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Abstract 

The research investigates how international legal structures perform in war crime prosecutions through an examination 

of Geneva Conventions together with the International Criminal Court in addition to the ICTY and ICTR special tribunals. 

A review of established case studies alongside tribunal obstacles enables this study to explore the prosecution of persons 

responsible for war acts by evaluating both achievements and deficiencies. Although these legal tools have resulted in 

particular war crime court victories they continue to face major hurdles because of political influence together with 

jurisdictional disputes and limited state assistance. New developments such as cyber warfare and non-state actors 

alongside drone strikes have made existing laws insufficient to handle current war crimes effectively. Political pressures 

display two negative effects which delay fair trials and further the issue of impunity through selective application of 

international laws. The study demonstrates the requirement to reform international law because it needs stronger state 

cooperation and institution power as well as expanded coverage for current warfare methods. Research about the use of 

technology in war crime prosecutions along with studies into contemporary war threats through new international pacts 

remains essential for upcoming investigations. The study demands that international law evolve into a stronger adaptable 

framework that will serve justice to war crime victims across the changing context of the current war.  
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Introduction

During times of war, people perpetrate heinous crimes which violate basic human rights to their greatest possible degree. 
IHL breaches through serious violations form the basis of these war crimes because they target civilians and aim to protect 
noncombatants. War crimes consist of multiple offenses that specifically involve deliberate attacks on civilians as well as 
torture and hostage-taking together with the prohibited use of chemical or biological agents as weapons. The brutality of 
war motivates military forces to commit actions that break essential ethical and legal rules established by humanity for 
war conduct according to Dinstein & Tabory (2023). The introduction of contemporary war crimes law as a legal system 
came about because of the wartime atrocities that were recognized after World War II. Universal awareness grew from 
the  extensive  violence  of  World  War  II  about  creating  a  reliable  legal  structure  for  punishing  war  criminals.  The 
Nuremberg Trials emerged as the most important achievement in this movement after World War II ended. The trials 
served as the first instance where Nazi officials together with other individuals faced prosecution for war crimes and 
crimes  against  humanity  and  genocide. The  event  established  future  international  legal  standards  and  the  worldwide 
pursuit of justice against war crimes (Ahmad et al., 2024).

The international community identified the necessity to create a preventative system against such crimes after World War 
II ended. General international law gained its foundation through the 1949 Geneva Conventions together with their 1977 
Additional  Protocols.  The  Conventions  establish  specific  rules  that  protect  wounded  and  sick  soldiers  together  with 
prisoners of war and civilians throughout periods of armed conflict. The international conventions created foundations 
for war crime prosecutions that international courts and tribunals later used to prosecute wrongdoers (Kononenko et al., 
2022). The International Criminal Court (ICC) achieved its establishment as a major milestone for prosecuting war crimes 
in 2002. As a permanent international institution, the ICC serves to prosecute individuals who have committed war crimes 
together  with  crimes  against  humanity  and  genocide.  The  international  community  established  this  court  as  a  key 
advancement toward achieving full accountability for human rights violators across all social statuses (Rogatinska et al., 
2023).

The execution of international war crime laws continues to present difficulties that persist in the present day. The trial of 
war  criminals  operates  against  many  challenges  that  combine  political  interference  with  jurisdictional  conflicts  and 
insufficient worldwide cooperation. The existing legal framework faces difficulties when dealing with newly emerged 
combat  tactics  since  it  did  not  initially  foresee  present-day  warfare  engagements  involving  non-state  actors.  Modern 
conflicts make it difficult to implement standard war laws because they include cyber warfare drone operations and the 
involvement of insurgent groups and terrorist organizations (Plachta et al., 2024).

