
ICJ-1 

Committee:  The International Court of Justice 

Subject: The Islamic Republic of Iran vs. The United States of America 

Proposed by: Jamaica 

 

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY,  1 

Recognizing the potential impact of the ruling in this case, 2 

Believing that each nation shall receive a fair trial, with a ruling adhering to 3 

current international law and treaties, 4 

Reaffirming its belief in world peace and prosperity, governed through lawful 5 

actions by all, 6 

Acknowledging that the ruling presented will only fall according to international law 7 

and agreements, as well as depend entirely on the evidence presented by the 8 

disputes, 9 

Remembering that this dispute has no connection to nuclear arms or fissionable 10 

materials, 11 

Understanding that all disputes relating to The Treaty of Amenity must be 12 

submitted before the International Court of Justice, 13 

1. Requests only the truth directly relevant to economic sanctions on The 14 

Islamic Republic of Iran by The United States of America; 15 

2. Recommends both nations to maintain a friendly relationships; 16 

3. Requires substantial evidence to be presented by The Islamic Republic of 17 

Iran detailing the damage caused by sanctions imposed by The United 18 

States of America; 19 

4. Mandates The United States of America to provide evidence of state-20 

sponsored terrorism by The Islamic Republic of Iran, including: 21 

a) proof that actions by Iran are a violation of “essential security interests”;   22 

5. Warns that neither nation is provided rights to engage in political activities 23 

by the Treaty of Amenity; 24 

6. Requires actions to be taken by the disputing nations, including financial 25 

responsibilities, directly according to requests by the International Court of 26 

Justice. 27 



ICJ-2 

Committee: International Court of Justice 
Subject: India V. Marshall Islands 

Proposed by: Japan 
 

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 1 

Assessing the claims and counterclaims of both parties, 2 

Acknowledging the history of nuclear technology and its effects to humans and the 3 

environment around us, 4 

Understanding the position of the opposing countries and their varied views on 5 

who should or should not be held accountable, 6 

Analyzing previous instances of similar cases and the rules already established by 7 

the United Nations, 8 

Accessing documents relevant to cases similar to this, primarily the Nuclear Non-9 

proliferation Treaty, 10 

1. Allows India to removes themselves from this case, as there is ample 11 

evidence that the Marshall Islands do not possess the capable authority to 12 

push on with the lawsuit; 13 

2. Denies any and all attempts of the Marshall Islands trying to dispute the 14 

verdict of this case; 15 

3. Constructs a more viable document regarding cases without absolute dispute 16 

and how to properly resolve them; 17 

4. Requests a more unified and global effort to resolve all conflicts without the 18 

use of the International Court of Justice getting involved. 19 


