhD at the Friedrich-Wilhelms-University in 
Berlin. In 1931, she married Helmut James, 
with whom she had two sons.

James and Freya not only shared political in-
terest, but were also connected by a strong re-
ligious belief. 

“In one of his extended speeches Freisler 
(the chief judge at Hitler’s “Peoples Court”) 
told me: “Christianity resembles our ide-
ology only in one matter: We demand the 
whole of the man!”. (…) “Whose orders do 
you obey, the hereafter or Hitler? Who de-
serves your faith and loyality?” (…) All in 
all, Freisler is the first nationalist who truly 
understood who I am,” Helmut James wrote 
in a letter to Freya on 11th of January 1945 – 
less than two weeks before his death.

James and Freya organized the meetings of 
the Kreisau Circle in their house together. 
Their deep love is captured in many letters 
they wrote to each other from the beginning 
of the relationship until James was executed in 
prison on the 23rd January of 1945. These let-
ters not only mirror their love, but are also one 
of the most important documents to demon-
strate the work of the Kreisau Circle.

“My whole life I fought against the spirit 
of narrowness and violence, the arrogance 
and the lack of respect of others, the intol-
erance and the absolute relentless determi-
nation which is a part of the Germans and 
manifested itself in NS-Germany. I was also 
trying to overcome this spirit and its cruel 
results like nationalism in excess, racial per-
secution, non-religiousness and material-
ism,” Helmut James wrote to Freya on the 11th 
of October 1944.

“How giant are the problems we are facing, 
and what giant shall solve them? Is it pos-
sible, that a group of average people can do 

it? Or is it not more probable, that rather 
such a group than a giant can manage?” he 
wrote years before that, on the 16th of Novem-
ber 1941.

Freya kept all of Helmut James’ letters hid-
den in a beehive for protection till the end of 
Hitler’s rule in May 1945. She tried to stay in 
Kreisau for as long as possible, but in autumn 
1945 she fled with the help of English friends 
to the United Kingdom and two years later to 
South Africa.

Although Freya mostly concentrated on the 
education of her children, she as well started 
to speak in public about her experience and 
resistance in the Kreisau Circle. Carrying on 
with the work of an eyewitness - together with 
Annedore Leber, the widow of Julius Leber, 
another member of the resistance group, she 
published a book in 1965 summarizing the 
history from 1918 to 1945.

“We wrote this book for the next generation 
(…). It was important to us, to speak about 
those who fought against this cruel dictator-
ship we witnessed, to demonstrate that the 
action of the individual always has an im-
pact and is worth it, even when being in the 
minority,” Freya wrote in her introduction to 
“Decisions in Germany 1918 – 1945”.

By publishing “A leader against Hitler: Hel-
mut James von Moltke”, a biography of her 
husband, Freya spread James’ thoughts and 
deeds. The book is the sole reason why the 
world knows about the Kreisau Circle today. 
Her idea of creating an international youth 
meeting center in what was once the manor of 
her family was the catalyst for the foundation 
we profit from today.

“I wish Kreisau to become a place for ger-
man-polish communication,” Freya von 
Moltke said in 1967. The fact that we are 
participating in MICC proves that her wish 
became reality. She died on the 1st of January 
2010 at the age of 98.

Freya von Moltke. Source: www.politische-bildung-brandenburg.de

Source: www.alan-chadwick.org
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“Your Home is the 
Only Place You Need”  
The Polish village Krzyżowa which used to be the estate 
of the aristocratic family Moltke and is host to the largest 
youth centre of Poland seen through the eyes of Bronisława 
Jeziorek who turns seventy this year 
By Kyrylo Korol 

Everything we have found out so far about 
Krzyżowa has been about the Kreisau Circle, 
Helmut and Freya Moltke and the Krzyżowa/
Kreisau Foundation. However, being a person 
that goes beyond guided tours, I found one of 
the oldest inhabitants of this Polish village – 
Bronisława Jeziorek.

I meet Bronisława standing at the porch of 
her house waiting for her grandson to get 
back home. She is pleasant and invites me for 
some “herbata” as tea is called in Polish.

