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The European Law Students” Association — ELSA
Philosophy Statement

Vision
A just world in which there is respect for human dignity and cultural diversity.

Purpose
To contribute to legal education, to foster mutual understanding and to promote social

responsibility of law students and young lawyers.

Means

Providing opportunities for law students and young lawyers to learn about other cultures

and legal systems in a spirit of critical dialogue and scientific co-operation.

Assisting law students and young lawyers to be internationally minded and professionally
skilled.

Encouraging law students and young lawyers to act for the good of society.



elsa

I'he European Law Students’ Association

FOREWORD ... ss s s s sssssssssssssssss s sssassssmsassssnsassssasassssas s smsasssnnassnnans 5
GENERAL BACKGROUND .....cociiimmmmimnmssmsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssassssssssssssssssssassssssassnnass 7
1 L e 7

S i G O CYC O T ) G ] (T T E RN e 7
THE SELECTION ROUNDS ....cccviiimmimsmssmsssmissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssssassssssasnnass 9
AR SARRIC o I [ DR i ] S T E TR 9
Asia (non-ELSA) Regional Round: ... s s ssssssssssssssssssssssssssss s s s s ssssssssssssasas 9
Pacific (non-ELSA) Regional Round: ... sssssssssssssmssssssssnssnssssssssssssans 9
Latin American (non-ELSA) Regional Round: ... 9
North American (non-ELSA) Regional Round: ... s s ssssasns 9
IiniieiErer@mell \W/ratiiern 1R@UFIYE B oo oo PP 9
NATIONAL ROUNDS....ciiitimmmismsmssmsnisssssissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssssassssssasssssssssssassssssas s 11
N i O R O 1 (B T 1 T e 11
REGIONAL ROUNDS ....ciiiitimmmismsmsssssmissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssassssssassssassssssas s 12
The ELSA Regional Round of Leuven, Belgium ... 12
Gl T R LTy 12
s (el RSEPEES corpmoorrorrorroorror o DD PP O PO COCTIEE 12

s (el RSEPEES corpmoorrorrorroorror o DD PP O PO COCTIEE
T T (T
s 728 s

IELPO Prizes Awarded to ELSA Regional Round Helsinki
(Gl el (3 oY £ 7 10 0 ere e Py Ty TPy T T P T T T T T Ty T Ty T T T TP Y TP Y T TPy T TPy T TP YT PO TYreeT
The non-ELSA ASTA Regional Round of the EMCZ22009-2010 .....ccoousumsssessssssssssssssnssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssns 30
ASIA Regional ROUNA OFZANISEL vt issssssissssssssssssssssssss st sssbssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss s st sssbssssssssanes
Academic Quality of the ASIA RR
sl RSEPEES corpmoorrorroroorrorrror o o DD OO COCTETE
ASTUA TRIR TP {018 T @AM rupoorormormoomr oot eort DL DL




elsa

I'he European Law Students’ Association

Academic Supervisor’s concluding Remarks v 40
The non-ELSA Pacific ‘Written’ Regional Round of the EMC2 2009-2010 ......ccocusmsmsmsmsmsssmssssssssnsnssisnnns 41
Pacific Regional ROUNA OFZANISEr i issssssssssssssssssss s st ssssssssssss s s st ssssasssans
Pacific Regional Round Participant TeamS mmimsmsissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssns
Pacific ‘Written’ Regional ROUnd AWards s sssssssasssans

IELPO Prizes Awarded to Pacific ‘Written’ Regional Round Winners

Academic Supervisor’s concluding rEMATKS i sss s
The non-ELSA North America Regional Round (NARR) of the EMC2.......cconmmmmmmmmmmmmmnssimnnn 44

NARR Regional Round 01rganizational ISSUES .t ssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssanes 44

Academic Quality of the NARR RRuiiisits sttt ssss bbb s bbb st 44

s (el RSEPEES corpmoorrorrorroorror o DD PP O PO COCTIEE 44

NARR RR PartiCipating TEAIMNS wuuuieserssessesssessmsssssssssisssssssissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssssssssses 44

NARR RR Sponsors afld AWALdS.cimsmsssssisssissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss s ssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss s s basssssssssasees 45

SCOLES 1N MIUIMIDETS: truturuititrereeussseresesessereseesssssesessasssest s assesse e e ssssesesessses et seseesssseseseses et st esssesessenesnssssesesssnsesseresesssssesssssssssnens 47

Academic Supervisor’s concluding Remarks s 50
The non-ELSA Latin America and the Caribbean Regional Round (LARR) of the EMC?.........ccoeeuuue 51

Orggimitzziziomell /A HEE Mmoo oD XA

Academic Quality of the LARR

sl RSEPEES corpmoorrorroroorrorrror o o DD OO COCTETE

W LIEEEN SUDIMIISSIONS weururtrereursssrereresssssesesssssesesessssssesessssssssesessssssssesessssssesesssesessessssssssesesssesessesssssssessssssessssesesssssessssssssssensssss

ILATRIR TPaic(aiespeiz018; Tl A0 aocorormpooororrroorors oo oot DDLU DX DX DX

LARR Sponsors and AWALdS st sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss s st ssssssssssssanss

N TeTOS eI 8 6100 a's oY 1

Academic Supervisor’s concluding Remarks
INTERNATIONAL WRITTEN ROUND

FINAL ORAL ROUND - Report from the I0S.........sissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnes 61
International Organizing Secretariat (JOS) . s s 61
R L1 G e 61
WAV conneonroeonreoorooooeooooeeooe e e e e OO OO OO O CEEC I C o, 62
T ST e 62
W e R cermropoorroooeooooeeooeoeooeoeoe oo OO O OO OO O ECAEC o, 63
The WTO International Conference “The Regional Trade Agreements: The Fragmentation of
Iiniesanexrkermel| T1xEkE 1LARR o oo oo - - 63
(0 0T G 11 O R T K S TR 64
FINAL ORAL ROUND - Report from ELSA International ........cccumnnmnnnnnsnssssnnssnssssns 65
PG '] € 1111 G L1 a1y —— 65
s (el RSEPEES corpmoorrorrorroorror o DD PP O PO COCTIEE 66
T T (T 66
ST S} oo o D O o0 67




elsa

I'he European Law Students’ Association

(0 O 1) G Ly T T 1< e 74
APPRECIATION ......oveisiisnissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssas s sas s s sassasnsassasassssnnasansnnans 76
FINAL ORAL ROUND CoO-O1ganiSer uummimmsmsmsssmssssssssssssssssssssssssssssmsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssnans 76
11 G D T 1 T e 76
INECHN T QINAES [ OIS TS e 77
431G I T [ Ty < 77
|Dferies ey (0 1 Braea (0506 — JUBA LY MO rrerrerrerrerrerrrerrerrerrerrerrerrr e ey T T PP T PP YT eI Tr eI 77

The Norwegian Seafood EXport COUNCILummmmmmmmiiissss s ssssssssssssasss 78
PANELLIST POOL........coovsisisnsssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssassssnsassnsananss 79
J G ] € T S 1 D TRV 5 (3 e 87
Members of the IOS, ELSA International & ELSA Regional Rounds......cuuminmsnsmsnsmsnnssnsnssssssessnnens 87
LBl S o e T TP YT T PP TP T TP T T T T PP Ty T T YT T TP YTy YTy Yy T Yy T T T T TIrrreT 87
(C{CII /2N DL Gl R D rrererrrrre e rrr ey ey oy T P T T T T T T T Ty T T Ty TP YT Y TPy YT Y T TPy T TP YT T TrreeT 88



elsa

I'he European Law Students’ Association

FOREWORD
Dear Reader,

The 8" edition of the ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO law (EMC?) has come to an end. This
is the Final Report which concludes the competition year 2009/2010.

The Final Oral Round was also this year on a world tour and was organized jointly with the Latin-
American Council of Scholars on International and Comparative Law, Dominican Republic Chapter
(COLADIC-RD). Thanks to the great work of Mr. Amaury Reyes and his team we concluded an
amazing Final Oral Round in the Caribbean paradise with 16 participating teams from all over the
world. Thank you very much IOS for the hard work and effort you have put into the competition.

I would also like to thank my wonderful friends and colleagues in the International Board of ELSA;
Leonid, Timo, Peter, Sofia, Mirko and Frida for all their support during the year. I have also had the
pleasure of working with Mr. Morten Rydningen as my director, my predecessor and good friend. Your
efforts were fantastic and it was great fun to work with you.

During this edition I started a new team, called the ELSA Organising Secretariat (EOS), consisting of
six active ELSA members from all over Europe. They EOS have been focusing on promotion within
ELSA and helping Morten and I with administrative work when needed. I would like to thank them all
for an amazing year together and for giving up their Tuesday nights for our weekly meetings!

A foreword in connection to the EMC® cannot be written without mentioning the Academic
Supervisors; Ms. leva Zebryte, Mrs. Letizia Raschella-Sergi and Dr. Laura Nielsen. You have all been
tremendous throughout the year by your support and advice and a special thanks goes to Ieva for her
hard work with the Final Oral Round in Dominican Republic this year.

My sincere gratitude goes to all Panellists who have been involved in the competition through the
Regional Rounds, the Final Oral Round and also those who have been involved in scoring the Written
Submissions. I hope you will all continue to support ELSA in our work for the upcoming years.

I would also like to thank our global sponsors; The World Trade Institute, the University of Barcelona
with its Master Programme (IELPO) and our new sponsor The Norwegian Seafood Export Council.
Also our Regional Rounds sponsors, National Rounds sponsors as well as individual team sponsors.
Finally, the technical support from the World Trade Organization has been an excellent contribution to

the success of the competition.

I was very glad to see an increased number of teams participating from all over the world and that the
knowledge about the competition keeps on growing, this thanks to many good coaches who have
participated themselves previous years. For the 9" edition the Final Oral Round will be held in the end
of May in Geneva, Switzerland. Keep up to date by entering our official website:

www.elsamootcourt.otg.
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On behalf of ELSA International I would also like to thank our corporate partner: CMS and our
Human Rights partner: Council of Europe.

Sincerely yours,

Amanda Bertilsdotter Nilsson
Vice President Academic Activities

ELSA International 2009/2010

Head of Organising Committee
ELSA Moot Court Competition 2009/2010
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GENERAL BACKGROUND

Introduction

The European Law Students’ Association, ELSA, is an international, independent, non-political, and
non-profit-making organisation comprised and run by law students and young lawyers. Founded in
1981 ELSA is today the world’s largest independent law students’ association and is present in more
than 200 law faculties in 41 countries across Europe with a membership in excess of 30,000 students

and young lawyers.
The vision of ELSA is:
“A just world in which there is respect for human dignity and cultural diversity”

ELSA’s main purpose is to contribute to legal education, to foster mutual understanding and to
promote social responsibility amongst law students and young lawyers. It does this by providing
opportunities for their members to learn about other cultures and legal systems through critical
dialogue and scientific co-operation. ELSA has been involved in legal education in Europe for 29 years,
and we will be in years to come. ELSA is glad to be contributing towards the development of law
students worldwide.

ELSA chose WTO Law as the basis for its international moot court competition due to the growth in
global trade since the 1990’s and the necessity to provide security and stability to those involved in such
trade through regulations. The World Trade Organization, which was established in 1995 and based on
the old GATT Agreement, aims to create a system for efficiently regulating international trade.
Although the WTO as an organisation and its agreements has created controversies, the present
structure and regulations will promote and enhance international trade for years to come.

Structure of the competition

The Case for the Competition was issued on 1% of September 2009 with teams requited to register for
patticipation by the 27" of December 2009. Only one team per law faculty or law school was allowed
to participate in the Competition.

The EMC’ consists of two different Selection Rounds where teams can qualify for the Final Oral
Round of the EMC®, which this May was held in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic. Before
entering a Regional (Oral) Round every team had to tender their Written Submissions for both the
complainant and respondent parties of the EMC? Case. Documents were required to be submitted to
ELSA International by the 29" January 2010.
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ELSA National Groups were also given the opportunity to organise National (Oral) Rounds of the
EMC?”. There was one National Round organised in Kiev, Ukraine. The winning team and runner-up
from the National Round were allocated to one of the two ELSA European Regional Rounds.

The Final Oral Round of the EMC® was held at Hotel Clarion and UNIBE, Santo Domingo,
Dominican Republic 24-30" May 2010.
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THE SELECTION ROUNDS

ELSA International has geo-politically attributed countries to specific EMC? Selection Rounds as
detailed below.

ELSA Regional Rounds:

Albania, Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Belarus, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech
Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, France, Germany,
Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg,
Malta, Moldova, Montenegro, The Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russian
Federation, Serbia, Slovak Republic, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine and United
Kingdom.

Asia (non-ELSA) Regional Round:

Bhutan, Brunei-Darussalam, Cambodia, Chinese Taipei (Taiwan)., Hong Kong, India, Indonesia, Japan,
Laos, Macau China, Malaysia, Mongolia, Myanmar, Nepal, Philippines, Republic of China, Republic of
(South) Korea, Singapore, Thailand and Vietnam.

Pacific (non-ELSA) Regional Round:

Australia, Fiji, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tonga and Vanuatu.

Latin American (non-ELSA) Regional Round:

Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Grenada, Guatemala, Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, México, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint
Lucia, Saint Vincent & the Grenadines, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, Uruguay and Venezuela.

North American (non-ELSA) Regional Round:

Canada and the United States of America

International Written Round:

Teams from WTO Member or Observer states not listed above.

Africa: Algeria, Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic,
Cape Verde, Chad, Comoros, Democratic Republic of Congo, Cote d’Ivoire, Djibouti, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Kenya, Lesotho, Republic of
Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, Mozambique, Namibia, Niger, Nigeria, Rwanda,
Sao Tomé Principe, Senegal, Sierra Leone, South Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, Togo, Tonga,
Tunisia, Uganda, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
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Middle East: Afghanistan, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Kingdom of Bahrain, Bangladesh, Egypt, Georgia,
Iran, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyz Republic, Lebanese Republic, Maldives, Mauritius, Oman,
Pakistan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Sri Lanka, Tajikistan, United Arab Emirates, Uzbekistan and
Yemen.

Teams were chosen either through the Regional Rounds (oral) or International Written Round. This
year five teams signed up through the International Written Round, but unfortunately never maid it to
the oral stage of the competition. Another 16 teams made it all the way to the final stage of the
competition, the Final Oral Round in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic.

At the Final Oral Round, 16 teams pled against each other in the Preliminary Rounds — once as
complainant and once as respondent. The four highest ranked teams after the preliminary rounds
progressed to the Elimination Rounds (Semi-Finals), where they pled once each:

1st ranked: The University of Melbourne, Australia

2nd ranked: Gujarat National Law University, India,

3rd ranked West Bengal National University of Juridicial Sciences, India and (winner Semi-Final 2)
4th ranked University of Ottawa, Canada. (winner Semi-Final 1)

The winners of the two Semi-Finals contested against each other for the title - Winner of the EMC?
2008/2009.

10
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NATIONAL ROUNDS

During the 8" edition of the ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO Law (EMC?) only one national
(oral) round (NR) was held within the ELSA Network. The NR took place in Lviv, Ukraine 13-14"
February 2010. The round consisted of 7 teams, in which two of them proceeded to the regional round
in Leuven, Belgium.

National Round in Ukraine

On 13th — 14th February the local group of ELSA Lviv hosted the National Round of the ELSA Moot
Court Competition (EMC?). Taking into account, that Ukraine is a quite young member of the World
Trade Organization (since 2008), the lack of specialists in this field is understandable. That is why this
competition is designed to promote WTO standards, to prepare qualified lawyers with deepened
knowledge in legal regulations of international trade and to further develop the participant’s practical
skills.

