A Phoenix Rises from the Ashes

Yezidi Nation’s Innovative Campaign for Global Justice

Dr. Rudolph C. Ryser (1946—2023), the visionary Founding Director of the Center for World
Indigenous Studies (CWIS), played a pivotal role in laying the foundation for the Government
of Ezidikhan and advocating for its autonomy. From 2017 until his untimely passing on October
16, 2023, Dr. Ryser demonstrated unwavering commitment to the Yezidi people’s pursuit of
self-determination, justice, and sovereignty. His efforts culminated in a historic agreement
between the Government of Iraq and the nascent Government of Ezidikhan, finalized after
seven years of intensive negotiations.

In 2017, Dr. Ryser initiated high-level discussions with representatives from the Yezidi
community and the Iragi government, focusing on establishing a framework for Ezidikhan’s
autonomy. His multifaceted approach included deliberations on the creation of an International
Criminal Tribunal to address atrocities committed against Indigenous peoples, the
establishment of a robust Ezidikhan court system, and securing land and resource rights
integral to the region's identity and sustainability. Recognizing the historical significance of
these efforts, Dr. Ryser drafted the first official map delineating Ezidikhan’s borders, including
territories in Syria historically connected to the Yezidi people. This map served as a cornerstone
for the eventual security and territorial agreements.

By the summer of 2023, a comprehensive agreement was reached between the Government
of Iraq and Ezidikhan’s leadership. This agreement encompassed security provisions defining
Ezidikhan’s borders and recognizing its claim over occupied lands in Syria that historically
belonged to the region. The pact underscored both parties' mutual acknowledgment of
Ezidikhan'’s territorial integrity and aspirations for autonomy. The agreement was ratified in July
2023 and signed into law in November 2024, marking a monumental achievement in Indigenous
governance.

Dr. Ryser’s foresight extended to the global stage, where he emphasized the importance of
international recognition for Ezidikhan’s autonomy. He explicitly directed that finalized treaties
be submitted to the United Nations Treaty Collection office to formalize Ezidikhan’s status and
to facilitate its recognition as a non-member state by the United Nations. His vision was rooted
in the belief that Indigenous governance could be a model for peace, justice, and resilience in
the face of historical and ongoing injustices.

The Yezidi Genocide: A Campaign of Systematic Extermination

In August 2014, the Yezidi people of northern Iraq became the targets of a meticulously
orchestrated campaign of genocide carried out by ISIS (Da’esh). This religious and ethnic
minority, primarily concentrated in the Sinjar (Shingal) region, was deemed heretical by ISIS’s
extremist ideology, marking them for extermination. The genocide was characterized by mass
killings, abductions, sexual slavery, and the destruction of cultural and religious sites, leaving an



indelible scar on the Yezidi community and the broader landscape of indigenous populations in
the Middle East.

When ISIS forces overran Sinjar, they initiated a series of atrocities with devastating precision.
Thousands of Yezidi men were executed, their bodies discarded in mass graves. Women and
girls were abducted and subjected to systematic sexual violence, sold into slavery, and
exploited in a calculated effort to destroy the community’s cultural fabric. Young boys were
forcibly recruited as child soldiers, trained to adopt and enact the ideologies of their captors.
Survivors who fled to the Sinjar Mountains faced starvation, dehydration, and exposure, as ISIS
militants laid siege to the area, blocking access to humanitarian aid.

The scale of the atrocities was staggering. An estimated 5,000 Yezidis were killed during the
initial attack, and more than 6,000 women and children were enslaved. Many remain missing to
this day. The genocide not only decimated the Yezidi population but also fractured their social
structures and displaced thousands, forcing them into refugee camps or permanent exile in
foreign lands.

Broader Impacts on Indigenous Communities in the Middle East

The Yezidis were not alone in their suffering. ISIS’s reign of terror extended to other indigenous
and minority groups across the Middle East, including Christians, Shabaks, Turkmen, and
Mandaeans. These communities faced ethnic cleansing, forced conversions, and the systematic
destruction of their religious and cultural heritage. Entire villages were razed, historical artifacts
were obliterated, and sacred sites were desecrated in ISIS’s bid to erase centuries of religious
and cultural diversity.

Beyond the physical and cultural annihilation, the psychological toll on these communities has
been profound. Survivors endure ongoing trauma, compounded by the lack of justice and
recognition for the crimes committed against them. For many, the loss of ancestral lands and
the disruption of their cultural traditions have left them in a state of permanent dislocation, both
geographically and spiritually.

A Legacy of Neglect and Marginalization

The response to these atrocities has been marked by global condemnation but limited tangible
action. While international bodies have recognized the genocide, efforts to prosecute the
perpetrators and deliver justice to the victims have fallen short. In Iraq, political instability and
competing regional interests have hindered accountability, leaving many survivors without
recourse. Moreover, the occupation of Yezidi lands by other groups, such as the Kurdistan
Regional Government, has further marginalized indigenous populations, exacerbating their
displacement and diminishing their autonomy.

For indigenous communities across the Middle East, the Yezidi genocide serves as a grim
reminder of their vulnerability in a region fraught with conflict and power struggles. As these
communities grapple with the ongoing consequences of displacement, cultural erosion, and the



absence of justice, the urgent need for independent mechanisms to address these issues
becomes increasingly clear.

The Yezidi genocide and the broader devastation of indigenous communities underscore a
systemic failure to protect vulnerable populations and safeguard their rights. This tragic episode
has galvanized efforts among indigenous leaders to seek justice and establish frameworks that
prioritize their voices and experiences in addressing historical and ongoing atrocities.

Accountability and Justice under an Independent, Indigenous-Led Legal
System

The aftermath of the Yezidi genocide by ISIS (Da’esh) revealed glaring deficiencies in the
international and regional legal frameworks tasked with addressing crimes of such magnitude.
While the atrocities committed against the Yezidis and other indigenous groups have been
widely condemned as genocide by the United Nations, international courts, and human rights
organizations, the mechanisms for prosecuting these crimes have proven insufficient.
Traditional state-based justice systems, often constrained by political interests and jurisdictional
limitations, have left indigenous communities marginalized and without meaningful recourse to
justice.

Failures of Existing Justice Mechanisms

The International Criminal Court (ICC), though established to prosecute crimes against
humanity, genocide, and war crimes, has faced significant obstacles in addressing the Yezidi
genocide. Its dependency on state cooperation and its inability to exercise jurisdiction over non-
state actors like ISIS without explicit referrals have created a gap in accountability. Furthermore,
the focus of existing mechanisms on state sovereignty has sidelined the interests and
participation of indigenous peoples, whose unique perspectives and needs are often
overshadowed by the political agendas of national governments.

In Iraq, where much of the genocide occurred, the political instability and deep-seated regional
tensions have further complicated efforts to deliver justice. The Iraqi judiciary has conducted
trials of ISIS fighters, but these proceedings have been criticized for their lack of transparency,
fairness, and adherence to international legal standards. More importantly, these trials have
focused narrowly on terrorism charges, neglecting to address the broader context of genocide,
sexual violence, and cultural destruction that defined I1SIS's campaign against the Yezidis and
other groups. Survivors and their advocates have repeatedly voiced concerns that the existing
processes fail to recognize the full scope of their suffering or provide adequate reparations.

The Unique Needs of Indigenous Communities

Indigenous communities like the Yezidis require a justice system that not only holds
perpetrators accountable but also respects their cultural values, traditions, and right to self-
determination. Justice for these communities involves more than punishment for crimes—it
encompasses the restoration of cultural identity, reparations for the loss of ancestral lands, and



mechanisms to rebuild social structures devastated by violence. Existing legal frameworks often
fail to address these broader dimensions of justice, perpetuating the marginalization of
indigenous peoples and leaving their voices unheard.

For the Yezidis, justice also means reclaiming control over their narrative and legal
representation. Their experiences of genocide are intertwined with a long history of persecution
and systemic exclusion from political and legal decision-making. The need for an independent,
indigenous-led legal system is thus not just about addressing the crimes of ISIS, but about
empowering the Yezidis and other indigenous communities to assert their rights and ensure
their voices are central to the pursuit of justice.

