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6Plea Agreement in Todorovic case: http://www.icty.org/en/press/plea-agreement-announced-
motion-hearing-todorovic-case.

7. Todorovic, Case No. IT-95-9/1,Sentencing Judgement, 31 Jul 2001,para 115.

R



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

Ao ployze sl syt Ll Ygomo oS0l 05 4 351 Anls50 Sy 2l 31 )5S
.\.s)l; S99 oyl b dunlio )
9 Sl 99y Sl Sla il b Jos 3 el 9 (BN olas porde i 5 ol &
b @Sl ol cal 2)85 Sl en (5] malir @38 b oo 2 oad Jlosl slacljlone
S plai oly 8l pgac 0 jlaS Jb oy (plagsgl S o camal Bua S lais &
3 maMo (6355 51 g oo gme € oy o &S Modliyn lasSome b Mol
Y3 8359, 55 Lais S o 4ST 3150 cuonl p0y3lo sl)] 55 Ml e colias
u,s)_? )_Ia.; O :\5;..,‘ ‘bM.C‘ L» o5als ;L;;])fl).w w@l » @Wl Ub‘“‘c LY 9).,\.»\[ 9 Twge
Sl im etol (glyad Slanl ay oliws «lilore e )3 Jole b plgis 4 2l ST5w
393 (6353 an &bl ST Oljle g uiS o ddis Jlaa |y (eaMuS g > o Laks 5 due

A o LS dgi ] )ST5m Slslae 4 Blanl plo Caenl p gl o5 clae

Hodlom palys 53 S,y
o 4S5 Sl pyrn OLSS)l pae gl (logus «lilre S5 Bun S lgis 4 ole )|
S pyome o lilrs Jlosl b cpplo w2 93000 Ol oy 39000 SISyl ) o2 biles
O35 dpdd el S pllas SUlg» Cleyl o Sl 4 .0 o (61055 sl ol > plol
A sl cillsee 1 6350 ol b Slibro 4 g Ay & ol lalis; S| opSsle 5
P LSSyl 51y o8l o o] Jlash 1 w5 g Oljloee audad s 3529 <l
bl)_é\» :A_;Su_,o QL.» Ooe9 FLY 43;0] EJ)]J d¢>9 )S.c.» Ol 3 L;U.A.ﬂuu Ml)? 29 .J)b)‘l.g

OB Jlw W 1y (s (omial k) b 590 )3 el (NS g (sl Mollom (6588 o3l w905 (41 )
G )low 5 pas Vo flwle BT g 3l oalatwwl Sl HLols; a8 wi 1yal Bgw 50 (ShSj 55 @libre 3,8 poSone

ARV
2. enemies of mankind.

3. Akhavan P. “Justice in the Hague, Peace in the Former Yugoslavia? A Commentary on
the United Nations War Crimes Tribunal ”, Human Rights Quarterly 20( 1998), p 741.

\Al



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

o Mie Lol glie pr g 01 oLyl b o Ml oyl ol ol iz o
b ol e ¢Sy

olol oBund g jl il d)ly (ol clbls jo Ole )l Bun 4y (gl bl
Jols cole )] oS Mo )55 (gom jl 5 Cannl 438,55 48 390 Mol o 3 SMis
D55l 5 25195 o5 i 4 <l S oS loxe (£l Sy 3 i 5 Ok i
Jb e Saw, S g > Gdo ) Cudgas g plic] Gljlre Bl ccudad iy 35
ytisn S 231y Slione el 3,518 dacdys (53,55 (5 fSa

oS Lo ol dliaol 4 i ¢ Mol pdaw 55 (S5)15L Ban p 3,lg bl seeg b
S e pllss Lol dlaal 5l Sus )l g ole)l s o olis Jadloyw (5,08
01530,5 50 o Linls Ao 4o Sl (S ohcols 48 fgende ol b & JolS" laiia
Baldl 51 LaT (olang s 0,8 dinlgs gl 1) Ll chiloal i 4 a8 03 p0 g X9 0
Lo ot gt 5 555 o501y doliwsll ¢ i) Lobicblye 35 SKin b L wslojl Sis
ol o3y Lol Glaal 5l (S5 Sk g oleyl 56 ICTR g ICTY LS5 )0, ab sl
Jgime 313l Cuins g Madl oy o83l G aloul o )y o pMel el (g5 AYY dolialad
O AS] el 4 D5l Aalgd SaS wigd daS e aS) sl ) > (ol
Oeed p alie Shle b 50 200 dolialad 00,3 s (6550 950 4 5 LiBgie olaCiguds
9 039 (owlsl 2090 (S5l 35 py Sl S1ie 13 5 TCC LS5 )3 438 o ASTb 5.0
loyeiS )5 oyl a8 ol > sl ond o)Ll ] 4 deliwll dolud > dews Hobas

Laswd sl e 5l oS

1. Wippman D. “Atrocities, deterrence, and the limits of international justice”, Fordham
International Law Journal 23(1999),p 476.

2. Goffrier B.” Deterrence as Principle of Sentencing in International Criminal Justice”,
Amsterdam: Centre for International Criminal Justice( 2014), p 4.

