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JCE DFIH A ad boc (FgHEED) Eﬁ”“ﬂ” FHREOMZOELT ELHF EbESE L
TEXTWw3 Lk, JCEDOME & 13 # 3% @ E B FH 3 1 A (the International
Criminal Court : BT, ICC) ®#jl a‘o\z\f% TVIFRIL) B 6N b Z LI
5725 9%, ICCITEEEMEIZ DV T—MIIZEINEEHFTIC L 2378 % P
T, Wbt ER ICCHEM XK ELE) »RUT L, Liho
T, ICC O FEIZ B TIE W FEER - EEH G & BB FE 02
—Bi { EFH SN L. SRICCOFET LJCEOM AN EAET S 2 LI,
DRI O _FAZE Y 7O EBSHFEH P O Pkl A L EINTHFE S EEH
EOHBIN 7 5 o CTJCEHEB OB &2 HA L, BRI LU 2 ENEH
FICELBIB T 2000 Lt 720 ad boc EIBSTHI S IE LT R O 58 T K
W& (completion strategy; exit strategy) 12 & > T, EIN~NFAEZBE T L Fhi
DHED BN TS, EPFIZHEIRE S UL, BB SEE TR 5 -k
KA, TOFFEANBEETCH N2 ET LI LD, ZOBMNLL. JCEOH
fEOVEEIZER TIEONE B2 5. HADPICCADONMBEEZFEL TWEDT
Hiux, MmERTO4S (2007454 ABHE) . & O BB FEEO@w R = 1k L < B#
L THB L BEMEIT—FiR

EFSHFE: Eo JCE oft& & 132 ZOFEAMRITICTY Hs LICEED
ECHN L b, BEERLEO—HMTHL L V‘X/)?{L%JCE@TE}E/?I@W%‘J: i
A, RRIEHONILE ) 35, JCEOMSIZEICLTO=2DMH 2B
LCHFWDMZ v, MBI, 20 [#PH] FTAEICE JCEIRIE
EHRBREINLOPHIPE AL ENLONCHETAZ0 R H=AHIC
T /A FICROND &) IR E LB L § 509~ D Flﬁj)ﬂffﬁb‘lil
Ob\f%b\ﬁ%é” NS OMERZ T TR LTWw L, E5612, JCEDS

ID0&, RILTICCHJCEDMEZMALERIETVITHAL ), &
‘/")Fuﬂéﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ?‘%o By A HOEBRERE, OG5 WTJCE
DEHA SN TV LEIIK - FHD2007F4 HRETORZ IR T—8E LTE L

2)  ICCHEL JCEIZDWTIE, KHE (B %) =R,
3)  Elies van Sliedregt, Joint Criminal Enterprise as a Pathway to Convicting Individuals for Genocide,
5 J. Int'l. Crim. Just 184 (2007) 190.
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D7z,

W JCE &gy

() i

JCEIZEBEE LOHITHEL F o> T v, #EF 3 11E, Joint Criminal
Enterprise O HiE A FRIIIATE T 2 W3 MO EFSIHEE R OB ORRICH ]
1725 7%, JCEOHGESEBHHEEICBWTESR L CE 021 IZA -
THOEDIETHbD WiLIZ7R > T, JCE &\ ) BEGEDE Db ILIRD 72, 19994E7
H 15 H ® Tadie FF EFRFHHICB W THO TJCEDM AP EB I N/-DTH
57 ICTY OB L, JCE DM &L, BEICEE ERFALL TWw A ETIK
Ktz O BB FZEOHFNHFK T 57, 2B, JCEIZ Tadic F: LFREH T,
‘common purpose M " ‘criminal design’ D& & [FETHWLNLTWAY, Tadic
HE EFRENHR L, JCEOMEEIZICTY OB A2 5 2 &7, o EE
TEFHIFT ORI B DL RITLTWh, 72k 213, Y5 L& 155 ERSH)
HEIE (the Special Court for Sierra Leone) @ Charles Taylor #% 5 A D FRIZ
ML THBIEZoMarHvTw5s L?, TadicFH 4 ik LIES < JCE
RBAT LI EOE, SNV T v FEEHFHEE (the International Criminal
Tribunal for Rwanda : LM, ICTR) I2BWTHFHE N T 5EY,

ICCHAED JCEIZOWTHHEL B2 \ve DR, Tadic FF LaRHEH O

4)  Prosecutor v. Tudic, Judgment, Case No. IT-94-1A, Appeals Chamber (15 July 1999) para.
194 et seq.