Seven teams registered to participate in the EMC? this year. They represented leading universities of
Ukraine in Kyiv, Lviv, Ostroh, Odessa, Donetsk. Students of Taras Shevchenko Kiev National
University and members of the runner-up from Institute of International Relations of Taras
Shevchenko Kiev National University represented Ukraine in the Regional Round in Leuven. Irina
Polovets, showed the best personal results throughout all the rounds of the competition and was
nominated as the best Orator. Students from Ivan Franko Lviv National University, Donetsk National
University and National University "Ostrog Academy" also proved to be well prepared and structured.
In general it seems as if the participants’ level of quality is improving each year and the judges found it
very difficult to determine the winner team.

The jury or the "Panellists", according to the WTO terminology, represented leading lawyers and
experts in WTO law and Intellectual Property Law; namely Daniyil Fedorchuk (“BEITEN
BURKHARDT Rechtsanwilte "), Taras Kyslyy (“Magisters”), Andrey Nikolaenko (Magisters), Natalia
Mykolska (“Vasil Kisil Attorneys-and-Councelors-in Law”), Natalia Meshcheryakova (Expert of the
Bureau of Intellectual Property), Boris Danevych ("Paritet"), Olga Romanenko (DLA Piper), Olena
Hladyuk (Volkov Kozyakov and Partners), Alexander Bereza and Yuriy Matrynovskyy.

Elsa Lyviv were proud to have the law firm "Magisters" as the general partner of the EMC®. LF “Volkov
Kozyakov & Partners” and media partner LIGA:ZAKON made a great contribution to the
organisation as well. I am very proud of the whole ELSA Ukraine team whose members always make
their personal contributions to the development of our country, law and student society every day.

Sincerely,

Khrystyna Brodych,
Vice President Academic Activities
ELSA Ukraine 2009/2010

11
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REGIONAL ROUNDS

The ELLSA Regional Round of Lenven, Belginm
The first ELSA Regional Round took place in Leuven, Belgium from 3 to 7" of March 2010.

First of all, I'd like to make a big compliment to Jan Loosen. As head of the Organising Committee for
this Regional Round, he managed to arrange this event to the best of his abilities.

A big thank you also goes to the volunteers from ELSA Belgium, ELSA Lithuania and ELSA The
Netherlands for their great efforts as an Organising Committee, both on the academic and social level.

Academic quality
List of Panellists:

Dr. David Luff

Mr. Lothar Ehring
Prof. Petros Mavroidis
Prof. Jan Wauters

Mr. Johan Billiet

Ms. Sara Nordin

Dr. Christoph Hermes
Ms. Vassiliki Avogousti
Mt. Tim Courthaut
Mzt. Dominic Coppens

In the ELSA Regional Round of Leuven it was a team of panellists who only could take part in some
parts of the event and therefore the changes along the panels were quite common from session to
session as well as day to day. A special thank you goes to Dr. David Luff who spent the entire week as
an academic advisor for the ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO Law. It was also great to have a
lot of new panellists taking part in their first edition of the EMC? and I hope they will continue to
contribute in the future.

Even though it was a lot of panellists involved which lead to many different panels the evaluation and
the feedback towards the students was always fair and consistent.

Timekeepers
The timekeepers did their job in a good and professional manner in order to support the competition
in compliance with the rules.

Participants
Due to VISA issues with the team from Russia and the withdraw from the team from Georgia, only
nine teams came to Leuven to compete against each other in the Regional Round.

12
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The teams came from Finland, Greece, Italy, The Netherlands, Romania, Ukraine and the United
Kingdom, with participants from a lot of different nationalities.

I believe the teams found it challenging to face the panels, but it was also great to see that many of the
team coaches who were former participants support their universities representatives in this edition. It
is great from an organiser’s perspective to see that a moot court competition can get some of the best
law students to commit and contribute on their spare time for others. It is highly recommended to have
an experienced team coach due to the high level of excellence in this competition.

Awards

The award ceremony took place in a fantastic venue in the centre of Leuven on Saturday night. After all
teams had arrived and the sponsors had their presentations it was time for the awards.

The ranking of the teams was as follows:

Preliminary Rounds:

1% ranked team: 046 — Maastricht University, The Netherlands

2™ ranked team: 032 — King’s College, United Kingdom

3" ranked team: 060 — Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko University, Ukraine
4™ ranked team: 064 — Universiteit van Amsterdam, The Netherlands

5" ranked team: 047 — Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, Greece

6" ranked team: 038 — Universita degli Studi di Palermo

7" ranked team: 032 — University of Helsinki, Finland

8" ranked team: 024 — University of Bucharest, Romania

9" ranked team: 062 - Institute of International Relations of Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko
University, Ukraine

Elimination Rounds:

Semi-final 1:

Team 046 vs. team 060. Winner: Team 046
Semi-final 2:

Team 032 vs. team 064: Winner: Team 032

13
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Grand Final:

Team 046 vs. team 032: Winner: team 046

Participation Certificates were distributed to all teams registered for the ELSA Regional Round as well

as the Panellists. Certificates were also awarded for the following:

Winner of the Regional Round:

Team 046 - Maastricht University, The Netherlands

Runner-up of the Regional Round:

Team 032 — King’s College, United Kingdom

Best Complainant Written Submission:

Team 035 — King’s College, United Kingdom

Best Respondent Written Submission:

Team 047 — Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, Greece

Best overall Written Submission:

Team 047 — Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, Greece

Best Orator Preliminary Rounds:

Ms. Barbara Cooreman, Team 046 - Maastricht University, The Netherlands
Best Orator Semi-finals:

Lauris Vanags, Team 035 — King’s College, The United Kingdom

Best Orator Grand Final:

Ms. Barbara Cooreman, Team 046 - Maastricht University, The Netherlands
The Spirit of ELSA Award:

064 — Universiteit van Amsterdam, The Nethetlands

14
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Scores in numbets:

1) Team Rankings after the Preliminary Rounds

Total of Oral Pleading Score
Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral
Team No: ) (70%) & Written Submission
Pleading Score Pleading Score
Score (30%)

046 248,00 251,25 447,13
035 214,75 208,50 391,08
060 212,00 195,25 376,43
064 226,50 210,50 371,45
047 184,75 177,50 352,96
038 182,00 162,50 333,40
032 197,00 180,25 331,36
024 161,25 168,00 307,28
062 167,00 210,50 296,88

*The Total Complainant Oral Pleading Score is the overall team score from each of the three Panellists
added together.

The Total Respondent Oral Pleading Score is the overall team score from each of the three Panellists
added together.

The Total of Overall Oral Pleading Score & Written Submission Score consists of 70% of the Oral
Pleading Score and 30 % of Written Submission.

Each member of the Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64 being
average, 65-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent. The scores given by each of the Panellists would
then be added together.

Therefore, the maximum score for each oral argument any Team presented was 300 points. Each Team
pleaded twice in the Preliminary Rounds — once as Complainant and once as Respondent. Therefore,
the ranking was determined by adding up the points of the two sessions.

Total of 600 points could have been received by one Team throughout the Preliminary Rounds.

15
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1i) Best Orator after the Preliminary Rounds
Total Total
Team | Complainant | Respondent Total of Oral
name No: Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading Pleading Score
Score Score
BARBARA COOREMAN 046 251,00 254,00 505,00
JASMIN HUNDORF 046 250,00 242,00 492,00
HANNAH HULL 046 252,00 235,50 487,50
LAURIS VANAGS 035 236,75 239,00 475,75
CHRISTINA TOMMERDAL 035 206,75 225,00 431,75
TIFFANY KWOK 035 216,50 210,00 426,50
TETYANA MAKUKKA 062 178,50 219,25 397,75
TETYANA KHEMYRIMOVA 060 209,25 184,50 393,75
IRINA PALOVETS 060 198,25 189,00 387,25
TOROSLAVA SAHKNO 062 178,25 206,50 384,75
AMIT PATEL 032 197,25 186,00 383,25
STEFANO VITRANO 038 193,75 188,00 381,75
MERAF TESFAYE 032 182,75 191,00 373,75
ANA MARIA NICOLAU 024 189,25 177,00 366,25
ORFEAS CHASAPIS TASSINIS 047 172,00 181,50 353,50
BOGIBAN MURESAN 024 154,00 195,50 349,50
GABRIELLA RAPPA 038 195,75 138,00 333,75
GIUSEPPE MARINO 038 165,00 159,00 324,00
ASIMINA MICHAILIDOU 047 244,00 0,00 244,00
CHRISTINE HALLEY 064 229,00 0,00 229,00
JANNA WESTRA 064 227,00 0,00 227,00
FRANCISKA VAN
064 0,00 208,25 208,25
KONINGSBRUGGEN
CLAUDE CHASE 064 0,00 205,50 205,50

16
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VASILIS BIKAKIS 047 0,00 180,75 180,75

ANDRA STAFANIA CHIRITA 024 0,00 171,50 171,50

IRYNA POVSHEDNA 062 169,75 0,00 169,75
BASKARAN BALASINGHAM 035 0,00 0,00 0,00
AMALIA ATHANASIODOU 047 0,00 0,00 0,00
KATE NIKIPELOVA 060 0,00 0,00 0,00
ANTON SINTSOV 060 0,00 0,00 0,00

Please note: According to the Rules of EMC?, an orator had to plead twice during the Preliminary
Rounds — once as Complainant and once as Respondent to qualify for the Best Orator of the
Preliminary Round Awards.

The Total Score for Complainant Presentation is the individual score from each of the three judges,
added together.

The Total Score for Respondent Presentation is the individual score from each of the three judges,
added together.

Individual performance of the Teams members was assessed based on the same general criteria as the
performance of the Teams’ oral pleadings. The Panellists were guided by factors such as: competence,
inclusion of all relevant facts, structure and logic of the argument, soundness of the argument
presented, response to questions by The Panels, time management, role of Team members etc. Each
member of the

Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64 being average, 65-84 being
good, and 85-100 being excellent per Team member for an individual performance.

1if) Team Ranking after the Semi Finals

Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Team No:
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
046 0,00 245,75 245,75
060 239,25 0,00 239,25
035 238,50 0,00 238,50
064 0,00 224,75 224,75
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Best Orator Ranking after the Semi Finals

Total Total
Complainant Respondent Total of Oral
Name Team No:
Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading | Pleading Score
Score Score
LAURIS VANAGS 035 260,50 0,00 260,50
IRYNA POLOVETS 060 258,00 0,00 258,00
BARBARA COOREMAN 046 0,00 248,00 248,00
CLAUDE CHASE 064 0,00 247,75 24775
JASMIN HUNDORF 046 0,00 243,00 243,00
HANNAH HULL 046 0,00 242,00 242,00
CHRISTINA TOMMERDAL 035 238,75 0,00 238,75
TETIANA KHERUVIMOVA 060 225,00 0,00 225,00
FRANCISKA VON
064 0,00 215,00 215,00
KONNINGSBRUGGEN
TIFFANY KWOK 035 205,25 0,00 205,25
V) Team Ranking after the Grand Final
Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Team No ) !
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
046 0,00 565,00 565,00
035 554,50 0,00 554,50
Vi) Best Orator Ranking after the Grand Final
Total Total
Complainant Respondent | Total of Oral Pleading
Name Team No:
Oral Pleading Oral Pleading Score
Score Score
LAURIS VANAGS 035 614,25 0,00 614,25
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BARBARA COOREMAN 046 0,00 601,25 601,25
HANNAH HULL 046 0,00 576,75 576,75
JASMIN HUNDORF 046 0,00 567,25 567,25
CHRISTINA TOMMERDAL 035 563,50 0,00 563,50
TIFFANY KWOK 035 519,50 0,00 519,50

*The Grand Final consisted of seven (7) Panellists.

** Bach member of the Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64
being average, 65-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent. The scores given by each of the Panellists
would then be added together.

Therefore, the maximum score for each oral argument any Team presented was 700 points.

IELPO Prizes Awarded to ELSA Regional Round Leuven

One of the EMC2 major sponsor, IELPO (Universitate De Barcelona), provided ‘educational’ prizes
the Winner and Runner-up Team as well as the Best Orator of the Regional Rounds. Ms. Laura Gémez
Bustos of IELPO presented the Awards to the following teams and individual during a special segment
of the Awards Dinner of the Final Oral Round in Santo Domingo on Saturday, 29 May 2010.

Winner of ELSA Regional Round - Team 046 - Maastricht University, The Netherlands

Voucher for 40 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

*Up to a maximum of 5 students will be accepted for the same specialized course (i.e. four team
members and one student coach).

Runner-up of ELSA Regional Round — Team 032 — King’s College, United Kingdom
Voucher for 20 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

*Up to a maximum of 5 students will be accepted for the same specialized course (l.e. four team

members and one student coach).

Best Orator Preliminary Rounds of ELSA Regional Round - Ms. Barbara Cooreman, Team 046 -
Maastricht University, The Netherlands
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Voucher for 20 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

Concluding remarks

The Regional Round of Leuven would have benefitted from more people responsible for the
organisation on the local venue of Leuven. ELSA will strive to improve this in the upcoming edition in
order to make it all perfect.

ELSA Belgium have not organised any other international event than the ELSA House Training Week
in quite some time, so it was great of such a small national group to take part and contribute for the
whole network through their local group of ELSA Leuven.

To sum up this report I would like to thank all individuals involved in helping ELSA to fulfil its goal of
facing the global challenge!

Sincerely,

Morten Rydningen
Director for the ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO Law

ELSA International 2009/2010
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The ELLSA Regional Round of Helsinki, Finland.

The second ELSA Regional Round took place in Helsinki, Finland 10" -14™ of March 2010.

I would like to express gratitude to the amazingly hard working team of the regional round organising
committee who all did an amazing job throughout the whole event, even with the Head of Organising
Committee, Katarina Lundahl based in Sarajevo, Bosnia Herzegovina. Special thanks goes to the
President of ELSA Finland, Jaana Saarijarvi and the President of ELSA Helsinki, Katja Fokin.

Apart from these three wonder women the Regional Round would not have been possible without a
very well organised OC, a mix of active ELSA members from all over Finland. All with their own
responsibilities and tasks and always with a smile on their faces. Both participants, panellists and ELSA
International were taken well care of during all five days and we had the chance to see a white and very
beautiful Helsinki.

Academic quality
The Regional Round were attended by the following Panellists:

Mr. Lothar Ehring

Dr. Arthur Appleton

Mr. Stefan Amarasinha
Dr. Roberto Rios Herran
Mr. Kaarlo Castren

Ms. Ruta Zarnauskaite
Mr. Martin Bjorklund
Ms. Yulia Selinanova

In the ELSA Regional Round of Helsinki we had a team of Panellists which had a good mixture of
practitioners, academics and representatives from the World Trade Organization (WTO). We tried to
keep the number of panellists to the minimum in this round, due to flight costs and also to keep the
scoring more consistent. Even though some last minute changes and small delays occurred we managed
to work with the number of 8 Panellists. Thanks to the local Panellist, Mr Martin Bjérklund, the
Panellists and ELSA International also had the chance to see some of Helsinki.

I conclude that the Panellists did a great effort in order to ensure that all teams were evaluated on the
same basis, and I thank them for their shown professionalism and enthusiasm for the competition.
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Timekeepers

The timekeepers of the Helsinki round were informed about their duties in good time before and we
also had time to have a short briefing session a few days before everything started. Timekeepers did an
excellent job during the competition, and it was a pleasure to see them all being very well organised and
keeping everything in good order. I could really see the benefit of using the same timekeepers several
times during the week, however to have some extra timekeepers is always a good idea, as three session
in one day can be quite a lot. Good job!