NAFY ol ) dan Sl bl 5)byd 6Kue aoMel Y

Yy



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

g L sl cnl S5 55k nmal 250 o Ml (S Slone (51 5 4,
bz plg 8l gladlaie glacold, jl sblulyy o (L o LS5, Gbls cglite yiuw
Ay Caud £y Caodl 3 3ol (6oMuS g (Modl iy (6,25 B0l jo Syl 9 Cle)l
B0y oead (il 53 0kgy oyt L - Canl Jlayss s, Madliyn 6508 o5l
2S5 Cdge (leed o Olibre Glaal I (S lgie a1y Cle )l 2l seinl mlie o Wbl g ged)|
o oS oo dg) g (0 VAFD i alee ol (glyais AVY dolialad Jolis aS” WS’ o
- Y e . " o e - -
2 B Slel)) iz - Col Bilo (S g2 (58S (19 )3 Lasipe Slge (4S5 9 S )90
B Bads g el (glygh dolialad dy Sy > ko 88 g 095 e 0nyd oy plw
ol 0045 0Ll (geMuS g
SIS )3 el (ol 45 y90 3 L3 lgiise |y aages (Sl Pl yii 53
o el |y @l ol iYs lgie pSbre o)l IS 51N ol olazs]
ol Sy g Cawd oyl 3 sl S50 B anl cusyd 500 b legSime aSST Jlass
P R Ggme a0 a4 Joie e Il g plogl (i 8)bgd 385 (g
Ngdb ool i ST e o2 5b logSome 4l lass] wii] 55 alie Ll s sl &g
T 88 s

Na-ye. uRe ;ula.h ;)l)'.gd ‘3)5‘59.9.)\
2. Erdemovic, Case No. IT-96-22, Sentencing judgement, 29 Nov 1996, para 58-62.
Jbe il ¥
Musema, Case No. ICTR-96-13, judgement and Sentence, _27 January 2000, para 986 ;
Rutaganda, Case No. ICTR-96-3, judgement and Sentence, 6 December 1999, para 456 ,
Mucié et al., Case No. IT-96-21,Trail Judgement, 16 Nov 1998, para 1234, Todorovic, Case
No. IT-95-9/1, Sentencing Judgement, 31 Jul 2001, para30.
FY 50 laad oS Jbo > caidly o)Ll eges (S50 4 68> 126 (ICTY,ICTR,SCLS jl o pplo plSs1) ¥
1S i dalllas (gl sl onds S olard] SWHb5L (oS>
Goffrier B.” Deterrence as Principle of Sentencing in International Criminal Justice”,
Amsterdam: Centre for International Criminal Justice( 2014).

5. Kunarac et al, Case No. IT-96-21, Judgement, 22 February 2001, para. 839.
6. Mrda, Case No. IT-02-59, Sentencing Judgement, 31 March 2004, para. 17.

vy



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

S5k 4Ll 329 b el Malline (65 pSre o8 s ] o 598, Ao Ll

sl (23l )5S ilye 4 eal WS (o Cguone Slibre Blaal I Sy plgie 41,
L a5 Jlsy» s o oMol  SwguSIl 30590 )3 o5ols alon 10505 o Has)y o
Hedli ml sl Slibre s 3 By e @]y (SH)5L S Coeal lainaos
g el 0L Jale oyl 4 24 S cul 33lge c0dd (S ol Bagp yd sl b wply o
oLSaly Ay 4 ylogSome s oud uood Clilee IS Sbjyl 50 T9)b 9350 0 (SN
A jud gudysS gy 5O <l b ole ¢ 25w 83101 lad 4y Kogu 03l Mol
(S5l () Clilre cpuns Jole cpl &S cubly an g8 Wb a8 WS o pMel Sty ang
slaoisgy o €yl Sius > )le «"al oyl (S y» Slilore s plln L0
LS 53 Gaa sl ey ol dn ol 008 0351 ) 4 SW5I05L Losad 3 e (6,%ed

2018 o151 ke 5 i 4 g o3l3e

Sl )Y

2 e 45 0,5 g0 S gl Sonslb Al I lilre (gl s Ol 4 o9l
b £ p e BIS 331 g9 030 oS5 el 55 9 33 2lS g (S5 (g3l yiSTh
Olilome plaio ol 5l s col s Kl glain! (ol atnld (0,8 & il > LSS o s
B cpl a e Sl g a2lss )l

10k & 8ly 3 sl 0is (69300 ) e Mallin (585 @S bre usnsls Sl
248 a8l (gyg il Ban I laSises & Canl S5 4 lalli ol colo S
S e (el )48 @Slre laodign 3 9o Cuno (JE1 w2 (slaosiy
CulS 3l o Sl Al 3 @b ol jl ol @t 5 Copls baed malz nl ©B (9 Sl
= el mla OLSS e el 305 (55w 5l g 35losn Hlgbd sl 1) dnelr a (LSS 5

3 Ygano 5 B9 oo il ol S5y 365 (3 5 (o8 ol (sloygly 9 Sblitel (gl

1. Aleksovski, Case No. IT-95-14/1, Appeal Chamber Judgement, 24 Mar 2000, para. 185.

2. Kordic, Case No. I1T-95-14/2, Appeal Chamber Judgement, 17 Dec 2004, paral078.

3. Muci¢ et al, Case No. IT-96-21, Appeal Chamber judgement, para803; Tadic, Case No. IT-
96-21,Sentensing Appeal Judgement, para48 ; Nicolic, Case No. IT-94-2, Sentensing Appeal
Judgement, para46.