An Indigenous-Led Approach to Justice

An indigenous-led legal system offers a transformative alternative to the state-centric and often
exclusionary frameworks currently in place. By placing indigenous peoples at the heart of the
judicial process, such a system can reflect their values, prioritize their needs, and address the
structural injustices that have historically marginalized them. For example, the Ezidikhan
Government has approved the establishment of the Ezidikhan Court for International Crimes
(ECIC) as part of a broader effort to create a justice system rooted in the principles of self-
determination and cultural sovereignty.

This approach seeks to go beyond retributive justice by incorporating elements of restorative
justice, which emphasize healing, reconciliation, and the restoration of social harmony. For the
Yezidis, this means not only prosecuting the perpetrators of genocide but also creating
conditions for survivors to rebuild their lives, reclaim their lands, and preserve their cultural
heritage. The ECIC’s emphasis on integrating Yezidi traditional law and international human
rights law demonstrates the potential for a hybrid legal model that bridges the gap between
indigenous customs and global legal standards.

The Global Implications of Indigenous Justice Systems

The establishment of an independent, indigenous-led legal system also has broader
implications for indigenous peoples worldwide. It sets a precedent for recognizing the legal
sovereignty of indigenous nations and their right to seek justice on their own terms. This model
challenges the dominance of state-centric legal frameworks and calls for a more inclusive
approach to international justice, one that acknowledges the diversity of legal traditions and the
importance of cultural autonomy.

In the context of the Middle East, where indigenous peoples have long been caught in the
crossfire of geopolitical conflicts, an indigenous-led legal system offers a pathway to addressing
historical grievances and preventing future atrocities. By empowering indigenous nations to take
control of their legal processes, this approach not only delivers justice but also strengthens their
position within the broader regional and international political landscape.

The current need for an independent, indigenous-led legal system is a critical response to the
failures of existing justice mechanisms. For the Yezidis and other indigenous communities, such



a system represents a transformative opportunity to reclaim their rights, rebuild their societies,
and ensure that the crimes committed against them are never repeated.

The Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT): A Response to
Systemic Failures in International Justice

The establishment of the Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) marks a pivotal
moment in the fight for justice and accountability for indigenous peoples. Rooted in the context
of systemic failures within existing international legal frameworks, the NICT emerges as a
groundbreaking effort to address the unique challenges faced by indigenous nations in seeking
redress for atrocities committed against them. By placing indigenous perspectives at the
forefront, this tribunal offers a transformative response to the limitations of traditional state-
centric legal systems, aiming to provide justice that respects the sovereignty, dignity, and rights
of indigenous communities.

The Shortcomings of Existing International Legal Frameworks

The limitations of international legal institutions like the International Criminal Court (ICC) have
long been a source of frustration for marginalized communities seeking justice for crimes of
genocide, war crimes, and crimes against humanity. While the ICC was established with the
intention of providing a global mechanism to prosecute these crimes, its efficacy has been
hampered by political interference, selective jurisdiction, and an overreliance on state
cooperation. For indigenous peoples like the Yezidis, whose suffering often falls outside the
priorities of powerful state actors, the ICC and similar institutions have failed to deliver
meaningful accountability.

One of the core issues lies in the ICC's inability to address non-state actors effectively. The
Yezidi genocide by ISIS (Da’esh), a terrorist group rather than a recognized state, highlights this
gap. While the ICC can prosecute individuals for war crimes and crimes against humanity, it
depends on referrals from states or the United Nations Security Council, a process that is often
obstructed by geopolitical considerations. In the case of the Yezidis, this has resulted in a lack
of comprehensive legal action against ISIS members who perpetrated heinous crimes, leaving
survivors with little hope for justice.

Additionally, the ICC's reliance on state-based cooperation often marginalizes the voices of
indigenous communities. Governments in conflict zones or regions experiencing political
instability may prioritize their own agendas over the pursuit of justice for marginalized groups.
For example, the Iragi government and the Kurdistan Regional Government have faced criticism
for their handling of justice for Yezidi survivors, with efforts focused more on consolidating
power than addressing the systemic harms inflicted upon indigenous populations. These failures
underscore the need for alternative legal frameworks that can bypass state-centric obstacles
and provide direct access to justice for indigenous peoples.

Unique Challenges Faced by Indigenous Nations



For indigenous communities, justice is not merely about retribution or punishment; it is
intrinsically linked to the preservation of cultural identity, the reclamation of ancestral lands, and
the restoration of social and spiritual harmony. Existing international legal frameworks, which
are often shaped by Western notions of justice, fail to accommodate these dimensions. Instead,
they impose a one-size-fits-all approach that overlooks the distinct needs and perspectives of
indigenous nations.

The Yezidis, for example, have endured centuries of persecution, culminating in the ISIS
genocide of 2014. Their struggle for justice is deeply intertwined with their fight for cultural
survival and political recognition. However, the exclusion of indigenous voices from international
legal processes has perpetuated their marginalization. Even when atrocities like the Yezidi
genocide are recognized as crimes against humanity, the mechanisms for addressing these
crimes are often inaccessible to the victims themselves. This exclusion not only denies justice
but also reinforces the systemic inequities that indigenous peoples face in the global legal order.

The Vision Behind the NICT

The Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) was conceived as a direct response to these
systemic failures. Championed by the Ezidikhan Government, a self-declared autonomous
entity representing the Yezidi people, the NICT seeks to create a legal framework that prioritizes
indigenous sovereignty and addresses the unique dimensions of justice for indigenous
communities. Its foundation is rooted in the principles of Universal Jurisdiction, self-
determination, and restorative justice.

The NICT aims to fill the gaps left by existing institutions by providing a tribunal that is
specifically designed to prosecute crimes committed against indigenous peoples. It recognizes
that these crimes often go beyond physical violence to include cultural destruction, forced
displacement, and the erosion of traditional ways of life. By incorporating these elements into its
mandate, the tribunal seeks to deliver justice that is holistic and culturally sensitive.

Structure and Jurisdiction of the NICT

The NICT operates under a comprehensive legal framework that blends international human
rights law with indigenous customary law. Its jurisdiction extends to crimes of genocide, war
crimes, crimes against humanity, and crimes against nature, such as ecocide and culturcide.
Importantly, the tribunal is designed to complement rather than replace existing legal
mechanisms, ensuring that indigenous communities have multiple avenues for seeking justice.

One of the tribunal's defining features is its emphasis on indigenous participation. The Ezidikhan
Government has ensured that the NICT is governed by principles that reflect the values and
traditions of indigenous peoples. This includes the integration of traditional Yezidi law, the use of
intercultural mediators, and the establishment of an advisory role for indigenous leaders. By
embedding these elements into its structure, the tribunal aims to empower indigenous nations to
take ownership of their legal processes and assert their rights on the global stage.

Addressing the Power Imbalances of the Global Legal Order



The establishment of the NICT represents a challenge to the state-centric model of international
law, which has historically sidelined indigenous nations. By recognizing indigenous sovereignty
and creating a platform for indigenous-led justice, the tribunal seeks to address the power
imbalances that have perpetuated the marginalization of these communities.

The NICT also highlights the importance of coalition-building among indigenous nations. The
Ezidikhan Government has reached out to other indigenous groups across the Middle East and
beyond, forming alliances to strengthen the tribunal's legitimacy and broaden its scope. This
collaborative approach not only enhances the tribunal's effectiveness but also fosters solidarity
among indigenous peoples, reinforcing their collective fight for justice and recognition.

Global Implications of the NICT

The creation of the NICT has significant implications for the global legal landscape. It sets a
precedent for the recognition of indigenous legal systems and their integration into the
international justice framework. By demonstrating that indigenous-led tribunals can operate
effectively and in harmony with international standards, the NICT challenges the dominance of
state-centric institutions and advocates for a more inclusive approach to global governance.

Moreover, the tribunal serves as a model for addressing other instances of systemic injustice
against indigenous peoples worldwide. From the destruction of the Amazon rainforest to the
forced assimilation of First Nations communities in Canada, the principles underpinning the
NICT offer a blueprint for holding perpetrators accountable and empowering indigenous nations
to seek justice on their own terms.

The Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) and the Ezidikhan Court for International
Crimes (ECIC) represent a transformative response to the limitations of existing international
legal frameworks. By prioritizing indigenous sovereignty, incorporating cultural perspectives,
and addressing systemic inequities, the tribunal offers a new model for justice that is both
inclusive and effective. As the NICT continues to develop, it holds the promise of not only
delivering justice to the Yezidis but also reshaping the global legal order to better serve the
needs of all marginalized communities.

2014 Genocide and the Emergence of Ezidikhan

The Yezidi genocide of 2014 was not just an unprecedented humanitarian crisis but a defining
moment for the community’s fight for survival and justice. As ISIS (Da’esh) swept through
northern Iraq, the Yezidi people endured unspeakable atrocities: mass killings, enslavement,
sexual violence, and the destruction of sacred sites. These events exposed not only the
vulnerability of the Yezidis but also the failures of existing governance structures to protect and
support them. Ezidikhan Minister of Justice Nallein Sowilo, who witnessed the crisis unfold,
became a central figure in the efforts to address the community’s quest for justice and to chart a
path toward autonomy and recognition.

Reflections on the Early Days of the Yezidi Genocide



Minister Sowilo’s reflections on the early days of the genocide provide a deeply personal and
urgent perspective on the crisis. “My efforts started in 2014 during the early days of ISIS attacks
on Yezidis, Shabaks, Zoroastrians, and other indigenous peoples of Iraq,” she explained. While
stationed in Turkey, Sowilo quickly mobilized to connect with Yezidi leaders and assess the
community’s immediate and long-term needs. The urgency was clear: the Yezidi community
faced not only physical annihilation but also the erasure of their cultural identity.

In the immediate aftermath of the genocide, Sowilo began organizing on the ground in Iraq,
facilitating discussions among Yezidi leaders and indigenous communities about their future.
“Yezidi leaders requested autonomy and later independence of Ezidikhan from Iraq, Syria, and
Turkey,” she recalled. This plea reflected the widespread disillusionment with state actors who
had failed to protect the Yezidis and the growing realization that their survival depended on self-
governance and self-determination.

Failures of the Iraqi Government and the Kurdistan Regional Government

The response from the Iraqi government and the Kurdistan Regional Government (KRG) to the
Yezidi genocide further deepened the community’s sense of betrayal. While ISIS bore direct
responsibility for the atrocities, the withdrawal of Kurdish forces from Shingal just before the
ISIS assault left Yezidis defenseless. Survivors accused the KRG of complicity, alleging that
Kurdish forces blocked escape routes and, in some cases, provided material support to ISIS.
Investigations conducted by Ezidikhan later substantiated claims that Kurdish forces had
collaborated with ISIS elements in key moments leading up to the attack.

The Iragi government, meanwhile, demonstrated little commitment to addressing the aftermath
of the genocide. Despite initial pledges to support reconstruction and justice efforts, Baghdad’s
actions were mired in political infighting and a lack of urgency. Trials for ISIS members were
narrowly focused on terrorism charges, neglecting the broader crimes of genocide and cultural
destruction that defined the Yezidi experience. This selective approach to justice left survivors
disillusioned and reinforced the perception that neither the Iraqi state nor the Kurdish authorities
were interested in addressing the systemic targeting of the Yezidi community.

Minister Sowilo was outspoken about these failures. “Justice for Yezidis and other indigenous
tribes was being undermined by Western powers and their allies in Iraq and Kurdistan,” she
noted. The Yezidi community’s demands for justice, she argued, were being sidelined by
geopolitical considerations, with both Iraq and the KRG prioritizing control over resources and
political stability over accountability. These failures galvanized efforts to create an independent
framework that would bypass the limitations of state-centric systems.

Formation of the Ezidikhan Government and the Path to the NICT

Amid this backdrop of betrayal and inaction, the Yezidi leadership, with Sowilo at the forefront,
embarked on a transformative journey to establish Ezidikhan, an autonomous political entity that
would serve as a safe haven and a center for justice. “In the summer of 2016, | reached out to
Dr. Rudolph Ryser of the Center for World Indigenous Studies (CWIS) to help Ezidikhan build



an autonomous government complete with a legal system and tribunal,” Sowilo recounted.
These efforts culminated in the formation of the Provisional Government of Ezidikhan, which
was later formalized through a historic vote for independence in 2020.

The establishment of the Ezidikhan government was a landmark achievement for the Yezidis
and other indigenous communities in the region. It provided a political framework to assert their
rights, manage their resources, and pursue justice on their own terms. The Ezidikhan
government also ratified the International Covenant on the Rights of Indigenous Nations
(ICRIN), aligning its governance with global standards for indigenous autonomy and self-
determination. This step solidified Ezidikhan’s commitment to creating a legal system that
prioritized the needs and perspectives of its people and eventually placed Ezidikhan at the
forefront of extended regional alliances of indigenous nations and communities across the
Middle East and North Africa.

Early consultations with indigenous leaders played a pivotal role in shaping the government’s
vision. Recognizing that the Yezidis were not alone in their struggles, Ezidikhan reached out to
other indigenous nations across the Middle East, fostering solidarity and collaboration. This led
to the establishment of the 57-member nation Confederation of Indigenous Nations of the
Middle East and North Africa (CINMENA), a coalition dedicated to advancing the rights and
resilience of indigenous peoples in the region.

Central to Ezidikhan’s legal framework was the establishment of the Nations’ International
Criminal Tribunal (NICT), a groundbreaking initiative aimed at prosecuting crimes of genocide,
war crimes, and crimes against humanity. The tribunal was not merely a response to the Yezidi
genocide but a broader effort to address the systemic injustices faced by indigenous
communities worldwide. “We regard an international indigenous tribunal as the only option,”
Sowilo declared, highlighting the limitations of existing legal systems in delivering justice for
marginalized populations. By creating the NICT, Ezidikhan has positioned itself as a global
leader in reimagining justice for indigenous peoples, combining international legal standards
with the unique cultural and historical contexts of its constituents.

The path to the NICT and the Ezidikhan government has been one of resilience and innovation,
driven by a commitment to justice and autonomy. In the face of systemic failures and
geopolitical resistance, the Yezidis have carved out a new paradigm for governance and
accountability, setting an example for indigenous communities worldwide. Through these efforts,
Ezidikhan has not only honored the memory of those lost to genocide but also ensured that their
legacy will shape a future rooted in justice and self-determination.

Justice Paradigm Shift

The Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) embodies a radical shift in the pursuit of
justice for indigenous communities, particularly the Yezidis and other groups who have faced
genocidal campaigns and systemic violence. Its establishment reflects a profound response to
the inadequacies of conventional legal systems, which have too often failed to address atrocities
committed against marginalized populations. As Justice Minister Nallein Sowilo put it, “Justice
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for Yezidis and other indigenous tribes was being undermined by Western powers. The only
alternative was creating alternatives to the Western legal system.” This tribunal, a direct result of
that determination, is now a centerpiece for ensuring accountability and delivering justice in a
way that acknowledges the unique contexts and histories of its victims.

The NICT’s primary focus is on prosecuting crimes of genocide, war crimes, and crimes against
humanity. These are not abstract legal categories for the Yezidis but lived realities, as they
endured a meticulously planned campaign of extermination by ISIS in 2014. Thousands of men
were executed, women and girls were subjected to sexual slavery, and cultural landmarks were
systematically destroyed. Yet, as Minister Sowilo notes, justice for these crimes has been
largely neglected by global powers, who prioritized narrow strategic interests over
comprehensive accountability. This failure underscored the need for an indigenous-led tribunal
that could address the full spectrum of these atrocities, from individual acts of violence to the
overarching policies of cultural destruction.

Accountability

Beyond addressing individual acts of violence, the NICT is firmly grounded in the principles of
accountability for crimes that have far-reaching impacts on indigenous communities. The
tribunal seeks to address forced displacement, cultural erasure, and the use of sexual violence
as a weapon of war—all of which were central to ISIS’s campaign against the Yezidis. The
destruction of sacred sites, the enslavement of thousands, and the forced migration of entire
communities left a scar not only on the individuals affected but also on the cultural and spiritual
identity of the Yezidi people. As the tribunal prosecutes these crimes, it acknowledges that true
justice must also involve the restoration of cultural heritage and the rebuilding of social
cohesion. “The tribunal is not just about prosecuting those responsible,” Sowilo emphasized. “It
is about ensuring that the communities targeted for destruction can recover and thrive.”

