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KOHKYpPC NpoXoauT Ha aHIMUNCKOM
A3blKke NO ynpoLleHHOW npoueaype
Me HapOAHOro YroyioBHOIo cyaa.

B KOHKYpCe NPpNHNMAakT y4aCTune
KOMaHAbl CTapLlweKriaCCHNUKOB 13

AQI’GHTI/IHI:II BeJ'Il/II<O6QI/ITaHI/II/II

BeHecyanbl, HnaepnaHaoB, [NonbLiu,
Poccun, CLUA.




Poccuio  npeactasnsann 2 cbopHble
KoMaHAbl 13 LWKOSbHMKOB CaHKT-IleTepbypra u
NNeHnHrpagckom obrnactu. B kaxxgom komaHae
4 OCHOBHbIX 1 4 3anacHbIX UTPoKa.

Taknum obpasom, Ona ydacTust B KOHKypce
Obino oTtobpaHo 16 wwKonbHUKOB 9-11 Knaccos
C XOPOLUMM 3HAHWEM AHITIMNCKOIO A3blka W
MHTEPECOM K MNpasy, 3allUUTE NpaB YernoBeka,
MeXOYHapOAHbLIM OTHOLLIEHUAM.




Y4yebHoOE aeno nns KOHKypca
pa3pabotaHo MexayHapoaHOU accoumalmnen
topuctoB. OHO  3aTparmBaeTr npobnemy
ydacTua OeTen B BOOPYXEHHbIX KOHJIUKTax.



KpaTkoe onucaHue gena

“In the case of Felipe Tarres v. The Prosecutor, Mr. Torres was
brought befare the International Criminal Court, accused of war
crimes of torture and willful killing bosed on eyewitness
testimony. After his conviction, his counsel appealed the decision
based on two legal theories for relief, each representing the one of
two “1ssues” In the case. First, the applicants seek to argue that the
eyewitness testimony was insufficient to convict Mr. Torres. 5econd,
the applicants seek to argue that the court failed to do the proper
balancing test in determining a proper sentence. These two distinct
legal arguments represent the two “issues” before the court in Felipe
Torres v, The Prasecutor.”



TpeboBaHMA K y4aCTHMUKAM KOHKypca

YYacTHUKN  OOMMKHblI  MPOOEMOHCTPUPOBATH
Xopollee 3HaHMe aHIMUUCKOINo A3blka WU
NHTEPEC K npasy.

Y4acCcTHUKM OOIMKHbI ObITb rOTOBbI K paboTte B
KOMaHae ¢ pacnpeneneHnemM OoTBETCTBEHHOCTH
N B3aMMHOW NoaaEpPKKOMN.

Y4yacTHUKN  OOMKHblI  ObITb  rOTOBbI K
camocTodaTeNibHon pabote Mo noucky wu
aHanuay NCTOYHUKOB (MeXxayHapoaHbIX
JOroBOPOB, cynebHbIX peLLEeHNI) Ha
aHITIMNCKOM A3blKe, K COCTaBIIEHMIO TEKCTOB, K
nyornnyHoMy BbICTYMNMEHUIO W OTBETAM Ha
BOMpPOCHI.



OTBETCTBEHHbIE 3a NOATOTOBKY
yyaLNXCA K KOHKYPCY:

* Yyntenb NCTOpmun 1 obLLECTBO3HAHMS,
KoopaunHaTtop npoekta «>KnBoe npaso» —
Pary3suHa Jlapuca AHaTtonbeBHa

* YyuTerb aHrMMUCKOro A3blka, MEeTOOUCT —
XXykoBeHb EnnsaBeTta EBreHbeBHa
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Disproportion between the crimes and the sentence

ur Honour, my name is Mikhail Umansky.

yould like to present you the disproportion between the crimes and the sentence which was given to Felipe Torres.

eaking about the disproportion between the crime and the sentence | want to remind you that there have been a lot of cases in history in which
people were sentenced to lighter penalties than Felipe Torres for really horrible crimes such as murders and tortures of people.

 Tadic’s case Mr. Tadic who was a President of the Local Board of SDS in Kozarac, was sentenced to 20 years of imprisonment for mass
tortures and premeditated murders. He, himself, tortured and killed several people.

1to Furunzic who was the Commander in chief of the Croatian Defense Council was sentenced to 10 years for tortures and outrages upon
personal dignity.

lorad Krnojelac was the Commander of the Serb who ran “Kazneno and Popravni Dom”(KPDom) detention camp located in the
south-east of Sarajevo, Bosnia and Herzegovina. This person was sentenced to 15 years of imprisonment for tortures and premeditated
murders.

ese people, notorious for their cruelty, were sentenced to much lighter penalties than Felipe Torres. Here we have a boy who grew up in an
impoverished family, a boy who became a soldier at the age of twelve, and a boy who was sentenced to 25 years of imprisonment. He did
not torture anybody, he did not kill anybody, however, he was given such a severe sentence.

e Trial Chamber should balance all the relevant factors, including the mitigating and aggravating factors.

cording to Article 78 of the Rome Statute “Determination of the sentence” the Court should take into account such factors as the gravity of the
crime and the individual circumstances of the convicted person. Under Section 145 Part 1 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence “the
circumstances of manner, time and location; the age, education, social and economic condition of the convicted person” should be
considered.

t me overview the mitigating factors:

cial and economic condition of the convicted person: His father died when he was small. He had a younger brother & sister. Having become the
eldest man in the family, this young boy had to help his mother escape dreadful poverty and he started to work in the field and later he joined
the army to find out the way out of poverty.

lipe Torres’ lack of education: Felipe Torres and his brother had to work in the fields and had no time and little money to study. Moreover the
Civil war started when he was 9 years old so he got practically no education.

s background circumstances: Firstly we should take into consideration the fact that he joined the army at the age of twelve, because of the
situation in his family. Secondly, | can say that we can consider him as a victim of this war and it could be proved by Article 8 “War crimes”
where it is written that “Conscripting or enlisting children under the age of fifteen into armed forces or groups” means a war crime.

rres’ regrets for the actions which he had executed. It is said in Paragraph 49 of The Judgment of the Trial Chamber.

/e must understand that his destiny was inexorable and cruel!

conclusion | would like to say that The Appeals Chamber must impose the correct sentence and give much lighter penalty than 25 years of
imprisonment!

ank you for your attention! Now | give a word to my colleague.




[1Bopey [lpaBocygua. [aara




[lpeaBapuTenbHble crylaHug
nena. [@aara




3aKknrounTenbHoe
3acegaHue cyaa.

durHan KoHKypca.






KomaHpa CaHkT-lleTepbypra.
[1BopelL [1paBo yans. I'ara
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BcTpeya ¢ M3pom

[@arn B Mapuun.



KomaHga yvawmxcs CaHkT-leTepbypra v
IleHnHrpagckon obrnacTtu bbina HarpaXgeHa:

* [PaMoOTOU 3a OTNMNYHOE 3HaHWEe Oena;

* FpaMOTOVI 34d MpaBuJibHOE UCIMOJ1Ib30BaAHNE
I-OpVI,EI,VI‘-IGCKOVI TEPMUHOJIOITNN,

* [PAMOTON 32 OTNNYHbIE YCNEXN B OPATOPCKOM
NCKYCCTBE.
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