Y¥



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

Aol anily dgg Ul (5,55 )3 (S Mol by el S sistns sl pid )3 55 g Ll
903,50 50 Olilre ww Ban cpl logs plSs! o Madliops (6508 (sbaolSols (plogsoly
SIS e € asels &y HISBLS wyie 113,55k 5 pesh leis 4 o

el g8 igo wSles 1 oyslo ISl Loy DFD 55 aopans] 1S 3dods 3abo
S JLo ey el 0390 il (s Sl ) panil gl B9 o530 5
Sranil aS cwlod)S ol 3)lge 3 NS sl Mllim (6548 o8B Jlainysos
Hlsel la 5 ey Al disld €olEald A (g S paenad A0l)8 )0 sdes LiE SOP Wilgh S
o b 35 el B9 05315 5 1l (sl Modliner (65aS ol « ity T 4 (et
Gl 035" iy il oo Ol Cpend Blaal Gl g59505L &5 Clas ol (ST ol

e ilio 3)lg 0 s (S35 unl oo (ol o 1> B (183 &S gl
5 kauly 8,130 SCLS 5 ICTY (gl)] 1> .l ] (385 (slmogesd 5 (6)903k Jlas! yoliai
Jlosl Lyl 4y 0dig iz )0 DS s (65 Sl bl oss (i o (385 (slogedy
I3l 5 Lyl oo (p? (594 dind (mabes B9 5 alox jltcusl 03,5 0)L8) (559l
g &l 93l sl o) lalpd 1) €5 )5 SISl (392 ol ool 2ol kB s
2 S EMmans s 5 150l lagSome & s Vgann (69l sl 03,5 o3l
OLSel 53 i Lo jaia b 8aSgy e ()53 slaoign )3 e (o € 395 00 4385
Sl 0 sl e (5y9,5k

Slaal plo b duslie 3 1) 65905k (Mollimm (6585 w5 bre sy o0 a5 & ey cnl @
2 Ao 605 sloolSaly Codgizme yal ool bV dloa i oo (B SuenleS
o el (6588 w8 Teo Dol )3 50 lilore Ly a8 bl 51 il ljlome Sk
Elgsl 5l (g i a8 By 1Sloro b dulio )3 (659 05b (sladal Jlasl 1Sl

1. Mucic¢ et al, Case No. IT-96-21, Judgement, 16 Nov 1998, para 1233 ; Kordi¢ & Cerkez,
Case No. IT-95-14/2, appeal judgement, 17 Dec 2004, para 1029.

2. Smith Katie, Rehabilitation as a Sentencing Goal in International Criminal Justice, Center
for International Criminal Justice ,Amsterdam, 2014.

3. Delalic, Case No. IT-96-21, Appeal Chamber Judgement, 20 Feb 2001, para 806.

4. Muci¢ et al, Case No. IT-96-21,Trail Judgement, 16 Nov 1998, para 1233.

5. Furundzija,Judgement, Case No IT-95-17/1-T, 10 Dec 1998,para 291.

Yo



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

Ol & S 2l &Sy 9303 e Ll ogad )3 gl Sl & Atk s (548
s d 1S o pMel guged)l Bugy 50 0Bl il (Sl g (0l sl pho wil >
5 oLl sl dnily Bue s Cunl (Sas doliwlol YV b3lo 389 poSiore (s dx )31
Sl S > IS 2 88 (b Cljlore 355 &S WS (o g 5l 4 Sljlone (e
2 &lesbml p W ohag g (Mallipe Blwg ply Foi> e rcigdsd cp Sl 4 ()
a3l gl 200 g8

Ban dy (pliwd day5iS (gow 5l lollim 6545 oSl pSS sl 2l s 4 (prizren
22l (St 5528 1 )3 a5l (sloaslyr (sl2l 895 g oS> (500 ;0S4 Syl
o8 > 3 45 (5555 slad ol 5l daSowe? )l o pMel o801y ST,U5S 3154
L el @glisio MolS gaigm oyl Lol 43S o ol Culas i o <8 15 Ll 55 @ljlone
sladsly e (o yod cCuol ljloee pund 13 pheo Bid S (69525 D ataS 4]
oo Ml

5 2l Slibre (s 2 £33l i b el BaSone o1 25 L i 2
36 gloyme sl ) 6y9 il slodeliy syl Ll yd oS 595 03k 3 (65988 4 J <S5 pe
Aalgs g (Melloye oloyme 6923l sl oy lacadgioe wa sl unl 03,5 wal)3
w2 LSS sl rgnil laasly (b (i logSome Cglate (b .l
4 Comd ool plosl gl 022335901 (slog 8 (523105 925 5 lallim bl &5 5 ool
-l ol S calia pogas 3 ionil (Bl B8 LY dler Sl iplegSome

el CLSI) Sl Sl (el s it lime (5 0 S asl g2 Ly
0> maly s loyme 4 a S JSliloe y o 4 S se cpl b o (559050 1y (Medl oy

1. Erdemovic, Case No. IT-96-22,Sentencing judgement, 29 Nov 1996, para 66.
2. Kunarac et al, Case No. IT-23 & 1T-96-23/1, judgment,22 Feb 2001,para 844.
3. Hola, B. & van Wijk, J. ibid, p 122.