5)  Id, paras. 195-220.

6)  Id, para. 220. See Allison Marston Danner & Jenny S Martinez, Guilty Associations: Joint
Criminal Enterprise, Command Responsibility, and the Development of International Criminal Law,
93 Cal. L. R. 75 (2005) 103.

7)  Prosecutor v. Charles Ghankay Taylor, Amended Indictment, Case No. SCSL-2003-01-1 (6
March 2003) para. 23 et seq.

8) FOFELMMEEL L TIE, ICTREME2HLEIHOAY = /H A FOIyAET Y -2
BT 2HEZAETA2-0IC LIS OMJCEXAHT A2 LENENEZEZ 5N TV
o, EWw) T ENRFEIF S5 N D, See Gerhard Werle, Principles of International
Criminal Law (TMC Asser Press, 2005) 121 n. 177. LA L. ZOEAITIE, ICTYH
BEASLEIHEOD DY 2 /A FOa v AET Y —ORERZFHO I L EE 2L, L2
FTHR»E ) DEMTH 5,
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&, ICCHBEDE 255431 () % JCE L ERMICHAEOMETH L LA LT
WBY FEAFEIZBWTIX. ICCAIFRJCEOM &M T 20089 A TH
HEJBMENDLY, 72720, k34 X912, 2007451 H 29 H @ Lubanga
FEORFHEEOHRIEIZB VT, ICCOFEHERHKII (Pre-Trial Chamber 1)
35253 ICHE TN FEMNEMGOMENICTY THRO LN T W5 JCE
&5 Ix . (common purpose) D& L IEFICHEBL TWA, LHEIL T
BV BHETHARDL EBD, 200748020 27THICZIE, A—F DT VT —LD
FREIZE LT, ICCOMER IR D TH25 5K IH(IZES W T JCER R TH
MR 2 HEE L 72", & 512200745 H2H, FSEMAICEE L T, ICCHO P
WUIMBEROEFIEO &, NEISHT 29 BEBETSR) WP (B
85) OEFETICCHMEDHE255EIHAICHT 2MMADHERFEZ BT
5 72K & 54T L 72,

JCE ZEBHHEEI BN TCOREMTEZHFETHL2DT, bHLAAHARILE
WTOFRGED LB L o T\, FiEICIE, [JRFRER] L Tw 2 H1A°
HBHY, SLdzo T, HEEIEGEEHE D 5 VIZLFEIEIRER & Vo 72 FGEEICRE
T&5THH),

(S =1

JCEIE, JEIROFATIZEXMIZEE S L7212 DWW TR E R JB5RIT 4 & TR R 52
ETELET, MEMICEE SN TV, Fi2, JBIETA L IR #R e
BHTIIRICH L CERREEE RIZLE W2 L EbIXEE., IREHI2F T,
EHENEAOHFELZ M) 5, L) HCHENEAORFELTH L LE

9)  Seesupranote 4 (Tadic Appeals Judgment), para. 222.

10)  See supranote 8, 121 n. 177.

11)  Le Procureur v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Case No. ICC-01/04-01-06, (29 Janvier 2007), la
Chambre Préliminaire I, Décision sur la Confirmation des Charges: Version Publique
avec Annex I, para. 335.

12) Prosecutor's Application Under Article 58(7) of the Rome Statute, ICC-02/05 (Feb. 27,
2007).

13) Z8aT&T SFIUsE L) GRS, 20064F) 101)—,

14)  See supranote 3, 187.
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HEL Y L JCEOBETREIREZIZL > THFEFNR TV LY, ZoBNOTRIZIE,
FEFEETIE, BIIOWTH RIS L THEMVZREZ KIFLTWwWeZ &, Tb
NI OVTOHRR &L Vo 72 mIZOWTHEE R EEV 2B 2 2 FE AN
ZEE S, JCE & 0 B AEFRIC OV CRBIH T b HEIME T b ZAE# P O BE 255
o TWh &) BUKAH 51,

(&) JCED =/

Tadic FfE L IIE, JCEZ R E K E20208T 57 T LU,
JCEn&E—4ANL, T XTS5 E (co-defendants) ASILEEIZ L 72A%> TITEN
AGETHY ., EOUREMEE L TWAEY, 728 218, LFHEOFITICE LT
ED LX) REE RS o ThHN, WEEFEHT 5720 0KEOFE K N
REENZIE L T AHETH b,