Participants

10 teams from Belarus, Germany, Denmark, Lithuania, Spain (x2), Switzerland (x2), Luxembourg and
Hungary participated in the Regional Round of Helsinki. The two teams from Spain and Switzerland
were put in the same Regional Round to try to spread out the nationalities of the teams qualifying for
the Final Oral Round. Two more teams from Turkey and Georgia were suppose to participate but had

to cancel due to financial reasons.

The level of the participants impressed a lot and they all spent many hours after the sessions every day
to prepare for the next day. I was very happy to see that many of last years participants came back as
coaches this year, to support their University teams with their knowledge and experience from previous
year. You could definitely see all teams working very hard and the result were thereafter. I hope that the
trend of becoming a coach for next years team will continue and increase in the future of this
competition.

Awards

All teams came together at the award ceremony on Saturday evening, held at the Bank and sponsored
by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. A three course dinner was served and all awards were handed out by
ELSA International, Panellists and ELSA TFinland. During this round it was requested by the
participants to also give a special award to the panellist with most ELSA Spirit. This was awarded to
Dr. Roberto Rios Herran, for his devotion to the competition as well as the students.

The ranking of the teams was as follows:

Preliminary Rounds:

1% ranked team: 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzetland
2™ ranked team: 025 — University of Barcelona — Spain

3" ranked team: 016 — Martin Luther Universitit - Halle-Wittenberg, Germany

4™ ranked team: 040 — The University of Geneva, Switzerland

5" ranked team: 059 — University of Southern Denmark, Denmark

6" ranked team: 053 — Mykolas Romeris University, Lithuania
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7" ranked team: 003 — Belarusian State University, Belarus
8" ranked team: 042 —University of Luxembourg, Luxembourg
9" ranked team: 056 — ESADE, Spain

10" ranked team: 019 — University of Szeged, Hungary

Elimination Rounds:
Semi-final 1:

Team 009 vs. team 040 (ranked 1% vs. ranked 4™ as the teams are from the same country, see rule
7.5.1.4): Winner: Team 009

Semi-final 2:

Team 025 vs. team 016: Winner: Team 025

Grand Final:

Team 009 vs. team 025: Winner: team 009

Participation Certificates were distributed to all teams registered for the ELSA Regional Round as well
as the Panellists. Certificates were also awarded for the following:

Winner of the Regional Round:

Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzerland
Runner-up of the Regional Round:

Team 025 — University of Barcelona, Spain

Best Complainant Written Submission:

Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzerland
Best Respondent Written Submission:

Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzerland
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Best overall Written Submission:

Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzerland

Best Orator Preliminary Rounds:

Wolfgang Alschner, Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies,

Switzerland

Best Orator Semi-finals:

Wolfgang Alschner, Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies,

Switzerland

Best Orator Grand Final:

Gregory Hudson, Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies,

Switzerland

Scores in numbets:

1) Team Ranking after the Preliminary Rounds

Total of Oral Pleading Score
Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral (70%) & Written Submission
Team No: Pleading Score Pleading Score Score (30%)

009 252,00 253,00 458,43
025 273,75 225,25 442,60
016 236,75 226,50 420,13
040 213,50 239,00 417,03
059 190,00 189,25 360,06
053 185,00 193,00 351,53
003 210,50 181,00 347,40
042 164,50 174,00 326,05
056 180,25 190,00 324,58
019 185,25 185,25 309,53

The Total Complainant Oral Pleading Score is the overall team score from each of the three Panellists

added together.
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The Total Respondent Oral Pleading Score is the overall team score from each of the three Panellists

added together.

The Total of Overall Oral Pleading Score & Written Submission Score consists of 70% of the Oral
Pleading Score and 30 % of Written Submission.

Each member of the Panel could assigh a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64 being
average, 65-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent. The scores given by each of the Panellists would
then be added together.

i)  Best Orator Ranking - Preliminary Rounds

Total Total
Complainant Respondent | Total of Oral
Name Team No. Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading Pleading
Score Score Score
WOLFGANG ALSCHNER 009 259,00 255,25 514,25
MARIONA CUSI 025 280,75 232,00 512,75
LEONILA GUGLYA 040 263,00 243,25 506,25
RAYMOND VIDLER 009 253,00 250,50 503,50
MARTA PALACIN 025 277,00 219,00 496,00
PATRICIA ROGER 025 258,75 233,00 491,75
PIETRO ACERBI 040 189,25 215,00 404,25
KSAMA SIDARUK 003 221,00 180,50 401,50
MARIUS LUKMINAS 053 179,75 210,00 389,75
LASZI.O VASS 019 193,25 194,00 387,25
CAMILLA HELLESOE NIELSEN 059 191,00 192,00 383,00
RAPOLAS KASPARAVICIVS 053 186,75 194,00 380,75
JUSTINA KURKAVSKAITE 053 183,50 192,00 375,50
ROMAN SHPAKOVSKY 003 201,00 170,00 371,00
ADAM KOVACS 019 181,00 188,00 369,00
MONIKA NACSA 019 186,00 183,00 369,00
CARINA BORG 059 181,00 185,00 366,00
YEVGENILY SADOV 042 206,75 158,50 365,25
IDA BRUNN 059 158,00 188,00 346,00
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YULIA YAMPOLSKAJA 042 176,00 152,25 328,25
RITA CSIRIBAN 042 147,00 149,75 296,75

GREG HUDSON 009 0,00 248,00 248,00
LETICIA VIEDMA NAVARRO 056 0,00 243,00 243,00
CORINNA MUCKENHEIM 016 241,00 0,00 241,00
HEURIKE LANDGRAF 016 0,00 231,25 231,25
ANNE BARTHELEMY 009 223,00 0,00 223,00
SUSANNE KABISCH 016 218,00 0,00 218,00
DORYA FIRSAVA 003 217,00 0,00 217,00
MERITXELL BURCET 056 208,00 0,00 208,00
ANNE THOMAS 016 0,00 200,75 200,75
KAREN MATWALY EL EBIARY 056 0,00 182,00 182,00
ANDREI YARMOLENKA 003 0,00 175,00 175,00
GEMMA UEGADAS 056 167,50 0,00 167,50

Therefore, the maximum score for each oral argument any Team presented was 300 points. Each Team
pleaded twice in the Preliminary Rounds — once as Complainant and once as Respondent. Therefore,
the ranking was determined by adding up the points of the two sessions.

Please note: According to the Rules of EMC?, an orator had to plead twice during the Preliminary
Rounds — once as Complainant and once as Respondent to qualify for the Best Orator of the
Preliminary Round Awards.

The Total Score for Complainant Presentation is the individual score from each of the three judges,
added together.

The Total Score for Respondent Presentation is the individual score from each of the three judges,
added together.

Individual performance of the Teams members was assessed based on the same general criteria as the
performance of the Teams’ oral pleadings. The Panellists were guided by factors such as: competence,
inclusion of all relevant facts, structure and logic of the argument, soundness of the argument
presented, response to questions by The Panels, time management, role of Team members etc. Each
member of The Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64 being
average, 05-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent per Team member for an individual
performance. Total of 600 points could have been received by one Team throughout the Preliminary
Rounds.
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iif)  Team Ranking after the Semi Finals

Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Team No: : '
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
009 269,75 0,00 269,75
025 236,25 0,00 236,25
016 0,00 234,75 23475
040 0,00 210,25 210,25
1) Best Orator after the Semi Finals
Total Total Total of
| Complainant Respondent Oral
Neirng ezn N Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading Pleading
Score Score Score
WOLFGANG ALSCHNER 009 270,75 0,00 270,75
HENRIKE LANDGRAF 016 0,00 250,25 250,25
MARIONA CUSI 025 246,50 0,00 246,50
PATRICIA ROGER 025 236,00 0,00 236,00
RAYMOND VIDLER 009 235,75 0,00 235,75
ANNE BARTHELEMY 009 229,75 0,00 229,75
ANNE THOMAS 016 0,00 216,75 216,75
PIETRO ACERBI 040 0,00 213,50 213,50
MARTA PALACIN 025 212,75 0,00 212,75
LEONILA GUGLYA 040 0,00 202,25 202,25
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i)  Team Ranking after the Grand Final

Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Team No: : ;
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
009 0,00 032,75 632,75
025 596,00 0,00 596,00

vi) Best Orator Ranking after the Grand Final

Total Total
i Team No: | o g | Oral Plending | Plesding Seore

Score Score
GREGORY HUDSON 009 0,00 640,00 640,00
MARIONA CUSI 025 619,50 0,00 619,50
WOLFGANG ALSCHNER 009 0,00 610,50 610,50
RAYMOND VIDILER 009 0,00 609,25 609,25
PATRICIA ROGER 025 582,50 0,00 582,50
MARTA PALACIN 025 578,50 0,00 578,50

*The Grand Final consisted of seven (7) Panellists.

** Bach member of the Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64
being average, 65-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent. The scores given by each of the Panellists
would then be added together.

Therefore, the maximum score for each oral argument any Team presented was 700 points.

IELPO Prizes Awarded to ELSA Regional Round Helsinki

One of the EMC2 major sponsor, IELPO (Universitate De Barcelona), provided ‘educational’ prizes
the Winner and Runner-up Team as well as the Best Orator of the Regional Rounds. Ms. Laura Gémez
Bustos of IELPO presented the Awards to the following teams and individual during a special segment
of the Awards Dinner of the Final Oral Round in Santo Domingo on Saturday, 29 May 2010.

Winner of ELSA Regional Round - Team 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and

Development Studies, Switzerland
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Voucher for 40 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

*Up to a maximum of 5 students will be accepted for the same specialized course (i.e. four team
members and one student coach).

Runner-up of ELSA Regional Round — Team 025 - The University of Barcelona, Spain
Voucher for 20 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

*Up to a maximum of 5 students will be accepted for the same specialized course (i.e. four team
members and one student coach).

Best Orator Preliminary Rounds of ELSA Regional Round - Wolfgang Alschner, Team 009 — The
Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzerland

Voucher for 20 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

Concluding remarks

The Regional Round in Helsinki was a great success and you could definitely see that the organisers had
worked together on big projects before. This benefitted them a lot. To have several people responsible
for different things and then extra helpers for the big tasks showed a professionalism towards
participants and panellists.

I hope you will all contribute towards the European Law Students’ Association and the competition’s
goal of facing the global challenge.

Sincerely,

Amanda Bertilsdotter Nilsson
Vice President Academic Activities, ELSA International 2009/2010

Head of Organisation Committee
ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO Law — 2009-2010
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The non-ELSA ASIA Regional Round of the EMC? 2009-2010

ASIA Regional Round Organiser

For the fifth consecutive year, ELSA International’s long term partner, the ASIAN Centre for WTO
and International Health Law and Policy (ACWH) — National Taiwan University was appointed the
Regional Round Organiser (RRO). ACWH, under the direction of its Executive Director and former
Dean of the College of Law (NTU), Professor Chang-fa Lo once again hosted a high quality and
memorable ASIA Regional Round on the 17th to 20th March, in Taipei, Taiwan at the GIS Convention
Centre.

For those of you who are unaware, Professor Lo was awarded ELSA’s highest honour of ‘ELSA
Patron’ in May 2009 at the close of the Final Oral Round, which was held for the first time outside of
Europe. The ‘ELSA Patron’ award is recognition of Professor Lo’s extensive contribution to clinical

legal education globally and his dedication to young law students.

Academic Quality of the ASTIA RR

Panellists

Our sincere thanks to all our Panellists for their enthusiasm, dedication and at times, highly complex
questions. Their participation made the ASIA Regional Round a wonderful experience for the
participants and an event which is likely to attract many teams for the region in the future:

* Professor Mitsuo Matsushita — University of Tokyo, Japan;

* Professor Yasuhei Taniguchi — University of Kyoto, Japan;

* Mr Carlo Gamberale — Counsellor WTO Appellate Body Secretariat, Switzerland;

* Professor Bryan Mercurio — The Chinese University, Hong Kong (and 2009-2010 EMC?
Case Author);

* Professor (Dr) Shin-yi Péng — Director Institute of Law for Science & Technology,
National Tsing Hua University, Taiwan (and 2007-2008 EMC? Case Author);

* Professor Mary Hiscock — Bond University, Australia (and Inaugural EMC? Pacific Regional
Round Administrator as well as PRR and FOR “Panellist Alumnf’);

* Professor David Morgan — University of Melbourne, Australia (and PRR and FOR
‘Panellist Alumni’);

* Assistant Professor Pasha L. Hsieh — Singapore Management University, Singapore (and
former WTO Appellate Body Secretariat Intern);

* Ms Jen-ni Yang — Deputy Chief Representative - Office of Trade Negotiations, ministry of
Economic Affairs, Taiwan

* Mr Chern-chyi Chen — Negotiator (Rules & Legal Affairs) - Office of Trade Negotiations,
ministry of Economic Affairs, Taiwan

* Ms Liang-rong Li — WTO Legal Advisor — Office of Trade Negotiations, ministry of
Economic Affairs, Taiwan
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* Ambassador Manickam Supperamaniam - Former Ambassador/ Permanent Representative
of Malaysia to the WTO, Malaysia

* Ms Margaret Liang — Special Consultant WTO Issues and former Deputy Permanent
Representative to the WTO and UN — Singapore Ministry of Foreign Affairs & Trade,
Singapore (and Adjunct Professor Faculty of Law — National Singapore University);

* Mr Pi-jan Wu —Senior Counsel, LCS & Partners, Taiwan (and Adjunct Associate Professor
Soochow University School of Law);

* Mr Chi-His Chao — Senior International Law Counsel, Chien Yeh Law Offices, Taiwan
(and Assistant Professor National Taiwan University College of Law)

* Mr. Benjamin Y. C. Li — Attorney, Lee and Li Attorneys, Taiwan

* Dr Jeanne Wang — Associate partner, Tsar & Tsai Law Firm, Taiwan

®* Mzt Li-Pu Lee — Partner, Formosan Brothers Foundation, Taiwan

® Mrs Letizia Raschella-Sergi - EMC? Asia-Pacific Academic Supervisor (and Institute for
International Trade, Adelaide)

The individuals chosen to judge the ASIA Regional Round were all qualified WTO practitioners and
academics. We were particularly fortunate to have three world renowned WTO legal experts participate
as Panellist. Firstly, former WTO Appellate Body Member — Professor Mitsuo Matsushita (1995-2000)
who has been a part of the ASIA RR since its establishment in 2006. Secondly, attending their first
EMC? competition as Panellist, former WTO Appellate Body Member - Professor Yasuhei Taniguchi
(2001-2007) and Mr Carlo Gamberale —Counsellor WTO Appellate Body Secretariat.

A number of the Panellists stated that they had thoroughly enjoyed the experience of judging and
especially assisting young law students from their region to develop their analytical and advocacy skills.
Similar to other regional rounds, many of the Panellist were ‘Alumni’ who judged in the 2006, 2007,
2008 and 2009 ASIA Regional Rounds as well as the Final Oral Round held in Taipei in May 2009. In
addition, as the ASIA Regional Round increased in size other Regional Round ‘Panellist Alumni’ were

flown in to judge the event.

Some Panellists indicated that they would like to read the participants’ Written Submissions.
Consequently, a randomly selected Complainant and Respondent Written Submission were sent to all
Panellists. All commented that the participants had indeed developed their oral pleadings since
tendering their written documents.

Oral Pleading Sessions

The Preliminary Round pleading sessions were conducted concurrently over two days. Professor
Mercurio, Professor Hiscock, Professor Morgan, Ambassador Supperamaniam and Ms Liang kindly
agreed to Chair all the Preliminary Round thereby lending a consistency to the process. The two Semi-
Final Panels were Chaired by the Asia-Pacific Academic Supervisor, Mrs Letizia Raschella-Sergi and
Professor Mitsuo Matsushita Chaired the Grand Final. All Panellists were mindful of the EMC? Rules
and only permitted Orators to run over time if they were answering the Panel’s questions. Participants
were reminded of the importance of time management, paced oral submissions and the fact that for all
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participants in the ASIA Regional Round that English was not their first language (for either
participants and most of the Panellist) — hence articulation of arguments was crucial.