\td



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

oS il o 5l elonl g b (ol Laulyd )3 el malys ol Laj sl o b
SLSS)) 31 oSy sl oly i yicsielan (ulpl 08 1algss 1S5 Jus S5 (gl Ygans

« ol dxol> &y pyzme DSl ool e

1503 g Bl Y
01 sl )38 o ity Gnols 3 85 (£l g S canung s Mladli bl cunle
el oS clae pllas o ( A3 (6,08 Fai> alie Claal glys Slial U cul
P A2 2y90 BIb 93 (lgie & deuolbie | o g (Fu)b Al dbm] 5 yS )3 i
5 e ol o5ug 4 g (Slea daels BT L ilisen (slooged & ()28 wSbro dyg) g ol
ey e a1 Gas 93 ol By (S Conl badye (il o
st 58 gl o (e o (el @S la Sy by 2 & b
RV RO AW

e, Al Y.
wlejlio oy 8ol 4 dag bl Cids ol olod @ly 3 (Sl Al b

4 a5yl e pMel b a8 o SIS S5 ik ale ml QS 45 (b b 5l S e
NP n pmais Jl (80 5 0355 oAb g ya0l b 0318l 351 d9a000 & j90 4y sl 2 (i
S5 sl o> Al w0 yiS slacsgdis b i o o kid & Su b Al (cwl ol 3
025 ol gl W dlex ) dlizes (gla)ldy L oS ol S0 el (ol )ISO1 i
NS sl CBge (005 (Gl ey A5 Bib 355 o pLl ezt sbaS

oS g dsle daled 8L 2ol 0 &S cunl 03 )5 sloul ol gy 5l slaiiy oB0lo» ¢ 3ilw

1. Sufferling, C.M.J. “The Justification Of Punishment In International Criminal Law
Can National Theories Of Justification Be Applied To The International
Level?”,Austrian Review of International and European Law Online 4(2000), p161.

aoliliad o Mol (6508 o doliwliol )d sonoyi clis gbadinn; ol SIHE  catiw) §pmmes ¢ oD .Y
X Lo F bjless MYAY 50l ped Jo 5,08 Boi> yimgl

\A4



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

ol 8ol 4y blod 4y Sl &l el g po3oh 35 5] 5 ST oail 53 Canns
«wle 35365 isel 53 b gl 5y 55 o3I AT e g o 0yl )3
L oS o)l fcuwl (608 cllae plls cwond )0 I3l S alie @ 50 (2B CGan oyl al]
dise} pizme 3,8 Salgp S8 ol laypme s 0 epladd Bl Sl sl g ol (08 )5
. Yo . t =z .
el T oygl o ply 8 o o o g il m od Bus 4y slawd sl )
ol 3,58 1S o 0T a8 )] Bl dlas ) tulanl yy Guan oyl b cadlbeo 4y - liizee
Pl o yme Clilore 53,8 Ky DS o b 6y KL pun sine 4 clie el baolSls
Logy Lol sl oas B lgie 4 @By ol 4 (slo il (658 wSbro Ll dliasl 5
3y Pyl Al sbul lodigy (S yd Gl Ciliee OT @ Comd (6505 Madl oy oSbes
A Cod s dund Buad 1l o pMel (g dirdd gujd )5 B9y 10 &S ool sl o
5 i b dlae 5 a5 6,503 laSbore 53 (I pee > € Canss ) sale dalllae
aNf e Vo - L. . K . . g
O LS el 3980 555 i PSS )3 g gslae sl plasl g oo L s e 4]
oS> gulST 815951 )5 csla] 1 (Sl (515 g 5 Sllir slaaie) Lis (gl ool
LU, 5 4SSl g cccwlsilyy 53 odsl i colgs 45 bgsye VYo 5 YA GI,S,L 51 o500
2 s Syo 539 Ly 45 ol gmgwslio 855 150 Hges Al 5unlST loles! b puinss

O3S by yed okign Shigie ool Slibre Sl (1) G Sl g 089y 4 (Sewy b

1. Cassese A. “The ICTY: A Living and Vital Reality”, Journal of International Criminal
Justice 2(2004), p597.

2. Drumbl M. A. Atrocity, Punishment, And International Law, NewYork: Cambridge
University Press, 2007, p.

3. Galbraith J. “The Pace of International Criminal Justice”, Michigan Journal of
International Law 79(2009), p 89.

: Plavsic,Case No. IT-00-39 & 40/1,Sentencing Judgement,27 Feb 2003, S5 asges ¢l ¥

para80
5. Arent, H. Eichmann in Jerusalem: A Report on the Banality of Evil,Washington:Penguin
Books, 1994, p 253.
6. Karadzic, Case No. IT-95-5/18, Trial Chamber Decisions , 8 Jul 2009, para46.
7. Tadic, Case No. IT-94-1, Trial Judgement,17 Oct 2003, para 166-378 ; .krstic, Case No.
IT-98-33, Trial Judgement, 2 Aug 2001, para6-477.
8. Akayesu, Case No. ICTR-96-4-T,Trail Judgement, 2 September 1998.