BTN, B L BRI L2 S o TITB T 2 A CTh o T Bk
DT SN TV BT DSTEFEFT % 38§ 5 B OFRIZEE & 2 W I3AT BRI
(administrative unit) (2& > CETENTWALEATH LY, B _HHMDJCE 2
BCIEE L LA SINDHABITIL, VI NOBE NS TEHINEFT O THER
HBHHAIZONT VDY, HZ, ZOFMTIE, HEINEFTNTOERE V)R
B2 37 - WALIZER D &, MHSIEFZEH L, O DA 2 —E/REIZ R
ORETHSZDIZB o7 VI BT, BRELIIRNOENEFEL AL INDD
ThdY, 51T, HBHMTIE, ATHIISI L7z &) JUIRDOZERINEN: (actus
reus) SALIEE FATT B BT 2O BIFEDO EBINEL: (mens rea) b ZHHAD
HLTOWIERN 2 SEESN) 20 THLY, Z0i@), JCEDOK M
BICIEVAEEATRA SN TEB D . PWEFT OEEE &\ o 7255 kR~ o #

15)  Seeid.

16)  See id.

17)  See supranote 4 (Tadic Appeals Judgment), para. 195.
18) Id, para. 196.

19) Id, para. 202.

20) Id.

21) Id, para. 203.

22) Id
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DBEIL T EN TV WEIEIF R, RO RYEZ LG L L) LT 5812, FiF
ThHbLEZOLND,

EEHRI, B HOTATETTA7200/FICHT 2 DT, JLFRET
HO— NDPHHEOHHNDITE 1T 212b b 5§, ZOTAFLEOR T
DHKHADFRWELERTHD LV DHETH LY, L > T, L%IL5E
FHFZEDWT, LRI L > TITDONTE Y . FISHBILIROIT A 2 FAT
TL72ODORFEICHTLEHDOTH - T HHGED—ADTT A DOIFEDOHPAIZ1Z:H
TIEESBRVATAZRIT 72 VDA T L2 LaBLOTENEOLIEDR)
FEOHRHOTFRAWRLERTH o2 EZONILAZIRT, ZOE=HA
. DR DRI AT 572012, JCEOFEMOH T LIFIZF W ORK
LEMTH 5o

EZHAOJCEDORIE LTid, »LRE. [ RIEEIL (ethnic cleansing) J
HIT, 5 OFEGHT, Hd 5 vidHiss sihilhEl s L) v d 55O
HEINZEXTH-> T, TOBRET— AL EOWEZI G, BEINLGE
BEITONLY, ZOEE, BRADPKFEO—ME LTI &) E@BOLN TV
Mol bbb, M. SO T TOXROMEERENZENS RO L
D—=ADEOREGEREI T I EDPTFRITETHLLEEZONLIDOTH L,
72y R LB RDEBIESIFEDZITO T AT R L W2 WEAPZ O
PEIZ DWW Tk (reckless) & 5 WIZHER.LTH - 725 A 1213, JEREX
(criminal enterprise) (ZHIHH L7z TOHICOWTHEEEI G EN ) DT
H B, FRRIC, FEORBEERET 2 LR 2 EHERE S LBICRKICKED
5 L) EEOHFE L7561, COBBETHEZEDO—ADKEDITLZ LI
JoTXRERLIETIUL, TORDPTFRITRETH LR I2BWT, Zoftio
B EEPBRANOFEMLEZRDNL) 5%,

B, WMHROMBEICHE 2T E S, E—FA O JCEIREAN (basic)

23) Id, para. 204.
24) I
25) Id
26) Id, para. 204.
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JCE. % F®M ® JCE KA (systematic) JCE. S£=8M o JCE X LR
(extended) JCE &IMHEN B Z &b dH BT,

