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pRAANMIRGM FY00G, MM VM §9 GRUIGHYSM § 9EEM, MM MG Bas Van Bockel,
(NI the 1 bis in idem fihantasnaB§H{v, European Monographs, § W090, §.UM04

% Conjoined cases C-187/01 andlC-385/01, Huseyin Gozditok and Klaus Brigge, [2003] ECR I-
5689 at para 40.

S ppuut St minn, s iouamivaisgus dspemadgfavdnhgginn i fuimai(pe
g momosguwnnsismijaningsthifvudniigupidhivaiing:..., D11/3/4/2, 9m ig
fig: gﬂ vo9m, ﬁméﬂaﬂ 9604 lon PRI;DESCU and Marieta SAFTA, the Principle of Legal
Certainty, Basis for the Rule of Law, Landmark Case-Law,
https//www.ccr.ro/ccrold/publications/buletiry/8/predescuen. pdf,

* ICCPR, supranote 1, Art. 15.

® Kenneth S. Gallant, the Principle of Legality in International and Comparative Criminal Law, 2008;
Gabriel Hallevy, A Modern Treatise on the Principle of Legality in Criminal Law, 2010.
¢ @iug) s Setusantian opopvERENASShURNL omsIRRts GPUMMUIRMU
19)1 &g Avamdy Wonsadhnismuni 58 Wiwituwgigndssunw on
whAgaptming ghfinninn [wisumeiFsmsmuuigaing] (uficows wisw),
see Ruth A. Kok, St‘atutory Limitations in International Criminal Law, 2007, p. 34.]
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® Scottish Law Commission, Discussion Paper No 141 on Double Jeopardy, 2009, p. 14; Bas Van
Bockel, supranote 1, 6.10.3.

® Bas Van Bockel, supranote 1, 6.10.3.

1% Conjoined cases C-187/01 and C-385/01, Huseyin Géziitok and Klaus Brigge, [2003] ECR I-
5689, para. 404 {AJiEJumis: Mundmmspunm Vo is(rvlATRWANG Woo0e Ul
Agma v 6 %smamtgsngﬁgmsfﬁhm'% gpuRRgsMopinsmainusim:usifa
Ln%g@nﬁn iumARInSMAINA YeRsINMIsIIL Aee . pimudansismidsaiaygu
inumnds fmiggugupignysan yﬁSL@imSiﬁwjﬁimUj{]ﬁilﬁﬁj Sudsmi)h #sinnsmy
Imsfivgigguapinw gpongimi Supiinghuganiimuean sMASS{UMBIGHN
pumIsiygumnAigejsgugania Auidm Vivienne O'Connor, Model Codes for Post-Conflict
ériminal Justice, 2007.

" Silvia D’Ascoli, Sentencing in International Criminal Law: the UN ad hoc Tribunals and Future

Perspectives for the ICC, 2011,p. 42.
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'2 Robert J. Reinstein, the Limits of Executive Power, 59 (2) American University Law Review, 336
(2009).
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'® Taha Ayhan, the Principle of Legal lCerta/hz‘y in EU Case Law, 4 (3) Today's Review of Public
Administration, 2010, p. 12.

'® Sunday Times v. the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 1979, para. 49.

"7 Malone v. United Kingdom, (1985) 7 EHRR 14, para.67.
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'8 Sitver v. United Kingdom (1983) 5 EHRR 347, paras. 87-88, ...the law must be adequately
accessible: the citizen must be able to have an indication that it is adequate, in the
circumstances, of the legal rules applicable in a given case...a norm can not be regarded as a
‘law” unless it is formulated with sufficient precision to enable the citizen to regulate his conduct:
he must be able-if need be with appropriate advice-to foresee, to a degree that is reasonable in
the circumstances, the consequences which a given action my entail, quoted in Richard Gordon
and Tim Ward, Judicial Review and the Human Rights Act, 2000, p. 65.

'® lon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p. 11.

2 Sunday Times v. the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern lIreland, supra note 16, para.
49.

2! Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p.9.

% Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p. 18.

2 Gabriel Hallevy, supra note 5, p. 140.

2% Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p. 12.

% Venice Commission of the Council of Europe, the Rule of Law Checklist, 2016, p. 27.
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% Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p. 12.
% Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p. 15.
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*' Gabriel Hallevy, supra note 5, p. 1381 GNUIFHYSME 9EEM, AYM, BIFM MG
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% Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p. 17.

* GNUHBAY SN W00 E AYM, M &

% Gabriel Hallevy, supra note 5, p 139.

% Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p.9.

% Robert Batey, Vagueness and the Construction of Criminal Statutes-Balancing Acts, 5 Va. J.
Soc. Pol'y & L. 1(1997); Ernst Freund, the Use of Indefinite Terms in Statutes, 30 Yale L. J.
437 (1921).

% Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p.11.
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(accessed on 14 July 2017)TasitAID guigmwise ijejins Wwianjamyw Hins
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administrative law, www.swiearning.com/pdfs/chapter/0324016581_3.PDF, p. 8 (accessed on 15
July 2017).

40 Wikipedia, /lgnorantia juris non excusat (ignorance of the law is no excuse),

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/lgnorantia_juris_non_excusat (accessed on 17 July); S.S.

Peloubet, Collection of Legal Maxim in the law and Equity with English Translations, 1880, p.
99.
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*2 R v. Imre Finta, Canada Supreme Court, 24 March 1994, Cory J, para. 215.
*3 Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p.2.

** Jon PREDESCU and Marieta SAFTA, supra note 3, p.4.
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