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JUS5730 – International Humanitarian Law (The Law of Armed 

Conflict) [Master level] 

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 four questions below (question 1 and question 2 a, b and c). Each question counts for 25 % 
of the total grade. 

 
Question 1 
What is the difference between perfidy and ruses of war? Give examples of each.  

 
Question 2 
For several years there has been a territorial dispute between Utopia and Arcadia over four small, 
uninhabited islands in the South Utopian Sea. Both States claim territorial sovereignty over the islands, to 
be able to exploit natural resources close to the islands. Diplomatic relations between the States have been 
tense, but peaceful, for a long time. Some years ago, Arcadia purchased the islands from a private 
individual who had been recognised as the owner of the islands under domestic Arcadian law, thereby 
nationalising the control of the islands. This sparked massive protests from Utopia, who responded that 
they would not sit still and watch their territorial sovereignty be violated in this manner. As a consequence, 
the situation escalated. Arcadia started sending warships and military aircraft to the area. Utopia 
responded by declaring unilaterally that no planes would be allowed to fly over the islands, since they 
would regard this as a violation of Utopian sovereignty. Arcadia responded by sending unmanned aerial 
vehicles (“drones”) to the area the next day, saying in turn that if Utopia chose to interfere with the drones, 
Arcadia would regard this as an act of war. The tension remained on a diplomatic level only – none of the 
States launched any attacks against the other State. 

The South Utopian Sea had also had problems with pirate activity in recent years. This had stopped 
when warships began being sent to the area, but vessels in the area still carried weapons for self-defence. 
The Utopian fishing vessel “Bah” was no exception. Its captain was a former lieutenant in the Utopian navy, 
and he hated everything Arcadian. On the ship’s radio he had heard about the Utopian position on flying 
over the islands, but he had not yet learned about the Arcadian response. When the ship’s crew spotted a 
drone flying over the islands, he decided to take matters into his own hands. Assuming that the drone was 
Arcadian, he ordered his crew to fire the vessel’s weapons at the drone. “The Arcadian devils can’t get 
away with this provocation”, he thought. The weapons were strong enough to damage the flying 
capabilities of the drone, which crashed into the sea. Four hours later, Arcadia declared war on Utopia. 
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Question 2 a:  Discuss whether the crew on “Bah” can be considered as civilians who take a direct part in 
hostilities. Regardless of the conclusion, describe the consequences for a civilian who is considered as 
taking a direct part in hostilities. 

  
After the declaration of war, Arcadia commenced an air strike against military installations inside Utopian 
territory. This was done partly with attack drones, and partly with ordinary manned aircraft. Several drones 
were sent out to attack defensive land-to-air missile systems along the coastline. They were operated by 
military personnel, who took great care to get visual confirmation of their targets and to ensure that no 
civilians were present before they launched the drones’ missiles. However, one drone malfunctioned, 
causing its missile to stray off course and hit a food market in a village a few kilometers away, killing 40 
civilians and injuring many more. 

 
Question 2 b:    Can drones be used in an armed conflict? Discuss the use of the drone in this particular 
situation.  

 
A manned aircraft attacked a weapons factory in a rural area of Utopia, which was suspected to 
manufacture chemical weapons. The attack was carried out at night, and the military commander had also 
taken other precautions to ensure that very few civilians were present during the attack. The attack 
destroyed the factory, killing a few night-shift workers immediately. However, the attack also destroyed a 
number of containers with chemicals, and various chemicals were released into the air and into the water 
and sewage system. In the next days, around 50 civilians in a nearby village were poisoned by the chemicals 
– ten died, the others received permanent injuries. In the next 10 years, the prevalence of cancer and the 
number of deformed children in the area went dramatically up, and agriculture suffered since the soil could 
no longer be used to grow anything. It was widely believed that this was caused by the chemical pollution. 

 
Question 2 c:      Did this attack satisfy the proportionality requirement in IHL?  

 
All questions shall be responded to on the assumption that Utopia and Arcadia are parties to all relevant 
IHL conventions. 
 

JUR1730 – International Humanitarian Law (The Law of Armed 

Conflict) [Bachelor level] 

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 three questions below. Each question counts for 1/3 of the total grade. 
 

Question 1 
What is the difference between perfidy and ruses of war? Give examples of each.  

 
Question 2 
When is a civilian considered as taking a direct part in hostilities, and what are the consequences of such 
participation? 
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Question 3 
After a number of provocations and military clashes at the border, States A and B engage in a fully-fledged 
armed conflict. The troops of State A are advancing in military formation towards the capital of State B 
through a fairly large desert area. Before sending in the troops, the President of State A declares that their 
army is invincible and they are finally going to teach their opponents a good lesson. Outnumbered and 
frightened by these declarations, the commander of the troops of State B is considering to drop a nuclear 
bomb on the approaching enemy troops.  

 
As his legal adviser you have to answer these two questions: Can nuclear weapons be used at all in an 
armed conflict? How would you qualify their use in this case? 
 

 

***** 

 

Sensuren faller torsdag 9 januar klokken 15.00. Kontroller på StudWeb eller ta kontakt med Infosenteret på 22 85 95 00. 

Kandidatene har rett til en redegjørelse for sensurvedtaket ved henvendelse til sensorene innen en uke etter sensur. 

Kontaktinformasjon for sensorer finnes på Fakultetets nettsider. Du kan også ta kontakt med infosenteret. Klagefristen er tre uker 

etter sensur. 

The result of the exams will be announced on Thursday 9 January, at 15.00 hours. You can check the results in the StudWeb, or by 

contacting the Information Centre, phone 22 85 95 00.  

After the exam results are announced, candidates have the right to be informed of the grounds for the result as long as a request is 

made within one week of the announcement. The names and contact information of the examiners can be found on the Faculty’s 

website, or by contacting the Information Centre. The deadline for appeal is three weeks after the announcement of the results 

Oslo, 19.12.2013 