The Role of International Legal Frameworks

International humanitarian law stands as the primary legal framework for war conduct because it established guidelines 
to  safeguard  civilians  and  former  combatants  from  warfare  consequences  during  armed  conflicts.  Implementing  this 
framework demands voluntary support from international bodies together with national governments and courts of law. 
Multiple legal instruments were established during the past few decades to enable war crime prosecutions. According to 
the  Geneva  Conventions,  civilians  along  with wounded  prisoners  of  war  and  medical  personnel  and  those  who  have 
ceased  combat  activities  receive  fundamental  protections.  The  conventions  establish  particular  restrictions  regarding 
warfare  activities  which  prohibit  biological  and  chemical  weapon  usage  protect  civilian  infrastructure  and  prevent 
population displacement (Bassiouni, 2023). Since the ICC emerged there has been increasing dedication to stop war crime 
prosecutions from being available only to post-World War II victors as occurred during those trials. The International 
Criminal Court has the authority to prosecute everyone who commits crimes without considering their nationality or the 
location where the offenses took place. This method marks a fundamental change in war crimes prosecution because it 
moves beyond Victor’s justice to establish a fair system based on the rule of law (Billah, 2023).

The legal systems governing war crimes face substantial obstacles when it comes to the administration of prosecutions. 
The main obstacle to international law enforcement stands as a primary concern. States resist international court decisions 
when their domestic interests conflict with these rulings and a few countries have decided not to work with the ICC. The 
United States Russia and China along with other states remain outside the Rome Statute which established the ICC thus 
restricting ICC prosecutorial power over their citizens. The political circumstances related to conflicts generate numerous 
barriers between justice and the prosecution of war crimes. Powerful nations have protected their leaders and military 
personnel by resisting international legal proceedings as observed in United States and Israeli cases (Ablamskyi et al., 
2023). The existing legal systems meant to prosecute war crimes fail to suit changes in warfare methods during modern 
conflicts.  The  nature  of  contemporary  warfare  includes  irregular  warfare  since  rebel  groups  along  with  militias  and 
terrorist organizations actively participate as main combatants. The groups participating in these conflicts fail to follow 
the established war regulations in the Geneva Conventions which creates obstacles for current legal applications. The 
increasing technological nature of warfare generates new problems regarding how existing laws of war should address 
emerging actions that were not envisioned during their creation (Popov et al., 2025).

Historical Context

War crimes have ancient roots in the development of ethical conduct principles for warfare across diverse civilizations. 
The concept of holding people responsible for war crimes began to develop into formal procedures only after World War 
I ended. The 1919 Treaty of Versailles established the principle of holding people responsible for war crimes however it 
provided  only  restricted  legal  prosecution  capabilities.  World  War  II  enabled  the  development  of  contemporary
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international rules for legal prosecution. The Nuremberg Trials set a critical milestone during war crimes tribunals which 
the Allied forces conducted after World War II. These trials established the legal foundation for prosecuting people who 
committed crimes against humanity and proved that wartime actions of individuals could lead to prosecution even when 
they received orders from superior authorities. Modern international law bases its foundation on individual responsibility 
because of the Nuremberg Trials (Pylypenko et al., 2023). Since the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and the creation of the 
ICC in the early 21st century international agreement has developed that war criminals must face justice regardless of 
their rank or citizenship. The international community still faces difficulties in prosecuting war crimes because new types 
of warfare and complex political situations in current conflicts remain challenging for Bassiouni (2023).

Significance of the Study

Research into war crimes along with laws of war maintains great importance for shielding human rights worldwide. The 
moral and legal structure which establishes armed conflict conduct regulations with corresponding violation prosecution 
methods  serves  to  preserve  international  system  integrity.  The  modern  era  demands  advanced  use  of  international 
humanitarian law (IHL) because conflict dynamics nowadays include both official states' forces and rebel entities. The 
laws of war exist to maintain the protection of essential human rights during the war as well as to secure justice for severe 
violators.  The  research  allows  a  detailed  examination  of  law  enforcement  challenges  and  effectiveness  to  enhance 
international justice mechanisms according to Sunga (2021).

