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I, M4

A 5 A SAEE 2 wse] At AlRre] ZlE] Aol Higt A
1S Foldo] thrd] vaiilaz e HafiARiee] ALl4 - 2ok EH= 9fE
A sAY sk S-S AYal ek o] ol HMFusRte] Ho= =
Ao A Bk ofy} HeHds), kol Whehe #, AAHE & A IAHH

sl FARLAOINE AHE ofo} Sieh. FABARkao] Teh 2ol
ofa} ‘Zolpg olet B 1 ABGINAIA “o] F99| PAFEL - A

ok Seuigke] oE-ol4] W o] ARe) Rilel AE FAL F AT o
Ble gstglel IR ol $hee st - Ve WAlslel Haiust
FVHABLS YR SEE B8 2L G0
Zulge 22 il olFe] FATATL, T4 FARAABLACTY)2}
29ith SAFARTEICTR) WAk Do) Waalsle dadon uEs)
7] 9Jsto] slalRzele] WE(RuY A68Z AL, HIBAAABRSE A2,
slalRRR (682 A3E), SlaiRto] gt uAkAITS 2), AlEzl el AA(A179
%) = vholel T2 e k=1 Qlow, Hx} 9 Z74Z(Rules of Procedure
and Evidence)& %310] o5 T2 198 wEskm ek o Zold wapuaAlE
A5z AR R F 2 vsirEoAl S8 ofnlE Fodtt: =
AFAPA A FEHE7E T s HolA Fefste] vlsirte] 427} @al 1 444
HollAs AAIAQL ARK shEd of7F @] wieel gef ME e 727t He 24
o] FAE ol HsjalEe] Iivle] HAE Fte] v S WA ke AF-
7F AR SRt e sk 2ot gsfulidel Bt o] A= A
Z ool Ax BEAT 4= ¢l7| wFEo|th
A SABAR T 2 ERFE e warjlelA fHBES she 4
o= FAFCE oudt 2 slof e A ZQIA| =ulatg Al7SERRC =
5“*3}74] & = glths Aotk ole} wdste] 2012.8. 7. A A A AT
= Lubanga ARADO|A AIGAPRREARY M2 wPde] et 42lE A4

i

[e]

OHI o m1m ot o

X

ST

1) Triig, Die Position des Opfers im Volkerstrafverfahren vor dem IStGH, ZStW(125), 2013, 42%:.
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ah itk BAS 1AAEe] wjAbelHe] Tt elrl RhAon wekslx) oo}
SABAAEANA T AAR WAL whed] FAZE Aeks dolt.

olfat WiZolA 7| HE RAGAATAAA TeAn 5ol shtel wjAA
ol Pt 2ot ATSES AuE o FABARIRE 144197} Lubanga
Aol A AN A Ee] Fa Weat 1 wels ZEstel FARARI o]
A Tjaiel 7hsAEh BAE ANShA g,

I, SRIFAHE=ER Y Dlsiuleta =] Sk

Hget=o] fAffshs Aol sAg A RLas SdE A S| ool

WA s msiaicte] iste] HkdE B & e U SAATAR

AA Uk 2osfrgel sjshul el wet Al7527) H %

AAE 5 A SANRE Bdshe AT Aol wjsEl el it +f
%

i)
i)
N
rﬁ
X
=
ol
=
ny
™
H1

Ao gIglch RN SAARRE Bt B FERABARA A%
o= gk WA AEEE H3oNA TRl chat sl And 5 gl

i)

o770l ATk L35 AFAQ] Al oshd A o] wjsfjof wigt ul
AL 7HEAPE Soke =77t FEske 2] d2oloin: A3 =A414
HEA o slyAel Hoof wdt 27kl M(1977a At AllF7Ee g A) A91=
Azl ofst, “EAoll 7Pt GA=o2A Avurgera o] SPAE et
A Eagt Aeole EE i ST kAL Alske] &l
FAZE F7HFARED U= BolaLl gk 2=y o] - Hsiabrt 23 et
tisto] vl e Btshe Wi AN SREA 97 whiell wsixr d4dA

o WS W7 ofelgiekd

2) The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Trial Chamber I, Decision establishing the principles
and procedures to be applied to reparations, ICC-01/04-01/06-2904, 07 August 2012. Lubanga
Aol e ofefo] V. 1. =

3) Satzger, Internationales und Europiisches Strafrecht, 2011, §14 Rn. 6.