Written Submissions

For the fifth consecutive year, Professor Shin-yi Péng and the ASIA-Pacific Academic Supervisor, Mrs
Letizia Raschella-Sergi (Institute for International Trade - University of Adelaide) judged all the Written
Submissions. The ASIA-Pacific Academic Supervisor also briefed the Panellists, during the Panellists’
Briefing session, in relation to arguments put forward by teams in their Written Submissions, as of the
29th January 2010 (Written Submission deadline). As experienced in other Regional Rounds, the teams
progressed from their Written Submission pleadings by the time they orally pleaded in Taipei.

Timekeepers

The Panels were assisted with time management by members of the ASIA RRO Secretariat who acted
as Timekeepers for all the pleadings sessions. Timers were utilised and this made it easier to record each
Orators’ pleading time as well as the overall team pleading time In addition, they provided the Panel
Chair with additional information regarding any breaches of the time rules. Furthermore, the ASIA-
Pacific Academic Supervisor monitored all Preliminary Round sessions, allocated Panellist to hearings,
managed the assessment sheets and any breaches of the EMC? Rules as well as answered competitors
and Panellists questions.

ASIA RR Participating Teams

The ASIA Regional Round has grown exponentially and is now a prestige mooting competition in the
region. In 2010 we were delighted that 11 teams from Hong Kong, India, Japan, the Philippines South
Korea, Taiwan and Vietnam registered for the ASIA Regional Round competition.

With WTO experts Panellist such as well as the 2009-2010 Case Author, Professor Bryan Mercurio, not
only was the students knowledge of WTO tested, but also their understanding of intellectual property
rights and the application to the emerging health remedy industry, which were relative to the legal
arguments in question. All Panellists commented on the student’ superior advocacy skills displayed by
the team participants. Of particular note is first time panellist, Professor Taniguchi’s observation who
noted that ‘some of the participant’s presentations and time management skills were as good, if not
better than real WTO counsel submitting cases.’

Congratulations to all the ASIA RR teams on their performance at the competition!

ASIA RR Sponsors and Awards
Professor Chang-Fa Lo is to be congratulated for securing Taiwan’s major trade law firms to sponsor
the ASIA RR. Such sponsorship ensured that quality judges would judge the event as well as providing
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the Certificates for all the Participants and Panellist and the magnificent trophies for the Winners of all
categories.

Participants were awarded their Certificates and Trophies whilst Panellist received thank you certificates
at the official ASIA Regional Round Presentation Dinner - which was held after the Grand Final on
Saturday, 20th March at the prestigious Sherwood Hotel — a truly magnificent venue for an auspicious
occasion.

Ranking after the Preliminary Rounds

At the conclusion of the Preliminary Rounds the teams was ranked as follows:
1st ranked: Team 029 — Gujarat National Law University, India

2nd ranked: Team 051 — Yonsei University, South Korea

3rd ranked: Team 030 — West Bengal National University of Juridical Sciences, India
4th ranked: Team 068 — Ateneo de Manila University, Philippines

5th ranked: Team 044 — National Taiwan University, Taiwan

6th ranked: Team 049 — National Chiao Tong University, Taiwan

7th ranked: Team 037 - University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong

8th ranked: Team 001 — Diplomatic Academy, Vietnam

9th ranked: Team 061 — Rajiv Gandhi National University of Law, India

10th ranked: Team 048 — Korea University, Taiwan

11th ranked: Team 026 - Yokohama National University, Japan
Elimination Rounds:
Semi-Finalists 1: Team 029 (ranked 1st) vs. Team 030 (ranked 3rd) = Winner Team 029

Semi-Finalists 2: Team 068 (ranked 4th) vs. Team 051 (ranked 2nd) = Winner Team 068

Grand Final:
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Grand Final: Team 068 vs. Team 029 = Winner Team 068

The following teams and individuals received trophies and certificates generously donated by all the
sponsors of the ASIA RR:

Winner of the EMC? ASIA Regional Round

Team 0068 - Ateneo de Manila University, Philippines

Runner-up of the EMC? ASIA Regional Round

Team 029 - Gujarat National Law University, India

Best Complainant Written Submission of the ASIA Regional Round:
Team 051 — Yonsei University, South Korea

Best Respondent Written Submission of the ASIA Regional Round:
Team 044 — National Taiwan University, Taiwan

“The Professor (Dr) Shin-yi Péng Award’ for the Best Overall Written Submissions of the ASIA
Regional Round:

Team 051 — Yonsei University, South Korea

Best Orator Preliminary Rounds:

Ms Anshu Choudhary, Team 029 — Gujarat National Law University, India

Best Orator Semi Final Rounds

Ms Sneha Janakirama, Team 030 — West Bengal National University of Juridical Sciences, India
Best Orator Grand Final Round

Ms Clarissa Bettina Faylora, Team 068 - Ateneo De Manila University, The Philippines
Written Submission Awards

In 2009-2010 ELSA International in-conjunction with ACWH and the EMC?Asia-Pacific Academic
Supervisor agreed to name the Overall Written Submissions Award in honour of Professor (Dr) Shin-yi
Péng. Professor Péng has since the inception of the ASIA Regional Round contributed significantly by
marking every Written Submissions. In addition in 2007-2008 she was also the EMC? Case Author. We
would like to sincerely thank Professor Péng for her significant contribution to the EMC as well as
clinical legal education globally. The following teams received trophies and certificates generously
donated by the sponsors of the ASIA Regional Round:
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Scores in numbets:

i)

elsa

Ranking after the Preliminary Rounds

Total of
Team Nox Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral Pleading Score
Pleading Score Oral Pleading Score (70%) &
Written Submission Score (30%0)

029 233.75 241.00 427.81
051 210.00 255.00 424.95
030 230.00 232.75 418.81
068 246.50 212.25 405.88
044 250.00 185.00 403.50
049 212.00 206.00 389.05
037 160.00 234.75 371.58
001 162.25 205.00 352.63
011 183.25 185.75 351.98
048 152.00 206.75 348.48
026 166.00 125.50 292.78
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Total Total
Name e No: Complainant Respondent | Total of Oral
Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading | Pleading Score
Score Score

Ms Anshu Choudhary 029 238.25 240.00 478.25
Ms Sneha Janakiraman 030 236.00 239.50 475.50
Ms Clarissa Bettina Faylona 068 252.50 222.25 474.75
Mr Seungmin Kim 051 211.00 252.75 463.75
Mr Dongwoo Park 051 202.75 258.00 460.75
Ms Aditi Tank 029 225.25 229.00 454.25
Ms Vida Soraya Verzosa 068 245.25 208.74 453.99
Mr Yoosung Chung 051 216.00 237.25 453.25
Ms Vallishree Chandra 030 219.75 231.50 451.25
Ms Tse-yu Su 044 251.50 181.25 432.75
Ms Tra Nguyen 001 214.00 212.75 426.75
Mr Kai-chih Chang 049 212.00 2006.25 418.25
Mr Jeremy Tsz Yik Kwong 037 165.25 250.25 415.50
Ms Wei-ming Chen 049 208.75 202.50 411.25
Mr Wei-wu Lu 044 225.75 180.00 405.75
Ms Minyoung Ko 048 145.00 205.25 350.25
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Ms Emmanuel Rey Cruz 068 201.25 198.50 399.75
Mr Nishant Sharma 011 185.00 191.25 376.25
Mr Trang Nguyen 001 157.00 208.00 365.00
Ms Ankita Chaudhary 011 175.75 172.00 347.75
Mr Lee Sze Yin Chatles Lee 037 144.00 202.50 346.50
Ms Carolina Calucag 026 174.75 137.75 312.50
Ms Phuong Nguyen 001 155.25 149.00 304.25
Ms Dang Thi Hai Ha 026 182.00 109.75 291.75
Ms Kin Yee Valerie Li 037 48.75 229.75 278.50
Ms Nany Hur 047 155.00 209.25 364.25

Ms Sun Lee 048 147.50 203.75 351.25

Ms Aayushi Sharma 029 0,00 226.00 226.00
Ms Prerana Chaudhari 029 221.75 0,00 221.75
Ms Wang-ching Cheng 049 0,00 218.75 218.75
Mt Shao-hu Lo 044 217.50 0,00 217.50

Ms Jo-ting Fu 049 195.00 0,00 195.00

Mr Wei-yu Ching 044 0,00 173.75 173.75
Ms Hoi Yee Claudia Ko 037 163.50 0,00 163.50
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1if) Ranking after the Semi Final Rounds:
e No: Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading

Pleading Score Pleading Score Score

068 570.00 0,00 570.00

051 0,00 537.50 537.50

029 627.25 0,00 627.25

030 0,00 622.00 622.00

1v) Best Orator after the Semi-Finals
Total Total
Complainant Respondent Total of Oral
Name Team No: Oral gleading OralpPleading Pleading Score
Score Score

Ms Sneha Janakiraman 030 0,00 629.25 629.25
Ms Aditi Tank 028 622.00 0,00 622.00
Ms Anshu Choudhary 029 611.50 0,00 611.50
Ms Prerana Chaudhari 029 605.75 0,00 605.75
Ms Vallishree Chandra 030 0,00 601.75 601.75
Ms Clarissa Bettina Faylona 068 588.75 0,00 588.75
Ms Vida Soraya Verzosa 068 564.00 0,00 564.00
Mr Emmanuel Rey Cruz 068 541.00 0,00 541.00
Mr Dongwoo Park 051 0,00 536.75 536.25
Mr Yoosung Chung 051 0,00 532.25 532.25
Mr Seungmin Kim 051 0,00 518.25 518.25
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) Ranking after the Grand Final Round
Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Team No: ) .
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
068 804.75 0,00 804.75
029 0,00 758.50 758.50
vi) Best Orator after the Grand Final
Total Total
N T N Complainant Respondent Total of Oral
m m No:
ame ca © Oral Pleading Oral Pleading | Pleading Score
Score Score
Ms Clarissa Bettina Faylona 068 806.00 0,00 806.00
Ms Vida Soraya Verzosa 068 772.50 0,00 772.50
Ms Aayushi Sharma 029 0,00 751.00 751.00
Ms Anshu Choudhary 029 0,00 724.00 724.00
Mr Emmanuel Key Cruz 068 719.75 0,00 719.75
Ms Aditi Tank 029 0,00 714.25 714.25

IELPO Prizes Awarded to Asian Regional Round Teams
One of the EMC2 major sponsor, IELPO (Universitate De Barcelona), provided ‘educational’ prizes
the Winner and Runner-up Team as well as the Best Orator of the Asia Regional Round Ms. Laura

Goémez Bustos of IELPO presented the Awards to the following teams and individual during a special

segment of the Awards Dinner of the Final Oral Round in Santo Domingo on Saturday, 29 May 2010.

Winner of Asia Regional Round - Team 068 - Ateneo De Manila University, The Philippines:

Voucher for 40 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.
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*Up to a maximum of 5 students will be accepted for the same specialized course (i.e. four team
members and one student coach).

Runner-up of Asia Regional Round - Team 029 - Gujarat National Law University, India
Voucher for 20 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

*Up to a maximum of 5 students will be accepted for the same specialized course (i.e. four team
members and one student coach).

Best Orator Preliminary Rounds of Asia Regional Round - Ms Anshu Choudhary - Team 029 -
Gujarat National Law University, India

Voucher for 20 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

Academic Supervisor’s concluding Remarks

The fifth ASIA RR was a highly successful event, Professor Chang-fa Lo and his 2009-2010 ASIA
Regional Round Event Coordinator - Ms Rou-yun Tu and Marketing Co-ordinator - Ms Tiffany Ting
Sun are to be sincerely congratulated for the professional organization of the moot court competition.

All participants were provided with a folder pack containing the event information and welcome gifts.
Participants, Panellists and sponsors were attended to with efficiency, courtesy and professionalism

ACWH arranged for professional designers to brand the event and produced various promotional
material including; event programs, acrylic document case; banners, posters, event name tags; place
table tags as well as wonderful participation certificates. It is suggested that the EMC? follows ACWH’s
lead and instigate a brand marketing campaign to raise the profile of the competition and the
marketability to employers of all participants.

The organization of the ASIA Regional Round continues to push the standard of the EMC? for all
Regional Round Organisers — my sincerest congratulations to Professor Lo on an outstanding event
and I very much look forward to working with him and his new team in 2011!

Sincerely,
Mrs Letizia Raschella-Sergi

EMC? Asia-Pacific Academic Supervisor
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The non-ELSA Pacific ‘Written’ Regional Round of the EMC2 2009-2010

Pacific Regional Round Organiser

For the 5th year -the Institute for International Trade (IIT) - University of Adelaide were the Regional
Round Organiser and former WTO Deputy-Director General and II'T Executive Director, Mr Andrew
Stoler, was the Regional Round Administrator (RRA).

At the close of Team Registrations in January 2010, only two teams from the Pacific had registered for
the event. ELSA International, in keeping with the agreement entered into with IIT, immediately
converted the ‘oral’” event into the Pacific “Written” Regional Round.

Pacific Regional Round Participant Teams

Two teams from the Pacific region registered for the Pacific Regional Round and another three
expressed interest. Two reasons were given for limited registrations from the region: firstly, that due to
the world financial crisis, most Australian and New Zealand Law Schools had restricted assistance for
financial support of students wishing to enter mooting competitions and secondly, that sponsorship
from local law firms was not forthcoming.

The event at the close of Team Registration (7 December 2009) was converted to a “Written” Regional
Round with two teams, with only the Winner progressing to the Final Oral Round in Santo Domingo.
A week prior to the competition the other PWRR registered team advised that it was withdrawing to
the competition due to ‘personal’ reasons and would therefore not be submitting any Written
Submissions. Team 020 (University of Melbourne) was declared the Winner of the PWRR’ and
proceeded to the Final Oral Round in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic.

Pacific ‘Written’ Regional Round Awards
Although Team 020 was declared the ‘PWRR’ winner by default, the calibre of the team was high as
evident by their performance at the Final Oral Round in Santo Domingo as they were ranked 1™ at the

conclusion of the Preliminary Rounds and won the Best Respondent Written Submisison — The 1V alerie
Hughes Award.

Team 020’s Written Submissions were not marked as part of the ‘PWRR” however were directly entered
into the FOR pool of documents to be marked as per rule 6.9.11. Details of Team 020’s Written
Submissions scores can be found under the FOR section of this Report.
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‘PWRR’ Participation and Award Certificates were distributed to Team 020 in Santo Domingo as
follows:

Best Complainant Written Submission:
Team 020 — University of Melbourne, Australia
Best Respondent Written Submission:
Team 020 — University of Melbourne, Australia
Best Overall Written Submissions:

Team 020 — University of Melbourne, Australia

IELPO Prizes Awarded to Pacific ‘Written’ Regional Round Winners

One of the EMC2 major sponsor, IELPO (Universitate De Barcelona), provided ‘educational’ prizes to
the Winner of the Pacific ‘Written’ Regional Round. Ms. Laura Gémez Bustos of IELPO presented the
Awards to the team during a special segment of the Awards Dinner of the Final Oral Round in Santo
Domingo on Saturday, 29 May 2010.

Winner of Pacific *Written’ Regional Round - Team 020 — The University of Melbourne,
Australia

Voucher for 40 hours of IELPO’s specialised courses; or

An equivalent waiver on the tuition fees for IELPO’s LLM (International Economic Law and Policy)
Programme to be used during the IELPO 2010-2011 academic year.

*Up to a maximum of 5 students will be accepted for the same specialized course (i.e. four team
members and one student coach).

