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|. The objective and rationale of theresearch

The ability to enforce rules is one of the weakgsints of international law. Although
international humanitarian law and internationaianal law treaties include a wide range of
rules governing the enforcement of their normsirthpplication depends ultimately on the
states, both in national and international proaegg]iin the latter case because the states’
cooperation is necessary in the area of extradittbe surrender of persons or finding

evidence.

Although attempts, both successful and unsuccegsddl been made to establish international
tribunals before the middle of the XXth Centurygetlwo levels of enforcement, the
international and national levels both only appédlowing the Second World War: the
1949 Geneva Conventions included rules governiegadiligations of states, and the 1945
Statute of the International Military Tribunal atufémberg, through its procedure and the
principles applied and developed during its procegs laid the foundations for future
international criminal tribunals. Despite these iagéments, an increasing number of

processes both on the national and the interndtienal appeared only decades later.

The wide range of scientific literature dealing lwithe work of international criminal
tribunals, their role and future in the enforcemehinternational law all underlined that the
repression of acts regarded as crimes under intenaalaw is primarily the task of states, to
which international tribunals can only play a coempéntary role. This complementary role
appeareaxpressis verbis in the Rome Statute of the International Crimi@alurt, which now
states as a jurisdictional rule that the Courtaaly proceed if the state is not proceeding or is
unable or unwilling to do so. Although there iseive literature on the role of international
tribunals, especially on the relatively new Inte¢ior@al Criminal Court, far less scholarly

research focuses on the domestic procedures.

The doctoral thesis concentrates on domestic puvesdin order to examine what kind of
legal considerations may play a role in the cowfssuch proceedings. The objective of the
thesis therefore is to present the legal issues #specially in light of the principle of

legality, may raise problems for the domestic pcas® and judge during war crimes
procedures. This question cannot be answered withioalysing the techniques of national

implementation and the possible pitfalls that may déncountered when implementing



international treaties. The thesis also examindgrotonsiderations that may have an

influence on national criminal procedures, sucheaain political or practical aspects.

Finally, the thesis attempts to draw attentionhi® fact that domestic prosecutors and judges
cannot be left to deal with the difficulties of tteg@plication of international law under
domestic law, but rather, the inevitable collislmetween the joint application of the two sets
of rules must be dealt with, in the first place, dymestic legislation. Through different
examples the thesis also demonstrates that thisreegent does not necessarily mean that
prosecutors and judges aren’t bound to apply iatevnal law directly during their

proceedings.

1. Method of research

The initial stages of the research were primarifygdal on the experience and knowledge
gained serving as a legal adviser to the ICRC RegjiDelegation for Central Europe which

included conducting an overview of the nationalidigion of the region, providing legal

opinions to the amendments to criminal codes, uakieg negotiations and discussions with
government experts as well as processing otherndects read in the course of such work.
Knowledge thus gained provided the main line ofutift and arguments for the thesis,
although these had to be substantiated, complechemtd at times corrected based on the

relevant research, literature and cases.

The work undertaken hitherto was thus complemehyegsearch conducted at the library of
the ICRC Regional Delegation, the library of the&ePalace in the Hague, the library of the
ICTY (with the kind assistance of Arpad Prandkt litem judge of the ICTY), and through
research undertaken in Hungary at the library efG@entral European University, the Library
of the Parliament and the excellent and rich ctbbacof the Department of International

Public Law of the Pazmany Catholic University, dimobby Professor Géza Herczegh.

Especially eye-opening observations were made etctimference organized by the ICRC
Delegation in 2007 about the considerations, diffies and at times hesitance of judges
regarding the direct application of internatiorellin domestic courts, the findings of which

feature in several parts of the thesis. Similatlye research undertaken on behalf of



FIDH/REDRESS in 2010 and the presentation of thersary of this research and the
discussions that followed at a conference held nas8els greatly contributed to the ideas,
considerations and the overview of national legjsta reflected in the sub-chapters on

universal jurisdiction.