Bronisława was born in today’s Ukraine. Till 
the end of WW2, her family lived in the Iva-
no-Frankivsk region. Then they were forced 
to move to Poland’s so called “Recovered Ter-
ritories,” i.e. the formerly German parts of 
post-war Poland.

Bronisława was not even a year old then 
but she says she remembers her parents in a 

rush, randomly picking up personal 
things and then being packed into a train 
by Soviet soldiers. The next thing she 
remembers is moving into the house in 
Krzyżowa where she lives up until today.

Bronisława’s father was truly a mul-
titasking person, working at the rail-
ways, playing organ and building 
houses. Herself, she has grown up in 
Krzyżowa and lived here all her life, 
working at the Foundation and at a 
porcelain store. Her father died long 
ago, her mother passed away in 2006.

“Many people have died or moved 
either to larger cities or abroad. The 
very last lady who still worked for the 
Moltke family died recently. There 
are very few people living here, very 
few,” she says.

Bronisława then brings me some 
souvenirs, among them a bust of 
Helmut von Moltke, the Prussian 

Bronisława Jeziorek in her living room. Photo: Kyrylo Korol

Jeziorek’s house. Photo: Kyrylo Korol
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and later German General Field Marshal. The 
Moltkes lived here for a long time and sim-
ply put, the whole village evolved around this 
family and their estate.

The General Field Marshal was a legend in the 
late 19th century. His great grand nephew Hel-
mut James played an important role in fighting 
the Nazi regime in the 1940’s - and therefore 
preparing to build a modern Europe.

The lives of the non-aristocratic inhabitants of 
Krzyżowa were not that epic, though – neither 
during the times when the village was German 
nor later in the Polish times. Work in agricul-
ture was hard, mainly manual and not automa-
tized. Still, the people driven out by force from 
Ukraine and also other parts of pre-WW2-
Poland had to make their living in this place.

Since the second half of the 1940’s, the for-
mer Moltke estate in Kreisau, now called 
Krzyżowa, became one of the numerous 
state farms of communist Poland. In the sur-
rounding areas there were so many Russian 
soldiers stationed that the town of Legnica 
was even called “Little Moscow” by the locals. 

Bronisława remembers the Russians as “ex-
tremely egotistic, separating their stores 

from Polish villagers’ ones, making them ob-
tain a pass to buy goods. As I was working at 
a porcelain shop, sometimes they came and 
brought Russian sweets, different things in 
exchange for taking most precious things”.

The Moltke family’s manor itself was left to 
decay till the fall of the communist rule in the 
end of the 1990’s. Its revival started after the 
“Mass of Reconciliation” of 1989, where the 
Prime Minister of Germany, Helmut Kohl 
and Poland’s first non-communist head of 
government since 1945, Tadeusz Mazowiecki, 
met to declare long-lasting peaceful relations 
between their countries.

Since then, there are few people coming to 
Krzyżowa, mainly for the events at the Inter-
national Conference Centre. But the rest of 
the area including the surrounding villages 
became critically empty, says Bronisława, as 
many inhabitants moved to other, more pros-
perous areas.

There are people who are coming back, 
though: “A few years ago a German lady came 
looking for our house,” Bronisława tells me.  
“I invited her in and she told me that her fam-
ily was living here way before my family and 

I were forced out of the Ukraine and accom-
modated here.”

The German lady recalled many things in 
the Jeziorek’s place - “the water pump on our 
yard, the view from the window. Her memory 
was very faint, but it is still something worth 
thinking of. Other Germans who used to live 
here are also coming back to see their birth-
place or to see places like Krzyżowa that they 
have only seen in their family photo albums. 
Your home is the only safe place and the only 
place you need.”

Bronisława gets a little sentimental at that 
point, since it has been more than fifteen 
years since she has been to Ukraine to Ivano-
Frankivsk. She would like to travel more and 
see family members in the U.S. and all over 
Europe - but she says that some of these trips 
are hardly manageable as she is turning sev-
enty this year.

