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1. Common Purpose

2. Common Plan

3. Common Design
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5. Antonio Cassese, “The Proper Limits of Individual Responsibility under the

Doctrine of Joint Criminal Enterprise”, Journal of International Criminal Justice,

Vol.5, No.1, March 2007, PP.110-111.
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7. Jack of all trades

8. Harmen van der Wilt, “Joint Criminal Enterprise: Possibilities and Limitations”,

Journal of International Criminal Justice, Vol.5, No.1, March 2007, P.92.

9. Magic Weapon

10. Kai Ambos, “Joint Criminal Enterprise and Command Responsibility ”, Journal

of International Criminal Justice, Vol.5, No.1, March 2007, P.159.
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3. Florence Ndepele Mwachande Mumba (commonly referred to as Florence
Mumba).
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Antonio Cassese, International Criminal Law, Oxford University Press, 2003,
PP.187-188; Lachezar D. Yanev, Theories of Co-perpetration in International
Criminal Law, Leiden: Brill Nijhoff, 2018, PP.174-175, 184.

5. Prosecutor v.Tadi¢, Case No: IT-94-1-A, Appeal Judgement, 15 July 1999, Paras.
194-229.
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<«Prosecutor v. Furundzija, Case No: IT-95-17/1-T, Trial Judgement, 10 December
1998, Para. 216.
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Prosecutor v. Delali¢, Muci¢, Deli¢ and Landzo, Case No: IT-96-21-T, Trial
Judgement, 16 November 1998 (Celebici Trial Judgement), Para. 328.
1. Basic Joint Criminal Enterprise
2. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Paras. 196, 220; Prosecutor v. Vasiljevi¢, Case
No: IT-98-32-A, Appeal Judgement, 25 February 2004, Para. 97; Prosecutor v.
Ntakirutimana and Ntakirutimana, Case No: ICTR-96-10-A and ICTR 96-17-A,
Appeal Judgement, 13 December 2004, Para. 463; Prosecutor v. Kvocka et al, Case
No: 1T-98-30/1-A, Appeal Judgement, 28 February 2005, Para. 82; Prosecutor v.
Gacumbitsi, Case No: ICTR-2001-64-A, Appeal Judgement, 7 July 2006, Para. 158;
Prosecutor v. Krajisnik, Case No: IT-00-39-T, Trial Judgement, 27 September 2006,
Para. 879.
3. Systemic Joint Criminal Enterprise
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Trial of Martin Gottfried Weiss and thirty-nine others, General Military Government
Court of the United States Zone, Dachau, Germany, 15" November - 13™ December,
1945, Law Reports of Trials of War Criminals, Selected and Prepared by the United
Nations War Crimes Commission, Published for the United Nations War Crimes
Commission by his Majesty’s Stationery Office, London, 1949 (UNWCC), Vol.XI,
PP.5-17; Trial of J osef Kramer and 44 others, Brltlsh M1l1tary Court, Liineburg, 17t
September - 17" November, 1945, Law Reports of Trials of War Criminals,
Selected and Prepared by the Umted Nations War Crimes Commission, Pubhshed
for the United Nations War Crimes Commission by his Majesty’s Stationery Office,
London, 1947 (UNWCC), Vol.II, PP.1-154.
5. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Paras. 202, 220; Prosecutor v. Krnojelac, Case
No: IT-97-25-A, Appeal Judgement, 17 September 2003, Para. 89; Vasiljevi¢
Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 98; Ntakirutimana and Ntakirutimana Appeal
Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 464; Kvocka et al. Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.82;
Krajisnik Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 880.
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1. System of ill-treatment

2. System of repression

3. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Paras.203, 220.