The thesis is largely based on the cases of domnaestl international courts in order to
support the arguments made and the conclusiongedrat. A large portion of the domestic
cases cited stem from the internet collectionnvérnational Law in Domestic Courts, the
Yearbook of International Humanitarian Law and Part Il (state practice) of the ICRC’s
Customary Law Sudy. The online availability of the cases of internatil courts and
tribunals has been a great assistance to my work.

The few but significant monographies related to wames-related trials before domestic
courts were analyzed. Other sources include astioferelevant law journals, international

documents and decisions of related organizatiomsmgHrian resources and literature were
extensively used especially for the discussion ooniem-dualism, the relationship of

international law and national law as well as tléianal implementation of the ICC Rome

Statute.

Although certain points of the thesis are of a gahenature, parts related to the
implementation and application of international laancentrate on the European or Central
European region. Where relevant, | attached pdaticattention to the situation in Hungary

and drew up alternatives with due consideratiotihéoHungarian legal circumstances.

Although comparative law was not applied as a bagthod throughout the study, the part of
the thesis dealing with legislation of the Centakopean region was based on comparison,
completed by a table demonstrating the approacBesftral European states to domestic
implementation. The traditional separation of An§laxon and continental law was not
followed, since the problems raised are not typrcalherent to this or that legal system,

however, wherever it made sense, the differenesamd solutions were mentioned.



[11. Short summary of the conclusions of the research

In light of the development of international lawteaf the Second World War and the
statements of states and international organizatibseems there is a general commitment by
the international community to repress war crimfdghough war crimes and crimes against
humanity — although not yet named as such — haddyr previously been dealt with at the
international level, and the Hagenbach-trial proteetle a success and well ahead of its time,
and although certain national procedures did td&eep attempts at setting up an international
tribunal after the First World War failed. Buildingartially on previous experiences, several

mechanisms were established after the Second Wdaildo serve this goal.

The mechanisms to repress war crimes operate otetiets: on the international and national
level, developed as such to work as complementgstesis. The Nuremberg and Tokyo
tribunals, the 1949 Geneva Conventions and thei771dditional Protocols, the
establishment of thad hoc tribunals and special and mixed courts and tritayress well as

the establishment of the International Criminal @dave all supported this development.

A part of this progress in international criminalM is the adoption of individual criminal
responsibility with the result that criminal acctainility can be directly based on
international law. In parallel to this developmée list of war crimes under international law
has evolved, increased and became more precisethasndevelopment is still in progress.
Although numerous writings have dealt with the dues of collective responsibility
especially after the Second World War, the notibreallective responsibility is difficult to
apply in the case of war crimes, and, due to theemtance of individual criminal

responsibility, the concept seems pointless.

The enforcement of the rules of armed conflicts besome an even more cardinal question
since reference to such rules in modern confliesns to serve a new military-political
purpose, with the result that states are boundetootistrate that eventual violations are

individual acts, thereby denying an underlyingestatlicy.

The Alien Tort Statute adopted in the United Sta&esomewhat similar to the extra-territorial

jurisdiction linked to war crimes in criminal cas@he Statute makes reparation claims for



victims of serious international crimes availabéfdse US courts, irrespective of the place of
the commission of the act or the nationality of dffender or the victim. Although these are

civil law claims, they are often linked to war cesidue to the nature of the acts, and the
procedures and arguments of the parties often meinteresting analogy with criminal

proceedings related to war crimes.

Even though the concept of universal jurisdicticasvadopted in 1949 for grave breaches, its
application started only much later. The number pobceedings based on universal
jurisdiction is still relatively few, although thmumber is emerging. Even though the concept
is not new, discussions around its exact meanidgcantents and ways of application are still

ongoing.