4) Bassiouni, Introduction to International Criminal Law, 2003, 90~92%:.
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sl A75%E AL 1 ol FRFARIRAT} ATSEE 28T

o We e 713 AL Fost JIBLso] et MpatelRE s =

7 gjmAel Ao 198590] UNojA Ajeel
Aeo] saiRto] Bt Aol X Hel9T 20050 UNA weiw
SAlQlAEe] Sl gukslel 2RI He) A7k glakgele] Hajate] 1A
oF vl it Wejol] Wit 7]= et sjo] =l 0olt. o] FoflA] 2005de] 3
a5l 7R3} Fjo|=ele Aol ] Frfat ol E FA|lEre] A7t
3 orow Qg Tajxel vl Wated, el =i wel, 7]k g7} Tajxo)
A HAFEE Bolo] Qs 9ol 1 A TalRjolA] e Az slor shiL, ®
£ 27} olu] SRR S AR Hollis SARRE SlelA) wAkok 3t
ohi SSRAGISS), viake] o AkslR, SduAL S whE, A
0] 1% o Waje] A LSk ATHA19F~A|235).)

S, 790 SFAFAATE T4 A4 A3 2ot IARARIRA 7
A23% AZFL A w30l gt 1147 olole] e 5 WABSE ls)
o A= A S0 A 20 YABET AL AT 4 kT
sl BARROIA AHRlel WaololA] LIRS WE 4 i 2AS %
otk et of5 xake MR Qlsje] A5 AT} S0l TaRolA] A4
B A7l Aol Bafsto] o) TaiHlel] et SHA wAke Yo sl wrt
el ojulo] wajualaks A2l7t olek olol W) =uty A7sEE HiAL)
wlow QABlE wut olUel wAl AlERqE EEksla ook

Y 2ol A7szo] AR Hejre] gt WaTEe FAE ABTES

o] AA= Skl Rhi= Vol ¥t AF2Ql Tl =7l et AlaLE ’ols

R4

s

w 3

R

4

5) Declaration of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of Power, GA Res
40/34, Annex, UN Doc A/40/53(1985).

6) Basic Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Remedy and Reparation for Victims of Gross
Violations of International Human Rights Law and Serious Violations of International Humanitar-
ian Law, GA Res 60/147, Annex, UN Doc A/60/147(2005). o] 7}o]=&}¢lS 478t Ao gE=
FE5], FotAlofAGellM o] FHFES] AR EA S thek HE B, IEHES 343,
2014, 79~83% H=x.

7) wige] iEARl Wl deiAE, 3], ko] =F, 81% olst Bl IRk F 50) Fx
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I, 20Hrgol| SAIE mlsHil&H =] Wt 7|5
1. 20k H75Z: maHuls

2outA A|75%2= 9sAto| gt vfiH(Reparations to victims)2 F435}aL QJch
R A} 9 AT AR AR oY ATSEE HEHTL ook

2ol ATszol ofai, Atk ao] ok WA Ei - SjsiA} Al
Tk A5 — mlsfiRtoll wRt Hi e AAE SHITHATSZ AN AllR). ol <
2 At ge GARO) tiet BES 2 v Aol oA dleldel 2
Afow Fafrtol] gt Ei= TfAtel]l et Eaf- A 9 o] Hiflet s
e & 5 AR AN A2D). EZE A 8|5 (Restitution), 1
AH(Compensation) @ A}3]E-7|(Rehabilitation)?) 52 33F51o] 1)sfx}of tjdt ==
Slalol BEE AAT T BAE BRS GHBAL we AolA A W
= AL, ARt A folle Buty A7zl 8E AE7IES Este] el ol