4. Extended Joint Criminal Enterprise

5. Natural and foreseeable consequence

6. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Paras.204, 220; Vasiljevi¢ Appeal Judgement,
Op.Cit, Para. 99; Ntakirutimana and Ntakirutimana Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.
465; Kvocka et al. Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 83; Prosecutor v. Staki¢, Case
No: IT-97-24-A, Appeal Judgement, 22 March 2006, Para. 65; Gacumbitsi Appeal
Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.158; Kraji$nik Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 881.
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Steven Powles, “Joint Criminal Enterprise: Criminal Liability by Prosecutorial
Ingenuity and Judicial Creativity?” Journal of International Criminal Justice, Vol.2,
No.2, 2004, PP.606-619; Allison Marston Danner, Jenny S. Martinez, “Guilty
Associations: Joint Criminal Enterprise, Command Responsibility, and the
Development of International Criminal Law”, California Law Review, Vol.93, No.1,
January 2005, PP.75-169; Verena Haan, “The Development of the Concept of Joint
Criminal Enterprise at the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia”, International Criminal Law Review, Vol.5, No.2, 2005, PP.167-201;
Linda Engvall, Extended Joint Criminal Enterprise in International Criminal Law,
Master thesis, Faculty of Law, University of Lund, June 2005; Attila Bogdan,
“Individual Criminal Responsibility in the Execution of a ‘Joint Criminal Enterprise’
in the Jurisprudence of the ad hoc International Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia”, International Criminal Law Review, Vol.6, No.l, 2006, PP.63-120;
Jens David Ohlin, “Three Conceptual Problems with the Doctrine of Joint Criminal
Enterprise”,Journal of International Criminal Justice, Vol.5, No.l, March 2007,
PP.69-90; Katrina Gustafson, “The Requirement of an ‘Express Agreement’ for
Joint Criminal Enterprise Liability: A Critique of Brdanin”, Journal of International
Criminal Justice, Vol.5, No.1, March 2007, PP.134-158; Elies van Sliedregt, “Joint
Criminal Enterprise as a Pathway to Convicting Individuals for Genocide”, Journal of
International Criminal Justice, Vol.5, No.1, March 2007, PP.184-207; Kai—
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<Hamdorf, “The Concept of a Joint Criminal Enterprise and Domestic Modes of
Liability for Parties to a Crime: A Comparison of German and English Law”,
Journal of International Criminal Justice, Vol.5, No.1, March 2007, PP.208-226;
Gideon Boas, James L. Bischoff, Natalie L. Reid, Forms of Responsibility in
International Criminal Law, International Criminal Law Practitioner Library Series,
Vol.1, Cambridge University Press, 1™ ed, 2007, Chapter 2; Jens David Ohlin, “Joint
Criminal Confusion”, New Criminal Law Review, Vol.12, No.3, Summer 2009,
PP.406-419; Kitti Jayangakula, Is the Doctrine of Joint Criminal Enterprise a
Legitimate Mode of Individual Criminal Liability? - A Study of the Khmer Rouge
Trials, Master thesis, Faculty of Law, University of Lund, Spring 2010; Beatrice
Krebs, “Joint Criminal Enterprise”, The Modern Law Review, Vol.73, No.4, July
2010, PP.578-604; Michael G. Karnavas, “Joint Criminal Enterprise at the ECCC: A
Critical Analysis of the Pre-Trial Chamber’s Decision Against the Application of
JCE III and two Divergent Commentaries on the Same”, Criminal Law Forum,
Vol.21, No.3,4, December 2010, PP.445-494; Natalia Perova, “Stretching the Joint
Criminal Enterprise Doctrine to the Extreme: When Culpability and Liability Do
Not Match”,International Criminal Law Review, Vol.16, No.5, 2016, PP.761-795.
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2. A plurality of persons

3. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.227; Staki¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit,
Para.64; Kvocka et al. Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.81; Vasiljevi¢ Appeal—>
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<Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.100; Krnojelac Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 31;
Prosecutor v. Kayishema and Ruzindana, Case No: ICTR-95-1-A, Appeal
Judgement (Reasons), 1 June 2001, Para. 193; Prosecutor v. Simba, Case No: ICTR-
01-76-T, Trial Judgement and Sentence, 13 December 2005, Para. 387; Krajisnik
Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Paras. 1079, 1080; Prosecutor v. Blagojevi¢ and Jokié,
Case No: IT-02-60-T, Trial Judgement, 17 January 2005, Paras. 698, 708-709;
Prosecutor v. Brdanin, Case No: IT-99-36-T, Trial Judgement, 1 September 2004,
Para. 260; Prosecutor v. Simi¢ et al, Case No: IT-95-9-T, Trial Judgement, 17
October 2003, Para. 156; Prosecutor v. Krsti¢, Case No: IT-98-33-T, Trial
Judgement, 2 August 2001, Para. 611; Prosecutor v. Kordi¢ and Cerkez, Case No:
IT-95-14/2-T, Trial Judgement, 26 February 2001, Para. 397; Prosecutor v.
Munyakazi, Case No: ICTR-97-36A-T, Trial Judgement and Sentence, 5 July 2010,
Para. 438.
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2. Prosecutor v. Simba, Case No: ICTR-2001-76-1, Amended Indictment, 10 May
2004, Para. 14.
3. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.227; Staki¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit,
Para.64; Ntakirutimana and Ntakirutimana Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.466;
Vasiljevi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.100; Krnojelac Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit,
Para.31; Kraji$nik Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.883; Simba Trial Judgement, Op.Cit,
Para.387; Brdanin Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.261; Simi¢ et al. Trial Judgement,
Op.Cit, Para.156; Munyakazi Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 438.
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2. Ntakirutimana and Ntakirutimana Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 466.

3. A number of other persons

4. Brdanin Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 262; Prosecutor v. Mpambara, Case No:

ICTR-01-65-T, Trial Judgement, 11 September 2006, Para. 13.

5. Prosecutor v. Kvocka et al, Case No: 1T-98-30/1-T, Trial Judgement, 2 November

2001, Para. 307.

6. Radovan Karadzi¢

7. Prosecutor v. Karadzi¢, Case No: IT-95-5/18-T, Trial Judgement, 24 March 2016,

Para.561, footnote.1783.
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footnote.691; Kvocka et al. Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Paras.118-119, 209.
2. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 227.
3. Staki¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.64; Kvocka et al. Appeal Judgement,
Op.Cit, Para.81; Vasiljevi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.100; Blagojevi¢ and
Joki¢ Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.698; Brdanin Trial Judgement, Op.Cit,
Para.260; Simi¢ et al. Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.156; Krsti¢ Trial Judgement,
Op.Cit, Para.611; Munyakazi Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 438.
4. Prosecutor v. Stanisi¢ and Zupljanin, Case No: IT-08-91-A, Appeal Judgement,
30 June 2016, Para. 67.
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Op.Cit, Para.466; Vasiljevi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Paras.100, 109; Kayishema
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No: IT-95-17/1-A, Appeal Judgement, 21 July 2000, Para. 119; Krajisnik Trial
Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.883; Simba Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.387; Blagojevic¢
and Joki¢ Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.699; Brdanin Trial Judgement, Op.Cit,
Para. 262; Prosecutor v. Brdanin, Case No: IT-99-36-A, Appeal Judgement, 3 April
2007, Para.418; Simi¢ et al. Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 158; Prosecutor v.
Krnojelac, Case No: 1T-97-25-T, Trial Judgement, 15 March 2002, Para. 80; Krsti¢
Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.611; Munyakazi Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 438.
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1. Tadi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 188; Prosecutor v. Milutinovi¢ et al, Case
No: IT-99-37-AR72, Decision on Dragoljub Ojdani¢’s Motion Challenging
Jurisdiction - Joint Criminal Enterprise, Appeals Chamber, 21 May 2003, Paras. 20,
31; Krnojelac Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.73; Vasiljevi¢ Appeal Judgement,
Op.Cit, Paras.95, 102, 111; Brdanin Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.258; Blagojevi¢
and Joki¢ Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.696; Kvocka et al. Appeal Judgement,
Op.Cit, Para.79; Gacumbitsi Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.158; Mpambara Trial
Judgement, Op.Cit, Para.12, footnote.17.
2. Vasiljevi¢ Appeal Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 111.
3. Kvocka et al. Trial Judgement, Op.Cit, Para. 282.
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1. Milutinovi¢ et al. JCE Appeal Decision, Op.Cit, Para. 25.

2. Ibid, Para. 26.
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