“I also have a church yard to look after, my 
friends in the village and I are cleaning and 
fixing the only Catholic church around”, she 
says. It is kind of unusual, but the mass takes 
place on Saturday night, not on Sunday – that 
is for the inhabitants from other villages to 
come.

Bronisława’s house and her whole life are 
quite similar to what Ukraine looks like now. 
Poland has developed a lot since the fall of 
communism and has made it into the Euro-
pean Union - but many smaller places like 
Krzyżowa remain pretty untouched by these 
developements.

Still, things are changing – and that not nec-
essarily for the better. “It is different now,” 
says Bronisława; “People are more selfish, 
we stopped sharing food and goods between 
each other. Everyone has his property.” With 
these words, we finish our conversation. She 
wishes me all the best and kindly asks to send 
her a copy of this article someday.

The view from Jeziorek’s window. Photo: Kyrylo Korol

St. Michael’s church in Krzyżowa . Photo: Kyrylo Korol
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Much More Than Just a Small Village 
A brief history of Krzyżowa and the Lower Silesia region 
by Natalia Soloviova

Krzyżowa is a village of the Polish district in 
Lower Silesia situated about 50 kilometers 
southwest from the city Wrocław. But it is not 
just a place, it is a symbol of intersection of 
two countries - Poland and Germany to which 
Lower Silesia belonged till 1945.

Silesia was constantly passed from hand to 
hand. After being Polish and Bohemian in the 
late middle age, it was captured by the Hab-
sburgers in the 16th century; 200 years later it 
was forcibly annexed by Prussia and the Ger-
manisation of the population began.

After the defeat of Germany in the World War 
I Silesia was divided into two provinces: Up-
per and Lower Silesia. In 1922, Upper Silesia 
became a part of Poland while Lower Silesia 
remained German and became a part of Po-
land only after the World War II.

The German population was forcibly evicted 
and Poles were forced to leave the eastern part 
of Poland which became a part of the Soviet 
Union. That is why Krzyżowa village is some-
times called and sometimes Kreisau.

The history of the village started with 
Count Field Marshal Helmuth Karl 
Bernhard von Moltke, an inventive 
strategist who played a vital role in 
the victories of the Prussian army 
in the 19th century. After winning 
the war against Denmark in 1864, 
Moltke was awarded a big sum of 
money which he used to fulfill his 
biggest dream: to build a mansion 
for his family.

80 years later, one of the most famous 
von Moltke lived in Kreisau: Helmuth 
James. His unusal name came from 
his mother who had South African 
origins. Helmuth James von Moltke 
studied law and political science at 
the Universities of Breslau, Vienna, 
Heidelberg and Berlin. In the years 
1935-1938 he regularly visited the 
UK, where he obtained a law degree 
in London and Oxford University, 
which gave him the right to practice 
law in England.

Moltke did not support the politics 
of Hitler who had come to power 
in 1933. As an attorney, he helped 
Jews and other victims of Nazi pros-
ecution. After Nazi-Germany have 
started the World War II in 1939, 
he went looking for like-minded 
people. He became the informal 
leader of the “Kreisauer Circle”, an 

opposition group whose meetings were held 
in Kreisau.

Helmuth James von Moltke had a negative at-
titude towards the plan to assassinate Adolf 
Hitler on July 20, 1944. He thought that if it 
succeeded, the Nazi leader would become a 
martyr for the next German generations. And 
if the plan failed the few people who were sup-
posed to create a democratic state would be 
condemned to death.

The Kreisauer Circle consisted of people with 
different social status: aristocrates, social 
democrates, catholic and protestant christians.

In 1943 Moltke discovered that the Nazi se-
cret police, “Gestapo”, had an agent in another 
anti-Nazi group and warned them. Unfortu-
nately, the Gestapo found this out and arrested 
him in January 1944 – he was released later on.

After the failure of assassination attempt on 
Hitler in July 20th 1944, he was arrested again, 
accused of treason and punished to death, as 
well as the majority of the Kreisauer Circle. In 
less then a year later, the WW II ended with 

Germany being defeated. Silesia became a 
part of Poland, the German population was 
expelled and Kreisau became Krzyżowa.