-
o
FOIX = YT 4= UTHATS 2 A2FH.10 A|75% At} A23ke] F8W8-=

8) Bock, Wiedergutmachung im Volkerstrafverfahren vor dem Internationalen Strafgerichtshof nach
Lubanga, ZIS 7~8/2013, 298%:.
9) 2kt A75z BAE A 5 golol that Seteke] B4 weliol] o|sha, Reparation’S
H’\PP_E, ‘Restitution’g ‘1743|802 ‘Compensation’S ‘HAF’ 22 ‘Rehabilitation’S ‘A}3]
o3} Itk et olE gole] wAT ol a4 Fol Holum felfetel F
H Ao =2 Belt}, ‘Reparation’> ZultA A|75%2] ZEJAZ A= 1 7iE
%] ¥ Il Fe R ola|Ha At Foll H|Fo] R, ‘Reparation’S F$71d o
2 ‘vglEror ﬂ 3}%], ‘Compensation’ S ‘A’ o & Rehablhtation’% A2 HAs=
o] Bfge 2o 2 Bt vk, of7|A= Bojalgo] e 55 137 fste Zutg A5
Zo gk vkl &2 ‘?i@‘%oﬂ Z1A=0] Qe Hegols a2 =72 gt
10) 2ok A75z2s 25 6710 oz FAHo °‘EP ellr AAFe A75% A3 L A23He
AleJg U2 A3EFE Aod7rA e e 71 vt 2
@ o] zoll W HHEES Walr] doll Ao %JJJ&?‘E—% Wk 2, 43111}, 71e} ol AAA} ==
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THNEL, FAGAA AT} el g3t wste] oA oR sfof sk A2 A
1 Aol A=) e el 2= - Fell Aol Al wjsh
Aol et E= ujsitol] TRt &3 - 9 wjsfe] Wejeh Freof wet A%, v
ol digt vk a B AEVIEE T HKdY] BE T Ao AFArdol
SRt

AL RO A7) WA g Aol e, wjsiate] wIAF el Tde
e & AR o FAMAIA S 7 B AR £AE Al7Ishs Asl127F Sk
e 2ot A7 gadle] gidt FAHAHAE (DAY, Ee, WA
At B AR} EeRt ggsial Q7] wizell Al752e f-EluRhe] vl A et
o] GAPEA oA WAL Sl T-de BHEske AlER olsfisoF gt

2ot A7520] Ao YA vl (Reparation) ] Ziidol] Este] SAof| A
= W2 ofu|= ofsfsial itk &, wigelsk AAME S SAE AR Qls)
of xRt Al op7Iet =A1A, A=A, AAA H 2dA S sk bl 714
ohs e 739 A2 osEr13) o]t vl el A EE ]l Wl st A|75
Ze= s, B ARIEAE 75kl ok fARlEelst SAME T M
Aol EAstE A= AdsiAu 25 S HST A e 5=
R 1) HAoleh ulsiabrt Ft akgo] idt YRR uiidae] Ale Ee vle)
ARl FFAFATE AFYRE A% ] Ale 5= ofuisi, AlelETisk vt

7} =AAe] Aukg FEe 4 QER A\Usl] A gAA A7 58

4
ot
ol
FrF
pa)
Mg
o
o T

N

A7) o]

ol AATORRE L] = o]ES thelgk o AXE AT  glon AAE JHES
2,

@ o] Zo| w2 AE AALF ol o] AdAE, ATie] AU Uit FHTA Fo, o]
Zzeof| whet AAart Hel EREe Agsty] Hsto] A3zAldel mhe 2XE a7she Aol
daskA] AR5 AT F Qiok

@ BAFR2 o] Zo| W& AAE A109x2] 7] o] e HEE= AAF ol gt

© o] 29 ojugt A= JuY e FAMd w2 dlsiate] s Hsfske AR s HA
ohgic.