Academic Supervisor’s concluding remarks

I have been involved with the EMC? competition since its inception in 2002. The Pacific Regional
Round continues to be challenging due to externalities. What is evident from the facts that for two
years the Pacific Regional Round has had to be converted to a ‘Written” competition is that the Round
will be merged with the Asia Regional Round to become the Asia-Pacific Regional Round in 2010-
2011. We realise that this is disappointing for the teams from the Pacific region, however ELSA
considers it be the most viable option as students from the Pacific will have the opportunity to meet
and compete against students from Asia, their closest and most important trading nations.
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Notwithstanding the difficulties experienced in the Pacific Regional Round, the competition continues
to expand globally and gain prestige in the various government ministries that handle WTO policy and
disputes as well as law firms and research centres.

Congratulations to all the 2009-2010 EMC? participants, you have taken part in an event that has
challenged your intellect and legal research skills whilst developing your diplomatic advocacy skills. I
have no doubt that your experience will positively assist you in your future international trade law
careers!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Letizia Raschella-Sergi

EMC? Asia-Pacific Academic Supervisor
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The non-ELSA North America Regional Round (NARR) of the EMC?

NARR Regional Round organizational issues

The Regional Round was very well organised and logistics were excellent. In particular, it was very
useful that Ms. Ieva Zebryte was able to come to Ottawa in advance of the NARR to train time-
keepers, judges, etc. and to oversee.

The role of the Ottawa University and the importance its Faulty of Common Law places on moot
courts as legal education tool and method allowed a very comfortable stay in Ottawa.

Academic Quality of the NARR RR

i) Panellists

NARR panellists were of very high quality and generally a good blending of academic and practice
oriented judges. The only thought that comes to mind — and it is a delicate balance — is that a final
round judge who has not sat in an earlier round is less effective in challenging teams to trespass to a
higher level. At the same time, a high quality final round may not have the time to sit for more than one

round.
ii) Oral Pleading Sessions

The Preliminary Round pleading sessions were conducted in one day (Friday) with the elimination
rounds and final taking place on Saturday. The experience of the Ottawa University staff — Prof. Debra
Steger and Prof. Anthony Daimsis — and the quantity of teams (6) allowed a very tight and effective
schedule and consistency in judging.

Timekeepers

The Panels were assisted with time management by members of the University of Ottawa’s law faculty
student body who acted as Timekeepers for all the pleadings sessions. Timers were used and this made
it easier to record the times of speakers, in particular to make it easier to let judges know if a speaker
had gone over his or her time.

NARR RR Participating Teams

There were six participating teams;

* Duke University;
* Valparaiso University School of Law;
*  University of Pennsylvania;
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*  University of Missouri-Kansas City School of Law;
* American University Washington College of Law and
* The University of Ottawa.

NARR RR Sponsors and Awards

Prof. Debra Steger managed to secure some outside financing from the law firm of Sidley Austin. In
addition, the University of Ottawa Common Law Faculty, also contributed.

The ranking was as follows:

Preliminary rounds:

1% ranked team: 052 — University of Ottawa, Canada

2™ ranked team: 071 — Duke University, USA

3" ranked team: 066 — University of Missouri-Kansas City School of Law

4™ ranked team: 076 — American University Washington College of Law, USA
5" ranked team: 041 — University of Pennsylvania

6" ranked team: 022 — Valparaiso University School of Law

Elimination Rounds:

Semi-Final 1:

Team 052 vs. Team 066: Winner: Team 052
Semi-Final 2:

Team 071 vs. Team 076 Winner: Team 071

Grand Final:
Team 052 vs. Team 071: Winner: Team 071

The following teams and individuals received trophies and certificates generously donated by all the
sponsors of the NARR:
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Winner of the EMC? NARR Regional Round

Team 071 — Duke University

Runner-up of the EMC? NARR Regional Round

Team 052 — University of Ottawa, Canada

Best Complainant Written Submission

Team 071 — Duke University, USA

Best Respondent Written Submission

Team 052 — University of Ottawa, Canada

Best Overall Written Submissions

Team 071 — Duke University, USA

Best Orator Preliminary Rounds

Mr Jonathan O’Hara, Team 052 — University of Ottawa, Canada
Best Orator Semi Final Rounds

Mr Sheridan S. McKinney, Team 076 - American University Washington College of Law, USA
Best Orator Grand Final Round

Mzt Calvin Winder, Team 071 — Duke University, USA
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Scores in numbets:

1) Team ranking after the Preliminary Rounds:
Total of Oral
Total Complainant Total Overall Oral Pleading Score (70%)
Team No: Oral Pleading Respondent Oral Pleading Team & Written
Score Pleading Score Score Submission Score
(30%)
052 244,75 265,50 510,25 448,16
071 256,75 225,50 482,25 429,61
066 225,00 232,25 457,25 407,83
076 236,50 230,00 466,50 405,23
041 235,75 207,50 44325 399,31
022 212,25 200,25 412,50 364,95
1i) Best Orator after the Preliminary Rounds:
Total Total
Team Total Oral
Name Complainant Respondent
No: Pleading Score
Pleading Score | Pleading Score
Jonathan O’Hara 052 242,50 269,25 511,75
Tavengwa Runyowa 052 227,25 268,00 495,25
Calvin Winder 071 270,75 219,25 490,00
Catherine Martinez 071 249,25 234,75 484,00
Sheridan S. McKinney 076 233,25 226,25 459,50
Kelsey Rule 076 22475 222,25 447,00
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Jennifer Ying 041 236,00 210,75 446,75
Thomas Whitehead 076 205,75 232,50 438,25
Adriana Ahumada 041 216,25 174,25 390,50
Lucy Chang 071 255,25 0,00 255,25
Aaron McCarter 066 0,00 253,50 253,50
Jason Chambers 066 238,50 0,00 238,50
Tracey Farnsworth 022 231,50 0,00 231,50
David Johnson 022 228,00 0,00 228,00
Susanna Kam 052 225,25 0,00 225,25
Mariella Montplaisir 052 0,00 220,75 220,75
Chao Pan 041 213,50 0,00 213,50
Jay Tioleco 066 207,50 0,00 207,50
Danielle Dayné Duff 071 0,00 204,50 204,50
Jared Bustamante 066 0,00 198,75 198,75
George Catanzarite 022 0,00 191,00 191,00
Sasha Madlem 022 0,00 185,50 185,50
Prudence Cho 076 0,00 0,00 0,00
1ii) Ranking after the Semi-Finals:
N Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral Total Oral Pleading
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
052 413,25 0,00 13,25
Uk 413,00 0,00 Sl
076 0,00 409,25 409,25
066 0,00 408,75 408,75
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1v) Best Orator after the Semi-Finals:
Total
Total Respondent Total Oral
Name Team No: Complainant ) )
Pleading Score Pleading Score Pleading Score
Sheridan S. McKinney 076 0,00 432,25 432,25
Jonathan O’Hara 052 418,75 0,00 418,75
Aaron McCarter 066 0,00 418,75 418,75
Calvin Winder 071 412,75 0,00 412,75
Susanna Kam 052 408,25 0,00 408,25
Kelsey Rule 076 0,00 405,50 405,50
Catherine Martinez 071 398,75 0,00 398,75
Tavengwa Runyowa 052 393,50 0,00 393,50
Lucy Chang 071 388,25 0,00 388,25
Jared Bustamante 066 0,00 384,75 384,75
Thomas Whitehead 076 0,00 380,00 380,00
Mariella Montplaisir 052 0,00 0,00 0,00
Jay Tioleco 066 0,00 0,00 0,00
Jason Chambers 066 0,00 0,00 0,00
Danielle Dayné Duff 071 0,00 0,00 0,00
Prudence Cho 076 0,00 0,00 0,00
V) Team ranking after the Grand Final:
Team No: Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
071 409,50 0,00 409,50
052 0,00 380,25 380,25
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vi) Best Orator after the Grand Final:
Total Complainant | Total Respondent
Total of Oral
Oral Pleading Oral Pleading
Pleading Score
Name Team No: Score Score
Calvin Winder 071 0,00 414,75 414,75
Jonathan O’Hara 052 412,75 0,00 412,75
Catherine Martinez 071 0,00 407,25 407,25
Tavengwa Runyowa 052 398,50 0,00 398,50
Lucy Chang 071 0,00 396,25 396,25
Mariella Montplaisir 052 324,00 0,00 324,00
Susanna Kam 052 0,00 0,00 0,00
Danielle Dayné Duff 071 0,00 0,00 0,00

Academic Supervisor’s concluding Remarks

I am very happy that the NARR has consistently improved over the years and has finally reached the
level it and its teams and participating universities deserve. It could not have happened without
dedication of the Ottawa University and its staff who was involved (both in their professional and

personal quality). My sincere thank you goes to them.

Finally, I hope that the North American universities will continue to volunteer to organise a high
quality NARR. I promise full cooperation, support and help to any such entity in order to maintain the
EMC2 — the global WTO law moot court — spirit alive on all of the continents.

Sincerely,
Ieva Zebryte

EMC’ Americas Academic Supervisor
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The non-ELSA Latin America and the Caribbean Regional Round (LARR) of
the EMC?

Organizational Aspects

The Committee of Foreign Affairs of the Center for Studies of Law Firms - CESA acted as the LARR
Organiser of the non-ELSA Latin America and the Caribbean Regional Round (LARR) in Sio Paulo,
25" March, 2010. CESA is an educational, nonprofit association constituted by Brazilian Law firms.
Founded on 1983, it has been gradually expanding its activities and extending its reach nationally and
abroad, and currently has more than 800 associated companies. Besides organizing the LARR of the
EMC? 2009-2010, CESA is responsible for organizing the Program for Young Lawyers at the Brazilian
Mission before the World Trade Organization in Geneva.

i) Logistics

In order to host the ELSA Moot Court - Latin America and the Caribbean Regional Round Edition,
negotiations were held with the Fundacao Armando Alvares Penteado University — FAAP so that the
competition could take place at the Convention Centre of FAAP, in the city of Sdo Paulo, during 4
days.

In addition, the Organiser made reservations for the Panelists in the Transamerica Hotel, nearby the
Convention Centre of FAAP, while the Teams inscribed to the event were placed at the Comfort
Downtown Hotel and granted daily transportation to the Convention Centre by a transfer service
especially assigned to them.

ii) Finances

Two basic sources of income were considered for the organization of the LARR: the Participation Fee
charged to all Teams inscribed to the event, according to ELSA International’s rules, and the
sponsorship of Law Firms and Companies somehow related to international trade matters. On the
other hand, the major costs before and during the event were related to the flight-tickets for the
Panelists, hotel reservations, transfer services, meals, and printing of certificates and banners. Still, in
spite of these major costs, the Organisers were able to finish the event with a surplus in their budget.

iii) Other organizational issues

During the moot court competition, an International Seminar was held at FAAP University
Convention Centre, in the afternoon of March 4th. The seminar was divided into 3 sessions in which 9

speakers participated. The speech topics included three interesting subjects, as follows:

- Session 1 - Trade and climate change

* Mr. Thomas Felsberg - Felsberg e Associados Law Firm - Chairman
* Prof. Bradley Condon - ITAM
* Prof. Alberto do Amaral Jr. - University of Sao Paulo
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* Mr. Rodrigo Lima - Icone

- Session 2 — Cross retaliation: viability and consequences

* Mr. René Medrado - Pinheiro Neto Law Firm - Chairman
* Cons. Luciano Mazza - Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
* Mr. Andreas Sennekamp — Legal Officer ~-WTO Appellate Body Secretariat

- Session 3 — Insertion of Developing Countries in the Multilateral Trading System in the XXI Centur

* Ambassador Sergio Amaral - Felsberg e Associados Law Office
* Prof. Umberto Celli Jr. - University of Sao Paulo

Academic Quality of the LARR

i) Panellists

The individuals chosen to judge the LARR Regional Round were all qualified WTO practitioners and
academics and we were particularly fortunate to have Mr Andreas Sennekamp — Legal Officer —-WTO
Appellate Body Secretariat judge the Preliminary Rounds, one of the Semi Finals and the Grand Final
of the event. We are also extremely grateful for Prof. Bradley Condon ITAM) who assumed in the last
minute the role of the Academic Supervisor and was of immeasurable relevance in conducting the
LARR activities.

Besides Mr. Andreas Sennekamp and Prof. Bradley Condon, the following experts also participated as
Panellists:

® Mr. Pedro Negueloaecheverry — Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Argentina

* Prof. Umberto Celli Jr. — University of Sio Paulo and Appleton Luff (Local Counsel for
Brazil and Latin America)

* Ms. Ana Carolina Motta - WTO practitioner from Brazil

* Prof. Edson Beas — Intellectual Property expert from Brazil

* Dr. Nicolas Cobo - Pontifica Universidad Catélica de Chile

A number of the Panellists stated that they had thoroughly enjoyed the experience of judging and
especially assisting young law students from the Latin America and the Caribbean to develop their
analytical and advocacy skills.

ii) Oral Pleading Sessions

The oral pleading sessions were held during the four days of the event, composed of three Panellists
and assisted by two timekeepers in each session. The performance of the participant teams in these
sessions was well above the average, as acknowledged by all the Panellists, as all of them showed great
interest in the case under discussion and respected the rules concerning these sessions.
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Timekeepers

The Panels were assisted with time management by voluntary students who acted as Timekeepers for
all the pleadings sessions. Timers were utilised and this made it easier to record each team’s pleadings.
It is important to stress that none of these students had any affiliation whatsoever to the universities
that participated in the LARR.

Written Submissions

Similarly to what happened in prior editions, EMC* 2009-2010 LARR newcomers showed the best
results for Written Submissions. The Brazilian team of Pontificia Universidade Catélica de Sao Paulo
(Team 070) has triumphed and was granted the awards for “Best Complainant Written Submission”,
“Best Respondent Written Submission”, and “Best Overall Written Submission”. Norman Manley Law

School, the winner of the LARR, came very close second with their written submissions.