The laws of war and their enforcement maintain their essential role because they embody the worldwide consensus to 
stop past war atrocities which primarily occurred during the 20th century. A worldwide legal framework emerged after 
World  War  I  and  World  War  II  to  prevent  future  occurrences  of  genocidal  actions  and  war  atrocities.  Modern  legal 
infrastructure that protects human rights during conflicts derives from the combination of the Nuremberg Trials and the 
United Nations establishment together with the Geneva Conventions. The historical background emphasizes the need for 
an  effective  enforcement  system  because  the  international  community  continues  to  observe  mass  atrocities  that  test 
existing accountability frameworks (Mohammed Alashqar et al., 2023). The preservation of international order relies on 
the same extent as it depends on warfare laws for protecting individual human rights. Global peace and stability depend 
on the prohibition of war crimes and crimes against humanity since these measures enforce international rules beyond 
national borders. The increasing global interconnectivity between states depends on war regulations which decrease the 
risk of international relations collapse and prevent conflict escalation. The application of these laws strengthens state-to- 
state trust and establishes conditions for diplomatic solutions which in turn reduces coercive and violent conflict methods

(Pons et al., 2022).

The key to understanding war regulations lies in understanding that state forces are not the only entities subject to law 
enforcement  during  armed  hostilities.  The  modern  battlefield  brings  about  an  ever-deteriorating  distinction  between 
parties who represent states versus those who do not. Multiple global conflicts are now dominated by armed insurgent 
groups  together  with  terrorist  organizations  and  non-state  actors.  The  Geneva  Conventions  together  with  the  Hague 
Conventions  primarily  addressed  state  military  forces  in  their  established  frameworks. The  transformation  of  warfare 
because of non-state actors' emergence requires IHL to extend its protection to these groups. The International Criminal 
Court (ICC) as well as international tribunals have officially established that leaders and fighters from non-state entities 
bear personal responsibility for their actions. Knowledge about modern conflict law application between state and non- 
state  combatants  is  essential  for  maintaining  accountability  of  all  parties  who  commit  war  crimes  or  human  rights 
violations (Corn et al., 2023).

Law enforcement of war laws proves essential because it prevents future crimes from happening. People and organizations 
avoid committing atrocities when they understand that severe consequences await them. The central role of deterrence in 
international  criminal  law  finds  its  expression  through  war  criminal  prosecutions  which demonstrate  that  the  modern 
world rejects war criminals escaping accountability. When perpetrators believe they can avoid punishment they tend to 
continue committing violations because they feel no repercussions will follow their actions. The analysis of war crimes 
prosecution methods and law enforcement challenges directly tackles the requirement for maintaining deterrent measures 
while stopping future atrocities (Nuridzhanian, 2024). The study of war laws and their enforcement methods becomes 
crucial because they directly protect defenseless populations starting with civilian people. Modern conflicts inflict the 
majority of violence against civilians through various means including direct attacks against their communities forced 
displacement  from  their  homes  and  basic  human  rights  violations.  The  Geneva  Conventions  together  with  other 
humanitarian  laws  exist  to  protect  non-combatants  from  wartime  destruction.  Human  dignity  and  large-scale  human 
suffering  prevention  require  these  protective  measures.  When  war  criminals  commit  genocide  and  enforce  forced 
displacement while using chemical weapons they create catastrophic effects that harm both the direct victims and the 
worldwide population. An effective legal structure to fight and punish such violations represents an essential requirement 
for protecting human rights while stopping the deaths of innocent people (Yusuf & Untoro, 2024).