11) Donat-Cattin, in: Otto Triffterer(Ed.), Commentary on the Rome Statute of the International

Criminal Court, 2008, article 75, para. 26.

12) Safferling, Die Rolle des Opfers im Strafverfahren, ZStW(122), 2010, 110%.
13) Bock, &Fo] F 8), 299%; Triig, &+o] F 1), 70%.
14) Trig, o] =+ 1), 71Z.



SHZAHEER M mlshtiael Thsaat 3 « 169

WHeh1S) et AT Ee] AARl] Qi whAe] e XAl Rl Eatsha
MAS S S1g Zlold W iAol o] | 4 gIrk1o
Sk Agtio] thstel AnE HARe BT 4
). o A% Agkats 7 waxjol e whAS A
A MRS RS A 4 QTHEREEATA A9SH). HielRA o
3] GATAL W Aolch, SHVAS W A Akio] wiEEo] Y 7
ol 27 el ARS: Sfof ShAIRE, Ak WAtk A 1 o] oS

SabE o] SHES W 4 gk

2. 2o H79=: ME|IZ

S 75%7} 1% % sln ﬁJéHXPgO] *&%71‘:&% 44 ol
| afof sH 141%5 clersiA] heRg 4 Qe ofejgt uﬁﬁow 2oy ATz
L e gIet ARlEe AustEE 145 oo, ARlEe] e Sof o
s HE weRAle )R 0] AEo] Qltt.

2ol A9 Alao] webq FARAR L] Akt ko] wsjxe}
1 7KES glatel Alele] A Eo] itk of A Aley|Ee] WeEhs Ak
F|EA oz Agkao] Wao] o WIEe] MW Ei Bl o8] 4w 24
71ee] AAtoIeHAITIZ 23D, Teft olefat FAH Ei A oljelw 25 A
R, SR )l B4F 71Eke] whRlRRE o] qlojo] Y|kt YAlE o)} Blat

AL A Ak AlR|Ee] WAAZ 4 KIS 21 A215).09)

rz

15) Triig, kel = 1), 71%.

16) Bottigliero, Redress for victims of crimes under international law, Springer, 2004, 79%: o]3};
Bock, Das Opfer vor dem Internationalen Strafgerichtshof, 2010, 575% o]3}; Bock, o] 5
8), 299%.

17) Regulations of the Trust Fund for Victims, ICC-ASP/4/Res.3(2005).
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ol e} A 9ol § AL W Ao ool L A

B3] X BIER W 4 UTHANDEAT A3z AT, WA R
2 A695-AT25). SA, ASIIE Awast WE o] ut GHwae w
o] AL 2SR A 1 HEES AS|Eeld £ Sy 5
KA1 F7HE AIS6). olefdt Pel7) 57t BEY) e wi msﬁxw
ot Wt BelE Aolok npjeto s AeslRe Aukazt gel W] st §
A e she Aah T AAEE 5 AE AR PaE udow
A7) gfste] ATl Aee BeT 4 U s A=A AU 4

YPRIH S AAIE 7 |12 Al27%).
3. OsHEjARIE=S] 7|sat A&t

2olA A75%00 FAE FEAAIES] 7158 T34 T R BN =&

A, AAAEE FHBDS WS Aol RS oK W]
3

18) 2014 A Ag7|Fe] FEE 1,2005 52(3ks} ok 1689 <)olch. http://www.trustfundfor
victims.org/sites/default/files/media_library/documents/pdf/TFV_Strategic Plan 2014 2017 ap
proved.pdf(F=H-E<d: 2015. 11. 29).

19) Bock, k2] = 8), 298%.