JCEDHFEZ L TZOHEDOEE T 5L O — D322 E B S o 5
WBNZZIZ b o, EEEREE LTESSN® T LI LT, #tH
B R e\ FEIZJCE O =HEANZ. JEIR & 13— RER oM LM A Ic D
W, JBFREE [FEAT L) S LIV TIRA K B2 b R BT, 1EBE
ERSEOME & & B I EOERAGDPEMEIN TS, S512E. HFEED
HEFEHRL T - iR L o BN S OE# L EE VAR W E S LIRHFS
NDZOTHLY, 1205, THvo7zHHOET ) LIdMmELRIZ, ICTY & ICTR
DOMER/IZLDJCEOEZEE IR AEHE > TWVD &R 5, 20014127 - T,
ICTY OMERIERA=ZT ANV Y = TEF RT VKRBV 4 2 2MERIC
xF 9 % EARILIROFTOE RICKFEILIRAE (GTH) §%b 5 JCEFIEL
2L, ZOJCECHMB L 22 F 3 BGRMN E 72 EHMIC LEOHAIIH HETH -
T LG TH BV, L7zato T 20014E LLBED ICTY D FREFRIK Tl
JCEOHMIX., PESN TV VET ABERPLLDRAZT LAY A AROR
A=T a7 F 7T NOEAWZEREES, KO RHISI 6 % fkfe ) 7 2oy
Y7 OZRE MR 2 B TORMBIEA S O3V K7 V=7 NMEROH LER5
WZOWTOHR, Tholzb sy,

ICTY & ICTROEHFRA JCE Z BB EREICE O LRGRL, ST AW R
WiE, WEBEH S EEO T 3w - Hkd [EEZ T ISEIR % U (nullum
crimen sine lege) | &\ ) JAIFHEORIER], FEHEETRICA > TV D 2 L 2RT
BEHRAEVDED L, HIZE 21X, ICTY & ICTROFKHER X, FEflEE EFRICED

27)  Prosecutor v. Jean Mpamébra, Judgment, Case No. ICTR-01-65-T, Trial Chamber T (11
September 2006) para. 15.

28)  See supranote 4 (Tadi¢ Appeals Judgment), para. 220.

29) See Rebecca L. Haffa Jee, Prosecuting Crimes of Rape and Sexual Crime at the ICTR: the
Application of Joint Criminal Enterprise Theory, 29 Harv. J.L. & Gender 201 (2006) 219-220.

30) Nicola Piacente, Importance of the Joint Criminal Enterprise Doctrine for the ICTY Prosecutorial
Policy, 2 J. Int'l. Crim. Just 446 (2004) 448.

31) Id
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&, MEEOBRE L EHERERY ONFEED) Eo—KkERIZEL CERT 2
CEMMREEIN TV DY, L7zaS> T Tadic FE LFREH F ¥ T JCE DFE

AWz & &123d . JCE 12 common purpose &\ ) i A O HE DO RERE % 121
L7285 SRR OBHIBNC R T 5. v ) 2 & ZICTY RS RS
Lol

ICTY OEHERFALoOMRL E LT, Z4ALICTY HgHiE, OLFILIHEIIHF
HRUEIZLEEICR S, 22123kl 2 AR 55 2 &, @%F kK
?ﬁ@#lﬁﬁl FRlo= 2 b v NV 7 N & 5 JCEICBIT 2 EH o Bl (31997 412
EFSEARATHIRS Nz 70 A M2 X B3O EIZE S 25 58 2 ]JCE %
%ﬁmtﬂ% L. RBTTVBY,

JCEIZoWTlE, Y AT —OMWE LR, TNEAERIUIELE AL END
DOMNE)MEV) EPARFHBETH - 720 5 H T, ICTY DHBIZ L > T, JCE
EZNEBILTRE A SNERETER L, BAOHFELO—EHIEE T,
ICTYBBEE2E,OHESRICED SN LLPREFEBTLHERADOV LD LR S
N5,

F72. ICTYOHBIZB W, JCEWXICTY MR TLRE1IHIZH > TIRFED
[9647] ZRER T 2 &AL, JCEZHIBO—~HHTHL LIFEZLN TV
WPy L7ehto . REESEAE (FHE) OB ZIAE L CwaEid, JLGRoE
T AHE. FIRTH Y . SRS NILIROHLZ 2 FBVERHE L & IEX B S b

32) Report of the Secretary General pursuant to paragraph 2 of the Security Council
Resolution 808 (1993) UN. S.C.O.R., 48th Sess., UN Doc. S/25704 (3 May 1993) para. 34;
see Antonio Cassese, The Proper Limits of Individual Responsibility under the Doctrine of Joint
Criminal Enterprise, 7 J. Int'l. Crim. Just 109 (2007) 114.

33)  Supranote 4 (Tadic Appeals Judgment), paras. 195-219.

34) International Convention for the Suppression of Terrorist Bombings, UN Doc
A//52/164 (15 December 1997).