The international and national levels of accoutitgtare therefore complementary elements,
putting the primary responsibility to prosecutestates, and only in case of its failure or non-
availability do the international tribunals step irhis sharing of responsibility is articulated
in the system of the Geneva Conventions and Aduiti®rotocols, and the complementarity
principle of the International Criminal Court. Thises make sense, considering that in most
cases domestic courts are in the best positiorrdoepd, taking into account the restricted

resources of international tribunals.

Many states undertook to comply with the repressibhigation, although they faced many
legal and non-legal hurdles in the course of theacedures. Numerous other states have not
even started criminal procedures or prepared farhie Geneva Conventions require states to
adopt effective penal sanctions and other meadaragave breaches and other violations of
their rules. Therefore the ratification of the tres and the adoption of ineffective
implementation measures are not enough. The coesegs of such reckless implementation
become apparent during their actual applicatiorerétore the legislator is bound to remedy
in advance the eventual problems that may arismgldihe application of international law

before domestic courts.

The thesis first examines the possible problengtingjuishing between problems inherent to
the nature of international law-making, domestigidation and its different logic from

international law or domestic application; it thgroceeds to demonstrate possible



alternatives, and solutions already applied inedéht fields: international jurisprudence,

domestic legislation and domestic application.

International law determining the list of criminatts, their elements and the conditions of
their punishability inevitably constrains the — wadarily renounced — sovereignty of states;
however, states are free to decide on the modesmoinalization within the limitations set
forth under international law. This is similar taurhan rights treaties, which now reach
beyond the state-citizen relationship and regutatea certain extent the citizen-citizen
relationship as well, when it comes to the violataf basic human rights by another citizen

and the obligation of the state to criminalize aodish such violations.

State sovereignty is one of the main argumenthadgd supporting universal jurisdiction only
in case of an express authorization under intesnatilaw. This question is raised mainly in
connection with the application of universal jurtobn for crimes committed in non-

international armed conflicts and is a typical epéenwhere uncertainty resulting from the
formulation of the rule under international law ssught to be corrected by domestic
jurisprudence. The application of universal jurisidin would normally infringe the

sovereignty of the state with ordinary jurisdictigherefore it can be applied only in case of
express authorization rendered by a treaty or ousstp international law — according to the
prevailing view in scholarly literature. Althougthd rule has not entirely crystallized,

customary law seems to support this view.

The analysis of the relationship between intermatidaw and national law and its domestic
application indicates that due to the primary saitiinternational law in case of a collision

with national legislation — even where it collidegh the constitution — these conflicts must
be resolved on the level of legislation, othervilse state’s responsibility for non-compliance
with international law shall emerge. This is esplygitrue in cases where we are faced with
self-executing international norms or in legal sys$ which accept direct applicability of

international law in domestic law. This argument sisbstantiated by examples where
domestic courts cannot deal with problems whiclseain consequence of a lack of such
harmonization. Therefore states are bound to censldring the adoption of implementing

legislation which rules can really be directly apgble and which cannot.



The adoption of the Rome Statute of the Internafid@riminal Court gave an important
impulse to such harmonization. Namely, in the czfse ICC, there is a direct consequence
attached to the non-ability of state proceedingsh@lied by the eventual jurisdiction of the
ICC. Since all states shall obviously try to pravie(C jurisdiction in a case affecting them,
most states, even non-state parties, have startmm@arehensive implementation process.
This proved to be even more timely in Central Eeaopstates, where criminal codes adopted
during the communist era were in need of revisioyway.

