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1. Finlay, op. cit., pp. 245-46.

2. Carter, op. cit., p. 186.

3. SITUATION IN THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO IN THE CASE OF
THE PROSECUTOR v. Germain KATANGA and Mathieu NGUDJOLO CHUI Public
Redacted Version of the 19th March 2009 Prosecution Response to Motion Challenging the
Admissibility of the Case by the Defence of Germain Katanga, pursuant to Article 19(2)(a):
ICC-01/04-01/07, 30 March 2009, Para. 72.

4. Ibid., Para. 82.
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1 THE PROSECUTOR V. JEAN-PIERRE BEMBA GOMBO, SITUATION IN THE
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Challenges, No.: ICC-01/05-01/08, 24 June 2010, para. 211.
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2. SITUATION IN THE CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC, IN THE CASE OF THE
PROSECUTOR v. JEAN-PIERRE BEMBA GOMBO, Judgment on the appeal of Mr Jean-
Pierre Bemba Gombo against the decision of Trial Chamber III of 24 June 2010 entitled
"Decision on the Admissibility and Abuse of Process Challenges" NO.ICC-01/05-01/080A3
19 October 2010, para. 74.

3. THE PROSECUTOR v. UHURU MUIGAI KENYATTA, Case No: ICC-01/09-02/11, 13
March 2015.

4. SITUATION IN THE REPUBLIC OF KENYAIN THE CASE OF Prosecution
submissions on the ne bis in idem principle, No.: ICC-01/09-02/11, 10 February 2014, para. 3.
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2. THE PROSECUTOR v. UHURU MUIGAI KENYATTA, Case No: ICC-01/09-02/11, 13
March 2015, para. 9.

3. SITUATION IN THE REPUBLIC OF KENYA in the Case of Prosecutor v. FRANCIS
KIRIMI MUTHAURA & UHURU MUIGAIKENYATTA, Decision on the withdrawal of
charges against Mr Muthaura, Case No: ICC-01/09-02/11, 18 March 2013, para. 10-13.
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Rombhot Yekatom & Patrice-Edouard Ngaissona, op.cit., para. 48.

A



wenndini @i B g1yl yloj g dasls Budad owyp A5 olowd (Sghs Oliiod aoliluad

& 5 4o

Lol 5oy (s (Slge g 0pylite slacusDo dg2g Jdd 4 48 318l duome cuiad (Sl
1y 2ame el I Cuniloe Cug lotite B9 I Cules 955 o Sl (odliyn 5 e
el cllas gyl slas a8 Mol oy (6508 (slaolEoly )3 iy pd () il 03505 D]
bl 5ol aile adgl (6,08 claolSoly asol we) e )by dgzg i 5l i i
3 g bidgs 8 1 (e i oMo 31 Wiy 5 (59MuS 2 (sloolSols 5 5555 5 Sy
Ol Ol )3 i @i BB Sl Sy 4 yal (pl & Canl )55 (eSS Ce Mo
Eoo BB 4y dn g D lged doliwlwl Yo Bolo pgad 4y yomio yol e w138l o i I i
dlaly 0 b g leud ol (A3 Lalgy 13 w1y 0nel pl b dw &S ol daore Cudins
Caol 0205 Jy8 dogi )50 Jle g U 5l ol (LB slaolSols b lgss

oy il dSl Ll 02218 395 590 plagl 50 cudind mio bl gl Lol il
3y ey 20Sloe 9290 58y M b kel gtan |y ailoome oy plod 53 dpa sl
o sl o sl (5oL & e ol o pgm led o (s Sl S o
890 5 ol 5 b ye polic U ol o (6508 (slaolSoly aSul o594 23905 iy
Ly il odis 6y Klppn Chog los b 85 L31 slapllss ) 315 Kol 4 5,15 IS5 s
o o (Allogn p2 ol Q)T Ul pas s 4 (lallie laolSals (Sl sl
o pre o 2y SS)] Jos oS (Jb )3 taled plo 8l 1S5 03l plas] by e
Ag 3y 408D pl doliwlwl Vo B3lo ¥ o ¥ (slaasy jo o fpeed 4 il (ol g
Gmae Ayl 3l el JU dasme Cudsd @i b6 aSY A0 0 oS g0k 4 Lol 48,5 )1\8
s9e LBy gwge Al jl sl Jle dome il g o JBU &Yk )3 9 joe chog
4S5 y9-b 4 s dgadio 155 g (coMuS s (claolSaly j> a5 SSE ol o odlaiul
31 JU g Jle psl (gdgas 205t Ciiind mio bacl8 (glyn] S5 90 2 0 ol8ald g0 oyl
2 PU 2me il g BB (gl G o i3 S el e L8 puge il
2 4S5 25 (epie A Canuad wa)rto)b & i byl Sy 0 Wl oy slaolEal
o s s 0 g oad &5 Mol wlyy ol 81 il pas s 4 (Mol oy o801