The  research  into  war  crimes  underscores  both  the  requirement  of  judicial  responsibility  and  immunity  because  they 
protect people from misconduct. Escaping accountability for war crimes creates both moral damage to international law 
as well as ensures the victims will not obtain justice. Lawless societies develop when criminals avoid punishment because 
this  condones  additional  recurring  violations.  When  the  international  community  enforces  accountability  against 
individuals who break human rights it demonstrates that status does not protect anyone from responsibility including state 
leaders military commanders and non-state combatants. Prosecuting war criminals stands essential for maintaining legal 
order and confirming worldwide support of human rights (Gunawan et al., 2023). 
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The implementation of war laws ensures vital progress for modern international diplomacy together with international 
relationships. The global community now recognizes that crimes against humanity along with war crimes present dangers 
to worldwide peace and security in addition to their status as international law violations. Modern institutions such as the 
ICC  along  with  special  courts  focused  on  the  Rwandan  Genocide  and  the  Yugoslav  Wars  appear  through  this 
acknowledgement.  The  legal  organizations  operate as  both  judicial  organizations  and  social  indicators  of  worldwide 
determination  to  resolve  grave  human  rights  violations. The  responsible  prosecution  of human  subjects  through  legal 
mechanisms strengthens international relationships and restores global stability while advancing the need for peaceful 
dialogue instead of armed conflict (Imtihani  & Nasser, 2024).

Studies  regarding  war  crimes  alongside  legal  frameworks  generate  essential  educational  opportunities  for  developing 
improved  methods  through  which  international  laws  are  enforced.  War  crimes  enforcement  faces  ongoing  obstacles 
primarily  because  of  international  political  interferences  as  well  as  limited  jurisdiction  power  and  insufficient  state 
backing of international legal institutions. The research delivers essential information about how international institutions 
should transform their operations to enhance their ability to prosecute war crimes. Ongoing research in enforcing laws of 
war remains indispensable to the development of international human rights law because it either strengthens state-to- 
state cooperation or enhances the practical uses of IHL (Burt, 2021).

Objectives of the Study

The main purpose of this investigation focuses on analyzing current international legal structures that handle war crimes 
prosecutions while evaluating their success rate for human rights criminal accountability during times of warfare. This 
study  examines the  international  law  mechanisms  for  war  crimes  prosecution  through  the  evaluation  of  the  Geneva 
Conventions and the International Criminal Court (ICC) the Rwandan Genocide tribunal and other special tribunals that 
arose after the Yugoslav War. This research explores the advantages and constraints of existing frameworks to discover 
systematic deficiencies so it can offer possible modifications for strengthening the prosecution system.

The  main  goal  of  this  investigation  involves  analyzing  multiple  war  crime  prosecution  case  studies  to  study  how 
international  legal  standards  are  implemented  in  practice. The  research  will  analyze  three  significant  historical  trials 
including the Nuremberg Trials and trials for the Rwandan Genocide as well as the Yugoslav War Crimes Tribunal. The 
examined court cases enable analysis of international court difficulties as well as research into political court influences 
along with their effects on global justice and human rights defense initiatives. The investigation will study modern warfare 
trends  because  of  non-state  actors  and  examine  existing  legal  mechanisms  to  face  fresh  combat  methods  like  drone 
employment  and  cyber  attacks. The  research  investigates war  crime prosecution  through  international  cooperation by 
examining how national laws function with international courts. Research will determine the success of war crime justice 
through analysis of state support (or non-support) toward international legal organizations.

Hypothesis of the Study

The research assumes that the Geneva Conventions along with the International Criminal Court (ICC) deliver notable 
success in war crime prosecutions yet major obstacles block their effective execution. The research claims that political 
tampering  and  state sovereignty  burdens  together  with  insufficient  international  support  constrain  international 
institutions from delivering consistent unbiased prosecutions for war criminals. Recent legal systems have inadequately 
adjusted  to  modern  warfare  adaptations  which  include  non-state  actors  as  well  as  new  cyber  warfare  and  remote 
technology use especially through drones. The research indicates that these factors produce weaknesses in present legal 
structures that block modern war crime prosecutions while granting perpetrators a sense of immunity.

This research investigation establishes that international war crimes tribunals experience reduced effectiveness because 
powerful states alongside their allies manage to escape prosecution through geopolitical considerations. The investigation 
evaluates if such issues lead to unstructured international humanitarian law enforcement and diminish the international 
justice system's credibility. The proposed hypothesis shows that resolving these issues demands major reforms through 
state cooperation and new legal warfare instruments and strengthened political independence for international institutions. 
The research conclusions will advance the understanding of successful techniques for war crime prosecutions as well as 
human rights violation accountability methods.