The determination of a state being unable or umwilto proceed raises the question which
considerations the Court will take into accountimgirsuch examination and whether an
international standard exists which could serve dmsis for such analysis. Since it seems
such a standard does not exist, the examinatiadheofCC will most probably be based on
considerations spread between the frameworks sit fy the Rome Statute (elements of
crimes, conditions of accountability and so on) #mel due process requirements formulated
under human rights law. However, it is importantnimte that the intention of the ICC is
probably not to serve as an appellate court to dtimmmstitutions, and it will only determine
that a procedure represented inability/unwillingnes ostentatious cases. Furthermore, it is
important to observe that the examination of stggexcedure is a two-step process, whereby
the ICC first examines whether the stdeefacto did proceed, and also whether the state is
willing or able to proceed. Therefore the demorngtnaof mere ability or willingness of a

state will not be sufficient to bar ICC jurisdiatio

Examining the relationship between the complemémtarinciple of the Rome Statute and
universal jurisdiction, we may observe that théofwing order of jurisdictions has seemed to
appear: (i) war crimes procedures shall be primardrried out by states having ordinary
jurisdiction, as normally it is these states thatm@most interested in the procedure and possess
the most advantageous conditions to follow throwgth the procedure (presence of the
accused, witnesses, documents, etc); (i) in caéasess with ordinary jurisdiction do not
proceed for some reason, then universal jurisdiciball be applied; (iii) in case no state
proceeds, and other conditions are met, the ICCtala/the case. From above, it is clear that
although the rules of international law concernmar crimes may have been a source of
uncertainty for the domestic legislator and thertuthe Rome Statute seemed to have

clarified many questions and appears to have a dioret influence on domestic legislation.



There is a fundamental tension resulting from thelementation of crimes determined by the
logic of international law into the domestic legisbn underpinned by criminal justice

guarantees and this situation raises conceptuatique for the states, such as (i) whether
international crimes should be regulated in thengral code, if so, whether ordinary crimes
can be applied or separate crimes should be adaptedn the latter case, whether it is better
to transfer the crimes word for word to nationajiséation or to re-formulate them; (ii)

whether to make a distinction between crimes coteghitin international and non-

international armed conflicts; (iii) how states lwvitontinental legal system can apply the
conditions of accountability determined on the basi a mixed, or in most cases, Anglo-
Saxon legal tradition; (iv) how they can recondihe special principles applicable to war
crimes with their own legality principles. Most ugs mentioned above may be dealt with on
the level of national legislation. However, the gfrof the pudding is in the eating, and many

states amended their legislation after proceedirane or two relevant cases.

Based on the considerations and questions raismekathe thesis reached the conclusion that
although no uniform solution exist— bearing in mthe different legal cultures and traditions
of states —, some common elements may be deterntioednstance, it did not prove to be a
good solution to apply ordinary crimes to war créim&he reason being that war crimes bear
specific elements and determination of violationnan-violation of humanitarian law is
founded on so fundamentally different notions tbedinary crimes cannot represent such

features.

To give an example, while self-defence must beyseal under domestic law according to
certain considerations, the concept bears a vdigreint meaning in the case of war crimes.
Similarly, the principle of proportionality in humaarian law - a notion often decisive for the
lawfulness or unlawfulness of the action - is bal$ycuntranslatable into ordinary criminal
law, still, its consideration may be the decisilengent in the assessment of a given action.
Proceeding on the basis of ordinary crimes yieldshér dangers. It is notably difficult to
apply the non-applicability of statute of limitati® or universal jurisdiction to war crimes

while these are understood differently for ordinamynes.

Examining certain states’ legislation and practieemay arrive at the general conclusion that
in most cases a direct reference to internatioaal may not provide a full solution. In

practice, eventual conflicts or non-compliance vilib legality principle caused the biggest



problems. Thewllum crimen sine lege, especially thewullum crimen sine lege certa, and the
nulla poena sine lege principles are difficult to apply in full in casd# a direct reference. This

is because international law typically does nadttsanctions to crimes and its elements are
not as clear and well defined as domestic law Ugsuabuires. Moreover, the elements of
crimes of the Rome Statute are enshrined in a deouracking obligatory power, the

reference to which may also raise issues of lggalit

Reference to customary law may also raise the iquesif clarity and the well-defined
formulation of crimes. Direct application of custary law may prove to be most demanding
in states where no national law, not even the dotish declares the applicability of

customary law in domestic law.