35) HitB. BE13. 105%—,

36) Prosecutor v. Multinovic et al., Decision on Dragoljub Odjani¢’s Motion Challenging
Jurisdiction - Joint Criminal Enterprise, Case No. IT-99-37-AR72, Appeals Chamber (21
May 2003) para. 44; see also The Prosecutor v. Radoslav Bradjanin, Decision on Interlocutory
Appeal, Case No. IT-99-36-A, Appeals Chamber (19 March 2004) para. 5.

37)  Id, Multinovic et al. decision, para. 20.
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DTHEY, BINZOWTE, HPIL L HLILIL, JCE TOIEI L ) B HIH
RBEEZLENTWEY, 2O T, HADOILFELFIEILOME & JCE & 0F
AR CTE L9 DYPEOREE L, FRFAIEL L X, A EOEF—%E
DIPFRIZOWTHFE L 72 B, 2O DD 5 EHEFKEICEDCTEITICH L 5E
Wy BRI ETATA AT D 0o 733 OB 605D RIEIL & 2 &
NLETLEMETH LY, FFE, JCEOFND ., JEEOBIGIHLEL 2h o7z
Wit N%& . HRIEILHE (coperpetrator) & LT, JUFEDFETATAIIH T 5 EHMT
) ZENEETH LT H D LRI NEY,

LAl FCRZ X912, o ICTY OHFIT JCE & [ IEJLHER 1L X Bl &
NTWBDOT, RIRKRLHBIAEFE EIL (co-perpetrator) &\ HiE% HWT
WEDHEFEo T, TP HAOLN M GFOLFIEILL [F UERTHW L
TW5 LIRS 2w RISEEE RIS S 2. EBRAIFE Lo FEIELOBE S
EOREERNIEICB T 25 L BT 20089 5, ZoOREBMEIE. &
BEEFZ#EH L T CICTY & ICTR D ad hoc B AT OB, FEERIZ 3L EIER
W% AW TOFTRED A SN TV ICCOHF, A OB % > TT ) LB
WH 5o

(M) JCEDAF

JCEDEFHKD S, JCEIZIZLFEDIERE R D2 FEITITH/PLETH L EEZ LN
bo =ODJCEIZSES 2 BN ST (actus reus) 13, Tadic FF L FRAEH
FIZBWT, ITO=ZDIZEH I N TS, (NEBO NBD S L Tnwb 2 L)
B OLIROFEITAT R AN LE 2 DL, & D V3L D X ) RIUIRFEFTAT

38)  See supra note 30, 449.

39)  Prosecutor v. Blagoje Simic, Judgment, Case No. IT-95-9-A, Appeals Chamber (28
November 2006) para. 265; see Krstic Appeal Judgement, para. 268; Prosecuor v. Mitar
Vasiljevié, Judgment, Case No. IT-98-32-A, Appeals Chamber (25 February 2004) para.

182.
40)  PIHEIAT DREEOGRE UG & 3R] Tikst X 9 —] No6l6. 20064E4 H77. 38
/\c_yo

41) Katrina Gustafson, The Requirement of an ‘Express Agreement’ for Joint Criminal Enterprise
Liability: A Critique of Brdanin, 5 J. Int'l. Crim. Just 134 (2007) 137.
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BEELSELEHEOTE (720, CoREOLOOHFOH LAbERE
DV Z L IFILETIE R L HFHEREBENCETSINDHELH ) TG oFE
POIESHEMENLLELH D) EEEVBRIED S NLROFEITITA
BT 2SI T b 2 (72720, HEANOSMOEM L, BFEEEIIH
FRIZED GNTUIRDOFEIT LI TE B ERT LD TIER ) ¥ FE=0FML L
TOXGEANOB G- ORI T HRIZEE . M52 THAMELTHIFITHIKT 21772
BELEEAELSELY, T, 29 L (—HOBR) 178 R0 L CIE
AT A BT AL EIX WY, 29 LT, JCEIX, ®#HBMED ) b OFEDRIC
L DEFTHELEET L ET, bAEOIHILFE TV ETH L L E 2
bNb,