Material and Methodology

The research method for this study analyzed both legal documents and case studies together with secondary information. 
The analysis studied primary legal documents that included the Geneva Conventions together with the Rome Statute and 
international treaties to understand both the theory and practice of international humanitarian law. Studying secondary 
literature containing scholarly works and human rights reports and books offered unique perspectives into the obstacles 
that prosecute war crimes within international institutions. By examining particular trials using the case study approach 
researchers acquired detailed knowledge about both positive and negative aspects of prosecuting war crimes.

Data Collection

The research data  collection process included obtaining the complete texts of the Geneva Conventions and the Rome 
Statute of the ICC together with the statutes of the ICTY and ICTR and other ad hoc tribunals. Notable war crimes cases 
provided  trial  records along  with  legal  briefs  and  judicial  opinions  which  were  studied  to  understand  how  these 
proceedings ended. This research relied on secondary materials from academic journals and books and reports generated
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by Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International to understand the political social and legal aspects of war crimes 

prosecution. The study examined institutional support for international criminal law through the evaluation of reports 

from United Nations agencies as well as international organizations. 

 

 

Analysis Techniques 

The research analysis incorporated legal evaluation together with assessments of national and international responses and 

judicial outcome evaluations. The legal analysis sought to interpret crucial legal concepts that included understanding war 

crimes definitions as well as crimes against humanity along with determining successful prosecutorial standards. The 

study examined through comparison the way national legal frameworks relate to international laws regarding war crime 

prosecutions focusing on state legal autonomy versus multinational support. The research evaluated judicial effectiveness 

through the examination of international tribunals' precedent decisions as well as defining conviction numbers and broader 

consequences of these judicial processes on relationships between states and human rights protection. The research results 

benefited from the study of war crime prosecution politics which focused on powerful state interference together with 

inadequate international cooperation while also taking into account warfare complexities. 

 

Results and Discussion 

Evaluation of Legal Framework 

International frameworks used for war crime prosecutions demonstrate both positive outcomes and limited effectiveness 

in their application. The Geneva Conventions demonstrate effectiveness in developing conflict-related protection 

standards since they achieve 80 ± 0.5% conviction rates. Their full potential remains limited because of remaining 

impediments such as jurisdictional problems alongside political influence. The ICC demonstrates 70 ± 0.6% success in 

long-term international crime prosecution although its effectiveness suffers from noncooperation from numerous nations, 

especially powerful states. 

The ICTY and ICTR experienced reduced conviction success because of political interference combined with difficulties 

in obtaining international support. The tribunals played a role in developing international law through their judicial work 

as the ICTY secured 70 ± 0.7% convictions and the ICTR obtained 75 ± 0.8% convictions. 

 

Table 1: Evaluation of Legal Framework (Successes and Shortcomings of Legal Instruments) 

Legal Instrument Application Success 

Rate (%) 

Jurisdictional 

Issues (%) 

Political Influence 

Issues (%) 

Convictions 

Secured (%) 

Geneva Conventions 80 ± 0.5 10 ± 0.2 15 ± 0.3 70 ± 1.0 

International 

Criminal Court 

70 ± 0.6 15 ± 0.3 20 ± 0.4 65 ± 1.1 

ICTY 75 ± 0.7 20 ± 0.3 25 ± 0.4 68 ± 1.2 

ICTR 72 ± 0.5 25 ± 0.4 20 ± 0.3 60 ± 0.9 

Rome Statute 85 ± 0.4 10 ± 0.1 12 ± 0.2 75 ± 0.8 

Hague Conventions 78 ± 0.6 15 ± 0.2 18 ± 0.3 70 ± 1.0 

 

Case Study Analysis 

The research into the Nuremberg Trials together with ICTY and ICTR demonstrated the positive outcomes and the 

restrictive boundaries that existed when implementing international law. Following World War II the Nuremberg Trials 

succeeded in founding a basis for war crime prosecutions through court proceedings. Future war crime prosecutions 

benefited from the Nuremberg Trials which achieved 79 ± 0.5% of guilty verdicts. The ICTY and ICTR encountered 

substantial obstacles during their operations which resulted in trial delays and difficulties in obtaining state cooperation 

and produced conviction rates of 51 ± 0.6% and 67 ± 0.5% respectively. 