A critical and distinguishing feature of the NICT is its ability to prosecute not just individuals but
also states, organizations, militias, and non-state actors. This reflects an understanding of the
complex nature of modern atrocities, where culpability often transcends national boundaries and
traditional hierarchies of power. ISIS, for example, was not merely a collection of individuals but
an organization with a structured hierarchy and logistical networks. Moreover, complicity
extended to state and regional actors who enabled or turned a blind eye to the violence.

Yezidi leaders have explicitly called out the Kurdistan Regional Government for its role in the
2014 attacks, alleging according to Sowilo, that Kurdish forces withdrew from Shingal just
before the ISIS assault and blocked escape routes for civilians. These claims highlight the
necessity of holding all actors accountable, regardless of their political or military affiliations.

The NICT’s broad jurisdiction allows it to tackle such complex cases, ensuring that justice is not
limited to the immediate perpetrators but extends to those who facilitated or benefited from the
atrocities. By focusing on systemic accountability, the tribunal aims to disrupt the cycles of
violence and impunity that have plagued indigenous communities for decades. This approach
also sends a powerful message to the international community: crimes against indigenous



peoples will no longer be overlooked or dismissed as collateral damage in broader geopolitical
conflicts.

The establishment of the NICT also underscores the inadequacies of existing international
institutions, such as the International Criminal Court (ICC), in addressing crimes against
indigenous populations. The ICC’s reliance on state cooperation has often left marginalized
groups without recourse, particularly when states themselves are implicated in the crimes. For
the Yezidis, this was painfully evident in the aftermath of the genocide, as justice was subsumed
under the political agendas of regional powers. “We knew that relying on Western systems
alone would not bring justice,” Sowilo stated. “The NICT is our response, a tribunal built on
indigenous autonomy and the needs of our people.”

Ultimately, the NICT is more than a court—it is a declaration of indigenous sovereignty and a
model for how justice can be reimagined to serve the most vulnerable. By prosecuting crimes of
genocide, war crimes, and crimes against humanity, and by addressing the broader principles of
accountability and systemic reform, the tribunal seeks to create a legal framework that is both
robust and inclusive. As Sowilo aptly puts it, “This tribunal is not just for the Yezidis. It is for all
who believe that justice must be shaped by those who understand the pain of its absence.” In
this way, the NICT stands not only as a beacon of hope for the Yezidis but as a transformative
force in the global pursuit of justice.

Challenges in Establishing the Nations' International Criminal Tribunal
(NICT)

The establishment of the Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) has been fraught with
challenges that underscore the entrenched barriers indigenous nations face when asserting
their sovereignty and seeking justice. For the Yezidis and the Ezidikhan Government, these
challenges have not only delayed the tribunal’s progress but have also revealed the geopolitical
and systemic resistance to indigenous-led initiatives. Central among these obstacles have been
the staunch opposition from the United States State Department, the diplomatic struggles with
regional governments, and the contentious status of Yezidi lands under Kurdish control.

One of the most significant hurdles in establishing the NICT has been the persistent opposition
from the US State Department. According to Ezidikhan Justice Minister Nallein Sowilo, efforts to
engage Iraq in early discussions about the tribunal’s framework were directly thwarted by the
US. “The US State Department told us directly at a meeting in 2018 with the Iraqi justice
minister that the US has its own policy toward Ezidikhan and any tribunal,” Sowilo explained.
This policy, driven by broader strategic interests, prioritized the stabilization of Iraq through
partnerships with the Kurdish Regional Government (KRG), often at the expense of Yezidi
autonomy and justice. The US openly opposed the Ezidikhan-led tribunal, fearing that it would
set a precedent for greater autonomy among indigenous tribes in the Middle East—a prospect
viewed as a potential threat to the region’s delicate power dynamics.

The US-backed Kurdistan government further complicated these efforts by leveraging its
political and military influence to undermine Ezidikhan’s initiatives. Yezidi leaders have long



accused the KRG of complicity in the 2014 ISIS attacks, alleging that Kurdish forces withdrew
from Shingal just before the assault, leaving civilians defenseless and cutting off their escape
routes. Despite these accusations, the US has continued to provide substantial financial and
military aid to the KRG, effectively sidelining the Yezidi calls for accountability. “The US plan
called for Iraq to allow Shingal to return to the Kurdistan government as an administrative area
in partnership with the Iraqgi government,” Sowilo recounted. This policy ignored Yezidi demands
for an autonomous region, further entrenching the marginalization of their community and
delaying the tribunal’s progress.

Diplomatic relations with the Iraqi government presented additional challenges. While initial talks
with Iraq on the tribunal’s charter showed promise, they ultimately stalled due to Irag’s
reluctance to legitimize Ezidikhan’s autonomy. According to Sowilo, “The Iragi government
stopped all talks on [the Memorandum of Understanding] for NICT,” a decision influenced in
part by US pressures to prioritize existing agreements with the Kurdish government. This lack of
genuine engagement left the Ezidikhan Government with little choice but to seek alternative
paths to justice, including presenting the NICT framework to international bodies such as the
United Nations.

A central point of contention in these diplomatic struggles has been the status of Yezidi lands,
which remain under the occupation of the Kurdish government. For decades, the KRG has
pursued policies aimed at consolidating control over resource-rich areas like Shingal, often at
the expense of the indigenous Yezidi population. This occupation, supported by US military aid,
has not only displaced thousands of Yezidis but has also enabled the exploitation of natural
resources on their ancestral lands.

“In 2014, Kurdish troops quietly withdrew from the area, but positioned tanks to block the main
escape routes of the city and fired upon any Yezidi who attempted to leave,” Sowilo revealed,
highlighting the complicity of Kurdish forces in the systematic targeting of Yezidi communities.
Such actions have further eroded trust between the Yezidis and regional governments, making
diplomatic negotiations exceedingly difficult.

The resistance to the tribunal also reflects a broader unwillingness among regional powers to
acknowledge the historical and ongoing injustices faced by indigenous communities. The
Kurdistan government, for instance, has actively worked to suppress Yezidi identity and
autonomy, implementing policies that restrict their ability to claim their heritage and control their
lands. From the forced displacement of Yezidis to the destruction of sacred sites, the KRG has
sought to integrate Yezidi territories into its broader territorial ambitions, often under the guise of
development or security initiatives. This systematic pattern of marginalization has been a key
driver behind the Ezidikhan Government’s decision to pursue the NICT independently of state-
led processes.

Despite these formidable challenges, the Ezidikhan Government has remained resolute in its
pursuit of justice. Recognizing the limitations of regional diplomacy, the government has turned
to international advocacy, building alliances with other indigenous nations and engaging with
supportive states to ratify the NICT charter. These efforts underscore the tribunal’s broader



significance as a symbol of indigenous resilience and a challenge to the status quo. “The
biggest issue we have faced is with the Kurdistan government and US government funding and
supporting the Kurdistan government,” says Sowilo. Yet, she emphasized that these obstacles
have only strengthened Ezidikhan’s resolve to see the tribunal established, offering a pathway
to justice not only for the Yezidis but for all marginalized communities in the region.

The NICT’s journey has been one of perseverance against immense odds. Its establishment
reflects the determination of the Ezidikhan Government to overcome the geopolitical barriers
that have historically silenced indigenous voices. By challenging the hegemony of powerful
states and regional actors, the tribunal stands as a testament to the Yezidi people’s unwavering
commitment to justice, autonomy, and the recognition of their rightful place in the international
legal order.

Global Alliances for Justice

The mission of the Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) extends beyond the
immediate goal of prosecuting crimes against the Yezidis and other indigenous groups. It also
encompasses a broader vision of building an international framework for justice that is inclusive,
representative, and capable of addressing the unique challenges faced by marginalized
communities. Recognizing the inherent limitations of pursuing justice within a single nation's
boundaries, the Ezidikhan Government has actively sought to build alliances with international
bodies, other nations, and indigenous groups across the Middle East and beyond. These efforts
not only reinforce the legitimacy of the NICT but also highlight the universal significance of its
mission.