JCEDRBNRER TS (actus reus) DIZFHFHD JCEIZOWTHEBETH 2 DITH
L. JCE D EBMHERTEFR (mens rea) (E=FF O JCEIZDOWTRLE > TV 5,
L7223 > T, JCEO =4I EBINEMFOBREORZRE LML TWwd e bwvnz
%o HHMDJCETIE, HLLFRITAHZETL L) &) B (intent) 2%
REIN, ZOBMIETORLFITLBOEME %> TWDHY, H T,
R 1T (systematic) FEJE 2 HLY) F 12D T Ol AW 72 Hif% (personal
knowledge) & ZDRKELIM D P i S HICHEAEL L9 &) EK (intent) A°
VETH DY, BAMZMEIE. WRNZEESICL o THIEHEN) 5 L. &5
BOWNNLHBMSNLEEELH 57, HZHATIE, S5 EFOILFEILIE A
(JCE) L. #HEL. "KL, FRIEEMIC L2 MROZETICHIKL &5
L) E (intent) PREE %5Y, HEHADOJCEIZBWT, EETEES
72 (agreed upon in the common plan) JBIELALDIEFRIZOWTELZ b

42)  See supra note 4 (Tadic Appeals Judgment), para. 227; see also supra note 39 (Vasiljevic
Appeal Judgment), para. 100.

43)  See supranote 27 (Mpamébra Trial Judgment), para. 13.

44) Id

45)  See supranote 4 (Tadi¢ Appeals Judgment), para. 228.

46)  1d; see also supra note 39 (Vasiljevic Appeals Judgment), para. 101.

47) Id.

48) Id.
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LD, WERO— AL EORER B A LB IT A Z M T 5 THH ) 2 &AF
RITEETH o7 L W2 BHE T, ﬁﬁomﬁﬁ%ﬁa%%%mu(wmww)w
ST AR AT BT EEZONDLLEIZRONS,

() JCE &#rotkE
E NS 2 VIXEBRHFEE AT I 5T HOLRFINFHEITEICHL
T EBMRIIHHFOLIRICB N TOR, EEERDE L, JURESZO SN0
v & D WIEIEEIFRE I K O SCIRIC BT HIRIREDTRD H LD O DR E
uﬂ<ﬁ%ﬂt%h A& MH T JEIROEBIERICH L CTE TRIGF
OMUENHEEL SND I LIFEZ LIV, e % 51F, JEROERERITR
NGFFEOHEEICL > TEOWEPLELENE LB WAL THE, Lh
L. JCEIZBIL T, ICTROMERIET S N-AmEEDS, HE ERTILIEER
BRI FIZHET 2 HEZFHRMOJCEZ O TV A VO TR WA, L v )&
MEzREL., ICTRAZOMBEIZOWTER TSI L L% >72, ICTRIZ. JCE
—fRIZoWT, EHEREE L, EEYERIHEICOWT L IEEBRR B
WCHBEASNDL, EHLRICLZDOTHAY, ZOEMIE, FE—12. JCEWZ
ELK%@@M%ﬁ@E%ﬁﬁ\%%@ﬁgtiofEﬁéﬂ%%®f@&<‘
‘mE’Mﬂtt%@%%@%%ﬁ%%%@ﬁ”’;offﬁéné’a
uﬁwt%x%ﬂéﬁgfbéw B, B AHHEOERILIEORE S X R B
mE®%ﬁ%%%k¢ék%x%ﬂéwﬂ&§\KﬁR@%-%#h%Té;v
2y C ORI EBE RIS & FFEIBRIBFIC L > TEROH L H DTk
LS THDEY,

49)  Prosecutor v. Edouard Karemera, Mathieu Ngirumpatse, Joseph Nzirorera, André Rwamakuba,
Decision on the Preliminary Motions by the Defence of Joseph Nzirorera, Edouard
Karemera, André Rwamakuba and Mathieu Ngirumpatse Challenging Jurisdiction in
Relation to Joint Criminal Enterprise, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T, Trial Chamber III, (11
May 2004) para. 38.

50) Id,para. 36.

51) Id,para. 37.

975



(404) —MEEE 6% W25 20074 7H

A T

BEE)s, JCEIMKIL L CRFEITE D &3 2541213, LFEFRIRTIC (28
BMHLJCED) HD) EOERDJCERZFRT 2200 ) TH AN EHRL %S
NER LRV, INEEBSLEFIRIIIRIES LD EARRENDLY, LT LD
[joint criminal enterprise] &\ ) FEVSHWONZLEIT LRV OO, #iEAD
i oOFZED 72D, FHFENRLSNLENETH S L ICTRIFHRL T 57,

