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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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