A cornerstone of Ezidikhan’s strategy has been its outreach to other indigenous nations,
fostering solidarity among communities that share a history of persecution and a commitment to
self-determination. In 2016, Sowilo played a pivotal role in the formation of the Confederation
of Indigenous Nations of the Middle East and North Africa (CINMENA), bringing together
tribes and communities as diverse as the Shabaks, Zoroastrians, Mandaeans, Kurds, and
Ahwaz. This coalition provides a platform for indigenous groups to collaborate on issues ranging
from cultural preservation to political autonomy. As Sowilo explains, “We reached out to
indigenous nations across the Middle East and Africa to establish the Confederation, showing
that our struggle is not isolated. It is part of a broader movement for indigenous rights and
justice.”

The Ezidikhan Government’s outreach efforts have not been confined to regional alliances.
Recognizing the importance of international recognition and support, it has engaged with a
diverse array of states and organizations. Notably, Armenia has emerged as a key partner, with
its historical experience of genocide and its commitment to justice for marginalized groups
creating a strong basis for collaboration. Armenia’s support has been instrumental in promoting
the NICT’s objectives on the global stage, particularly in advocating for the recognition of
Universal Jurisdiction over crimes such as genocide and crimes against humanity.



The principle of Universal Jurisdiction is central to the NICT’s mission, as it allows the tribunal to
prosecute crimes that transcend national boundaries and involve perpetrators who may
otherwise evade accountability. By asserting this principle, the NICT positions itself as a global
institution capable of addressing systemic injustices that affect indigenous communities
worldwide.

This approach has garnered the attention of international bodies, including the United Nations,
which Ezidikhan has actively lobbied to support the tribunal. “Starting in 2023, we reopened
talks with the Iraq government and also presented the NICT charter to the UN,” Sowilo noted,
emphasizing the importance of securing international recognition for the tribunal’s legal
framework.

Ezidikhan'’s efforts to build international support also underscore the interconnectedness of
indigenous struggles and the need for a united front in addressing systemic oppression. By
engaging with nation states such as Jordan, Barbados, and India, as well as forging ties with
indigenous communities globally, the NICT demonstrates that its mission is not confined to the
Middle East. Instead, it aims to establish a precedent for how indigenous nations can assert
their rights within the global legal order.

The role of international cooperation in advancing the NICT’s mission cannot be overstated.
Partnerships with sympathetic nations and organizations provide critical resources, legitimacy,
and platforms for advocacy. They also create opportunities for knowledge exchange, allowing
the NICT to draw on best practices from other justice initiatives while sharing its innovative
approach to prosecuting crimes against indigenous peoples. This reciprocal relationship
enhances the tribunal’s capacity to deliver justice and strengthens its position as a model for
inclusive international law.

Moreover, the NICT’s emphasis on Universal Jurisdiction highlights the global implications of its
work. By prosecuting crimes such as genocide, war crimes, and cultural destruction, the tribunal
not only seeks justice for its immediate constituents but also challenges the broader structures
that perpetuate impunity for these crimes. It asserts that the protection of indigenous
communities and their rights is a matter of international concern, requiring collective action and
accountability.

Through its efforts to garner support from international bodies and foster cooperation with
nations like Armenia, Ezidikhan has demonstrated a sophisticated understanding of the
geopolitical landscape and the necessity of alliances in achieving its goals. These efforts are not
merely diplomatic strategies; they are integral to the NICT’s mission of creating a justice system
that is both effective and inclusive. As Sowilo puts it, “The NICT is not just for Ezidikhan or the
Yezidis. It is a tribunal for all who believe that the right to justice is universal and that no one, no
matter how marginalized, should be excluded from it.”

The NICT’s mission, therefore, is not confined to addressing the past; it is about shaping the
future of international justice. By building a coalition of states, indigenous nations, and
international organizations, the tribunal seeks to establish a lasting legacy—a framework that



ensures that the rights of the most vulnerable are upheld and that the voices of the historically
silenced are finally heard. In this way, the NICT embodies a transformative vision of justice, one
that transcends borders and affirms the shared humanity of all peoples.

Legal Framework of the NICT

The Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) stands as a beacon of transformative justice,
blending global legal principles with the cultural and historical realities of indigenous peoples. Its
legal framework is a testament to the innovative efforts of the Ezidikhan Government to address
crimes that have historically gone unpunished. Rooted in the NICT Charter, the tribunal’s
structure reflects a commitment to Universal Jurisdiction, complementarity with international
legal systems, and a nuanced integration of Ezidikhan’s traditional legal practices.

At the heart of the NICT’s legal framework is its assertion of Universal Jurisdiction, a principle
that empowers the tribunal to prosecute crimes of global concern regardless of where they
occur or the nationality of the perpetrators. This principle is particularly significant for crimes like
genocide and war crimes, which often involve perpetrators who evade accountability due to the
complexities of national and regional politics. By embracing Universal Jurisdiction, the NICT
ensures that no individual or entity can escape justice by exploiting gaps in state-based legal
systems.

The NICT’s legal framework is designed to operate in complementarity with existing
international mechanisms, particularly the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court
(ICC). While the ICC remains a critical institution for prosecuting crimes against humanity, its
limitations—such as its reliance on state referrals and jurisdictional constraints—have left
significant gaps in accountability. The NICT addresses these gaps by extending its jurisdiction
to include crimes and contexts that the ICC cannot adequately address, such as crimes
committed by non-state actors like ISIS. As Ezidikhan Justice Minister Nallein Sowilo has
observed, “When the ICC could not act, and the governments in power ignored our pleas, we
had no choice but to create our own path to justice.”

The complementarity between the NICT and the ICC also reflects the tribunal’s commitment to
upholding international legal standards while providing a platform for cases that align with its
mandate. This relationship ensures that the NICT operates within the broader framework of
international law, enhancing its legitimacy and effectiveness in delivering justice.

Defining Jurisdiction: Genocide, Ecocide, and Gender-Based Violence

The NICT’s legal code is expansive, addressing a range of crimes that disproportionately affect
indigenous communities. Its jurisdiction includes genocide, war crimes, crimes against
humanity, ecocide, and gender-based violence, reflecting the tribunal’s holistic approach to
justice.

Genocide is a central focus of the NICT’s mandate, given the atrocities committed against the
Yezidis and other indigenous groups in recent history. The tribunal defines genocide not only as
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the physical extermination of a group but also as acts aimed at erasing cultural and religious
identities, such as the destruction of sacred sites and forced assimilation. This expanded
definition acknowledges the unique ways in which indigenous communities are targeted,
ensuring that justice encompasses the full scope of harm inflicted upon them.

The inclusion of ecocide—defined as the deliberate destruction of ecosystems and natural
resources critical to the survival of indigenous peoples—is another groundbreaking aspect of
the NICT’s jurisdiction. This reflects the deep connection between indigenous communities and
their environment, recognizing that attacks on the land are also attacks on their cultural and
spiritual identities. By prosecuting ecocide, the tribunal affirms the rights of indigenous peoples
to protect their ancestral lands and resources from exploitation and destruction.

Gender-based violence is also explicitly addressed within the NICT’s legal framework. The
tribunal recognizes that acts such as sexual slavery, forced marriages, and other forms of
gendered violence are not incidental to conflict but are often used as deliberate strategies to
destabilize and destroy communities. The inclusion of gender-based violence in the NICT’s
mandate ensures that these crimes are prosecuted with the seriousness they deserve, providing
a pathway for survivors to seek justice and healing.

Integrating Traditional Legal Systems with International Law

One of the NICT’s most distinctive features is its integration of Ezidikhan’s traditional legal
systems with international legal standards. This approach reflects the tribunal’s commitment to
honor the cultural values and practices of indigenous peoples while ensuring compliance with
globally recognized principles of justice.

Ezidikhan's traditional legal systems, rooted in Yezidi customs and communal decision-making,
prioritize restorative justice and reconciliation. These principles are woven into the NICT’s
procedures, creating a hybrid model that balances accountability with the need to repair the
social and cultural fabric of affected communities. For example, the tribunal incorporates
traditional practices such as truth-telling ceremonies and community-led reparations, ensuring
that justice is both meaningful and culturally resonant.