Yoy



wenndini @i B g1yl yloj g dasls Budad owyp A5 olowd (Sghs Oliiod aoliluad

Fosman 75 (o slaolSily )3 5o jLid) diome el g B I (6)1)95 2 >
139 dlaeld CosMo

0l S dgaote by s 90 ¥+ Bale ¥ Ay )0 jemme Hli8) muwge dlls Jlesl o a4 lgsd Lol
PLigl 3 s iy 315 Sty B ol 8,5 555 el 5 Jlael (sl 35
oo dpgy J il B plin 5 olard s ot 305 el el (5
o3 15 e 1y (goled Cund ul 4 Comd ddome (S Sl g 0ad 5)lg 095 (eSS

= oie (Modlim dug)y 48 dyo Slai 4 0asl )3 Do (sline (g pogad

el 13l 155 o8 el S0 1) 3 il 00 &1 e gy 5 CS5ble St 4 i
o Lo S olayl B g plSal ad salg daome Cuda e sl Jgautio ol b CunegSins |
o) > (#lo Wgd o plo (Mol b (o sloololy )5 (goale (Sdamw) (5 9 (8 LY>

D dplgzs (Mol b o dome (Sipe,

Yoy



wenndini @i B g1yl yloj g dasls Budad owyp A5 olowd (Sghs Oliiod aoliluad

&ilo S o

Al

w2 30 a5 deS e e daeld Jlosl (s (Ko aobls g s ¢ Jl)8Lys )
Okl 5 sl ylaz Jlo i Boi> aslidngly (o€ g SO jlre e e
AAA I8 A 0)[0.4.:3 Ayay

g doSbo &iw a8 (o Jlo e 5 oyl (Jedesme i desre wdljus Y
Gt lagiagh) Sl pole oyt (Mol (6745 (Bei 53 dao Oljlxe
.\EV_V\C Ul AR D)LQ.MJ c\\ﬂA\: )LQ& A 6)9.) (‘_SJLA.JGJ

& (Mol (5085 (1925 289 (Sl e 9 551 S (e el iS5 Y
(5 yaS 598> LSLDD}?A] R A0S o & oas 8 ].B.'ﬂ }‘ ‘_Jlo”w p.ﬂ)q. 9.9.9

eSSl 2l (&

Book
4.Schabas, W. An Introduction to the International Criminal Court, 3™

Edition, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007.

Articles
5.Anderson, K., Sinclair-Blakemore, A., “Ne bis in idem, nulla poena sine

lege and Domestic Prosecutions of International Crimes in the Aftermath
of a Trial at the International Criminal Court”, International Criminal Law
Review ,vol. 21, 2021, pp. 35-66.

6.Tallgren, Immi, and Astrid Reisinger Coracini, “Article 20: Ne bis in
idem”, in The Rome Statute of The International Criminal Court: A
Commentary, Triffterer, Otto and Kai Ambos, 3" Edition, C.H. Beck, Hart,
Nomos, 2008, pp. 899-931.

7.Daniels, R., “Non Bis in Idem and the International Criminal Court”,
Northwestern University School of Law (Bepress Legal Series,