One of the most contested, sensitive and thergiaigably least complied with obligations is
universal jurisdiction. The application of univdrgaisdiction does not only depend on legal
considerations. Political, as well as practical sderations also play a role. Although the
obligation is present since 1949, it is probablye do the difficulties inherent in such
procedures, as well as their financial and humaoures aspects, that relatively few

universal jurisdiction cases were tried in geneaal none in Central Europe.

Legal questions may include issues of sovereighthiod states as well as the problems of
presidential or other immunity. No common solutiwes been found for the latter question,
because although the International Court of Justigeied for upholding immunity even in
such procedures, certain domestic courts decidednetse. Similarly, the question of the
applicability of universal jurisdiction for crimesommitted in non-international armed
conflicts remains an open question. As regards phectical application of universal
jurisdiction, it may be observed that states tratehapplied this rule have introduced more

and more constraints to it. This is not surprisiearing in mind the special circumstances.

Also, special attention shall be paid to issuelegdlity arising in the course of the application
of universal jurisdiction, such as conformity witie principleof nullum crimen sine lege. In

the case of universal jurisdiction, this entail$we-fold obligation: first, the act must be
punishable at the time it was perpetrated — underestic or international law — and, second,
the authorization to exercise universal jurisdictimust also be present at the time of the

commission of the act. In cases, however, wherénpé&menting legislation does not make a
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reference to universal jurisdiction or does not enak link between the authorization to

exercise universal jurisdiction and the crimeaipplication may face problems.

When examining the influence that internationabunals and the ICC exert on domestic
courts, it may be observed that although especitiley procedural rules are based on
completely different considerations for internatibmodies, they nevertheless do have an
effect on domestic courts. In the case of substariiw, such effects may be detected in the
determination of the elements of crimes, the datetion of customary rules and the

interpretation of the conditions of accountability;the case of procedural rules, it would be
the specific rules of international crimes thatédnawn effect, such as the protection of victims
and witnesses. It must also be mentioned thatnatemal courts also refer to domestic

jurisprudence.

The ICTY and ICTR, through the Rules of the Roaogpam and through bis procedures
have undoubtedly exercised an important effecthencapability of domestic systems to deal
with the procedures themselves. The ICTY made wsffior developing the domestic justice
systems and in creating an adequate legal backdreuthe result of which is a mostly
competent justice system established in the regdana consequence to concerns raised
during 1Dis procedures in front of the ICTR with respect te tmsatisfactory legislation in
Rwanda, the Rwandese authorities adopted a numberew legislation to satisfy the

requirements.

Finally, following the analysis of the reluctancedmmestic courts to try war crimes cases
and the role of domestic judges, the thesis comdutiat since war crimes cases are more
complicated than ordinary cases — considering bloee& mentioned issues of the relationship
between international law and domestic law, thaiireg knowledge of international law or
the arising practical difficulties —, the custonlaeed training of prosecutors and judges and
the availability of human and financial resources mevitable in order to ensure effective

war crimes procedures.

Looking at the practice of more experienced statesmay confidently state that training and
establishing a group of experts dealing with wanes (and other international crimes) under
the auspices of both investigative and immigrafaothorities as well as courts may in itself

guarantee effective procedures compatible withriratigonal obligations.

11



V. Relevant publications, scientific research and presentations of the author

Publications

Tony Camen — Varga Réka (eds.): Regional Conferencthe Implementation of the Rome
Statute of the International Criminal Court, Repont the Regional Conference, 6-8 June,
2002, Budapest, ICRC (2002)

Varga Réka: A Ro6mai Statutum jelésége a nemzetkdzi jogban és a nemzetkozi
buntebjogban (The significance of the Rome Statute ierimational law and international
criminal law), in: 1l/1-2 lustum, Aequum, Salutg005) 95-98