This interaction between traditional and international law also extends to the tribunal’s
governance and operations. Indigenous leaders play a central role in shaping the NICT’s
policies and priorities, ensuring that the tribunal reflects the perspectives and needs of the
communities it serves. At the same time, the tribunal adheres to international standards of due
process and impartiality, enhancing its credibility and effectiveness.

Unique Approach to Prosecuting Crimes

The NICT’s legal framework represents a unique approach to prosecuting crimes against
indigenous peoples. By asserting Universal Jurisdiction, defining its mandate broadly to include
crimes like ecocide and gender-based violence, and integrating traditional legal systems, the
tribunal offers a model for how justice can be reimagined to serve the needs of marginalized
communities. As Minister Sowilo sums it up, “The NICT is not just a response to the past; itis a



vision for the future—one where justice is shaped by those who have suffered most deeply from
its absence.”

Through its innovative legal framework, the NICT not only addresses the immediate need for
accountability but also establishes a foundation for long-term justice and resilience. By bridging
the gap between traditional practices and international law, the tribunal affirms the right of
indigenous peoples to define and pursue justice on their own terms, setting a precedent for
transformative legal systems worldwide.

International Recognition and Challenges Ahead

The establishment of the Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) is a bold assertion of
indigenous sovereignty and a powerful response to the failures of traditional justice systems.
However, its ambitious mission faces significant hurdles in gaining international recognition and
overcoming entrenched geopolitical barriers. The road ahead is fraught with challenges,
particularly the lack of formal recognition from influential international players, resistance from
regional powers, and the persistent interference of foreign governments pursuing their own
strategic interests.

The NICT’s legitimacy as a tribunal is deeply tied to its ability to secure formal recognition from
the international community, yet this has proven to be a formidable obstacle. Many global
powers remain hesitant to endorse indigenous-led initiatives that challenge existing state-centric
frameworks. The tribunal’s origins as a creation of the Ezidikhan Government—a political entity
seeking autonomy for the Yezidis and other indigenous peoples—place it in direct opposition to
the interests of Irag and the Kurdistan Regional Government (KRG). Both governments have
consistently resisted acknowledging the tribunal, perceiving it as a threat to their territorial and
political authority.

The Iraqi government, already struggling with political instability and internal divisions, has
demonstrated little interest in engaging with the NICT. Despite early discussions about a
Memorandum of Understanding, Baghdad ultimately disengaged, influenced by pressures from
foreign allies and its own reluctance to legitimize Ezidikhan’s autonomy. For Iraq, recognizing
the tribunal would require an acknowledgment of its own failures to protect the Yezidis during
the 2014 genocide and to deliver justice in its aftermath. Such recognition could expose the
government to international scrutiny and weaken its claim to sovereignty over disputed
territories like Shingal.

Similarly, the Kurdish Regional Government has actively opposed the NICT, seeing it as a direct
challenge to its control over areas historically inhabited by the Yezidis. The KRG’s ambition to
integrate these territories into its broader political framework has often come at the expense of
the Yezidi community. Efforts by Ezidikhan to establish the tribunal and seek accountability for
the KRG'’s alleged complicity in the 2014 atrocities have further strained relations. The KRG’s
resistance underscores a broader unwillingness among regional powers to acknowledge the
systemic targeting of indigenous communities and their demands for justice and autonomy.



This lack of formal recognition from both regional and international actors has limited the NICT’s
ability to secure the resources, partnerships, and platforms necessary for its operations. Without
endorsements from major global institutions like the United Nations or key state actors, the
tribunal faces an uphill battle in establishing itself as a credible and authoritative body in the
international legal landscape.

Political and Military Interference from Foreign Powers

The challenges facing the NICT are compounded by the political and military interference of
foreign powers, particularly the United States. The US has long been a dominant player in Iraq
and the Kurdish region, providing substantial financial and military support to the KRG as part of
its broader strategy for stabilizing the region. This support has emboldened the Kurdish
government in its efforts to consolidate control over disputed territories, including those
historically inhabited by the Yezidis.

Ezidikhan Justice Minister Nallein Sowilo has been vocal about the detrimental impact of US
policies on the Yezidi community. “The biggest issue we have faced is with the Kurdistan
government and US government funding and supporting the Kurdistan government,” she says.
In 2014, the withdrawal of Kurdish forces from Shingal, coupled with their subsequent blocking
of escape routes for fleeing Yezidis, left the community vulnerable to ISIS attacks. Despite these
actions, the US has continued to back the KRG, undermining efforts to hold it accountable and
to establish Ezidikhan’s autonomy.

US opposition to the NICT has been a recurring theme in Ezidikhan’s diplomatic struggles. The
State Department has reportedly discouraged Iraq and other nations from engaging with the
tribunal, viewing it as a destabilizing force in an already fragile region. This opposition is rooted
in a broader reluctance to support indigenous-led initiatives that challenge existing political
arrangements. By prioritizing its strategic alliance with the KRG, the US has effectively sidelined
the Yezidi community’s calls for justice and self-determination.

The political interference of other foreign powers, including Turkey and Iran, further complicates
the NICT’s quest for recognition. Both nations have vested interests in preventing the rise of
autonomous entities like Ezidikhan, fearing that such developments could inspire similar
movements among their own minority populations. Turkey’s military operations in northern Iraq,
ostensibly targeting Kurdish militants, have also impacted Yezidi territories, exacerbating the
community’s displacement and undermining their claims to ancestral lands. These actions
highlight the broader geopolitical dynamics that continue to obstruct the NICT’s mission.

Navigating the Path Forward

Despite these challenges, the NICT remains steadfast in its pursuit of justice for the Yezidis and
other indigenous communities. The tribunal’s leadership recognizes that securing international
recognition will require a multifaceted approach, including forging alliances with sympathetic
nations, engaging with non-state actors, and leveraging the growing global awareness of
indigenous rights. The tribunal’s emphasis on Universal Jurisdiction and its alignment with



international legal standards provide a strong foundation for building legitimacy and expanding
its influence.

The barriers to international support and the interference of foreign powers underscore the
complexities of achieving justice in a deeply politicized landscape. Yet, they also highlight the
resilience and determination of the Ezidikhan Government and the NICT’s leadership. By
challenging the status quo and asserting the right of indigenous peoples to define their own path
to justice, the NICT represents a transformative vision for the future—one that demands
accountability not just from perpetrators of crimes but also from the systems that enable and
sustain their impunity.

Strategic Diplomacy and Global Engagement

Recognizing the significant barriers to formal recognition and the geopolitical challenges of
pursuing justice, the Ezidikhan Government has employed a proactive and strategic approach to
diplomacy. The establishment of the Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) is not
merely an internal initiative; it is a global call to action that requires the support of states,
international organizations, and civil society. By focusing on building relationships with nations
that acknowledge historical and ongoing injustices and engaging with countries that champion
Universal Jurisdiction, Ezidikhan has crafted a diplomatic strategy aimed at legitimizing and
operationalizing the NICT.

One of Ezidikhan’s primary diplomatic objectives has been to align itself with global powers that
recognize the unique plight of the Yezidis and other indigenous communities. These
relationships are essential not only for the tribunal’s formal recognition but also for generating
the political and financial support necessary to sustain its operations. Nations with a historical
commitment to addressing human rights violations, such as Germany, Armenia, and Canada,
have been key targets of Ezidikhan’s outreach.

Germany, which has been a vocal advocate for justice in the wake of the Yezidi genocide, has
already demonstrated its commitment by prosecuting former ISIS members under its laws
addressing crimes against humanity. These efforts reflect an understanding of the systemic
nature of the atrocities and the importance of addressing them within a global framework.
Ezidikhan has sought to expand on this momentum by engaging German policymakers and
human rights organizations to endorse the NICT and its principles of Universal Jurisdiction.