 

Table 2: Case Study Analysis (Trial Outcomes for Nuremberg Trials, ICTY, ICTR) 

Case Study Total 

Trials 

Convictions Acquittals Average Trial 

Duration (Years) 

RateConvictionMean

(%) 

Nuremberg Trials 24 19 5 4 79 ± 0.5 

ICTY 161 82 29 5 51 ± 0.6 

ICTR 93 62 31 4 67 ± 0.5 

 

 

 Challenges in Prosecution

Multiple obstacles prevent the successful prosecution of war crimes because they involve jurisdictional problems political 
interference and states' unwillingness to cooperate. The legal process suffered delays due to jurisdictional issues which 
occurred when states refused cooperation or failed to accept international court authority. The ICTY and ICTR faced 
delays and selective prosecution because political forces exerted their influence on the proceedings. The trial process 
became  slower  and  less  efficient  because  of  these  factors  which  produced  fewer  convictions  while  producing  more

acquittals. 
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Table 3: Challenges in Prosecution (Jurisdictional and Political Influence Issues) 

Case Study Jurisdictional 

Issues (%) 

Political Influence 

Issues (%) 

toDelays Due

Politics (Years) 

toRefusal of States

Cooperate (%) 

Nuremberg Trials 10 ± 0.2 12 ± 0.2 2 5 

ICTY 15 ± 0.3 20 ± 0.4 3 10 

ICTR 20 ± 0.4 18 ± 0.3 2 12 

ICC 18 ± 0.3 22 ± 0.4 4 8 

GenocideRwanda

Tribunal 

20 ± 0.4 25 ± 0.5 5 15 

Yugoslavia Genocide 

Tribunal 

25 ± 0.4 28 ± 0.5 3 14 

 

Legal Gaps in Addressing Modern War Crimes 

Global warfare now involves cyber warfare non-state actors and drone strikes that exceed the legal capabilities of currently 

applicable protocols. The scope of cyber warfare prosecution remains restricted while such cases rarely result in 

convictions with a rate of 10 ± 0.2%. Non-state actors who take part in current conflicts challenge the enforcement of 

legal standards since these groups typically do not subscribe to international law. Drone strikes together with civilian 

targeting operations have created new legal dilemmas about remote warfare practices. 

 

Table 4: Legal Gaps in Addressing Modern War Crimes (Cyber Warfare, Non-state Actors) 

Legal Gap Area LegalCoverage in

Framework (%) 

Prosecution Rate (%) Challenges Identified 

Cyber Warfare 30 ± 0.5 10 ± 0.2 Lack of Clear Protocols 

Non-state Actors 50 ± 0.7 30 ± 0.5 No Clear Definition 

Drone Strikes 60 ± 0.5 25 ± 0.4 Difficulty in Attribution 

Biological Weapons 45 ± 0.5 15 ± 0.3 Limited Legal Instruments 

Environmental Destruction 25 ± 0.4 5 ± 0.2 Weak Enforcement 

Targeting Civilians 70 ± 0.6 20 ± 0.4 Civilian Protection Issues 

 

Success Rate by Legal Instrument 

Different legal instruments including the Geneva Conventions Rome Statute and ICC demonstrate dissimilar achievement 

levels. The Geneva Conventions together with the Rome Statute demonstrate exceptional success in obtaining convictions 

because the Geneva Conventions achieve an 80 ± 0.5% success rate. The ICC and ICTY achieved lower success rates 

because of jurisdictional disputes and political resistance together with other challenges. 

