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JUR1730 – International Humanitarian Law (The Law of Armed 

Conflict)  

BA level only 

The language of examination for this course is English: students may answer in English ONLY, answers in 
any other language than English will be given a F (F for fail). 

 

Respond to all questions below. As a guideline, each question counts for 1/4 of the total grade. 

 

Question 1 

What is the scope of application of the legal regimes pertaining to international armed conflicts (IAC) and 

non-international armed conflicts (NIAC) respectively and what are the thresholds of application of those 

two regimes? Is there a need to reinterpret the scope and applicability of these traditional regimes in the 

light of recent developments, such as the “Global War on Terror” and the armed conflict between States 

and non-State entities which takes place outside a State’s own territory? 

 

Question 2 

What are the restrictions imposed by IHL provisions on the conduct of hostilities based on considerations 

relating to the protection of the environment? Can environmental considerations prohibit the use of 

certain weapons which cause excessive environmental damage? Illustrate your answer with examples, 

relevant case law and international instruments.  

 

Question 3 

A company of soldiers is engaged in a battle with rebels who are scattered around in a neighbourhood and 

positioned in several high-rise buildings. The soldiers are clearly outnumbered, and the commander decides 

to call in air support. Since he does not know exactly from which buildings his troops are being fired at, he 

orders them to withdraw and asks for an air attack with the objective of tearing down all buildings which 

are over two storeys high. When asked by the central command about the presence of civilians in the 

neighbourhood, he claims that all civilians have already abandoned the area. 

 

Discuss the legal basis of this request.  
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Question 4 

Countries A and B are engaged in a bitter fight over an island in the Pacific. The General Chiefs of Staff of 

country A are agreed that the presidential palace of country B would be one of the military targets to attack 

during their military campaign. They have information that the President of country B is also the 

commander-in-chief of the armed forces and that he prefers to meet with his military commanders in the 

presidential palace. The ground commander of the troops of country A requests authorization for launching 

an attack on the presidential palace. Available military intelligence cannot confirm the presence of high 

level targets in the premises of the presidential palace. In case the attack is launched, it would be 

impossible to spare the adjacent national museum. 

 

As a military adviser to the General Chiefs of Staff of country A prepare a brief memo explaining whether 

under these circumstances the attack on this target should be launched or not.  

 

JUS5730 – International Humanitarian Law (The Law of Armed 

Conflict)  

MA level only 

The language of examination for this course is English: students may answer in English ONLY, answers in 
any other language than English will be given a F (F for fail). 

 

Respond to all questions below. As a guideline, each question counts for 1/4 of the total grade. 

 

Question 1 

What are the main rules regarding carrying out attacks during an armed conflict? How is proportionality 

assessed and what restraints, if any, does this principle impose on the conduct of hostilities between 

combatants inter se? Give examples in support of your answer.  

 

Question 2 

Discuss the concept of direct participation in hostilities. What requirements need to be fulfilled for a civilian 

to be considered as directly participating in hostilities, and what are the consequences of such 

participation? Please illustrate your answer with examples. 

 

Question 3 

Countries A and B are engaged in an armed conflict. The president of country A goes on national TV every 

week for about ten minutes trying to boost up the morale of his forces and of the population. In every 

broadcast he calls, among other things, for ‘zero tolerance’ against spies and collaborators. These 

statements lead to a number of summary executions and inter-ethnic fighting between those tribes loyal to 

the president and the tribes who are not satisfied with his rule. The ground-force commander of the troops 

of country B requests authorization from her superiors to destroy the building of the national TV station 
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following a presidential call-to-arms of all able bodied men and women from fourteen to sixty years old. In 

that call, as customary, the president of country A calls also for not sparing any traitor of the country. 

 

Discuss first whether there are any violations of IHL in this ongoing situation. Subsequently, provide and 

justify your view on whether the attack on the TV station should be launched or not. 

 

Question 4 

An armed conflict is going on between a ‘coalition of the willing’ composed of five countries which have 

high-tech weaponry and Amville that does not have an air force, but has a fairly strong infantry. The 

coalition decides to use their air superiority to the fullest extent and attacks military targets through 

airplanes and drones and sometimes through helicopters. They call their military operation ‘Clear Skies’ and 

rely mainly on their air forces, while at the same time entering Amville with ground forces from the south. 

Among other targets, the coalition routinely attacks military convoys of Amville soldiers, heading south 

where there are almost daily armed clashes between Amville and coalition forces. While targeting these 

convoys the pilots have observed a peculiar behavior. When a helicopter flies over the convoy a white flag 

is placed on the roof of the vehicle, the vehicles stop and soldiers disembark with hands over their heads.  

Once the helicopter leaves the area, soldiers board the vehicles again and continue their trip.   

 

Can you authorize targeting the convoy transporting soldiers under these circumstances? How would you 

deal with such a situation? 

 

 