Many years later, when the Cold War ended 
in 1991, the widow of Helmuth James, Freya 
von Moltke, supported the transformation of 
the former estate. It became a place of meet-
ings and conferences in order to promote not 
only German-Polish, but also European un-
derstanding.

Exhibition, conference room, library
Staff, interns, teachers

Washroom, pottery
Offices

Gymnasium
Hotel

Horse barn
Gardener’s house 

The peculiarity of this complex is that the buildings preserved their former names:
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Helmuth James Graf von Moltke. Photo: Google
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Inclusive Justice 
From the Kreisau Circle to the ICC 
By Arpita Sarkar and Liz Ludan

In the summer of 1943, Kreisau Circle mem-
ber Paulus van Husen presented his co-con-
spirators a draft framework of a court that 
would prosecute Nazi leaders for their crimes 
after WW2. The title of the draft was “Punish-
ment of the Violators of the Law”.

For the people in the Kreisau Circle, it was im-
portant for the trials to include victors, neu-
trals, and – crucially - members of the “nor-
mal” German population. They believed that 
victor’s justice would seldom be recognised by 
the defeated. To this day, the idea of inclusive 
justice remains relevant to legal proceedings.

The Kreisau Circle members were convinced 
that the Nazi Reich’s destructive governance 
and violent policies could not stand the test 
of time. In their meetings and discussion they 
concentrated on how to reconstruct society 
and rebuild the German government in the af-
termath of World War II. Included in the Cir-
cle’s vision for post-war Germany was the es-
tablishment of criminal trials to prosecute the 
Nazi leaders that had developed their party’s 
brutal and violent policies.

Despite these efforts, the Circle’s ideas were 
largely ignored by the Allies. After the war’s 
end, the Allies established a series of military 
tribunals - the first the world had seen - to 
prosecute Nazipolitical and military leader-
ship in the German city of Nuremberg.

One of the major differences between the 
Nuremberg tribunal and the Kreisau Cir-
cle’s framework was the process for select-
ing judges and prosecutors. The Nuremberg 
tribunal had four accredited judges repre-
senting each of the Allies – the United States, 
the Soviet Union, Great Britain, and France. 
Judgments were passed by a majority vote. To 
resolve a tie, a vote would be cast by the Presi-
dent of the tribunal. The position of President 
was rotated among the four Allied representa-
tives.

The team of prosecutors was made up of rep-
resentatives from each of the Allied powers. 
Germans and other affected parties were de-
liberately left out of the process.

While there is little disagreement among legal 
scholars that the Nazi party leaders deserved 
to be tried, the neutrality and fairness of the 
trials are debated to this day. The trials are of-
ten considered an example of “victor’s justice,” 
which negates the principle of natural justice. 
This criticism is based on assertions that none 
of the defendants or the other affected parties 
were consulted or given a fair opportunity to 
represent themselves.

Nuremberg was not the last time the world 
heard such allegations - For instance, prosecu-
tions of alleged war crimes in Yugoslavia and 
Rwanda, though organised under the aegis of 

international organizations, were met with 
similar accusations. The International Crimi-
nal Court (ICC) was set up in late 2002 under 
the Rome Statute to provide a neutral forum 
to prosecute alleged war crimes and counter 
allegations of victor’s justice.

The judges, prosecutors, and other officers of 
the court are elected by the State-parties to the 
Rome Statute. Included in this Statute are pro-
visions to enable participation of the victims 
in war crimes proceedings.

To date, the ICC has 123 member states. Its 
jurisdiction extends to crimes committed on 
the territories of the member states or against 
member states’ nationals. The creation of the 
ICC brought the world one step closer to real-
izing the Kreisau Circle’s ideas of inclusive jus-
tice. However, the greatest challenge the ICC 
faces is persuading all U.N. member states to 
sign and ratify the Rome Statute.

ICC member states

  Parties
  Signed but not ratified
  Neither signed nor acceded

Helmuth James Graf von Moltke. Photo: Google
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„Free Poland without Islam!“ - Polish nationalists 
have been shouting slogans like this on anti-refugee 
demonstrations since middle of 2015 when the lib-
eral government in Warsaw announced that the 
country would give shelter to 7.000 refugees in the 
next two years.