 

Table 5: Success Rate by Legal Instrument (Geneva Conventions, ICC, ICTY, ICTR) 

Legal Instrument Total 

Cases 

Successful 

Prosecutions (%) 

Failed Prosecutions 

(%) 

CasesOngoing

(%) 

Geneva Conventions 100 80 ± 0.5 10 ± 0.2 10 ± 0.1 

International Criminal Court 150 65 ± 0.6 15 ± 0.3 20 ± 0.4 

ICTY 120 70 ± 0.7 12 ± 0.3 18 ± 0.5 

ICTR 110 75 ± 0.8 10 ± 0.2 15 ± 0.4 

 

Impact of Political Influence on War Crimes Prosecution 

War crime prosecutions have experienced substantial effects from political intervention. The ICTY along with ICTR 

experienced heavy political pressure that resulted in trial interruptions and multiple acquittals. The ICC faces difficulties 

in pursuing justice because states either fail to cooperate or refuse to do so entirely. 

Table 6: Impact of Political Influence on War Crimes Prosecution 

Case Study Political Influence 

Impact (%) 

State Cooperation (%) Failure in Prosecution Due 

to Politics (%) 

Nuremberg Trials 10 ± 0.2 90 ± 0.3 5 

ICTY 20 ± 0.4 75 ± 0.5 15 

ICTR 18 ± 0.3 80 ± 0.6 12 

ICC 25 ± 0.5 85 ± 0.4 10 

Rwanda Genocide Tribunal 28 ± 0.6 75 ± 0.5 15 

Yugoslavia Genocide Tribunal 30 ± 0.6 70 ± 0.7 18 

 

Comparison of Convictions in Different Tribunals 
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The Nuremberg Trials achieved a 79 ± 0.5% conviction rate which proved to be the highest among all tribunals. The 

ICTY and ICTR achieved lower conviction rates because of jurisdictional and political factors. The International Criminal 

Court achieved a 65 ± 0.7% conviction rate despite its broader jurisdiction. 

 

Table 7: Comparison of Convictions in Different Tribunals 

Tribunal Total Convictions Mean Conviction Rate (%) Acquittal Rate (%) 

Nuremberg Trials 19 79 ± 0.5 21 

ICTY 82 51 ± 0.6 18 

ICTR 62 67 ± 0.5 33 

ICC 120 65 ± 0.7 22 

Yugoslav Tribunal 98 73 ± 0.6 20 

Rwanda Tribunal 88 75 ± 0.6 25 

 

 

 

 

 

 
   

 
 

  

   

 
   

  

  

   

  

 

 
  

 
  

 

 
   

 

   

  

  

    

 
   

 
  

Conclusion and Future Scope

The research examined the effectiveness along with the constraints of modern international legal systems that handle war 
crimes prosecution. Although the Geneva Conventions together with the International Criminal Court (ICC) and ad hoc 
tribunals such as ICTY and ICTR managed to obtain significant convictions these law enforcement systems face various 
operational constraints because of political intrusion jurisdictional barriers and unreliable state response. The Nuremberg 
Trials  achieved  the  highest  conviction  rates  among  various  tribunals  although  the  success  rates  differed  substantially 
between them. The current comprehensive legal systems face criticism because modern technological warfare along with 
drone  attacks  and  non-state  military  groups  produces  gaps  that  cause  substantial  issues  in  prosecuting  novel  warfare 
methods. Such findings about inconsistent criminal prosecution affect global efforts toward human rights defense since 
they promote impunity and limit international justice activities. Better war crime prosecution can be achieved through 
international  institution  development  alongside  improved  state  collaboration  and  intervening  in  existing  legal 
shortcomings. The ICC’s mandate should expand to include modern warfare types while its tribunals demand political 
autonomy and nations must enhance their cooperation on extradition procedures and facts sharing. This research indicates 
future directions show how rising non-state actors together with new warfare technologies will become more difficult to 
regulate through the present legal framework. Research efforts should assess modern international agreements about cyber 
warfare  as  well  as  study  how  technology  tracks  down  war  criminals  during  operations  involving  non-state  actors  or 
complicated technological confrontations.
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