Armenia, with its own historical experience of genocide, has emerged as a particularly strong
ally. Its leadership understands the long-term implications of failing to address systemic
atrocities and has actively supported efforts to highlight the cultural and spiritual dimensions of
genocide. Armenia’s backing of Ezidikhan’s initiatives lends credibility to the NICT’s claim to
represent not only the Yezidis but also broader indigenous struggles for recognition and justice.
This partnership also reinforces the tribunal’s emphasis on cultural preservation as an integral
part of its legal framework.



Canada, with its history of addressing indigenous rights and reconciliation, has also shown
interest in Ezidikhan'’s initiatives. The Ezidikhan Government has engaged Canadian
policymakers to advocate for indigenous self-determination in international forums, emphasizing
the NICT as a model for addressing crimes against indigenous populations globally.

Outreach to Countries with Universal Jurisdiction

A cornerstone of Ezidikhan’s diplomatic strategy has been outreach to countries with legal
systems that recognize Universal Jurisdiction. Universal jurisdiction allows states to prosecute
certain grave crimes, such as genocide and crimes against humanity, regardless of where they
were committed or the nationality of the perpetrators. This principle aligns closely with the
NICT’s mandate and provides an avenue for collaboration with nations that share its
commitment to global justice.

Argentina and France have been key targets of this outreach. Argentina, with its legacy of
holding military officials accountable for crimes committed during the country’s dictatorship, has
demonstrated the effectiveness of Universal Jurisdiction in pursuing justice for systemic
atrocities. Its willingness to prosecute foreign perpetrators of human rights abuses has
positioned it as a natural ally for the NICT. Ezidikhan has engaged with Argentine legal experts
and human rights organizations to explore opportunities for mutual support, including the
sharing of legal expertise and case precedents that can inform the tribunal’s operations.

France, a long-standing proponent of Universal Jurisdiction and a signatory to the Rome Statute
of the International Criminal Court, offers another critical partnership opportunity. French courts
have historically been active in prosecuting international crimes, particularly those involving
mass atrocities and systemic human rights violations. Ezidikhan has worked to engage French
lawmakers and legal institutions, emphasizing the tribunal’s alignment with France’s
commitment to global justice and its unique focus on the crimes perpetrated against indigenous
communities.

In addition to these nations, Ezidikhan has sought to build relationships with global
organizations such as the International Commission of Jurists and the World Indigenous
Peoples Tribunal. These partnerships aim to amplify the NICT’s message and secure the
technical and logistical support needed to advance its mission.

The Importance of Global Engagement

Ezidikhan’s outreach efforts are not only about securing recognition and resources; they are
also about fostering a global understanding of the systemic nature of the crimes the NICT seeks
to address. The Yezidi genocide and the broader targeting of indigenous communities are not
isolated incidents but manifestations of a global pattern of marginalization and cultural erasure.
By engaging with nations and organizations that recognize this reality, Ezidikhan is building a
coalition of allies who share its vision of justice.

This global engagement also serves to challenge the dominance of state-centric legal
frameworks, which have historically excluded indigenous perspectives. By positioning the NICT



as a model for inclusive and culturally sensitive justice, Ezidikhan is advocating for a
transformation in how the international community addresses crimes against marginalized
populations. As Minister of Justice Nallein Sowilo sees it, “The NICT is not just for Ezidikhan or
the Yezidis.”

Through its strategic diplomacy and global engagement, Ezidikhan is laying the groundwork for
the NICT to become a recognized and respected institution in the international legal landscape.
By forging alliances with nations that champion Universal Jurisdiction and human rights, the
tribunal is moving closer to realizing its vision of justice that transcends borders and prioritizes
the voices of the oppressed. In doing so, it not only addresses the specific injustices faced by
the Yezidis but also sets a powerful precedent for how indigenous-led initiatives can reshape
global justice.

The Role of the United Nations and International Organizations in
Supporting the NICT

The Nations’ International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) is not only a legal instrument for addressing
grave crimes against Yezidis and other indigenous peoples but also a political statement about
the rights and sovereignty of marginalized communities. Central to the success of the tribunal is
the engagement and support of international organizations, particularly the United Nations and
the International Criminal Court (ICC). Ezidikhan’s leadership, including Justice Minister Nallein
Sowilo, has consistently called on these global entities to play an active role in recognizing
Ezidikhan’s sovereignty, protecting indigenous populations, and ensuring accountability for
crimes committed against them.

Calls for UN Support and the Recognition of Ezidikhan’s Sovereignty

Ezidikhan’s relationship with the United Nations is a cornerstone of its strategy for gaining
international legitimacy. In her statements, Minister Sowilo emphasizes the importance of the
UN in validating the sovereignty of the Ezidikhan Government and advocating for the
establishment of protected areas for indigenous communities. “The UN has the moral and legal
responsibility to support indigenous nations like Ezidikhan in their pursuit of justice and self-
determination,” she says, highlighting the UN’s role as a guarantor of global human rights and
justice.

The Ezidikhan Government has repeatedly petitioned the UN to recognize its sovereignty as a
protective measure for Yezidis and other indigenous groups in the region. This recognition is
critical for enabling Ezidikhan to assert its rights over disputed territories like Shingal, which
have historically been sites of conflict and exploitation. Without such recognition, the Yezidis
remain vulnerable to political manipulation and occupation by regional powers, including the
Kurdish Regional Government and Iraq.

In addition to sovereignty, Ezidikhan has advocated for the UN to support the establishment of
protected areas for indigenous populations. These zones would serve as safe havens where
displaced communities can rebuild their lives without fear of persecution. The concept of



protected areas is particularly relevant in the context of ongoing military operations and
geopolitical tensions in northern Iraq, where indigenous lands are often treated as collateral
damage in broader conflicts. Minister Sowilo underscored this need, stating, “Our people
deserve a guarantee of safety, a place where they can live without the threat of violence or
displacement. The UN'’s support is essential to making this a reality.”

Collaboration with the ICC and Other Justice Mechanisms

While Ezidikhan has established the NICT as an independent tribunal, its leaders recognize the
value of collaboration with existing international mechanisms like the ICC. The ICC, as the
world’s foremost institution for prosecuting crimes of genocide, war crimes, and crimes against
humanity, offers a complementary pathway for ensuring accountability for the atrocities
committed against Yezidis and other indigenous peoples.

Ezidikhan’s strategy includes seeking ICC support for cases that fall within its jurisdiction,
particularly those involving transnational networks of perpetrators, such as ISIS members who
operated across borders. By aligning with the ICC, the NICT can strengthen its own legal
foundation while addressing the limitations of both systems. For example, the ICC’s ability to
prosecute individuals who are beyond the reach of Ezidikhan’s jurisdiction could complement
the NICT’s focus on crimes affecting indigenous communities. “We are not in competition with
the ICC,” Sowilo explains. “Our tribunal is designed to address gaps, not to replace existing
mechanisms. Collaboration is key to achieving justice.”

Beyond the ICC, Ezidikhan has also engaged with international human rights organizations and
regional legal networks to amplify its efforts. Organizations like the International Commission of
Jurists and the World Indigenous Peoples Tribunal have provided technical expertise and
advocacy, helping to frame the NICT as a legitimate and innovative justice mechanism. These
partnerships enable Ezidikhan to tap into global networks of legal and human rights
professionals, bolstering its capacity to investigate and prosecute crimes.

The Broader Role of International Organizations

The engagement of the UN and the ICC represents more than just logistical support; it reflects
the broader mission of integrating indigenous-led initiatives into the global legal and political
order. The NICT, by its very existence, challenges the traditional state-centric model of
international law, asserting that indigenous nations have a right to define and pursue justice on
their own terms. The role of international organizations, therefore, is not only to assist in the
tribunal’s operations but also to affirm its legitimacy as a voice for marginalized peoples.

The UN'’s potential involvement in recognizing Ezidikhan’s sovereignty and supporting the NICT
could also set a powerful precedent for other indigenous movements worldwide. It would signal
that the international community is willing to support indigenous-led governance and justice
systems, paving the way for broader reforms in how global institutions engage with non-state
actors. Similarly, collaboration with the ICC would demonstrate that indigenous tribunals can



operate in harmony with existing international mechanisms, creating a model for how such
systems can complement one another.

