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INTRODUCTION 
 
The Clara Barton Competition is a simulation-based competition designed to place students in 
the roles of actors involved in armed conflict situations. The purpose of the Competition is to 
strengthen knowledge of international humanitarian law (IHL) by presenting the law as it would 
arise in practice. 
 
This document addresses common questions about the Competition format and preparation. We 
encourage participants to take advantage of the unique format and experiment in order to 
determine how best to engage in this opportunity. 
 
Overall, participants should read prompts and preparation materials carefully, think strategically 
about advocacy in each round based on your “character”, and be creative. 
 

CONCEPTUALIZING THE COMPETITION 
 
What is a “simulation-based competition”?   
 
A simulation is an imitation of a real-world scenario designed for training and experiential 
learning. Simulations can involve a variety of role players and test many different issues at once. 
Participants are typically given a scenario and expected to engage in negotiation or advocacy in 
accordance with their assigned role and the parameters of the simulation. Simulation provides an 
opportunity to enhance legal knowledge, oral advocacy, teamwork, and time management skills. 
 
How does the Clara Barton Competition (CBC) simulation work?  
 
The CBC is distinct from traditional American moot court competitions, focusing primarily on 
the practice and application of the law outside of the courtroom. In the Competition, students 
assume the roles of different actors during fictional situations of armed conflict designed to 
strengthen participants’ knowledge of IHL through experience. Participants are evaluated on 
their knowledge of IHL and related bodies of law through observation of their performance in a 
series of simulations. The Competition Committee designs the simulations based on a fictional 
armed conflict. Each round of the competition is based on the same fictional armed conflict as it 
unfolds. Each round will require competitors to adopt a different role and a different objective 
based on new facts about the armed conflict. 
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General Structure – The Competition will be composed of four preliminary rounds, a semi-
final round, and a final round.  Each round will present a new scenario building upon a larger 
fictional armed conflict.  Teams will receive the case studies at the start of each round and will 
be allotted a specific amount of time to research and prepare the team’s position prior 
to each round.  The Competition, as well as all Competition materials, will be in English.   
 
Structure of Rounds – Each round will present teams with a scenario requiring them to assume 
different professional roles and accomplish different objectives.  Teams will be expected to 
adjust their positions according to the organization or groups that they represent.  The structure 
of rounds, including the length of each round, the number of teams participating in a round 
simultaneously, and the role of the judges during each round may also change from 
round to round. Individual and team performance will be evaluated as set forth below.  
 
Semi-Finals – The four highest-scoring teams from the preliminary rounds will make it to the 
semi-final round. The semi-final rounds will be judged by a panel of no fewer than three judges. 
Semi-finalists will be evaluated solely on the basis of their performance during the semi-final 
round.    
 
Final-Round – The final-round of the Competition will feature the two teams receiving the 
highest scores from each of the semi-final rounds.  The final round will be judged by 
no fewer than three judges.  Finalists will be evaluated solely on the basis of their performance 
during the final-round.    

PARTICIPATION AND ELIGIBILITY  
 
Team Member Eligibility – The CBC is open to students currently pursuing Juris Doctor 
(J.D.), Bachelor of Laws (LL.B.), or Master of Laws (LL.M.) degrees at law schools within the 
Americas, as well as students attending American or Canadian military academies and 
institutions.  Prior study in public international law, while not required, is highly recommended.  
 
The Competition Field – The number of teams eligible to participate each year will be 
determined by the Competition Committee.   
 
Team Composition – Each team will be composed of three student members from a 
single eligible institution.  This year, we are not limiting the number of teams that may represent 
a single institution.  
 
Alternates – Each team may elect to choose one alternate team member to replace a member of 
a team who may become unavailable prior to the Competition.  The Alternate may engage in all 
the same pre-Competition activities and work as the selected team members. Alternates assisting 
with the preparation of the application must register with the team and be designated as the 
selected Alternate in the application package.  Should a team decide not to designate an 
Alternate during the initial application period but later requires a replacement for a team 
member, the team should immediately contact the Competition Committee which will work 
with the requesting team to identify a solution.  Alternates may attend the Competition if they 
register as an Observer and adhere to the restrictions therein.  
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Selecting Team Members – Understanding that each eligible school may have different 
procedures and protocols for selecting team members, the Competition Committee defers to 
local institutions in determining which students may apply to participate in the Competition.    
 