20) Bock, &) Z 8), 300,
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sfalS $I9) s Al ie oFS Reatehd of fABAS We
A7t g WAAAS W A 9190 ARsHE Zlo] B o]&H wsja
AP SR Folek2) Tl Sl Folo] §ABAL WS A7} A
AL FASRE V)5S ATATE FHTAS W Aol 2 WS R A
otk 71 Sjul} 9he W A FE Fato] o] o]Folxl Bl fANAL

e xm Al s ﬂOIE}Z )

A4S W W we] B vgaﬂ S ATE AR RS A9
sf3R} 9 ALBleke] Baje] Zlofaks Ao B 4 gick. wslato] Tk ke A}
s|AAel SIS Aelshe so R B 4 9] ujEo|ch2 B3] A
5 A FAMBNAE S 47 elel whs) WSl A B HA
2 I3 A2lo] &3k o7k Bk of Mol ZrkpAe] Tk WAl £
SasgA)e] AR SIS IS A 5 RERAS B A2 sl B
2ol A2l £39] A Sto] TJsh L ALBISt SIS HRIAACE Atk =]
7b el WA Zohg ATSEe] 1 2A% S otk

21) Bock, SFe] = 8), 300%.

22) Bock, ool =+ 8), 300Z.

23) SAAEAONA 3]EA APH Z2 g 8189 9§ UN 7|29 X)(United Nations, Basic Principles
on the Use of Restorative Justice Programmes in Criminal Matters, 2000) #2350 wt=, 3%
2 APzt <oEizle} 71sA), 22l e gk A9 wHe] S W iR e A9k
o] ditH s AR facilitator) o] Al Sholl W H 2R WY o] el H5
oz I Fofshe HAE onlgty s Aolstar ). 382 ApHe| Ade ool #st 3A
g =2 e o|T - 24T, FARIHAIAS 3152 APgeld el ARt 2006, 57~72% =

01,

Lo 1o

24) The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Trial Chamber I, Decision establishing the prmc1ples
and procedures to be applied to reparations, ICC-01/04-01/06-2904, 07 August 2012, paras. 179,
193.

25) ZAISE =ol= Triig, oo F 1), 2% F=
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IV. Lubanga AZi0l|A HIAIE! HH2aH

1. Lubanga AIZAGIAM 1MIHEHRO| HHHZFEHO| HA

SABAADL 1A} 2012.3. 14, Apkss A7 ol HAzT MRS
o dAARAS HE2 Lubanga AFHo]Q]th Lubanga ARA-S FalRlaEg3l=to]
A AR PRl HRiEe] ity FARIFESlol = 1990t E A}
A2 AH5H] Sat B 7he] Aol Q9T 20021} 2003Klols B 7o) &
Ao] 1 o Astelo] W Alvlo] S gl TS U tie)
TRl ST of2igh Abefel dis =utAel "Al FARlFEslE
2004, 4. 19, w8l Tturi 2|04 2002, 7. 1. o]@o] Halolal W= o] o
& 258 FABATL AT IS, ofo] ujet TARAATL 27
ol 2004.6.23. o] Afejo]l thgl ANAIE AAsIRET, olet Wist] =AY
Aol EAEIE Ao] vk Lubanga APZlolch

o] AFAS] 1 a7Q] Thomas Lubanga Dyilo= 1960. 12. 29.8 JA] o2 A Fa1H]
okl Turi A|ejollA] 200205 2003d0] AH FIRETerE B5A oo
A ZEE FEAE F sl Faroll=E(UPC)S] AdAolxt 4= %lal, o]
syl AR Fareyoll=wi(FPLC) Q| Abgto|leh. Al ARAEA 144
FF7F Lubangao] tisto] Q7R | ARof ofshH, Lubangas= 2002.9. 1. F§
2003. 8. 13704 WAA SAolA] 154] mlgke] okESe el Sashiol
ol AR FY-EHHste] 525 Buniao] AARE Falof=E EFet
Rwampara 5of 4Ajs ZARIER Bj2) 7} 2AERE A7 ke WAk 2AR
A9 L 7hee] weplER AFgsto] 154] ulute] oPEES Aejdelo] Aae
2 olelEe olagtonn 2olgd A8E A2E ATE AT (8)2)(e) i)
o] AAUHE WalArhs Aolch2o