YA



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

\ ..

LS (oo ol 8 58wl
a ol ddo ) (dodle (6,08 cllas pllas aS 300 0 odalive Jos > iy cpl 4
sla Saw) o wWSlo aclgd b 3 as 55 Jgelyd Wls ax ST .cunn 50 Bua oyl
5 €l Cainy (lo g Cusl ol s (Su)l qelr Con (ISl (391 w013 4 (gyhS
2 B g, S& slb yog) ool Gyle & .Va)b S99 (93l Cgldl KaoSowe Cituts?
8> (Fo, 5 Al Wl ool (Mallipn (65857 G ol pls sl olite 70,6 5 358>
St 3 ol ol 3ot JLs 2 oS3l 51 0 ccpgudys (L))l S 4y 3 sl

« sz oaiiS ans baid b a8l Cud & ¢ S OT sl o)l Wil (65,0

dowo o 31 Ly o V.Y

ol o bl bl (g o o 93,5 o2 oddsl Laly) a5 Sialyd 4 o pogie
S oo .Sy 8] Ky (5300 4 o 1 1> 2535 Syl ted ol 5 oo S
el 45 50D g Canws ) Yoame 5] malys 1) 29 gas oy B ) Byl L5
w09 (Aadliop pda w3 Lol Laiiug Hlaye3 0 o 0050 (slR0g)S j> BB sl
sloogd g Ll ol shis bl Gud ol (6,500 U5 4 Cundy Ll
A 6y9p5 dsele sl sl il g o Sl & Cusl (IS5 4 o2 OIS Shias
3 el o 28l 4 Bagts Gl Sl g ailo) (b 4 030> Bam ]y s 0
23S S GBI (sloog S o Slasoleo 3 baid 1) ] (31 psluslinly sl at5enS on
L2l 03,18 sacigid Jold w5038 Ste SYsb wp 45 Sl 1S e ¢ b

1. Drumbl M. A. Atrocity, Punishment, And International Law, NewYork: Cambridge
University Press, 2007,p 177.

oIl oyt o 3315 (o 9 GoBn w1 (60033 wuygn jabiy Culial cpgmaialy S qud B woply (]S Y
3. Wilson, R. A. “Judging History: The Historical Record of the International Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia”, Human Rights Quarterly 27 (2005),p908.

4. Fischer M. “Transitional Justice and Reconciliation: Theory and Practice”, in
Advancing Conflict Transformation: The Berghof Handbook II (2011), p 415.

5. Bar-Tal D. “From intractable conflict through conflict resolution to reconciliation:
psychological analysis”, Political Psychology 21(2000), p 6.

va



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

Mt o (2198 Jloplly (sl )9S dg3 3)90 yiaS g 3940 ges 4B)S a3y (6,8
alon jlaSlosly )8 565 clacuglyl Jho 3 1) il g o g atily ol & (lodg davgr &S
oS Js oo il 4 Sy (sl S (slmolSsly St | oS Ll 558
sl ol OSSO0 e o g 231 50 s (il i 5 Bie e sl
)13 g5 dsol>

S Cge smolSaly Ll aSST 3 L el (glyods (sladolialad ¢ Modl sy pdaw 5
P aS Slus olacsly Hlain s |y ppe ool cCunl €pdio Lats g oole] 44 SaS» jglais o
Lol oLl sloms] o wlos S Yl ailazsly 8,5 o8Il s i bl @l Slie
Se Ul g 092 )98 CNBT cpl o sl (ICTY) 3ol s9MS's2 sl (2l
sS Olomsd Aoliwlul Anlys ol 03yl waly 8 1y s 5 oo 4y Coguis g olls 593
0351 ol ptalsl g ol o (il saes Mol bl Gl plo b 56 el
23yl o, J @ g 03l Ll wl pl LSS e SloyasS o4 Lb g

S DS G ol Sl g (51 5 o a3 SisSe (Lol il
508 s |y elain] S ed a0l e el Slls cudis Saine 5y ol
bl lgie o Modli olSaly SlaSoe 3550 walys |y ol o 4 by i
3l o o g il o gls 4 Ul slexel g oole laig b 4 e slazel oyl S5
oo 4 ity Lol 5 (S cedliey 1S e ol dwlS 08 5 oll 1) desbe
0l i 159 el sl |y (6588 i 1 ol e (il s )3 €.
bl 5 JLasl Als o clSTie 53 osSine donst (slS (oo sos apind A1 oo donolie

5 (SyS D A i g S dbul (g yuin S o Wl e &S g9mu At Aalgs (60550

1. Keenan P. J. “The Problem Of Purpose In International Criminal Law” ,Michigan
Journal of International Law 37(2016), p 421.