One Competition Rule – Teams who applied to the competition last year (2020) are not barred 
from participating again this year (2021). Usually, members may only compete in one iteration 
of the Competition.  Failure to receive an invitation, or withdrawal of a team prior to the 
Competition, will not prevent members of applying teams from competing in a future iteration 
of the Competition.  Participation as a competitor in the Competition will not preclude 
participation in other capacities in future editions of the Competition.  Participants of past 
competitions are encouraged to serve as mentors for prospective competitors in subsequent 
editions of the Competition.    
 

APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS  
 
Completion of Required Competition Materials – All work necessary for the completion of 
the Competition application as well as all research, writing, and editing necessary for completion 
of these materials, shall be completed solely by the three team members and one 
alternate applying for the Competition.  
 
Any alleged infraction will be reviewed by the Competition Committee which will also 
adjudicate the proper penalty. Penalties may include the disqualification of the applying team 
from consideration. If an infraction is discovered, the Competition Committee may contact the 
applying team’s home institution to report the infraction.    
Coaches or mentors may continue to educate and prepare team members on IHL and persuasive 
advocacy prior to the Competition but may not participate in answering or reviewing the 
application.  
 
Clarifications of Application Scenario - Following the distribution of the application, teams 
can submit questions to the Competition Committee clarifying the questions presented.  All 
requests for corrections and clarifications to the application must be sent to the Competition 
Committee at  clarabartonIHLcompetition@gmail.com.   
 
Answers to clarification questions will be posted on the Competition website. The Competition 
Committee may decline to answer any question it deems to be outside of the scope of the 
scenario and the call of the question(s) asked.   
 
Plagiarism – All references to published works must be properly cited in endnotes in 
accordance with these rules (bluebook formatting not required but the citation style should be 
consistent). Failure to properly attribute credit to the author of a work referenced may result in 
immediate disqualification from participation.  
 
All suspected infractions will be reviewed by the Competition Committee which will also 
adjudicate the proper penalty for confirmed plagiarism. If plagiarism is discovered, the 
Competition Committee may contact the applying team’s home institution to report the 
infraction.    
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Extension of Application Process – The Competition Committee may extend the application 
deadline as it deems necessary.   
 
Selection of Teams – The selection process is competitive and Competition slots are 
limited.  The Competition Committee will evaluate and select teams based on the content of 
their Application Packages.  The Competition Committee will consider teams based on largely 
on the team’s answers to the application hypotheticals, team members’ background in public 
international law and more specifically IHL, will be considered if a tiebreaker is necessary. 
 
Answers to the Application Hypothetical will be evaluated for the correct application of relevant 
IHL principles, the quality of legal analysis provided, completeness, accuracy, and proper 
formatting.   
 
Invitation Process – Participation in the Competition is by invitation only.  Based on its review 
of the application materials, the Competition Committee will extend invitations to teams 
selected to participate in the Competition.  The number of first round invitations distributed will 
be equivalent to the number of available Competition slots.   
 
Teams selected in the first-round of invitations must send a confirmation of commitment to 
attend the virtual Competition Committee at clarabartonIHLcompetition@gmail.com prior to the 
date specified in the invitation.   
 
If an invited team declines the invitation or fails to confirm its participation prior 
to the confirmation deadline, the Competition Committee will distribute a second round of 
invitations for available Competition slots. Second-round invitations will be extended to the 
highest-ranking teams who were not selected in the first-round. Teams selected in the second 
round must send confirmation of commitment to attend the Competition to the Competition 
Committee by the date specified in the invitation.  
 
Non-responding teams, teams that have withdrawn their application, as well as those who submit 
a confirmation after the deadline, may forfeit their Competition slot.     
 
Extension of the Invitation Process – If Competition slots remain unfilled after teams have 
been invited, the Competition Committee may extend the invitation process as it 
deems necessary.    

COACHING AND MENTORING  
 
Preparatory Coaching – Prior to the Competition, teams may receive mentoring from faculty, 
coaches, or any other individual providing guidance in preparation for the event. Coaches may 
not assist with the application.  
 