Lattmann Tamas — Varga Réka: A Voroskereszt Uj émBja — a megoldas (The new
emblem of the Red Cross — the solution), in: 110@(3-4 Kil-Vilag (2006)

Varga Réka: A nemzetkdzi humanitarius jog alkalnaaasaga a Délszlav-valsag idején: a
horvétorszagi haboru (The applicability of intefoatl humanitarian law during the Balcan-
wars), in: Dayton, 10 év utdn. Magyarorszag az cdardulon. Stratégiai tanulmanyok a

Magyar Tudomanyos Akadémian —iikelytanulmanyok (2006)

Varga Réka: Implementing and enforcing internatidmamanitarian law — the role of the
International Criminal Court, in: Zbornik z medziadnej konferencie — Collection of papers
from international conference: Medzinarodny tressiyd na zaciatku 21. storocia (The
international criminal court at the beginning oktRAlst century), published by the Slovak

International Law Association at the Slovak Acaderh$ciences, Bratislava (2007)

Varga Réka: A kulturalis javak fegyveres 6sszelgkoesetén vald védelnd€iszolo 1954.
évi Hagai Egyezmény és jegikdnyvei (The 1954 Hague Convention on the Protactib
Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflictsnda its Protocols), in: LII/2

Miemlékvédelem, a Kulturalis Orokségvédelmi Hivatdydirata (2008)

Dedk lldiko-Varga Réka: A kulturalis javak fegyverésszeitktzés esetén valo védedinér

sz016 1954. évi Hagai Egyezmeény és jeiimyvei (folyt.) ((The 1954 Hague Convention on

12



the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event Avimed Conflicts and its Protocols,
continuation), in: LII/3 Miemlékvédelem, a Kulturalis Orokségvédelmi Hivatalydirata
(2008)

A Voroskereszt Nemzetk6zi Bizottsagaval kapcsolamsnanitarius jogi szabalyok és
kotelezettségek (Rules and obligations in humaaitataw concerning the International
Committee of the Red Cross), in: A fegyveres kétflsok joga, Zrinyi Miklos
Nemzetvédelmi Egyetem (2009)

Varga Réka: Haborusiibcselekményekkel kapcsolatos eljarasok nemzetishfak abtt
(Domestic procedures related to war crimes), injSégesedés és széttagolddas a nemzetkdzi
blntetjogban (ed. Kirs Eszter), Studia luris Gentium Misknensia — Tomus IV, Miskolc
University — Bibor Press (2009)

Varga Réka: Az egyén bundgigi feleléssége a nemzetkdzi jogban a humanitérius
nemzetkdzi jog megseértéseéért és a nemzeti birosdgekepe a felésségre vonasban
(Individual criminal responsibility for violationfanternational humanitarian law and the role
of domestic courts in accountability), in: I1I/1F5ld-rész Nemzetkdzi és Eurdpai Jogi Szemle
(20109 86-96

Varga Réka: A humanitarius jog mai kihivasai éstmogkereszt Nemzetkdzi Bizottsaganak
szerepe a nemzeti implementécids folyamatban (&gdls of humanitarian law and the role
of the International Committee of the Red Crossnational implementation), in: Liber
Amicorum Prandler Arpad, Budapest (2010) 115-128

Varga Reéka: A nemzetk6zi jog A&ltal bintetni rendekelekmények magyarorszagi
alkalmazasa (a Biszku-ugy margojara) (Applicatidncames under international law in

Hungary (Observations around the Biszku-case)} instum, Aequum, Salutare (2011)
Varga, Réka: Domestic procedures on serious irntiema crimes: interaction between

international and domestic jurisprudence and waywdrd for domestic authorities, in: 9/1
Miskolc Journal of International Law (2012) 54-68

13



Translations

Study on customary international humanitarian lawcontribution to the understanding and
respect for the rule of law in armed conflict, ICRBudapest (2009) Available on internet:
http://www.icrc.org/eng/assets/files/other/hun-iil867 _henckaerts.pdfast visited on 7 April
2012)