LARR Participating Teams

Reflecting the growing prestige of ELSA’s WTO Moot Court competition in the region, this year’s
edition counted with the greatest number of participating teams ever, from several nationalities, such as
Brazil, Colombia, Mexico and Jamaica, from the following universities:

* National Autonomous University of Mexico (Mexico)
* Universidad Sergio Arboleda (Colombia)

* Pontificia Universidad Javeriana (Colombia)

* Universidad de Los Andes (Colombia)

* Instituto Tecnologico Autonomo de Mexico (Mexico)
* Norman Manley Law School (Jamaica)

* Pontificia Universidade Catolica de Sao Paulo (Brazil)
* Universidad del Rosario (Colombia)

LARR Sponsors and Awards

i) Sponsorship

During the organization of LARR, it became clear for the Organisers that sponsorship could play a
very important role in financing and advertising. For that reason, CESA created an structured plan for
attracting sponsorship by establishing different categories of sponsors according to their contribution
to the event. In the most important category, for example, the contributing was given numerous
benefits, such as special publicity of its trademark in promotional materials, insertion of its logotype at
the website of the event, among others. As a result, the LARR event received sponsorship from
important Brazilian law firms with a very active presence in international trade law.
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ii) Awards

The ranking was as follows:

Preliminary Rounds:

1% ranked team: 067 - Norman Manley Law School, Jamaica

2™ ranked team: 054 - Universidad de Los Andes, Colombia

3" ranked team: 039 - Pontificia Universidad Javeriana, Colombia

4™ ranked team: 070 - Pontificia Universidade Catélica de Sio Paulo, Brazil
5" ranked team: 028 — Universidad Sergio Arboleda, Colombia

6" ranked team: 055 - Instituto Tecnologico Auténomo de Mexico, Mexico
7" ranked team: 010 — National Autonomous University of Mexico, Mexico

8" ranked team: 073 - Universidad del Rosatio, Colombia

Elimination Rounds:

Semi-Final 1:

Team 054 vs. Team 039: Winner: Team 039
Semi-Final 2:

Team 067 vs. Team 070: Winner: Team 067

Grand Final:

Team 039 vs. Team 067: Winner: Team 039

The following teams and individuals received trophies and certificates generously donated by all the
sponsors of the LARR:

Winner of the EMC? LARR Regional Round
Team 039 — Pontificia Universidad Javeriana, Colombia

Runner-up of the EMC? LARR Regional Round
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Team 067 - Norman Manley Law School, Jamaica

Best Complainant Written Submission

Team 070 - Pontificia Universidade Catélica de Sao Paulo, Brazil
Best Respondent Written Submission

Team 070 - Pontificia Universidade Catélica de Sao Paulo, Brazil
Best Overall Written Submissions

Team 070 - Pontificia Universidade Catélica de Sao Paulo, Brazil
Honourable Mention for the Overall Written Submissions
Team 067 - Norman Manley Law School, Jamaica

Best Orators Grand Final Round

Mr. Duwayne Lawrence -Team 067 - Norman Manley Law School

Mr. Juan Pablo Caicedo -Team 039 - Pontificia Universidad Javeriana

Best Orator Semi Final Round

Ms Kamilla Aidar - Team 067 - Norman Manley Law School
Best Orator Preliminary Rounds

Mr Carlos Esguerra -Team 054 - Universidad de Los Andes
The Spirit of ELSA Award

Team 055 - Instituto Tecnologico Autébnomo de Mexico, Mexico

55



elsa

'he European Law Students’ Association

Scores in numbets:

1) Ranking after the Preliminary Rounds:
Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading

Team No: Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
067 269,25 262,50 469,06
054 24425 264,00 450,81
039 266,00 206,00 421,60
070 189,00 226,50 392,33
028 203,25 194,00 358,26
055 226,50 174,25 357,71
010 194,25 184,00 355,16
073 195,00 180,25 329,81

1i) Best Orator after the Preliminary Rounds:

Total Total
N Team | Complainant | Respondent Total Oral Pleading
No: Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading Score
Score Score

Carlos Esguerra 054 256,50 261,50 518,00
Juan Pablo Caicedo 039 270,00 238,75 508,75
sl Kios b 243,00 260,00 503,00
Amparo Estafania Palomino 054 247,05 254,00 501,25
Javier Alejandro Ramirez 039 254,00 234,50 488,50
el Wiclors b 235,00 188,50 423,50
Rafael Trevifio 055 228,50 189.25 17,75
Maria Fernanda Gémez 055 229,50 177,50 407,00
Andrea Maceiras 010 206,50 191,50 398,00
Ana Isabel Varona 028 207,00 174,50 381,50
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Sara Orozco 028 205,00 174,50 379,50
Luis Monterrosa 010 18175 192,75 374,50
Clara Maria Robledo 073 195,00 178,50 373,50
Diana Ortega 010 179,50 180,50 360,00
Adriana Camacho 073 170,75 179,50 350,25
Kamilla Aidar 067 284.00 0,00 284.00
Miguel Williams 067 278,50 0,00 278,50
Duwayne Lawrence 067 0,00 263,75 263,75
Celia Middleton 067 0,00 256,00 256,00
Diana Paramo 039 252.75 0,00 252,75
Lucas Bianchinni 070 0,00 246,25 246,25
Guilherme Falco 070 0,00 242,50 242,50
Ana Milena Ardila 039 0,00 228,50 228,50
Camilla Vanucci 070 194,75 0,00 194,75
Luciana Silveira 070 191,00 0,00 191,00
iif)  Team ranking after the Semi-Finals
Team No: Total Corr}plainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
067 272,00 0,00 272,00
039 0,00 264,00 264,00
054 251,00 0,00 251,00
070 0,00 207,00 207,00
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1v) Best Orator of the Semi-Finals
Total Total
Name . Complainant | Respondent Total of Oral Pleading
Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading Score
Score Score
Kamilla Aidar 067 275,25 0,00 275,25
Juan Pablo Caicedo 039 0,00 274,75 274,75
Javier Alejandro Ramirez 039 0,00 272,75 272,75
Miguel Williams 067 271,50 0,00 271,50
Nicole Rios 054 262,00 0,00 262,00
Ana Milena Ardila 039 0,00 261,00 261,00
Amparo Estafania Palomino 054 260,00 0,00 260,00
Guilherme Falco 070 0,00 201,25 201,25
Lucas Bianchinni 070 0,00 201,25 201,25
Duwayne Lawrence 067 0,00 0,00 0,00
Celia Middleton 067 0,00 0,00 0,00
Camilla Vanucci 070 0,00 0,00 0,00
Luciana Silveira 070 0,00 0,00 0,00
Carlos Esguerra 054 0,00 0,00 0,00
Diana Paramo 039 0,00 0,00 0,00
V) Team ranking after the Grand Final
Ceam No: Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
039 0,00 637,25 637,25
067 604,50 0,00 604,50
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Academic Supervisor’s concluding Remarks

The fifth LARR was a highly successful event. Participants, panellists and sponsors were attended to
with efficiency, courtesy and professionalism all due to the Organisers - Abrao, Ana Paula, Fernanda,
Felipe and Wagner of CESA. THANK YOU!

Finally, LARR has growth in is now a prestige mooting competition in the region. Congratulations to
all the LARR RR teams on their performance at the competition!

Sincerely,
Ieva Zebryte Bradly Condon
EMC? Americas Academic Supervisor EMC? Academic Advisor & LARR Supervisor
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INTERNATIONAL WRITTEN ROUND

The International Written Round, organised by ELSA International, was designed to select teams from
WTO Member and Observer States not covered by either the National or Regional Rounds.

During the 8" edition 5 teams registered for the International Written Round, but in the end no teams
handed in their written submissions and therefore no teams were competing in the Final Oral Round. It
is still the aim of ELSA International to remove the international written round, and expand the
competition into the Middle East and Africa with two new Oral Rounds in the future.

Sincerely,

Amanda Bertilsdotter Nilsson

Vice President Academic Activities
ELSA International 2009 /2010

Head of Organisation Committee

ELSA Moot Court Competition 2009/2010
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FINAL ORAL ROUND
— Report from the I0S

International Organizing Secretariat (I0S)

The Final Oral Round (FOR) took place in Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic 24™-30" of May
2010. The International Organising Secretariat (IOS) was lead by Mr Amaury A. Reyes-Torres and his
team from COLADIC-RD.

The IOS worked as one during the preparation, regardless of the function separation within the team,
with Amaury A. Reyes-Torres responsible of informing Ms. Ieva Zebryte (Academic Supervisor for the
Americas), Ms. Amanda Bertilsdotter Nilsson (Vice-President Academic Activities) and Mr. Morten
Rydningen (EMC? Director) about the developments of the EMC® FOR organizing details: Panellists’
confirmation, venues, accommodation, etc. The communications through emails and Skype were really
important and helpful, and this should be a general working-rule for the next IOS assuming the honor
of organizing the FOR EMC?. The 10S maintained weekly communication and monthly meetings of
the main positions of the IOS during the monthly Board of Directives Meeting of COLADIC-RD.

In the major tasks, i.e. Panellists coordination, Ms. Zebryte had direct communication with the persons
designated to perform a specific task, in order to provide that person with a more experienced view on
how it should be performed and to show how to conciliate previous practices with the ones taking
place for the current edition of the FORs.

The main recommendation we offer the next IOS Team, depending in the local circumstances of
course, is to have most of the team members available full-time during the rounds in order to have all
the support that may be required for the correct development of the rounds, as well as to provide
assistance to the teams.

Venues

i) Accommodation

The venue chosen for the accommodation was Clarion International Hotel, for both Panellists and
participants. The hotel was chosen because it provided better accommodation and services at the
moment, the proper structure needed to assure logistic support to assist the Panellists and participants,
as well as to hold the Rounds (Preliminaries). Also, the prices at the time of the bookings were better
than others hotels located in similar or more touristic areas of the metropolitan city, specially Santo
Domingo Hotel, venue where the RR in 2005 were held. We recommend the next IOS to book the
hotel rooms as early as possible, if this is within your economic possibilities.
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ii) Pleading Rooms

We had three types of rooms: Pleading Rooms, Panellists’ Room and IOS Room. We arranged with the
hotel the possibility of having an extra room for the IOS in order to be used as a headquarters for the
108, in which all the pertinent materials of the day and for the next days could be stored.

The Pleading Rooms in the hotel offered very useful facilities for the rounds, specially for the
arrangement of the tables for Panellists, Teams, Timekeppers and seats for the public, to place the
competition banner and the Pleading Room name tag. Also, the facilities helped prevent unusual noise
to avoid the interruption of the rounds and managed to arrange tables outside of the rooms for the
sponsor’s materials to be displayed. Likewise, one of the rooms was used for the announcement of the
semifinalists.

On another hand, it was decided to change the venue of the event for the Semi-Finals and Grand Final
Rounds to integrate a local University in the project as a mid-term benefit. For this reason, the Semi-
Final and Grand Final rounds were held at Iberoamerican University (UNIBE). UNIBE offered its
facilities for the Rounds and a Panellists’ Room in the professor’s lounge, as well as coffebreaks and
lunch facilities, all very useful, except for a couple of issues out of our control regarding noises,
disturbances and the sound system in the GF. However, the rounds were good and were appreciated
according to the opinion of the public, the Panellists and other participants.

Meals

We used big and comfortable rooms for the meals, Breakfast and Lunch, with very complete, diverse
and heavy options for both. For dinner, we carried out individual meals for the participants to take up
to their rooms, lighter than the breakfast and dinner. The meals will depend on the tradition and culture
of the country hosting the FOR. In Dominican Republic it is very common to have light meal (Soup,
Sandwich, etc) for dinner, contrary to breakfast and lunch which are very important and heavy.
Therefore, as a conclusive finding, it is very important to duly inform the participants and Panelists of
the event about the content of the meals, preferably before the arrival of the teams.

Fundraising

Along with the assistance and guidance of Ms. Zebryte (Academic Supervisor) we have been able to
develop a couple of documents that helped form fundraising strategy. We sent presentations, programs
and proposals to our past sponsors and new potential sponsors, informing them of the projects and
how all this would benefit their institution, especially public institutions. However, contrary to past
events, the support for the event by sponsors was not as high as expected, particularly considering

62



elsa

I'he European Law Students’ Association

there is a deep culture on Intellectual Property Rights and Regional Trade Agreements’ experience in
the Dominican Republic. The fundraising should be developed taking into account the market
characteristics of the EMC? FOR venue for the following years.

As for local sponsors, we got support from the Dominican Institute for Telecommunications
(INDOTEL), Iberoamerican University (UNIBE), National Mutual Savings Association Mutual
(ALNAP) and Alternative Dispute Resolution Center (CRC).
As for Global Sponsors, we got the support of World Trade Institute (WTI), IELPO, Norwegian
Seafood Export Council (NESC), TradeLaw Guide and technical support from the World Trade
Organization. All the sponsors collaborated with the project either by funds’ transfers to the IOS or by
providing academic resources for the event (sponsoring Panellists and Gifts / Prizes for the winner

Marketing

In this area we got the help from SEPU, a Taiwanese design company that made all the marketing
designs for the EMC? 2009-2010, specially for the FOR. For this edition, SEPU made an excellent case-
related art, inspired in the facts of the case and very artistic.

The WTO International Conference “The Regional Trade Agreements: The Fragmentation of
International Trade Law”.

The Conference was a big part of the Academic Agenda organized for the EMC®> FOR 2009-2010,
under the coordination of Prof. Bradly J. Condon ITAM). Since Prof. Condon was not able to arrive
to the Dominican Republic due to academic commitments, Ms. Zebryte assisted him, alongside Ms.
Daniela Collado-Chavez, who also served as a Panellist during the rounds and Ms. Renny Reyes

The academic program addressed many important issues on Regional Trade Agreements, of which the
participants found very interesting papers presented. Also, the interventions made by the participants
reflected their attention to each of the topics addressed, as well as the interventions made by other
speakers, such as Prof. Taniguchi, who made valuable and remarkable interventions, not only as a
keynote speaker, but also as a spectator that actively intervened with inquiries on the other
presentations.

The conference was held at the Main Hall of the Foreign Affairs’ Ministry. The institution kindly

cooperated with providing their facilities and the coffee breaks, making of this academic event a

pleasant day.
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Concluding Remarks

The results of the event were praised by the participants and Panellists that gave us their remarks and
comments on the EMC® FOR 2009-2010 during the week, as well as their views on the country. We
believe that we achieved the goal proposed and received excellent feedback. Nevertheless, we are fully
aware of some issues to be corrected in the future if COLADIC-RD has once again the honor of
hosting the EMC? FOR in terms of logistics raised during the present edition (Information and Timing
during the week), the process of finding preferably fulltime Panellists and improve in order to secure
the quality recognized in every EMC? FOR edition. It is important to have a good team and an advisor
to help get things done during the week, that may seem endless, but a good team makes a good week.

Even when there is a new modality of the EMC* FOR (hosted by a different country every year) the
characteristics of the hosting country have to be taken into account; as a team we managed an
equilibrium that left a good impression on everyone.

It is important to note the significance of the role of the Academic Supervisor’s involvement in
organizations issues, independently of their work on the Academic part of the event. Hundreds of
emails between the IOS and Ms. Zebtrye, Mrs. Nielsen, Mrs. Raschella-Sergi and Ms. Amanda
Bertilsdotter Nilsson demonstrate the hard work and passionate cooperation of these individuals, who
gave us helpful advice, not only to have a good quality event, but also for the future of COLADIC-RD
as an organization, which was very kind and truly appreciated.

As for the IOS, the persons who volunteered to this project had a great performance during the week
and assumed the project as a personal goal, which was helpful for the achievement of a successful
EMC? FOR Edition. The team recruited to assist the proper development of the event was very helpful
and had an extraordinary will to help, not only to assist attendees and participants or Panellists or IOS
members, but also to help their new friends and partners.

Sincerely,
Amaury A. Reyes-Torres

Head of the International Organizing Secretariat (I0S)
EMC? Final Oral Round 2010
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FINAL ORAL ROUND
— Report from ELSA International

The final stage of the ELSA Moot Court Competition’s 8th edition took place in Santo Domingo,
Dominican Republic 24th-30th May 2010. As in its 7th edition ELSA decided to outcource the hosting
of the Final Oral Round, this year in cooperation with COLADIC-RD.

Amaury A. Reyes-Torres as the President of COLADIC-RD was chosen to coordinate and plan
everything with his International Organising Secretariat (IOS). The change from previous years with
outsourcing is that the hosting group is responsible for all the logistics and ELSA International for the
Academic part of the competition. Thanks to a hard working team in Dominican Republic and my
Academic Supervisor, Ms. Ieva Zebryte in Chile also this 8" edition of the Final Oral Round was a

Success.

Academic quality

List of Panellists:

* Professor Yaushei Taniguchi — Kyoto University, Japan and Former Appellate Body
Member from Japan (2000-2007)

* Professor Ricardo Ramirez Hernandez — Current Appellate Body Member (2009-2013)

* Professor Bryan Mercurio, 2009-2010 EMC? Case Author, Chinese University of Hong
Kong

* Ms Victoria Donaldson, Appellate Body Secretariat, World Trade Organization
* Mr Hannu Wager, IP Division, World Trade Organization
* Mrs Pamela Coke-Hamilton — IADB, Barbados

* Dr Christian Haberli, World Trade Institute and major sponsor of the EMC? Final Oral
Round, Switzerland

* Dr. Hannes Schloemann, World Trade Institute Advisors, Switzerland

* Ms Chantal Ononaiwu, CARICOM, Barbados

* Dr. Daniela Collado (RD), Squire Sanders & Dempsey, Dominican Republic
* Mr Andreas Dynefors-Hallberg, Norwegian Seafood Export Council

* Dr. Laura Nielsen, University of Copenhagen, Denmark and Academic Supervisor —
Europe
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® Mrs Letizia Raschella-Sergi, Institute for International Trade — University of Adelaide,
Australia and Asia-Pacific Academic Supervisor

* leva Zebryte, CaT Consulting and Training, Chile — Lithuania

In the Final Oral Round there was a mix of Panellists from all over the world. As the FOR took place
in Santo Domingo, there were naturally a higher number of Panellists from the Latin America-
Caribbean region.