Teams are encouraged to pursue additional learning opportunities to strengthen their knowledge 
of IHL, such as enrolling in public international law, humanitarian law, human rights law, and 
other related courses.  
 
Coaching During the Competition – All assistance to teams or individual participants during 
the Competition is prohibited. Allegations of outside assistance, unless sanctioned by the 
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Competition Committee, will be promptly investigated by the Competition Committee. If the 
Competition Committee finds that a violation of this rule has occurred, the Competition 
Committee will take appropriate action, including but not limited to restricting a 
team’s eligibility for Competition awards, exclusion of teams from the further rounds, 
or disqualification of teams from the Competition. The Competition Committee may also 
contact the applying team’s home institution to report the violation.    
 

PREPARING FOR THE COMPETITION 
 
How should I prepare for the Competition? 
 
Learn the law - The CBC is different than a traditional appellate advocacy competition—so 
prepare and strategize differently than you would for a traditional competition. Learn as much 
IHL as possible in preparation for the Competition, as well as the other bodies of law that 
intersect with IHL, such as public international law, international human rights law, and 
international criminal law. Remember: The Competition is a legal competition, so participants 
must possess strong oral advocacy skills and be prepared to explain legal determinations to both 
a legal and non-legal audience. 
 
Create a study plan - Since it is difficult to anticipate all the legal issues that will arise during 
the Competition, teams should devise a study plan and competition strategy that maximizes the 
time and abilities of all three team members. All team members should strive to understand the 
basic principles of IHL, but individual team members may want to become experts on certain 
subtopics, treaties, and cases. 
 
Develop a study strategy - Use strategies that will help the team learn the law and play various 
roles. Act out the sample simulations to practice applying the law while in character and under 
time restraints. Hold rotating team meetings where one teammate teaches the others about a 
specific area of IHL. Ask a professor to give an informal lecture on issues in  
IHL. Make flashcards for important treaties, cases, and topics. Find methods that work best 
given the team dynamic and the strengths and weaknesses of individual team members. 
 
Devise an oral advocacy strategy - Each participant is expected to possess traditional oral 
advocacy skills, but teams can excel in the Competition by recognizing their strengths and 
weaknesses. Teams can divide up main points based on team member’s expertise or whether the 
simulation requires more antagonistic or conciliatory advocacy skills. Teams can develop a 
system to transition between speakers, pass notes discretely during a simulation, or identify 
when speakers need to be more aggressive or more passive. Make sure that all team members 
are prepared to talk in each simulation, regardless of topic or role. 
 
How should I use the past rounds? 
 
Practice- Use the past rounds to help prepare for the Competition. Each round will describe a 
scenario, similar to those used in the Competition. It will include different actors, the format of 
the simulation, and the time constraints, as well as the purpose of each simulation. Practice these 
past rounds by assuming a role and, under time constraints, using available resources to present 
according to the rules of the simulation. The past rounds from the 2019 Competition are 
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available on the Competition website. 
 
Use coaches- Schedule simulation sessions with coaches or mentors who can play the role of a 
judge. The coaches should also be able to provide feedback on the substantive law, teamwork, 
and role-playing. 
 
Perform with others- Recruit professors, other students, or previous competitors to play 
different roles in a simulation. Approach each sample round as if it were a real-life situation. 
Assume a role and apply the law, keeping the objectives of the actor in mind. Practice the sample 
round multiple times, assuming a different role each time to help examine the application of the 
law from a variety of perspectives. 
 
What are some typical roles to expect? 
 
Teams will often be assigned to play actors in the field of IHL. 
Potential roles include lawyers for the government or the military, non-governmental (NGO) 
representatives, or ICRC delegates. 
 
Illustration: 
 

Your team is acting as ICRC delegates and the goal of the simulation is to (1) inspect a 
detention facility, (2) interview a detainee, and (3) debrief the facility commander on 
your findings and recommendations. 

 
A successful team for example might 

• Clearly explain their role (i.e. the job of an ICRC delegate); 
• Discuss the law in plain language; and 
• Negotiate logically and professionally for changes in detention policies at the 

facility. 
  