2. Muphy. C. Political reconciliation and international criminal trials”, in /nternational
Criminal Law and Philosophy (2009), p240.

3. Cassese A. “Reflection On international Criminal Justice”, The modern law review
61(1998),p 9.



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

5o (ol 3ylee 4 3guste 1y S5k (B e 5 e 4 398 Sblis Jloss! a3l
as aly o Lad oSl ols byly b cood as S1aS cowl ddine s o) dles
9)0=lil 9 S Joome aily b iz S S8 5l il (paid las S maenad
T3 g g avdlas b e ol i 5 (slo e lodline 5wl eyt SlaSlre e b))
5 o dbul & odigy do > OF/R «ljlbre cpusd Al po 13 5 Jas )0 cy9il o 5505 0501
Jolss o bogud wsin 5l 5Ly clise 5 SleMbl e oplogsgl | Slanils dsgr il
ol 4o plaSie Lol 3,08 o ity 4y pSbre | Sygm IS o o 4 alitod )3 S50
sledl gwyd jogad > glad duy o a4 \‘J.;.sbuﬁ dowolro | L o 4 ol
Crigy 0981 dlayS aalss asutie |y ol eat] g L8l 395 9t 0)biwld lile g lidlge
LU, s g (Mdlop (6,8 cdlie allss 15 ,Soni]  Sun ool I s gk aSi! el
P33 dnels 55 il 5 o sl g oa] a8 4 ol « Il cdlae» L K3

1. Mennecke, M. “Punishing genocidaires. A deterrent effect or not?”, Human Rights
Review 8(2007), p 327.
2. Fletcher L. E. “From Indifference to Engagement: Bystanders and International
Criminal Justice ”, Michigan journal of international law 26( 2004), p1022.
3. Kuster M. “Reconciliation as a sentencing goal in International Criminal Justice”,
Amsterdam: Centre for International Criminal Justice (2014), p6.
4. Rutaganira, Case No. ICTR-95-1C, Judgement and Sentence, 14 March 2005, para 14
; Deronjic, Case No. IT-02-61,Sentencing judgemen,30 Mar 2004.

1Sy ol o Jisl cllae ol 5)bys b dallles (4l 0
Galbraith J. “The Pace of International Criminal Justice”, Michigan Journal of
International Law 79(2009).

AN



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

S5 4

Lol .ol plus” (gya8 cllae pllas Glaal a8 10,5 ascie oddbddl) Clae 4 as g5 b
Glaal as cowl o S cwl Blaal pla Ml 6,08 cllie ol Lol diwe
Ol ey S5 T N EVIPR JCSEA R VI S3l syledds sl o A3 God> alin
e 5 cwl gydas 0 Jlanl cllas g poo 4 S8 5 (Zu,b dlo Sl 5Ly con
Boeid ¢ 3995 pae Cpl D duoy oo Jla5 a4y LA ad 3890 Blaal play Slowwd o1y (6,88
o e gl (5999 )Ty JoSo g iy oo (Simlanli o)k 4 0l Blanl 4y J
23w Bud (orily il g adlias 4 iy (50 S5 005 0 Blaal 8l ass
ol b1y pae @ls i oo (e Lo Sy 3l (slyy (I cprizman. 1335 o (3l
oiomed LSS el |y Blisciwl cllas g amd )8 plaillcos (b b biye e olis
2 il g o (5l ol o8 TS e sl rie (35 peSone > LS )Lt oy
lical yBLs §ass s 48 Coul diine Co kS ( wlul ped p Dg dales 350 o]
Tl Glual plo b (B e Clual 3is slbogsd Sinlanl

S e pllas Sl plyie b 4t 3)l9e ded (ol plio )3 4251l
0dgs (3o gllas goui 4y l.e‘j 4 ol Ol ‘_')9;513 (Jos plao ) ciilosds S5 L;J.AJ]L)»)
9 oyl 5 el Ban g3 5l Glpall 4y PB e (S U sl osds sl yol e .l
L 5500 cloas il jutne |y L1 (6,28 o> Blonl Las g il dowsliis I e oo
by 55 col (Sen Glaal cpl &8 05 0 pMel BBy (5,05 5o Blaal Coglgl Joud

Db 3 aeS e 3)80 1) yiaS Cudgiine b (g31,8l WL o 4
Cunyd Oyl el HSalS o131 oyl a8 10650 bl (S90S o pMel laB 4y 5y ye 080D 3 ouss gl Ciply Y
.ol 00l @8ly g0 s3> anmss (SMLES 039 | Sin dgub 4iiS 45 el o Jro

3. Galbraith, ibid, p95.
4. Danner A.M. & Martinez J.S.”Guilty Associations: Joint Criminal Enterprise,

Command Responsibility, and the Development of International Criminal Law”,
California Law Review 93(2005), pp 166-169.