Polish politics has not been that radical for a 
long time. And it’s not only ultra-right-wing 
people that are against „the Islamisation“ of 
Poland – but people from the centre of the so-
ciety. The discourse has gone so far that Po-
land’s new conservative government elected 
in October 2015 decided to only take in 
Christian refugees.

According to a current survey, 58 percent 
of the Polish population are afraid of 
Muslims. The current discussion about 
the refugee crisis and its depiction in 
the media fules those fears and nation-
alism is on the rise.

The  
Anti-Islam  

Attitude  
of Many  

Polish  
Nationalists  

Shows They  
Do Not Know  

Poland’s History 
By Leoni Riegger Tatar Uhlans - soldiers of Polish Army in 1919. Source: Wikipedia

Muslim cemetery in Bohoniki. Source: Wikipedia
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But is Poland a country where Islam is non-existent? 
No. Indeed, Poland has one of the smallest Muslim pop-
ulations in Europe, only making less then 0,1 percent of 
the citizens. But of the roughly 25.000 Muslims living 
in the country, 5.000 are autochthonous Polish - Tatars 
whose ancestors came to the East of Poland hundreds 
of years ago.

Tatars is the name of various mainly Turkic peoples and 
ethnic groups living in different parts of Europe and 

Asia. The Polish or “Lipka-Tatars” origi-
nally settled in the Grand Duchy of Lithu-
ania at the beginning of the 14th century. 
Even though they kept their Muslim reli-
gion, they united their fate with that of the 
mainly Christian Polish-Lithuanian Com-
monwealth.

The Lipka-Tatars supported the polish army 
with their own forces in all significant mili-
tary conflicts of Poland and Lithuania. So, 
being a true nationalist would mean to ac-
knowledge these Muslims as true polish 
people – even more Polish than most people 
who live in areas that used to belong to Ger-
many before 1945.

The nationalist who threw a dead pig into 
a Tartar Muslim cultural center, like it hap-
pened in July 2015 in Warsaw, should recon-
sider and have a look into the history of the 
country that he is trying to „safe“.

Apart from this, being a true Christian 
would mean to not make differences be-
tween the people in danger - but to show 
Christian love.

Lithuanian Tatars of Napoleon`s Army in 1812. Source: Wikipedia

Mosque in Bohoniki. Source: Wikipedia

The Lipka Tatars. Source: s1.zetaboards.com
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The  
Carpathian 
M o u n t a i n 
Cream Cake 
- A Delicious 
Example Of 
Typical Polish 
C u i s i n e 
By Charlotte Storch and Leoni Riegger

The Carpathians are a beautiful mountain range 
stretching from Poland to Romania. With its un-
even surface and white sugar topping, the “Kar-
patka” cake  resembles a mountain range perfectly. 
Take a look at the cake in our picture (or on your 
plate): you will literally see the Carpathians.

The taste of Karpatka captures the fresh breeze of 
sweet flowers in spring covered by a thin blanket 
of snow. It will melt in your mouth. Give it a try!

I N G R E D I E N T S 

Dough:
1 cup water
10 tablespoons (1 1/4 sticks)unsalted butter, cut 
into small pieces
1/8 teaspoon salt
1 cup all-purpose flour 
5 large eggs

Filling: (or use easy pastry cream)
2 cups milk
1 cup sugar
2 tablespoons potato starch or cornstarch
2 tablespoons all-purpose flour
1 teaspoon vanilla
1 1/4 cups (2 1/2 sticks) unsalted softened butter

Garnish:
Confectioners’ sugar

Prep Time: 60 minutes/ Cook Time: 60 minutes
Yields: 9 slices of Polish Karpatka Cake

P R E P A R A T I O N 
Heat oven to 375 degrees. Lightly coat a 13x9-inch 
pan with cooking spray and line with parchment 
paper. Or, coat and line two smaller pans.

