A0 aa A gal) Agliad) Aasaall alaf i) ao) 8 58 55 o

(Al @l
dac)
s o) dana 3 jea
) )
el @5 ae g AR gial )

oadlal

i) Bl il A San Al se) @) Gl da g kY1 sda cuie
I_Saa o a5 A aSaa ) gyl A0 gl Aglall Slad) ey s A sal) dlal

H..\_c\)s&\ ol a 38l 52 a UL—..‘-’Q_A‘;C—USJJ c(\m\jJMSMJ cagludl Ll o

cosSa g AU o gldl) cpellail DS 8 el cldy) &l

Aanty Al B Gy e e plai) Gl U Al ) gl da g LY

S pid LS o dga W Al sall el a1 el Y1 2 el § dliasy cde guin e



sy ol i Wl G 3 SN Jidaill g 2 AL Ciaa g cdia it 3l sl

e L) T sag ase) )l A58 Ly ddsall A gliall & aSadl ol iyl Legile
2 e Laggle o g Lag o Sluail

a2 el @l 50y sV el Catall S jag Aualdll foaluall il
ol 8 Al A8 pe L) agiy Bl V) i el el b clEY) ool g
Apaall wiall Gl glall L) J58 aamy ety B 5 Q) al)

A lsal) A fliall A Saal) Sl il BY) By o daee da g L) i et

LJJ—‘:J 61 (\i [ .‘.3.' & SN -uj\ )__d‘ ‘L;‘.’ A<l) d.\!..\]\ ‘3)7‘;&‘ ‘EJ‘-@—&S\ ‘U\‘):’sy‘ :L-'-GAJ

Aol Bl Lgima 5 Jil gl 038

o o AL il e el Y Ll 8 A gyl cila g

Ll a4l

caalil)



The Compatibility of the Rules of Evidence before
the International Criminal Court with the Theory of

Criminal Evidence

Prepared By

Hamza M. Abu Issa

Supervised By

Prof. Fakhry Alhadethy

Abstract

This dissertation is concerned with stating the legal rules that govern
the proving before the International Criminal Court and some of the
international criminal courts (i.e. Nuremberg Tribunal, Former
Yugoslavia Tribunal and Rwanda Tribunal) in addition to
concentrating on stating the extent of compatibility between the
stated rules and the Theory of Criminal Evidence in both of the
Legal Latin and Angelo-Saxon Systems.



The dissertation approached the general rules of proving started with
defining the proving, determining its subject and the resources of the
proofing's rules applied by the International Criminal Courts in
addition to looking through the difficulties sustained by it and
elaborating the two basic elements on which the proving is based
before the International Criminal Court by clarification and analysis,
namely: innocence presumption and the principle of the judicial

conviction as well as the results of the same.

Further, an analysis was affected by the principles related to the
sexual violence crimes mentioned in the executive rules and the
proving rules which include two issues: the first is related to the
restrictions of proving the consent of the victim in the stated crimes
while the second is related to the non approval of proving the sexual

behavior of the victim.

Moreover, the dissertation looked through most of the proving
means set before the International Criminal Court, namely:
confession, testimony, experience, documentary evidence and
presumptions as it stated the terms and conditions of the means as

well as their power of proving before the court.

Finally, the dissertation has concluded several conclusions in

addition to some recommendations.
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