YOY



wenndini @i B g1yl yloj g dasls Budad owyp A5 olowd (Sghs Oliiod aoliluad

Working Paper No. 1365, 2006), available at http://law.bepress.com/
expresso/eps/1365. (last visited on 12/31/2018).
8.Carter, L., “The Principle of Complementarity and the International
Criminal Court: The Role of Ne Bis in Idem”, SANTA CLARA JOURNAL
OF INTERNATIONAL LAW, Vol. 8, Issue. 1, 2010, pp. 165-198.
9.Finlay, L., “Does the International Criminal Court Protect Against Double
Jeopardy: An Analysis of Article 20 of the Rome Statute”, Journal of
International Law & Policy, University of California, Davis, Vol. 15:2,
2009, pp. 221-248.
10.Conwayl, G., “Ne Bis in Idem in International Law”, International
Criminal Law Review, Vol. 3, No. 3, 2003, pp. 217-244.
11.Conway2, G., “Ne Bis in Idem and the International Criminal Tribunals”,
Criminal Law Forum 14, No. 4, 2003, pp. 351-383.
12.Wyngaert, Christine Van Den and Tom Ongena, “Ne Bis in Idem
Principle, including the Issue of Amnesty”, in The Rome Statute of the
International Criminal Court: A Commentary, Cassese, Antonio and
Paola Gaeta and John R.W.D. Jones., Volume I, s. 3, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2002.
13.Brown, B., “Primacy or Complementarily; Reconciling the Jurisdiction of
National courts and International criminal Tribunals”, Yale Journal of
International Law, vol. 23, Issue. 2, 1998, pp. 383-436.

Cases
14.The PROSECUTOR v. Joseph NZABIRINDA, Case No. ICTR-2001-77-

T. SENTENCING JUDGEMENT, 23 February 2007.

15. Laurent Semanza v. The Prosecutor Case No. ICTR - 97-20-A, 31 May 2000.

16.PROSECUTOR v. RADOVAN KARADZIC, DECISION ON THE
ACCUSED'S MOTION FOR FINDING OF NON-BIS-IN-IDEM Case
No.: IT-95-5/18-T, Date: 16 November 2009.

17.SITUATION IN THE REPUBLIC OF KENYA in the Case of Prosecutor
v. FRANCIS KIRIMI MUTHAURA & UHURU MUIGAIKENYATTA,
Decision on the withdrawal of charges against Mr Muthaura, Case No:
ICC-01/09-02/11, 18 March 2013.

18.SITUATION IN THE REPUBLIC OF KENYA IN THE CASE OF
Prosecution submissions on the ne bis in idem principle, No.: ICC-01/09-
02/11, 10 February 2014.

Yob



wenndini @i B g1yl yloj g dasls Budad owyp A5 olowd (Sghs Oliiod aoliluad

19.THE PROSECUTOR v. UHURU MUIGAI KENYATTA, Case No: ICC-
01/09-02/11, 13 March 2015.

20.THE PROSECUTOR V. JEAN-PIERRE BEMBA GOMBO,
SITUATION IN THE CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC Decision on
the Admissibility and Abuse of Process Challenges, No.: ICC-01/05-
01/08, 24 June 2010.

21.Situation in the Central African Republic II in the Case of the Prosecutor
v. Alfred Rombhot Yekatom & Patrice-Edouard Ngaissona, Defence’s
Admissibility Challenge, Complementarity, Case No: ICC-01/14-01/18,
17 March 2020.

22.SITUATION IN THE CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC, IN THE
CASE OF THE PROSECUTOR v. JEAN-PIERRE BEMBA GOMBO,
Judgment on the appeal of Mr Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo against the
decision of Trial Chamber III of 24 June 2010 entitled "Decision on the
Admissibility and Abuse of Process Challenges" NO.ICC-01/05-
01/080A3 19 October 2010.

23.SITUATION IN THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO IN
THE CASE OF THE PROSECUTOR v. Germain KATANGA and
Mathieu NGUDJOLO CHUI Public Redacted Version of the 19th March
2009 Prosecution Response to Motion Challenging the Admissibility of
the Case by the Defence of Germain Katanga, pursuant to Article
19(2)(a): ICC-01/04-01/07, 30 March 2009.

24 Mathieu Ngudjolo Chui arrested in the DRC and transferred to The Hague,
Newsletter February 2008, International Criminal Court, https://www.icc-
cpi.int/NR/rdonlyres/6FDDESD6-A46B-4059-8748-
751C2F60704D/278444/ICCNL19200802_En.pdf (last visited on 12/31/2018).

25.Prosecutor v. Mathieu Ngudjolo Chui, No.: ICC-01/04-02/12, 18
December 2012.

26.The Prosecutor v. Mathieu Ngudjolo Chui, ICC-01/04-02/12, 7 April 2015.

Documents

27. Protocol on Amendments to the Protocol on the Statute of the African
Court of Justice and Human Rights, 2014,
https://au.int/en/treaties/protocol-amendments-protocol-statute-african-
court-justice-and-human-rights (Last visited on 11/1/2021).

28.0rganic law No. 15-003 on the creation, organisation and functioning of
the Special Criminal Court, 2015, available at: https://ihl-
databases.icrc.org/(last visited on 12/5/2021).

YoF



