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The 2025 RICEVE Study Day, organized in col laboration with CREG 
(Research Center on the Experience of War at the Université l ibre 
de Bruxel les), seeks to explore the act of judging, not through a 
s t r i c t l y l ega l l ens—unders tood as a p rocess o f no r ma t i ve 
product ion—but th rough the l i ved exper ience and pract ica l 
enactment of judgment. Today, extreme violence is judged not only 
by legal inst i tut ions, whether national or international, but also by 
the media , publ ic op in ion, v ic t ims… and perhaps even by 
researchers themselves. Par t icipating in a tr ial—as a lawyer, 
judge, witness, vict im, or interpreter—is a singular and personal 
experience that must be considered when analyzing the making of 
law. This experience has signif icant consequences—not only for 
those who l ive through i t ,  but also for the very process of judging, 
in the legal sense. Listening to individuals speak about this 
experience is therefore essential.  In this perspective, responses to 
mass crimes are understood as social constructions: any analysis 
of social factors must take individual actions into account, since 
the effectiveness of a social construction depends on how it  is 
received by individuals. Experience reveals as much about people 
as i t  does about the functioning of the penal system.  

These l ived experiences of judgment are at the hear t of the 2025 
RICEVE-CREG Study Day, which wil l  bring together professionals, 
researchers, and just ice actors on June 10, 2025, in Brussels.



D I S T A N C E S

09:30 AM I N T R O D U C T I O N  
R I C H A R D  R E C H T M A N  

09:45_10:45

10:45_11:45

This f i rst  pair  of  speakers wi l l  address the mult iple forms of  “distance” 
that  internat ional  just ice must contend with in the pursui t  of  judgment—
whether temporal ,  geographical ,  or  l inguist ic.  Above al l ,  these distances 
are crystal l ized in the gap between the social  wor lds of  judges and 
those of  the accused and the vict ims. How can one judge despite these 
distances—or perhaps through them? How can just ice be served in spi te 
of  the strangeness that separates the cour troom from the places where 
extreme violence erupted?

11:45_01:15

E M O T I O N S

Extreme violence does not only chal lenge inst i tut ions or legal  norms: i ts 
raw real i ty and singular brutal i ty—ampli f ied by the act of  test i fy ing—are 
fel t  by al l  those who come into contact wi th i t  and who are cal led upon 
to judge i t ,  in every sense of  the word. The echoes of  such violence 
provoke emot ional  responses, both indiv idual  and col lect ive—but what 
k ind of  responses? What role do emot ions play in the exper ience of  
judgment? And what role should they be given? This second discussion 
wi l l  focus on these emot ional  dynamics—at the hear t  of  the cour troom 
and in the reverberat ions of  emot ion beyond the judicial  set t ing.

A N A S T A S I A  F A I R C H I L D  &  A H M E D  E L  K H A M L O U S S Y

T I M O T H É E  B R U N E T - L E F È V R E  &  M A R I E  B A S S I N E

L U N C H  B R E A K



02:15_03:15 T R A C E S

Extreme violence leaves behind traces that are nonetheless of ten 
subject to systemat ic erasure by those who perpetrate i t .  Faced with th is 
denial—elevated to the level  of  state pol icy—how can the facts be told? 
How, f rom these traces of  extreme violence, can one document,  ra ise 
awareness, and construct a narrat ive around forms of  v io lence that are 
f requent ly rendered invis ible? The conversat ion between a histor ian 
special iz ing in the Uyghur People’s Tr ibunal  and a journal ist  wi l l  examine 
the methods of  such invest igat ions and how their  f indings are presented 
within and beyond the cour troom.

C O N C L U S I O N  
D A M I E N  S C A L I A

03:15_03:30

03:30_04:00 C O F F E E  B R E A K

04:00_06:00 S C R E E N I N G  A N D  D I S C U S S I O N   
“ É L E V A G E  D E  P O U S S I È R E ”  
S A R A H  V A N A G T

01:15_02:15 E X P E R I E N C E S

This third pair wi l l  address the central issue of the l ived experience of 
judgment: how do tr ial  par t icipants — both laypeople and legal 
professionals — experience and navigate the cour troom process? For 
vict ims, what does i t  mean to be required to test i fy about extreme 
violence? How does such violence affect the criminal procedure and i ts 
primary actors, whether they be witnesses, judges, lawyers, or clerks? 
This discussion wil l  thus offer an opportunity to examine the mult iple 
consequences of judgment at every level.

M A R I E  W I L M E T  &  N I C O L A S  C O H E N

C L O É  D R I E U  &  S T É P H A N I E  M A U P A S