ShE, 1A e] gabo] AAEE o] Lubangart 4AE ek Ao o

26) The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Trial Chamber I, Judgment pursuant to Article 74
of the Statute, ICC-01/04-01/06-2842, 14 March 2012, paras. 819, 915, 1358.
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AHdE B o]t AR ARdo] FaAbde] E3E] A BRt=

olfE AEo] APMHZA 20 AHgO] T Feho] FFH=A ofe]

of HEel sk AHo] WaIFAE 14T Lubangac] thgt w24 A
= [e]
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= e HAE 2SS AN Esfiofl Higt Z:ixéoM Lu banga°ﬂ
tiste] msfiabe] digh 232 Ql Hkd= ek 24e sl ok 1 HiAl 14
A= &8l 5o 283 v R A=

@715, A7l A27HE AUl sto] A7l Hivdel et dRadE
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27) The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Trial Chamber I, Judgment pursuant to Article 74
of the Statute, ICC- 01/04-01/06-2842, 14 March 2012, paras. 630, 631, 890, 896.

28) The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Trial Chamber I, Decision on Sentence pursuant
Article 76 of the Statute, ICC-01/04-01/06-2901, 10 July 2012.

29) The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Trial Chamber I, Decision establishing the principles
and procedures to be applied to reparations, ICC-01/04-01/06-2904, 07 August 2012, para. 181.

30) The Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo, Trial Chamber I, Decision establishing the principles
and procedures to be applied to reparations, ICC-01/04-01/06-2904, 07 August 2012, paras. 166,
261.
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2. iyl L8

7). o] gl Sae] Wl

2Ol ATSEE AR WS slsikiel Tistel wakiel tat Ei ws}
o TP oletil AISIAL Qlrk o714 jsixiet Agkao] WA W] WA
ol A WS e AAdar AhHel Hore Qe 24 Ei 7w Wt
AAUEAT ARSE). FANs Rokid ATz WAE] Qs T B
o 7H2] St walate] 7o) LA offolct. ol EuliA xﬂ75
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Die Moglichkeit und Grenzen der Wiedergutmachung

im Volkerstrafverfaren®

LEE Jin-Kuk™

Nach Art. 75 Abs. 1. IStGH-Statute stellt der Gerichtshof Grundsitze fiir die Wie-
dergutmachung auf, die an oder in Bezug auf die Opfer zu leisten ist, einschliesslich
Riickerstattung, Entschddigung und Rehabilitierung. Dabei wird unter Wiedergut-
machung alle Massnahme verstanden, die dem Ausgleich der dem Opfer durch
die Tat zugefligten psysischen, psychischen, immateriellen und materiellen Schiaden
dienen. Die Lubanga-Hauptverhandlungskammer des IStGH hat am. 7. 8. 2002 ers-
tmals Grundsitze fiir die Wiedergutmachung nach Art. 75. Abs. 1 aufgestellt. Gegen
die Grundsitze der Wiedergutmachung wird jedoch Einwand gehoben, ob sie
sich die allgemeingiiltig fiir spiteren Fall im internationalen Strafverfahren
anwenden lassen, da die Grundsitze sich nach Lubanga-Hauptverhandlungskam-
mer nur auf die Lubangafall beschrinkt sind. Der kausaler Zusammenhang zwischen
Schaden und Taten kommt auch in Frage, weil nach Entscheidung des Lubanga-
Hauptverhandlungskammers die Wiedergutmachung nur denjenigen Opfern, die
durch die Taten, fiir die Lubanga verurteilt wurde, geschadigt wurden, zuges-
prochen werden kann. Dies fiithrt zu einer Begrenzung des Kreises der antrag-
sberechtigten Opfer. Insofern ist es die Aufgabe des Gerichtshofs, unter dem
Gesichtspunkt des Opferschutzes den Kausalzusammenhang noch in flekxibler

Weise handzuhaben.

+» Keyword: Reparation, Restitution, ICC(IStGH), Lubanga-fall, Treuhandfond
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