The Panellists were a fine mixture of WTO Member government officials, academics, practitioners, and
representatives from the World Trade Organization (WTO).

The Panellists were tough but fair in their evaluations which led to close scorings in several of the
sessions. I conclude that the Panellists did a great effort in order to ensure that all teams were evaluated
on the same basis, and I thank them for their professionalism and enthusiasm for the competition.

Timekeepers

Timekeepers did an excellent job during the competition, and it was a pleasure to have so many people
available at all times. ELSA International was represented together with COLADIC-RD during every
oral pleading session, as the Timekeepers consisted of one representative from ELSA and one
representative from COLADIC-RD. Mrs Letizia Raschella-Sergi did a good job with briefing them all
the day before and no mistakes where noticed during the rounds.

Participants

A total number of 16 teams participated in the Final Oral Round. As one of the teams from the LARR
round had to cancel due to exam periods, ELSA International decided to invite the 3 highest ranked
team instead. As there were no teams from the IWR, ELSA International also decided to invite 3 teams
from the ARR. All this to create an equal number of teams in the Final Oral Round.

ELSA Regional Round in Leuven, Belgium

1% ranked team: 046 — Maastricht University, The Netherlands

2" ranked team: 032 — King’s College, United Kingdom

3" ranked team: 060 — Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko University, Ukraine

4™ ranked team: 064 — Universiteit van Amsterdam, The Netherlands

ELSA Regional Round in Helsinki, Finland
1% ranked team: 009 — The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzetland

2™ ranked team: 025 — University of Barcelona — Spain
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3" ranked team: 016 — Martin Luther Universitit - Halle-Wittenberg, Germany

4™ ranked team: 040 — The University of Geneva, Switzerland

Non-ELSA Asia Regional Round in Taipei, Taiwan

1st ranked: Team 029 — Gujarat National Law University, India

2nd ranked: Team 051 — Yonsei University, South Korea

3rd ranked: Team 030 — West Bengal National University of Juridical Sciences, India

4th ranked: Team 068 — Ateneo de Manila University, Philippines

Non-ELSA Pacific Written Regional Round

1% ranked: Team 020 —University of Melbourne, Australia

North American Regional Round in Ottawa, Canada
1% ranked team: 052 — University of Ottawa, Canada

2™ ranked team: 071 — Duke University, USA

Latin American Regional Round in Sao Paolo, Brazil
2™ ranked team: 054 - University of Universidad de L.os Andes, Colombia

3" ranked team: 039 - Pontificia Universidad Javeriana, Colombia

Awards

Winner EMC? 2009/2010 — WTI AWARD
Team 030 — West Bengal National University of Juridical Sciences, India

Runner-up EMC? 2009/2010 -IELPO AWARD
Team 052 — University of Ottawa, Canada

Other Semi-Finalists
Team 020 — The University of Melbourne, Australia
Team 029 — Gujarat National Law University, India
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Best Orator Preliminary Rounds

Ms Sneha Janakiraman, Team 030 — West Bengal National University of Juridical Sciences, India

Best Orator Semi Final Rounds — IEVA ZEBRYTE AWARD
Ms Susana Kam , Team 052 — University of Ottawa, Canada

Best Orator Grand Final Round
Ms Sneha Janakiraman , Team 030 — West Bengal National University of Juridical Sciences, India

Best Complainant Written Submission - GABRIELLE MARCEAU AWARD
Team 016 - Martin Luther Universitit - Halle-Wittenberg, Germany

Best Respondent Written Submission — VALERIE HUGHES AWARD
Team 020 - The University of Melbourne, Australia

Best Overall Written Submissions — LETIZIA RASCHELLA-SERGI AWARD
Team 009 - The Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies, Switzerland

The Spirit of ELSA Award
Team 064 — Universiteit van Amsterdam, The Nethetlands

Scores in humbers:

1) Ranking after the Preliminary Rounds

Total of Oral Pleading
Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral
Team No: Score (70%) & Written
Pleading Score Pleading Score

Submission Score (30%0)
020 265,00 247,25 461,71
029 265,75 250,00 456,36
030 267,50 249,50 456,18
052 265,25 251,25 451,55
009 238,75 248,25 444,18
039 252,25 248,50 443,83
046 241,75 24475 436,85
035 205,00 234,25 402,51
016 233,25 183,75 393,68
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040 240,75 184,00 393,03
025 221,75 161,00 354,86
060 219,75 255,25 215,37
054 257,75 238,25 211,99
064 173,50 262,75 205,85
071 249,50 205,50 194,08
068 24725 221,75 193,41

Please note: The Total Complainant Oral Pleading Score is the overall team score from each of the

three Panellists added together.

The Total Respondent Oral Pleading Score is the overall team score from each of the three Panellists

added together.

The Total of Overall Oral Pleading Score & Written Submission Score consists of 70% of the Oral
Pleading Score and 30 % of Written Submission.

Each member of the Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64 being

average, 65-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent. The scores given by each of the Panellists would

then be added together.

Therefore, the maximum score for each oral argument any Team presented was 300 points. Each Team

pleaded twice in the Preliminary Rounds — once as Complainant and once as Respondent. Therefore,

the ranking was determined by adding up the points of the two sessions.

Total of 600 points could have been received by one Team throughout the Preliminary Rounds.

i)  Best Orator after the Preliminary Rounds

Total Total
Name . Complainant | Respondent | Total Oral Pleading

Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading Score

Score Score
Ms Sncha Janakiraman 030 269,50 270,00 539,50
Ms Anshu Choudhary 029 273,00 253,75 526,75
Ms Vallishree Chandra 030 268,75 252,00 520,75
Jonathan O Hara 052 269,25 245,00 514,25
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Barbara Cooreman 046 252,00 262,00 514,00
Wolfgang Alschner 009 259,00 253,50 512,50
Dean Merriman 020 269,25 24250 511,75

Juan Pablo Caicedo de Castro 039 253,00 257,50 510,50
Tavengwa Runyowa 052 266,25 244,00 510,25
Iryna Polovets 060 233,25 274,50 507,75

Ms Aditi Tank 029 256,00 249,75 505,75
Christina Tommerdal 035 225,00 280,50 505,50
Katheryn Tomasic 020 269,00 233,75 502,75
Amparo Estefanfa Palomino Doza 054 262,00 239,50 501,50
Diana Carolina Casallas Paramo 039 234,00 256,75 490,75
Clarissa Bettina Faylona 068 257,50 224,50 482,00
Carlos Esguerra 054 255,00 225,00 480,00
Jasmin Hundorf 046 227,00 250,25 477,25
Hannah Huell 046 233,25 243,00 476,25
Raymond Vidler 009 237,25 238,50 475,75
Tetiana Kheruvimova 060 204,00 260,50 464,50
Tiffany Kwok 035 207,50 256,00 463,50
Emmanuel Rey Cruz 068 238,50 221,75 460,25
Calvin Winder 071 246,50 198,00 44450

Leonila Guglya 040 252,75 187,50 440,25
Catherine Martinez 071 24225 193,50 435,75
Mariona Cusi 025 242,50 176,25 418,75
Baskaran Balasingham 035 174,50 239,50 414,00
Pietro Acerbi 040 220,50 168,00 388,50

Martha Palacin 025 210,00 176,50 386,50
Patricia Roger 025 216,25 150,00 366,25
Brendan Fitzgerald 020 276,50 0,00 276,50
Claude Chase 064 0,00 271,00 271,00

Ms Prerana Chaudhati 029 267,00 0,00 267,00
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Lucy Chang 071 257,50 0,00 257,50
Gregory Hudson 009 0,00 25475 254,75
Franciska Van Koningsbruggen 064 0,00 253,75 253,75
Ms Aayushi Sharma 029 0,00 252,50 252,50
Corinna Muckenheim 016 247,00 0,00 247,00
Timothy Lau 020 0,00 245,00 245,00
Ana Milena Marin Ardila 039 0,00 24425 24425
Anne Christinne Barthelemy 009 243,50 0,00 243,50
Javier Alejandro Casas Ramirez 039 237,75 0,00 237,75
Nicole Rios Martinez 054 0,00 232,00 232,00
Susanne Kabisch 016 223,50 0,00 223,50
Danielle Duff 071 0,00 187,75 187,75
Christine Halley 064 182,25 0,00 182,25
Janna Westra 064 175,00 0,00 175,00
Henrike Landgraf 016 0,00 168,50 168,50
Anne Thomas 016 0,00 165,50 165,50

Ms Shan Kohli 030 0,00 0,00 0,00

Ms Trisha Singhvi 030 0,00 0,00 0,00

Mariela Montplasier 052 0,00 0,00 0,00

Susana Kam 052 0,00 0,00 0,00

Anton Sintsov 060 0,00 0,00 0,00

Vida Soraya Verzosa 068 0,00 0,00 0,00

Please note: According to the Rules of EMC?, an orator had to plead twice during the Preliminary
Rounds — once as Complainant and once as Respondent to qualify for the Best Orator of the
Preliminary Round Awards.

The Total Score for Complainant Presentation is the individual score from each of the three judges,
added together.

The Total Score for Respondent Presentation is the individual score from each of the three judges,
added together.
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Individual performance of the Teams members was assessed based on the same general criteria as the

performance of the Teams’ oral pleadings.

The Panellists were guided by factors such as: competence, inclusion of all relevant facts, structure and

logic of the argument, soundness of the argument presented, response to questions by The Panels, time

management, role of Team members etc.

Each member of The Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64 being

average, 05-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent per Team member for an individual

performance.

Total of 600 points could have been received by one participant throughout the Preliminary Rounds.

1i1) Ranking after the Semi-Finals
Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral Total Oral Pleading
Team No: . ]

Pleading Score Pleading Score Score

30 0,00 473,25 473,25

52 463,00 0,00 463,00

20 0,00 461,25 461,25

29 45425 0,00 454,25

1v) Best Orator after the Semi-Finals
Total Complainant | Total Respondent
Total Oral
Name Team No: Oral Pleading Oral Pleading
Pleading Score
Score Score

Susana Kam 052 637,25 0,00 637,25
Jonathan O Hara 052 636,75 0,00 636,75
Ms Sneha Janakiraman 030 0,00 479,50 479,50
Brendan Fitzgerald 020 0,00 464,75 464,75
Dean Merriman 020 0,00 464,00 464,00
Katheryn Tomasic 020 0,00 463,75 463,75
Ms Vallishree Chandra 030 0,00 463,25 463,25
Ms Anshu Choudhary 029 453,00 0,00 453,00
Ms Prerana Chaudhari 029 438,50 0,00 438,50
Ms Aditi Tank 029 43750 0,00 437.50
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Tavengwa Runyowa 052 265,75 0,00 265,75
Mariela Montplasier 052 175,25 0,00 175,25
Timothy Lau 020 0,00 0,00 0,00
Ms Aayushi Sharma 029 0,00 0,00 0,00
V) Ranking after the Grand Final
e No: Total Complainant Oral | Total Respondent Oral | Total of Oral Pleading
Pleading Score Pleading Score Score
030 0,00 657,5 657,50
052 636,00 0,00 636,00
vi) Best Orator after the Grand Final
Total Total
Name: Team No: Complainant Respondent Total of Oral Pleading Score
Oral Pleading | Oral Pleading
Score Score
Sneha Janakiraman 030 0,00 662,25 662,25
Jonathan O'Hara 052 644,00 0,00 644,00
Tavengwa Rungowa 052 630,00 0,00 630,00
Vallishree Chandra 030 0,00 623,25 623,25
Susana Kam 052 621,50 0,00 621,50

*The Grand Final Panel consisted of seven (7) Panellists.

** Bach member of the Panel could assign a maximum score of 100 points: 0-50 being poor, 51-64
being average, 65-84 being good, and 85-100 being excellent. The scores given by each of the Panellists
would then be added together.

Therefore, the maximum score for each oral argument any Team presented was 700 points.
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Sponsors of the Final Oral Round
Thank you all sponsors of the Final Oral Round who made this Final Oral Round possible.
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Concluding remarks

The level of knowledge and mooting technique amongst the participants was extremely high, and it was
not much difference between the teams which also can be seen from the scores. I believe all teams
learned from this experience, and I certainly hope that all participants will encourage their fellow
students to register for the competition next year and for all students who participated I hope that you

will stay on for next year and coach your University team.

The Buropean Law Students’ Association and the EMC® competition’s goal of facing the global
challenge brought around 100 people from different legal backgrounds together in the paradise,
Dominican Republic. It was amazing to see familiar faces again among both Panellists, Academic
Advisor and Coaches and not to forget to see the incredible work of all participants’. The level of the

74



elsa

I'he European Law Students’ Association

competition is raising every year and the students are put through a tough test but always perform

outstanding.

It has been an honour to cooperate with COLADIC-RD and everyone involved in the making of the

Final Oral Round.

I hope to see you all in Switzerland for the next edition!

Sincerely,

Amanda Bertilsdotter Nilsson
Vice President Academic Activities

ELSA International 2009/2010

Head of Organisation
ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO Law — 2009/2010
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APPRECIATION

FINAL ORAL ROUND Co-Organiser

The Latin-American Council of Scholars on International and Comparative Law (COLADIC is the
Spanish acronym) is a non-governmental and non-profit association founded by a group of intelligent
and progressive law students with the purpose of spreading knowledge and passion for International
and Comparative Law, together with lawyers and law students from all around Latin America.
COLADIC was started in Mexico City in 1994 as an academic and multinational organization dedicated
to the promotion of the study of International and Comparative Law by means of different activities
and projects on a national and international level. The Dominican Republic joined COLADIC a decade
ago, in year 2000, and since then, the Dominican Republic Chapter of COLADIC (COLADIC-RD) has
been working continuously and arduously, as one of the eleven Chapters conforming COLADIC.

Some of COLADIC’s most important and well-known activities in Latin America are the Annual
International Congtress, which is celebrated in a different country every year focusing on a common
subject of interest, and the International Moot Court Competitions that are annually organized by
different Chapters of COLADIC, and which are thoroughly and largely promoted in the Dominican
Republic by COLADIC-RD in order to ensure the participation of Dominican teams which are
encouraged to use the opportunity to interact with participants from other countries who share the
same interests. In that regard, COLADIC-RD successfully held the Latin-American Regional Rounds
(LARR) of the ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO Law (EMC?) in the years 2005 and 2008, with
results that surpassed every expectation and was generally recognized by those related to the
Competition, to the point that COLADIC-RD was asked by the Competition’s international organizers
— ELSA — to be the host for the international Final Oral Round in 2010. COLADIC-RD has willingly
and proudly accepted this role.

Technical Partner

Wortld Trade Organisation - Technical Partner

The World Trade Organization (WTO) is the only international organization dealing with the global
rules of trade between nations. Its main function is to ensure that trade flows as smoothly, predictably
and freely as possible. The WTO currently consists of 153 member nations.

Essentially, the WTO is a place where member governments go, to try to sort out the trade problems
they face with each other. The WTO was born out of negotiations, and everything the WTO does is
the result of negotiations. The goal of the WTO is to improve the welfare of the peoples of the
member countries
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The ELSA Moot Court Competition on WTO law therefore supports WTO’s enforcement of the rules
via the Dispute Settlement Understanding system.