An unsuccessful team for example might 
• Chastise the commander for poor facility conditions; 
• Assume the commander knows the significance of international treaties; and 
• Make unrealistic demands or recommendations. 

 
Within each round, teams may interact with the other teams in accordance with their character 
and the objective of the simulation. Teams will be evaluated on their ability to assume the 
assigned role in each round. For example, how would a lawyer for the armed forces interact with 
a rebel leader when discussing the law on detained persons? How would an NGO focused on 
child soldiers work with an NGO addressing gender-based violence in armed conflict? Does the 
scenario require consensus-building or is it adversarial? These considerations should influence 
how teams assume their roles. 
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COMPETING IN THE CLARA BARTON COMPETITION 
 
Preparatory Stage 
 
Prior to each round (one to two hours before) participants receive a set of documents which 
include 
 

• Relevant facts (i.e. press release, email, news article, memo, etc.), 
• An assigned role (i.e. ICRC Legal Advisor, Military Commander, Rebel Group, 

Government Agency, etc.), 
• Identity (and sometimes the role) of opposing teams, and 
• Important time information (length of round, length of preparation time, start of each 

round). 
 
Note that within each round, all teams usually have unique roles giving teams the opportunity to 
either engage in debate or collaborate over common goals. Out of fairness, no role is designed to 
have a competitive advantage over any other in the simulation. 
 
This year, we will send the rounds via email at the designated time.  
 
How is the Competition graded and judged? 
 
Evaluation Criteria – Teams are evaluated primarily on their knowledge of IHL and their 
ability to convey the law in the simulation. Concision, precision, and depth of analysis are 
crucial.  Other factors to be considered include the quality and clarity of the legal arguments 
presented, the ability of the team to realistically portray the role of the stakeholders they 
represent and achieve their objectives, as well as the level of respect shown for other teams and 
the level of contributions made by each team member.   
 
Collaborative Assessment – For the purpose of evaluating teams, the performance of 
all individuals on the team will be considered together.   
 
Individual Assessment – While this is ultimately a team competition, individual team members 
will be issued advocacy points based on the quality of their performance during each advocacy 
session.  Points will be recorded, and individuals ranked, for the purposes of 
awarding advocacy awards.   
 
Disclosure of Results – Judges will not disclose their evaluations except for to members of the  
Competition Committee, during the Competition.  The Competition Committee has chosen to 
restrict in-Competition disclosure of results in order to maintain a positive and 
respectful atmosphere for all participants.    
 
Tiebreaking Procedures – In the event of a tie prior to the semi-final round, the team with the 
highest combined advocacy points among its members will advance.  If a tie continues, the team 
with the highest combined advocacy points after dropping the lowest score among the three 
teammates will advance.  In the event that a tie continues, the team with the member possessing 
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the highest total advocacy points will advance.  If a tie continues, the Competition Committee 
will make a good faith final determination based on its discretion.  
 
Judge Interaction - Judges may participate directly in advocacy sessions.  A judge’s level of 
participation in advocacy sessions will depend on the case study presented.  Judges 
may engage as stakeholders in advocacy sessions or simply observe advocacy sessions.  
 

Illustration #1: 
 

Round 2 may simulate a meeting where four branches of government meet with a high-
level official. The simulation documents assign each team a branch of government and an 
agenda item to prepare. In the simulation, a competition judge plays a high-level official: 
running the meeting, gathering the viewpoints of each team, asking questions, prompting 
teams for additional information, and challenging teams to negotiate and resolve 
conflicts. The other judge takes notes and evaluates teams. 

 
Illustration #2: 

 
Round 3 may simulate a hearing for a detainee by the legal advisors on a detention 
review board. The simulation documents state that judges will not interact with teams 
during this round. The legal advisor team arrives to the round early to prepare the room 
and call in the opposing team at the appropriate time. The teams conduct their discussion 
as they have planned it, keeping track of time themselves and concluding in an 
appropriate fashion. During this entire process, judges will be seated in the room 
observing and grading and should not be consulted for any reason except emergencies. 

 
What facts and legal sources should we rely on during the Competition? 
 