AY



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

(Hledlon gaw 5> & Aiud Ao 55 (cage 09)5 Colkd 12 g K9 s Slual plu 385
Vg0 1Sl Gl b g 95,8 ay 1y 51 Bei> Bluml

Slial lysei a8 cusl o eligon llallon 588 sloolsols &yg) g plSo! 5l azgl
Gad Sy el S > Al ljlore g S S 48l 108 )S 0130 |y 3 3o
S e LS 3 pad Lol 00" 398 0 48,5 IS & S5y Ll gy ol 4 i
O 5l g cal 31 ai alie GBlual a8 (5ol Al ool g pdo o sl & ooy
oS3l g3l 859 2 &Sl (s panil 2 & Cusl (SHI}L 5 lST5m 2 15T 55 oo
w3l gl (S85,055L 5 lSThe  Lobul b @ljloeen 1S o p)el

SieS Slace 10,8 sy 55 69 S IS |y ggdge R L (el
S0 Iyl olad a8 s ol Ll plas pogite Lol i n ol pllss (lyie o lallon
sl Jolis |y pllss o Glgioe 4 2) 3929 w0 (5 (i d2)81) S JLia 1) B
Sl 1ol g s 33 ol il 4 iy o 50 bl 1SS e &S cuily Laliske
Agie |y s oz )b Gluas g anlss el IS o] s Lol Slaal 4 12
r2 &S Cundly g o (525 RIS omas whms | pel pluadl b il (lapi
Aol Cwd 255 ole Bua 4 i Colps 0 B a8 o ] glofg dabsg Lacl 51 S
Sy 3 48 o Shal b Gilisee Jalye jI JSiie fcanl ool s 5 yaS cdlas
Al e ol GBlial slhe ol e €8 )lie 5 (5550

S sle Mallo a8 s plss ol o) g Bun &S Jboy> S il g
e S phs o Lol el ol oz Jlod 2ol 5 (el malir LSS SlojasS o
i (55 S b gly 3. Tl il ) 393 ols Glanl cal (See (50 223
O e 0 p] il g Clilre (i dls o p> CBlanl € s JMazwl» o BB
052 Sl Slilome s pLSn )3 an ST dstiins (Ll (55 4 Gl (20

1. Galbraith,ibid, pp 96-97.
2. Erdemovic, Case No. IT-96-22, sentencing Judgement, 29 Nov 1996, para60.
3. Tadic, Case No. IT-94-1, Sentencing Judgement,11 Nov 1999, para8.

o s elge 4 lixe ol 4 Sl oy sollss ¢ ,aS cllie pllss a8 cudls H9 435 3l wls Jb ope 0 ¥
rSa g o Jalse (IS 5o 40 g elatli pulw Y28 (e (Jalge bl S50 (258 Al o0
AY



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

5 Ll ddsyo 5> lual ol s 5 Clibre Gliee 5 &5 O 5 (S9HPIL 5 251
Caol 635503l D)1 Caganl B ) 53 sl ") 6, o e Slilne glynl (SosSs
ObSel yolaie 4y 3,8 Ayl 59d> Lads e «libre (sl 890 (13905 i b &S
A8 o g dnoly &y p3Sime 2S5l

Wl & Cons Mol (6588 Slae pllas 3 (S5 Goi> alie Slaal ooy cnl 4
Al e bz ol cas 0 395 bl cdiius Coglgl 3 dasloe | s go g ()b
b Jelite sl (g a8

1. Van Zyl Smit D. and Sonja Snacken. Principles of European Prison Law and Policy, New
York: Oxford University Press, 2009, p 76.

1Sy pidy dalllas (gl Y
Abel. Denis, Limiting the objectives of the enforcement of international punishment in
Research handbooks in international law, Edward Elgar Publishing, 2016.

AY



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

ols

Ot 5 G5 o (G0l oo jabig Colidl gmialy o crmrp S Sy S
AYAY omo llil 205 (5S4l g 56y dan 5 (088 Moy I

Al

P 0l g S35 U 31y o )3 jaS (i 535,15 51 olis 0580555, ¥
YV Byl AR e oyl (g Olalllan doliliad (6 p00S” Jholl oy (98

2 )15 g Blisdil gl Oljlone a i (e (o csol] 3, o gy o
X 8less AYVA s o slusl pole wyse

S5 192> doliwlil ;5 (como i Cllae (glrdin el e ot ey (oM
¥ 8)led YAV sl epgd Jlo 8 B> Sl dnlibad Ml o

cHollimm Goia 3 Oljlome 9 0 CuwliS ool (s dams 8)]j o s S
Y il o B> lisios dolilad ¢ g p0uS

ST @lis (&

Books

7. Arent, H. Eichmann in Jerusalem: 4 Report on the Banality of Evil, Washington:
Penguin Books, 1994

8. Drumbl M. A. Atrocity, Punishment, And International Law, NewYork:
Cambridge University Press, 2007.

9. Van Zyl Smit D. and Sonja Snacken. Principles of European Prison Law and
Policy, New York: Oxford University Press, 2009.

Articles

10. Akhavan P. “Justice in the Hague, Peace in the Former Yugoslavia? A
Commentary on the United Nations War Crimes Tribunal”, Human Rights
Quarterly 20( 1998).