W Yo YA iR OBMR

) WEPMOICEL Y = /YA Rt OBk

ICTRCEFEN TV EEREL LIV T V¥ TiTbhY = /344 F (%H
HE) ORICHL TEEZMbDNRTWEDOT, ICTROMERFIZ X > TJCEDH
WHND K)o TURE, FERICINH 2 FBEM 2 2 T 2 =0
JCEL V= /A FIEE OMILTTREMEASRICIE L o> T,

5RO JCEOMIEIZET > T, JCE—fk & ¥ = /%4 N5 & oM R
DRFEIZOWTIE, ICTR O EFREH WO T 727, ICTR @ FFRFCHES
(&, F Tadie FE EFREHPICKI L T, EHEBRENY = /31 FRIZOW
TP JCE % 1992 4E LRI 7D T 7z &R 1 727

EZHEAOICEE Yo /0 A FIRE DM - A O W Tk, ICTY®
Brdanin H ] _EFRLEASRAIZID o TV b, ZOREIZBWT, LFRER.
E—HOPRE, TbbE=MoJCED EHMINESE (mensrea) £« /4
FIEDOEERI O EX (FBI#E : special intent) & 2SI L 7\ &0 ) H i % 7
L. WEEEFELRWEHIR L2, LzS> Ty EFREICEUE, JCETA®E

52)  See supra note 32 (Simic Appeal Judgment), paras. 22 and 31; supra note 82 (Gacumbitsi
Appeal Judgment), para. 24; supranote 64 (Kvocka et al. Appeal Judgment), para. 42.

53)  Supranote 82 (Gacumbitsi Appeal Judgment), n.380.

54)  André Rwamakuba v. Prosecutor, Decision on Interlocutory Appeal regarding Application
of Joint Criminal Enterprise to the Crime of Genocide, Appeals Chamber (22 October
2004) para. 9. ICTR @ _L##HH 1% Brdanin F4- 12 BV CTICTY O & —5HEH M2 0
fEEZ 3> T e ECHIFT L 72, Cf: supra note 36, Prosecutor v. Brdanin, No. 1T-99-36-A,
Decision on Interlocutory Appeal, (19 March 2004).

55)  Id, Rwamakuba decision, para. 14.
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SNTUSNDOIRIRIT A5 T AT R H O UIRDORE R TH B L\ 2 5 &) B
72ENBHEIIE, FRHlOBEMZZ ML § 2R 2 ZO V%R HILFRIZONTH
JCEOTELEMH 2 EDTEETH 5%,

Z O Pe5E D Shahabuddeen M F OB E R A /5 &, H=FHAUDJCEL YV x /
B A FOMRA—EHMEIC % 5. Shahabuddeen | Z 2 L X, #E=3M D JCE
WL Th, BHOGEHIZRN LW, E=HA O JCE X, FilAEEIC. 20
RIICBI 2 FRATREROFHZ @ LT, BERZHEHL L) Lv ). EHOFEH
O—IEZA, (a mode of proving intent) (2 X7W*, Z 9 L C. Shahabuddeen
HHFIL, HEO—ERICEHZ W ICEDLIEE RO EGR 2 LT TS 2 L1
v, L) ZEESPIZLEY . HEADPJCEDRE=ZHBTHFEBES N TV X
3D, FOMOBEEFRTIHEEN TV LI A, EROERIZHEICEE S 1k <
TERLH0WY, 29 LT, HREWIZIE, F=HoJCE L RO EXKITILSED
FIRA L JLFEORER BN & V) T, ZNENHNRITCICB VN THREET 5 & & 2
I, FIE - HRIZE LRV EDBHOPIZENTWE, LALADS, E=HE
BMOICEIZBIT A, FRWTHEEMEZE L, WHITHENMENIC X 255 ED
RERALZ X, ERH 2 ME L EE A L),

() Yz /YA oL JCE

Karemera S EIRE Tld, M5 AS D JCEDE=ZHMOEATY 2 /A4
FoOMILOGEICH b T2 Enb, Y= /%A FoJB L JCE O FLRAH
e oz, CORMBIZ, 2323, ICTY RBEE45%E3HE ICTRIFEHE 25
B3N Y = /A FEHOEBIEAHAL TV I LIERLTWwS, 29 L
T, JCEDMRHBLETH 5 ICTY BAEH 7545 1, ICTRHF B 655 1HOM
12 ICTY BUAE R O ICTREAE X, Y= /A FEROMETIZ, [@)Y =/ H 1