All teams should be familiar with the foundational principles of international legal instruments 
and the core documents of IHL, including but not limited to 

• The Geneva Conventions of 1949 and Additional Protocols, 
• Documents and resolutions from the United Nations, 
• Other relevant international treaties, 
• Decisions of international judicial bodies, and 
• Customary International Law (note: the ICRC customary international law study is a 

useful reference for persuasive purposes, but it is not necessarily the law). 
 
Teams should also reference other sources including journals, academic publications, textbooks, 
and treatises. 
 
Competition Facts - Since all rounds take place within the same fictional universe, teams 
should incorporate pertinent facts and law from the Competition fact pattern given in the 
Competition application and clarification, as well as previous rounds during the Competition. In 
addition, legal precedent and historical events from the “real world” are allowed and the use of 
analogy is encouraged. 
 
While the Competition encourages creativity in assuming simulation roles, teams may NOT 
manufacture new facts or precedent, and may not reference the facts from previous 
Competitions. 
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How do three team members argue at the same time? 
 
Speaker Strategy - Each team member is expected to speak in each round; teams should devise 
a strategy in their preparation for each round to ensure that each team member has an 
opportunity to speak. A common strategy is to divide a problem into three main issues and assign a 
different team member to address each point. However, do not feel confined to “one speaker per 
point.” Team members can take over the presentation of a struggling speaker, or a single issue 
can be split into three sub-issues where each speaker seamlessly passes the floor to the next. 
Furthermore, all team members should be prepped and confident in each individual part of the 
problem in case a team member loses internet connection during their portion (more on this 
below).  
 
Speaking Strategy - In rounds with multiple stakeholders, finding speaking time will be an 
important dimension of the exercise. Various strategies are available. For example, teams may 
choose to assert dominance over the proceedings or plan to control the end of the discussion by 
relying on rebuttals. Whatever the situation, remember that respectful interaction with opponents 
will factor into grading and that legal professionals are expected to tactfully argue and convince 
others. Think about the simulated role—how would that actor behave in real life? 
 
Communication - While only one person can speak at a time, team members can simultaneously 
contribute in various ways, such as researching more facts for the speaker to deliver, devising a 
way to transition to his/her own topics of presentation, or working on a counterargument to a 
previously discussed issue. 
 
Whatever the strategy, effective communication is crucial. Team members are encouraged 
(without disrupting the simulation) to discuss quietly amongst themselves and share notes and 
observations as the round progresses. 
 
Can we use electronic devices for research? 
 
Preparatory Session - During the preparatory part of the round, teams are encouraged to use 
electronic devices to assist their research. 
 
During the Round - In past years electronic devices were not allowed during the rounds. This 
year we are allowing teams to use their electronic devices for research during rounds. However, 
teams should keep in mind that the simulations are fast-paced, and it may be a benefit or a 
detriment for a team to try to reference electronic devices during the advocacy sessions.   

SPECIFIC RULES FOR THE VIRTUAL CLARA BARTON 
COMPETITION   
 
Names on Zoom Before the Competition - Please ensure that you name yourself on zoom as 
follows “Law School, Last Name, First Name” to help organizers place you into breakout 
rooms.  
 
Break Out Rooms - You will be placed in breakout rooms for the preparatory session, as well 
as for the actual competition rounds.  
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What should I do if I lose internet connection or my computer malfunctions? - You can try 
rejoining via the zoom app on your phone; we recommend downloading zoom to multiple 
devices for this purpose. Alternatively, you can call in on your phone via the zoom dial-in 
feature. Calling in first may ensure that you join back as soon as possible. Someone will be 
monitoring the main zoom “room” so that you can be placed back into your correct breakout 
room. Technical malfunctions and other disruptions are also an opportunity to earn more 
advocacy points, by demonstrating your ability to handle unplanned events with poise. 
 
Interruptions - Judges may interrupt you during the course of a round, you will have to be 
prepared to answer questions and proceed as you would in person.  
 
Chat - We encourage teams to use the private chat function to communicate with one another. 
Teams are also encouraged to set up chat sessions on any app they would like to use to have 
ongoing group communication throughout the session.  
 
Questions - Questions during the competition can be asked through the “call host” button on 
zoom, and someone should come to your breakout room as soon as possible.  