To make the dough: In a medium saucepan, 
bring water, butter and salt to boil. When the but-
ter has completely melted, remove pan from heat 
and use a wooden spoon to add one flour all at 
once. Return pan to stove and stir over low heat 
for 2 or 3 minutes or until the dough clears the 
sides of the pan and forms a ball.

Remove pan from heat and stir in eggs one at a 
time, beating well after each additioneither by 
hand or with an electric mixer. The batter should 
be smooth and cling to the spoon.

Pour the batter into the prepared pan(s), but do 
not smooth it out. You want the finished top to 
look like a rugged mountain. Bake 30 minutes. 
Remove cake from oven and pierce the top all 
over with a skewer. Bake another 10 minutes or 
until the top is golden brown and dry. Remove 
the cake from the pan and let cool completely on 
a wire rack before filling.

To make the filling: In a medium saucepan, 
bring milk, sugar, potato starch and flour to a 
boil, stirring frequently. Reduce heat and contin-
ue to cook and stir until the mixture thickens like 
pudding, at least 2 minutes. Stir in vanilla. Place 
in an ice water bath to cool to room temperature, 
stirring occasionally. Make sure the filling is com-
pletely cool before beating in 2 1/2 sticks of sof-
tened butter.

To assemble: Split the cooled dough in half hori-
zontally. Place the bottom half back in the clean 
baking pan and pour the filling over, spreading 
evenly. Top with the other half of the dough and 
refrigerate until cake is cold. When ready to serve, 
cut into rectangles with a serrated knife and dust 
heavily with confectioners’ sugar to imitate snow 
on a mountain top. Refrigerate your leftovers and 
enjoy!

Karpatka Cake. Source: 4.bp.blogspot.com
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The Biggest Problem Of The 
Modern World: Mass Media 
No one really talks about Ukraine anymore. Big newspapers, radio and TV 
providers are silent about what is happening there, but clearly the conflict 
is still going on  
By Charlotte Storch and Kyrylo Korol

Mass media is an extremely powerful asset 
that brings people knowledge and awareness 
about what is going on in the world. Since 
the public is without access to a wide range 
of sources, they learn about events primarily 
through mass media. Whether the media is 
quality or not, one can only decide for them-
selves.

It has always been clear that the media must 
remain objective at all times. However, de-
pending on how information is processed 
and the quality of information that was ob-
tained, media’s “objectivity” is subjective. It 
is also notable that media is a self-governing 
entity that creates its own “hot topics” and 
revolves attention around them.

Now: Newspapers want to be read, radio and 
TV programmes are eager to be watched, 
and websites compete desperately to be 
viewed. If media outlets report about topics 
the crowds find uninteresting, none would 
consume them.

Our press team has decided to use the con-
flict in Eastern Ukraine and the revolution 

prior to it as an example of how an issue is 
discussed in different countries’ media. We 
asked MICC participants about coverage of 
Ukraine in their local and national news.

The results: Students from South Africa have 
mainly heard news about the crash of the 
Malaysian plane MH17 two years ago - but 
pretty much nothing about the revolution; 
they consider the situation as unsettled and 
are interested in the topic.

Germany feels that the situation is unre-
solved. German MICC participants state 
that news about Ukraine pops up on a week-
ly basis, which is more than they had seen 
before. The topic is highly relevant to them 
and they note it is “one of the worst situa-
tions ever happening so close to Western 
Europe.”

However, our German colleagues claim they 
are afraid of media bias around this topic. 
When reporting came out on the topic ini-
tially, they could not believe such a situation 
could happen in a modern world.

India defines the conflict 
as the social unrest and 
evolution at the same 
time. Their interest is 
mainly focused on Rus-
sian-U.S. relations and 
since they have wors-
ened over the months, 
this is what is covered 
by their media outlets. 
Reporting is very neu-
tral unless the situation 
or an event affects India 
directly in some way.

The United States and 
India feel that it is up-
setting that people in 
Ukraine are stuck in un-
certainty. Additionally, 
they think that Russia is 
trying to gain support 
from Russian-speaking 
Ukrainians by invok-
ing their connections to 
Russia. The media cover-
age is very widespread 
and frequent, however it 

mostly covers NATO vs. Russia affairs and 
international policies of Russia.