) See supra note 36, Brdanin decision, para. 9.
) Id, para. 2.
58) Id.
) Id, para. 4.
) Id
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F. b)Yz /%A FOary ATy —, ()Y = /%A FOBEHEN K OANREE.
(@Y = /A FOFKE, (€)= /%4 FOIIL] L oJUFFOFERER L S
AMEEFHOOTH S, ICTY EICTRIZBWT, Y= /A FEROEHERD
HE L ENOHIEEMLOME & ORI 7EAHRE 2 REICH 2. ICCH
. P A FEBOELIFENY AL LI L L2572, KaremeraFi (2
BWTd, MENFY = /A4 FORIPEZHEOILIETH S L 2. BEO—HERHK
LEEZBZ T2 hs, WEASIZICEILL S Y = /%4 FO®ILD
FECRFESN T (JCEICL S Y = /4 FORRKNE OR—AFH)

Van der Wilt1Z XU, ICCHRBER EHEEIZE o T, Y= /4 FOILJE
Wk, Yo A F2FEFTTLHE WD (plan)  HAY (purpose) @ %17k
(knowledge) Z3HIUIIEY . FEATFTAFHEORN L HE L2 LG T 2 LT v
ENns?, ZThizxt LT, AkayesuZff & Ntakirutimana F 1 TICTR 4 — %
BHIIZY = /A FORRI 2GS I BIL L Bl & 2 & & ICTR RS 6 5
BIHOTNTORESIMERII OV THEL SNLEHRLTWEY, ok
. AkayesufFffDHE—% L, Van der Wit O R L H <, Y= /%4 FD
0 ICTREAEE 254 3H(e) ICOWTITEN 2 T LETIE A . T8
DY /A FOBEMEMY ZHROATE L2 AR 5 LI L Tw
59, THLET A FORIPIIBE LY 2 /A FOTBIWESGE., XD
— AR A DOHER TR EICB O TLELR Y = /1 FOEBINEMFORED
HEIZOWTIE, FZEP LR EN TN DY,

VA FOEYEHRIZOWTIE, ICTY L ICTRO EFHEHPIZHE W
T BEADPFIREDY = /A FOBEMEZH > T2 ESFEHTEERED

61)  Prosecutor v. Edouard Karemera, Mathieu Ngirumpatse, Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T,
Trial Chamber III, Decision on the Defence Motions Challenging the Pleading of a
Joint Criminal Enterprise in a Count of Complicity in Genocide in the Amended
Indictment: Articles 2 and 6(1) of the Statute (18 May 2006) para. 4.

62) Harmen G. van der Wilt, Genocide, Complicity in Genocide and International v Domestic
Jurisdiction: Reflections on the van Anraat Case, 4 ]. Int'l. Crim. Just 239 (2006) 244.

63)  Prosecutor v. Elizaphan Ntakirutimana & Gérald Ntakirutimana, Appeals Chamber Judgment,
(13 December 2004) para. 499.

64) Id
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HEHENTHREY, 29 LT, ICTY @ KrsticFH 4+ EFR#wH L. ICTR
BARE2L L ICTYRAEEASLDOY = /4 FOWIUED, FEh & Beofa
ZECRYT, YV /A FORBHOGEHZz LEE Ll iltdbH b, LRk

L 727,

R, Karemera FHfFHHEICBWTCIE, Y2 /%A Fod BT = 744
RO JCE & O FHNEFE (mens rea) DRSPS PIZEIND T LFEL, V=
WA FPEFETH L5, JCE D UL B M AOTHETTO—FEHETDH ) |
ENEBLTHEADR Y 2 /A4 FICH L TEHEZAIDOTH S, L7z
EEFELY, Lo T, Vo /A FOMIPHRJCEXBLTEHINL LW
Z LA RETH B LI Sz,

(LT &)

65)

66)

67)
63)
69)

W. Schabas, Commentary on Akayesu, in A. Klip and G. Sluiter (eds), Annotated Leading
Cases of International Criminal Tribunals, Vol. 2: The International Criminal for
Rwanda 1994-1999 (Antwerp-Groningen-Oxford-Vienna: Intersentia, 2001) 548; W.
Schabas, Genocide in International Law (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000)
293.

Prosecutor v. Krstic, Appeal Judgment, Case No. 1T-98-33-A, (19 April 2004) para. 140; see
also supra note 63 (Ntakirutimana Judgment), para. 501.

Id, para. 142.

See sura note 59, Karemera decision, para. 8.

1d.
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