A Call to Action

The role of the UN, the ICC, and other international organizations is crucial for ensuring that the
NICT fulfills its mission of justice and accountability. By supporting Ezidikhan’s calls for
sovereignty, protected areas, and collaboration, these entities have the opportunity to advance
the principles of human rights and self-determination on a global scale. As Minister Sowilo says,
“This is not just about Ezidikhan or the Yezidis. It is about showing the world that justice can—
and must—be inclusive, that the voices of the oppressed can shape the systems that have
failed them for so long.”

The success of the NICT depends on the willingness of international organizations to rise to this
challenge. Their involvement is not just a matter of logistics but a profound affirmation of the
right of all peoples to seek justice, regardless of their political or cultural status. Through their
support, the UN and other bodies can help to transform the NICT from a regional initiative into a
global force for accountability, ensuring that the lessons of the Yezidi genocide are never
forgotten and that justice becomes a reality for all marginalized communities.

Ezidikhan’s Path Forward

The Nations' International Criminal Tribunal (NICT) is more than a justice mechanism; it is a
declaration of resilience, self-determination, and hope for the Yezidis and other indigenous
peoples. As Ezidikhan moves forward, the NICT embodies a groundbreaking model of
indigenous legal sovereignty in a region where traditional state-centric systems have
consistently failed to protect marginalized communities. The tribunal not only seeks justice for
past atrocities but also lays the foundation for a future where indigenous nations are
empowered to define their own destinies within the global legal framework.

A New Model for Indigenous Self-Determination and Legal Sovereignty

The NICT’s creation is a bold assertion of Ezidikhan’s right to govern its affairs and seek justice
on its terms. In a region where indigenous peoples have been systematically marginalized, the
tribunal offers a revolutionary model for addressing the unique needs and challenges of these
communities. Unlike traditional legal systems that often exclude indigenous voices or reduce
their experiences to secondary considerations, the NICT places indigenous sovereignty at its
core. It integrates customary legal principles with international standards, creating a hybrid
framework that respects cultural traditions while ensuring compliance with global norms.

This approach underscores a critical shift in the pursuit of justice: the recognition that
indigenous communities are not merely subjects of law but active agents in shaping it. For the
Yezidis, this means reclaiming control over narratives of suffering, justice, and healing, and
asserting their rights in a world that has too often ignored their plight. The NICT’s establishment
by the Ezidikhan Government is a testament to the belief that indigenous nations can—and



must—Ilead the way in addressing crimes committed against them. As Ezidikhan Justice
Minister Nallein Sowilo has stated, “The NICT is not just about the past; it is about showing that
indigenous peoples have the strength and the vision to create their own systems of justice.”

This model of self-determination challenges the long-standing dominance of state-centric
frameworks that have historically excluded indigenous perspectives. By asserting Universal
Jurisdiction and establishing itself as an independent legal entity, the NICT defies the notion that
justice must flow through the corridors of nation-states. It sets a precedent for indigenous
nations to assert their sovereignty, not as an exception to global norms but as an integral part of
them.

Accountability in Post-Conflict Societies

The NICT’s significance extends far beyond Ezidikhan and the Yezidis. Its innovative approach
to justice has the potential to inspire other indigenous nations and post-conflict societies around
the globe. By demonstrating that marginalized communities can take the lead in prosecuting
crimes committed against them, the tribunal offers a powerful blueprint for how accountability
can be achieved in even the most challenging contexts.

For indigenous nations worldwide, the NICT represents a pathway to reclaim agency in the
aftermath of violence and oppression. Whether addressing historical injustices, ongoing
violations, or the impacts of climate-related displacement, the principles underpinning the
tribunal can be adapted to diverse contexts. Its inclusion of crimes such as ecocide and
culturcide acknowledges the unique vulnerabilities of indigenous peoples, offering a legal
framework that recognizes the interconnectedness of land, culture, and identity.

The tribunal’s potential to influence post-conflict societies is equally profound. In regions
recovering from mass violence, the NICT’s emphasis on restorative justice, cultural
preservation, and victim-led processes offers an alternative to conventional systems that often
prioritize state-building over community healing. By placing survivors at the center of its work
and integrating traditional legal practices, the NICT demonstrates how justice can be both
inclusive and transformative.

Moreover, the tribunal’s assertion of Universal Jurisdiction challenges the global community to
rethink its approach to accountability. It calls on states, international organizations, and legal
institutions to recognize that justice is not confined by borders or political considerations. In
doing so, the NICT encourages a more equitable and inclusive international legal order, one that
values the experiences and contributions of indigenous peoples as essential to the pursuit of
global justice.

Toward a Just and Inclusive Future

As Ezidikhan moves forward, its vision for the NICT is clear: to create a world where indigenous
nations have the tools and the authority to address crimes against their people, to protect their
lands and cultures, and to ensure that the lessons of the past guide a more just future. This



vision is not limited to the Yezidis or the Middle East; it is a call to action for all marginalized
communities to reclaim their rights and reshape the systems that have failed them.

The NICT stands as a beacon of hope, a symbol of what is possible when resilience meets
innovation and when justice is guided by those who have suffered its absence. For Ezidikhan,
the tribunal is not just a response to genocide—it is a testament to the enduring strength of the
Yezidi people and their determination to build a future rooted in dignity and justice. For the
world, it is an invitation to join in the work of creating a more inclusive, equitable, and
accountable international system.

As the NICT gains momentum, its impact will not be measured solely by the cases it prosecutes
but by the precedent it sets and the change it inspires. In its bold vision and unwavering
commitment, Ezidikhan is charting a path forward—not just for itself but for all who seek justice
in the face of systemic oppression.

A Call for Justice, Healing, and Global Solidarity

The ongoing efforts of the Ezidikhan Government and its legal system represent a historic shift
in the global pursuit of justice for indigenous peoples. By establishing the Nations' International
Criminal Tribunal (NICT), Ezidikhan has created a pioneering framework that not only
prosecutes grave crimes but also prioritizes healing, reconciliation, and the restoration of
cultural and social harmony. This approach reflects the deep understanding that justice for
indigenous communities must go beyond punitive measures—it must address the systemic
harm inflicted upon their lands, cultures, and identities.

The Ezidikhan Government’s vision for the NICT is profoundly tied to the principles of
restorative justice. Central to this is the belief that healing and reconciliation are inseparable
from accountability. For the Yezidis and other indigenous peoples of the region, the trauma of
genocide and systemic violence is compounded by the loss of cultural heritage and ancestral
lands. The NICT’s work seeks to rebuild what was destroyed, offering survivors a path forward
while ensuring that their stories and experiences are honored. This holistic vision of justice
underscores Ezidikhan’s commitment to protecting the rights of indigenous peoples and
safeguarding their futures against further violations.

As Ezidikhan continues its journey, it faces significant challenges from regional powers and
geopolitical forces resistant to indigenous sovereignty. Yet, the government’s determination to
assert its autonomy and the strength of the NICT’s legal framework signal a transformative
moment for indigenous rights worldwide. The tribunal is not just an instrument of justice—it is a
declaration of resilience and a model for how marginalized communities can reclaim agency in
the face of systemic oppression.

The international community has a crucial role to play in supporting this groundbreaking effort.
The crimes committed against the Yezidis and other indigenous peoples are not confined to
history or geography—they represent a global failure to protect the most vulnerable. Supporting
the NICT is an opportunity to rectify that failure and to ensure that such atrocities are never



repeated. The world must recognize that justice for indigenous nations is inseparable from the
broader pursuit of human rights and accountability.

This is a call to states, organizations, and individuals across the globe: to endorse Ezidikhan's
efforts, to advocate for the recognition of its sovereignty, and to collaborate in holding
perpetrators accountable. The NICT stands as a beacon of what justice can achieve when it is
guided by those who have suffered its absence. It is a model for addressing the gaps in
traditional legal systems and a testament to the enduring strength and resilience of indigenous
communities.

Through healing, reconciliation, and a relentless pursuit of justice, the NICT is rewriting the
narrative of what is possible for indigenous nations. By supporting this tribunal, the international
community has the chance to stand on the right side of history, ensuring that the crimes of the
past serve as lessons for building a future where no voice is silenced, and no nation is forgotten.
The time to act is now—for Ezidikhan, for the Yezidis, and for indigenous peoples everywhere.