11. Bar-Tal D. “From intractable conflict through conflict resolution to
reconciliation: psychological analysis”, Political Psychology 21(2000).

Ad



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

12. Cassese A. “The ICTY: A Living and Vital Reality”, Journal of International
Criminal Justice 2(2004).

13. Cassese A. “Reflection On international Criminal Justice”, The modern law
review 61(1998).

14. Danner A.M. & Martinez J.S.”Guilty Associations: Joint Criminal Enterprise,
Command Responsibility, and the Development of International Criminal Law”,
California Law Review 93(2005).

15. Fischer M. “Transitional Justice and Reconciliation: Theory and Practice”, in
Advancing Conflict Transformation: The Berghof Handbook II (2011).

16. Fletcher L. E. “From Indifference to Engagement: Bystanders and International
Criminal Justice”, Michigan journal of international law 26(2004).

17. Galbraith J. “The Pace of International Criminal Justice”, Michigan Journal of
International Law 79(2009).

18. Goffrier B.” Deterrence as Principle of Sentencing in International Criminal
Justice”,Amsterdam: Centre for International Criminal Justice( 2014)

19. Hola, B. & van Wijk, J. “Life after Conviction at International Criminal
Tribunals — Empirical Overview”, Journal of International Criminal Justice,
12(2014).

20. Keenan P. J. “The Problem Of Purpose In International Criminal
Law” ,Michigan Journal of International Law 37(2016).

21. Kuster M. “Reconciliation as a sentencing goal in International Criminal
Justice”, Amsterdam: Centre for International Criminal Justice (2014).

22. Muphy. C. »Political reconciliation and international criminal trials”,
International Criminal Law and Philosophy (2009).

23. Mennecke, M. “Punishing genocidaires. A deterrent effect or not?”, Human
Rights Review 8(2007) .

24. Olasolo H. “The Prosecutor of The ICC Before the Initiation of Investigations: A
Quasi-Judicial or a Political Body?”, International Criminal Law Review
3(2003).

25. Smith K. “Rehabilitation as a Sentencing Goal in International Criminal
Justice”, Amsterdam: Centre for International Criminal Justice (2014).

26. Sufferling, C.M.J. “The Justification Of Punishment In International Criminal
Law Can National Theories Of Justification Be Applied To The International
Level?” Austrian Review of International and European Law Online 4(2000).

27. Wilson, R. A. “Judging History: The Historical Record of the International
Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia”, Human Rights Quarterly 27
(2005).

28. Wippman D. “Atrocities, deterrence, and the limits of international justice”,
Fordham International Law Journal 23(1999).

Cases

29. Prosecutor vs.Aleksovski, Case No. IT-95-14/1 , Appeal chamberJudgement, 24
Mar 2000.

30. Prosecutor vs.Akayesu, Case No. ICTR-96-4-T, Trail Judgement, 2 September
1998.

31. Prosecutor v.Deronjic, Case No. IT-02-61, Sentencing judgemen,30 Mar 2004.

N



e g &g, g Sl p> oIl (5505 Pl Glaal MY o ylows Bglis Oliding aolibad

32.

33.

34.

35.
36.

37.
38.

39.

40.

41

42.

43.

44,

45.

Prosecutor v. Erdemovic, Case No. IT-96-22,Sentencing judgement, 29 Nov
1996.

Prosecutor vs.Karadzic, Case No. IT-95-5/18, Trial Chamber Decisions , 8 Jul
2009.

Prosecutor vs.Kordic , Case No. 1T-95-14/2 , Appeal chamber Judgement, 17
Dec 2004.

Prosecutor vs.Krstic, Case No. [T-98-33,Trial Judgement, 2 Aug 2001.
Prosecutor vs. Kunarac et al, Case No. IT-23 & IT-96-23/1, Trail Judgement, 22
February 2001.

Prosecutor vs. Mrda, Case No. IT-02-59, Sentencing Judgement, 31 March 2004.
Prosecutor vs.mucic et al, Case No. IT-96-21, appeal chamber judgement, 20
Feb 2001.

Prosecutor vs. Musema, Case No. ICTR-96-13 , judgement and Sentence, 27
January 2000.

Prosecutor vs.Nicolic, Case No. IT-94-2, judgement on sentensing appeal, 4
February 2005 .

. Prosecutor vs.Plavsic, Case No. IT-00-39 & 40/1,Sentencing Judgement,27 Feb

2003.

Prosecutor vs. Rutaganda, Case No. ICTR-96-3, judgement and Sentence, 6
December 1999.

Prosecutor vs.Rutaganira, Case No. ICTR-95-1C, Judgement and Sentence, 14
March 2005.

Prosecutor vs.Tadic, Case No. [T-96-21, judgement in sentensing appeal, 26 Jan
2000.

Prosecuter vs. Todorovic, Case No. 1T-95-9/1,Sentencing Judgement, 31 Jul
2001.

Internet sites

46.

Plea Agreement in Todorovic case available at

http://www.icty.org/en/press/plea-agreement-announced-motion-hearing-todorovic-

case( last visited on17/7/2017).

AY