Scientific research

REDRESS - FIDH, Extraterritorial Jurisdiction iretEuropean Union, A Study of the Laws
and Practice in the 27 Member States of the Europaon, December 2010, (Research on
the state of national legislation on universal gdiction in Central European countries),
Reference: p. 153, footnote 829

ICRC study on customary international humanitatem, research on Hungarian legislation

and practice. Available on internetitp://www.icrc.org/customary-ihl/eng/docs/v2_cou h

(last visited on 16 January 2012), credits ommttp://www.icrc.org/customary-

ihl/eng/docs/credit

Presentations (from 2006)

July 2012: ,Execution on the national level, wittsecial attention to the Hungarian legal
system”; Conference to commemorate the 10th Ansargrof the Entry Into Force of the
Rome Statute of the International Criminal Countgémized by the Ministry of Foreign

Affairs), Budapest

2002-2012: “Implementation of International Humanan Law”, “The role of the ICRC in

crisis situations”, “Protected persons and objattiiternational Humanitarian Law”, “The

role of the International Committee of the Red Grake distinctive emblems”,

“Compliance with international humanitarian law”jevina Course on International Law for
Military Legal Advisers, (yearly from 2002) (orgaed by the Austrian Federal Ministry of
Defence, the ICRC and the ESDC)

December 2010: ,Legislation and (non)-applicatidrth@ universal jurisdiction principle in

central European State€xtraterritorial Jurisdiction in Europe: Preserdatdf a draft report

14



and discussions about the role of the EuropeanrUfmanized by REDRESS/International
Federation for Human Rights), Brussels

February 2010: “Current challenges of humanitateam and the role of the ICRC in the
national implementation process”; Works and dayalf leentury of the development of
international law (organized by az ELTE, Corvinusiwérsity, MTA, the Hungarian Society
for Foreign Affairs, the International Law Assoamst — Hungarian Branch and the UN

Association of Hungary), Budapest

September 2009: “Individual criminal responsibilitior violations of international
humanitarian law and the role of national courtad¢oountability”; The Geneva Conventions
of 12 August 1949 on the Protection of Victims ol 60 years after (organized by the
Ministry of Foreign Affirs and Ministry of DefenceBudapest

February 2009: ,International humanitarian law eswand the humanitarian situation with
respect to the conflict in Gaza’Understanding the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict:
Interdisciplinary perspectives on the Recent CiisiGaza, CEU, Budapest (Organized by the
CEU Human Rights Initiative)

February 2008: “Obligations under the 1954 Hagueveation and its Protocols regarding
national implementation”; Protecting Cultural Hage in Times of Armed Conflict - Second
Protocol To The Hague Convention — How To Make tri? (organized by the Ministry of

Culture and Ministry of Defence of Estonia and KGRC); Tallinn, Estonia

October 2007: “The system of repression of violadiof international humanitarian law
under the Geneva Conventions”; The Role of the claigi in the Implementation of
International Humanitarian Law (organized by thenglarian Judicial Training Academy and
the ICRC); Budapest

October 2007'Overview of main questions and problems of natiomgplementation of the

1954 Hague Convention and its Protocols"; Protgctar values - Seminar on national

implementation of the 1954 Hague Convention for Rinetection of Cultural Property in the

15



Event of Armed Conflict and its Protocols in Hungajorganized by the Ministry of
Education and Culture and ICRC), Budapest

March 2007: “Enforcement of international humarnéarlaw: Existing mechanisms”, “Basic
preconditions for applying IHL”; International Humigarian Law Training for Macedonian
Judges and Prosecutors (organized by the Macedahiditial Training Academy and
OSCE), Skopje

July 2006: “International humanitarian law and hamights law”; “Implementation of IHL:
challenges in light of war on terror”; Internatior@ummer School: War on Terror and

Human Rights (organized by the Mykolas Romeris @rsity), Vilnius

*kk

16