Ukraine thinks the situation is “hectic”. New 
reporting emerges every minute and eve-
rywhere. There is strong personal interest 
in Ukraine, even though the conflict does 
not directly influence Western and Central 
Ukraine. Ukrainians think it must be a glob-
al concern and that the conflict cannot be 
defined as private, it must be made public.

The current situation in Ukraine is proof 
that journalism is not only about making 
front-page headlines.

As we interviewed our friends, it was inter-
esting that none of the groups could name 
all of Ukraine’s neighbouring countries; 
even the Ukrainian students struggled with 
the task. “After the trial today this was defi-
nitely the hardest question of the whole day,” 
Ukrainian students regretted.

Just for the record, Ukraine’s neighbours 
are: Poland, Belarus, Russia, Moldova, Ro-
mania, Hungary, and Slovakia.

Source: www.bbc.com
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D O N O R S

Kyrylo Korol (19) is from Western Ukraine on his third year 
at university studying law. He heard about the MICC from 

fellow students who were in Krzyżowa a year ago and told 
him that it was a great opportunity to learn more about the 

ICC. His advice to MICC participants: “Do not hang around 
your rooms the whole time but try to engage with people 

from other countries – not with the ones from your country 
or neighbouring ones, in order to learn about how people 

live in other parts of the world.”

Kyrylo Korol

Reporter

ESTABLISHED IN 2009

Charlotte Storch (18)  is from the West of Germany but 
has been living as a volunteer in Krzyżowa for six months, 
where she is going to stay for another half a year. That is 

because Charlotte, after finishing high school, decided to go 
abroad for a year to learn how people live in other countries. 

After this, she wants to study political sciences, probably 
combined with a Slavic language. Why did she join MICC? “It 
is a great opportunity to meet people from all over the world 
and discuss various important issues with them, especially of 

course the cases at the court and human rights.”
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Elizabeth Ludan “Liz” (25) is from the U.S. but grew up in 
Japan and other countries where her parents were posted 

as American Foreign Service officers. That is why she can get 
along in Japanese and has even worked as a press assistant 

in the Japanese embassy in the U.S. She studied political 
sciences in Montreal, Canada, and joined the MICC thanks to 

a classmate at an international relations class who studies 
law. “I am very inspired by the participants as they have 

so much direction and I also see a lot of conviction in their 
ideas. I hope that they will be able to preserve that energy 

and take it to whatever they will do.”
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Rüdiger Rossig (33)
 

The Krzyżowa Observer’s editor has 
been a journalist already before 

he started his studies in History of 
South-East Europe. He joined the MICC 
as the press team trainer in 2009. In his 

free time Rüdiger plays guitar for the 
Berlin Ska Band “Blechreiz”. For more 

information please visit:  

www.ruediger-rossig.de

Michał Żak (48) 
Our art director is the brain for the 

creative layout work of The Krzyżowa 
Observer since 2012. He studied 

Philosophy and Intercultural Business 
Communication. In his free time 

he only sleeps. Michał hopes to be 
kidnapped by female aliens the sooner 

the better. Check out his website:  

www.michalzak.net
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Arpita Sarkar (27) is from India where she studied law 
and worked as a lawyer for three years. Now, she is continu-

ing her education in the U.S. focussing on international 
relations and development as she wants to move to policy-

making rather than being a conventional lawyer. Arpita 
joined the MICC press team as she has been an editor for her 
university’s journal on the Middle East and South West Asia. 
“MICC is a great learning opportunity. As we all come from 

different backgrounds, nations and even continents, there is 
so much we can learn from each other. ” 
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Leoni Riegger (23) is from the South of Germany and 
has been studying law for three and half years in Berlin 

and – for one year – in Istanbul, Turkey as she is interested 
in Turkish culture. She is undecided about what she wants 
to do after finishing her studies but is not worried about 

that – she believes that as a lawyer, she will be able to work 
in almost every sector, from NGOs to courts. “At the MICC I 

like most that I can talk to so many interesting people from 
so many different countries.”
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