We are very grateful for the technical support given by the World Trade Organization and we are
looking forward to a fruitful cooperation in the future.

International Sponsors

World Trade Institute

The World Trade Institute (WTT) is one of the world’s leading academic institutions dedicated to the
regulation of international trade. The WTT is a centre of advanced studies of the University of Bern,
Switzerland with close ties to leading trade institutions in Geneva. The WTT transcends boundaries by
fusing law, economics and international relations in interdisciplinary research, training and advisory
services.

The Master of International Law and Economics (MILE) is the flagship programme of the WTI. The
MILE combines a multidisciplinary perspective on international trade regulation with a strong applied
focus. The MILE was the first and is the most experienced programme taught by an outstanding global
faculty.

As host institution of the Swiss National Centre of Competence in Research on Trade Regulation, the
WTI is at the core of a global research network connecting our students to researchers, practitioners
and our own alumni in the field.

The WTT is a proud sponsor of the ELSA Moot Court and awards the winning team with scholarships
to its Summer Academy.

More information on the MILE programme, the Summer Academy on international trade regulation

and current events can be found at www.wti.org.

University of Barcelona — IELPO

The University of Barcelona's Masters of Law in International Economic Law and Policy (LL.M.
IELPO) features 33 weeks of learning from many of the most renowned experts drawn from leading
law and economics faculties, international organisations, and research centres around the world.

The IELPO LLM will prove attractive to students with a background in law, economics and/or
international relations and whose professional interests include international legal practice, economic
diplomacy, public sector consulting as well as careers in leading regional and international
organizations. This year the University of Barcelona provided the students with the following prizes:

Regional Rounds:
Winner: 40 hours per team member
Runner-up: 20 hours per team member

77



I'he European Law Students’ Association

Best Orator of the Preliminary Round: 20 hours per team member

Final Oral Round
Runner-up: 80 hours per team member

Written submissions:

Best Overall: 60 hours per team member

Best Complainant: 40 hours per team member
Best Respondent: 40 hours per team member
Best Orator Preliminary Rounds: 60 hours

More information can be found at www.ielpo.org.

The Norwegian Seafood Export Council

Norway exports seafood to around 150 different countries, and is the world's largest joint marketer of
seafood. Every year, the Norwegian Seafood Export Council carries out several hundred activities in
more than 20 different markets, and its entire efforts are financed by the Norwegian seafood industry
itself.

The Norwegian Seafood Export Council has its headquarters in Tromse, employs representatives in
China, Japan, Russia, Germany, France, Italy, Spain, Portugal, Singapore and Brazil. NSEC promotes
campaigns in stores and restaurants, advertises in local media, carries out information activities for
consumers and commerce, and media work in a number of countries.

NSEC was created by the Ministry of Fisheries in 1991, and is a limited company, in which all of the
shares are owned by the Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs. The main organisations in the
industry make recommendations for appointments to the Board of the company. Its activities include
marketing and PR, market information, market access, information and contingency.
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PANELILIST POOL

From the inception of a Moot Court Competition on WTO Law, ELSA secured the support of
numerous WTO and International Trade Law experts across the globe. In order to ensure the highest
quality event, the following individuals agreed to advise and support ELSA in organising the
Competition and by joining the Panellists’ Pool of the EMC=.

Ms. Kerry Allbeury
WTO Legal Affairs Division (Switzerland)

Mr. Stefan Amarasinha
Directorate-General for Trade, European Commission (Belgium)

Dr. Arthur Appleton
Appleton Luff, Geneva (Switzerland)

Dr. David Luff
Appleton Luff, Brussels (Belgium)

Ms. Vassiliki Avgoustidi
Gide Loyrette Nouel (Belgium)

M:t. George-Dian Balan
Associated lecturer in EU law, Petre Andrei University lasi and avocet (Romania)

Prof. Luiz Olavo Baptista
WTO Appellate Body Member (Brazil)

Dr. Lorand Bartels
University of Cambridge (United Kingdom)

Mt. Pablo Bentes
WTO Appellate Body Secretariat (Switzerland)

Mt. Johannes Bernabe
International Centre for Trade and Sustainable Development

Mt. Georg Berrisch
Covington & Burling (Belgium)

MLt. Johan Billiet
Billiet & Co (Belgium)
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Mtr. Martin Bjérklund
University of Helsinki (Finland)

Dr. Jan Bohanes
Sidley Austin Geneva (Switzerland)

Prof. Peter. Van Den Bossche
University of Maastricht (The Netherlands)

Prof. Jacques Bourgeois
WilmerHale Brussels (Belgium)

Dr. Marco Bronckers
WilmerHale Brussels (Belgium)

Mt. Matt Busheri
International Law Institute Barcelona (Spain)

Mr. Kaarlo Castren
Counsellor, Appellate Body Secretariat of the WTO (Switzerland)

Mr. Jorge Castro
WTO Legal Affairs Division (Switzerland)

Mr Chi-His Chao

Senior International Law Counsel, Chien Yeh Law Offices, Taiwan (and Assistant Professor National

Taiwan University College of Law)

Mt. Dominic Coppens
Katholieke Universiteit Leuven (Belgium)

Tim Corthaut
Katholieke Universiteit Leuven (Belgium)

Prof. Thomas Cottier
University of Berne and WTT (Switzerland)

Dr. Bugge Daniel
University of Southern Denmark (Denmark)

Ms. Victoria Donaldson
WTO Appellate Body Secretariat (Switzerland)

Prof. Piet Eeckhout
King's College London (United Kingdom)
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Prof. Claus-Dieter Ehlermann
WilmerHale (Belgium)

Mzt. Lothar Ehring
Directorate-General for Trade, European Commission (Belgium)

Prof. Frank Emmert
Indiana University School of Law (USA)

Prof. Mary Footer
University of Nottingham School of Law (United Kingdom)

Mr Carlo Gamberale
Counsellor WTO Appellate Body Secretariat, Switzerland

Dr. David A. Gantz
The University of Arizona, Rogers College of Law (USA)

Ms. Pettina Gappah
Advisory Centre on the WTO Law (Switzerland)

Mzt. Folkert Graafsma
Vermulst Waer & Verhaeghe (Belgium)

Prof. Heinz Hauser
University of St. Gallen (Switzerland)

Mzt. Christoph Hermes
European Commission — Legal Service (Belgium)

Prof. Robert Howse
Michigan University (USA)

Mr. Jorge A. Huerta Goldman
Mission of Mexico to the WTO

Ms. Valerie Hughes
Gowling Lafleur Henderson LLP (Canada)

Mr. Alejandro Jara
Deputy Director General of the WTO (Switzerland)

Ms. Aegyoung Jung
Legal Affairs Division, WTO Secretariat (Switzerland)

Mzt. Sufian Jusuh
WTI, University of Berne (Switzerland)
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Prof. Christine Kaufmann
University of Zurich (Switzerland)

Mr Li-Pu Lee
Partner, Formosan Brothers Foundation, Taiwan

Prof. Margret Liang
WTO Consultant to the Singapore Ministry of Foreign Affairs (Singapore)

Prof. Chang-fa Lo
Executive Director, Asian Centre for WTO & Health Law & Policy - National Taiwan University
(Taiwan)

Dr. Gabrielle Marceau
WTO Secretariat - Counsellor for Director General’s Division (Switzerland)

Mzt. Philip Marsden
The British Institute of International and Comparative Law (England)

Dr. James H. Mathis
International Law Department of Amsterdam University (The Netherlands)

Prof. Mitsuo Matsushita
Tokyo University (Japan)

Ms. Teisha Mattison
E-Training, Technical Cooperation Division, WTO Secretariat (Switzerland)

Prof. Petros Mavroidis
University of Neuchatel (Switzerland)

Ms. Natalie McNelis
WilmerHale (Belgium)

Mt. Niall Meagher
Senior Counsel at the Advisory Centre on WTO Law (Switzerland)

Dr. Andrew Mitchell
University of Melbourne (Australia)

Prof. Elisabetta Montaguti
European Commission, Legal Service (Belgium)

Dr. Laura Nielsen
University of Copenhagen (Denmark)
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Ms. Sara Nordin
White & Case (Brussels)

Mr. Hunter Nottage
Advisory Centre on the WTO Law (Switzerland)

Mzt. Bernard O’Connor
O’Connor and Company — European Lawyers (Belgium)

Dr. Barbara Oliveira
E-Training, Technical Cooperation Division, WTO Secretariat (Switzerland)

Mr. Serge Pannatier
Baker & McKenzie Geneva (Switzerland)

Prof. Joost Pauwelyn
Graduate Institute of International Studies (HEI), Geneva, King & Spalding LLP

Mrs. Maria J. Pereyra
Legal Affairs Division, WTO Secretariat (Switzerland)

Dr. Christian Pitschas
WTI Advisors (Switzerland)

Mrs. Letizia Raschella — Sergi
Institute for International Trade - University of Adelaide (Australia)

Drt. Roberto Rios-Hertran
Appleton Luff, Warsaw (Poland)

Ms. Edna Ramirez Robles
DEA European Law (Switzerland)

Prof. Giorgio Sacerdoti
WTO Appellate Body Member (2001 to present) (Italy)

Mzt. Iain Sandford
Minter Ellison (Australia)

Mt. Hannes Schloemann
Director of WTT Advisors (Switzerland)

Dr. Soren Schonberg
Directorate-General for Trade, European Commission (Belgium)

Ms. Julia S. Selivanova
Energy Charter Secretariat (Brussels)
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Mt. Andreas Sennekamp
WTO Appellate Body Secretariat (Switzerland)

Mtr. Andrew Stoler
Executive Director, Institute for International Trade — University of Adelaide (Australia)

Professor Yasuhei Taniguchi
University of Kyoto, Japan

Prof. Christian Tietje
University of Halle (Germany)

Mr. Raul Torres
Legal Officer, Development Division, WTO Secretariat (Switzerland)

Prof. Joel Trachtman
Tufts University (USA)

Mt. Arun Venkataraman
The United States Trade Representative

Dr. Tania Voon
University of Melbourne (Australia)

Mrs. Jayashree Watal
Intellectual Property Division WTO Secretariat (Switzetland)

Prof. Rolf Weber
University of Zurich (Switzerland)

Mzt. Jasper Wauters
White & Case (Switzerland)

Prof. Jan Wouters
Katholieke Universiteit Leuven (Belgium)

Ms. Ruta Zarnauskaite
Directorate-General for Trade, European Commission (Belgium)

Dr. Werner Zdouc
Director of the WTO Appellate Body Secretariat (Switzerland)

Ms. Jan Yves Remy
WTO Appellate Body Secretariat (Switzerland)

Mzt. Christopher Clinton
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WTO Legal Affairs Division (Switzerland)

Ms. Sofya Matteotti-Berkutova
World Trade Institute (Switzerland)

Professor (Dr) Shin-yi Péng
Director Institute of Law for Science & Technology, National Tsing Hua University (Taiwan)

Mt. Pi-jan Wu
Adjunct Associate Professor Soochow University School of Law and Senior Counsel, LCS & Partners
(Taiwan)

Ms. Olga Nartova
World Trade Institute (Switzerland)

Mt Arthur Kurup
Youth bureau for Political Affairs (Malaysia)

Dr. Krista Nadavukaren Schefer
Wortld Trade Institute and University of Basel (Switzerland)

Professor David Morgan
University of Melbourne, Australia

Assistant Professor Pasha L. Hsieh
Singapore Management University, Singapore (and former WTO Appellate Body Secretariat Intern)

Dr Jeanne Wang
Associate partner, Tsar & Tsai Law Firm, Taiwan

Ms Jen-ni Yang
Deputy Chief Representative - Office of Trade Negotiations, ministry of Economic Affairs, Taiwan

Mr Chern-chyi Chen
Negotiator (Rules & Legal Affairs) - Office of Trade Negotiations, ministry of Economic Affairs,
Taiwan

Ms Liang-rong Li
WTO Legal Advisor — Office of Trade Negotiations, ministry of Economic Affairs, Taiwan

Ambassador Manickam Supperamaniam
Former Ambassador/ Permanent Representative of Malaysia to the WTO, Malaysia

Mr. Benjamin Y. C. Li
Attorney, Lee and Li Attorneys, Taiwan
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Ms Chantal Ononaiwu
CARICOM, Barbados

Dr. Daniela Collado
Squire Sanders & Dempsey, Dominican Republic

Mr Hannu Wager
IP Division, World Trade Organization

Mrs Pamela Coke-Hamilton
TADB, Barbados

Dr Christian Héberli
Wortld Trade Institute and major sponsor of the EMC? Final Oral Round, Switzerland

Professor Ricardo Ramirez Hernandez
Current Appellate Body Member (2009-2013)
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Academic Supervisors

On behalf of The European Law Students’ Association I would also like to thank our Academic

Supervisors for all the help they have provided us during the year we worked on the organising of the
EMC’.

Without their help, we would not have managed to conduct this wonderful event:

Ms. Teva Zebryte — EMC - Academic Supervisor for the Americas
Myrs. Letizia Raschella-Sergi — EMC’ Academic Supervisor for Asia-Pacific

Dr. Laura Nielsen — EMC® Academic Supervisor for Europe and Africa

Members of the IOS, ELSA International & ELSA Regional Rounds

Last, but not least, words of appreciation should be given to all those ELSA and COLADIC-RD
members who helped organise the event and turn the EMC? into a point of pride for the whole
network, apart from the persons mentioned below, there were numerous of helpers who made all this
possible, thank youl!

ELSA
Mr. Morten Rydningen (Director for EMC?)

Mzt. Peter Binau-Hansen (Treasurer ELSA International)

Mr. Leonid Cherniavskyi (President ELSA International)

Ms. Frida Orring (VP Marketing ELSA International)

Ms. Sofia Kallio (VP Seminars & Conferences ELSA International)

Mr. Mirko Djukovic (VP Student Trainee Exchange Programme ELSA International)
Mr Timo Kortesoja (Secretary General ELSA International)

Ms. Ezgi Kilinc (ELSA Turkey)

Ms. Katarina Lundahl (Head of OC, ELSA Finland)

Ms. Jaana Saarijirvi (ELSA Finland)
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. Jan Loosen (Head of OC, ELSA Belgium)

. Niels Baaten (ELSA Belgium)

. Katja Fokin (ELSA Finland)

. Liisa Oravisto (ELSA Finland)

. Laura Tuuli (ELSA Finland)

. Tomi Flink (ELSA Finland)

. Kaisa Kimmel (ELSA Finland)

. Marja-Leena Rotinen (ELSA Finland)

. Ida Kinnarinen (ELSA Finland)

. Alpo Lahtinen (ELSA Finland)

. Zohra Kolai (ELSA Belgium)

. lllian Georgiev (ELSA Belgium)

. Marie Boglari (ELSA Belgium)

Julie Montoisy (ELSA Belgium)

Justas Bakutis (ELSA Lithuania)

Joélle Joosten (ELSA The Nethetlands/EOS)
. Aphrodite Giovanoupoulu (ELSA Greece/EOS)
. Sari Kupiainen (ELSA Luxembourg/EOS)

. Zinaida Chkhaidze (ELSA Geotgia/EOS)

. Magdalena Niemier (ELSA United Kingdom/EOS)

COLADIC-RD

. Amaury A. Reyes-Torres
. Indiana Jimenez

. Renny I. Reyes

. Raimy Reyes

. Noelia Rivera Guevara
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Ms. Denise Tamburini
Mr. Miguel Nufiez
Ms. Carolina Areas
Mzt. Jorge Mateo

Mzt. Carlos Cabrera
Mr. Joribe Castillo

Mrt. Gilberto Nufiez
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Thank you all for this year!

Be prepared to join the next Global Challenge in September

2010/
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