
avoid this threat, provided that the persanl doe not ±ntend ta cause a greater
haru than the one sought to b. avoided. Such a threat may either be:

(î) Made by other persona; or

iii) Constituted by other cirçwnstances beyond that person 'a
control.

2. The. Court shall determine the applicability of the grounds for excluding

criminel responsibility provideâ for in thie Statut. ta the. case before it.

3. At trial, the Court îuay consider a ground for excl.uding criuiinal

responsibility other tiien those referr.d to in paragraph 1 where such a groumd

iu derived f rom applicable law as set forth in article 21. The procedures

relating to the consideration of such a ground shall b. provided for in the.

Rules of Procedure and Evidonce.

Mistake oif f act or mistake oif law

1. A miatake of f act shaiJ. be a ground for exc.luding criminel
responsibility only if Lt riegates the. mental element r.quired by the. crime.

2. A mistake of lai, au to vietiier a particular type of c@flduct is a crime

within the. jurisâiction oif the Court shall not be a ground for excluding
criminal re.ponuibility. A mistake of law may, hovever, ha a ground for

excluding criminal responsibility if Lt negates the mental element required by
ach a crime, or au provided for in article 33.

Artcle 3

Superior orders and prescription of law

1. mhe fat that a crime witi the jiariediction of the. Court han been
committed by a persan purauat ta an order of a Governm.nt or of a ueir

viiether military or civiliaa, shall fot relieve that person of criminel

responuubility unleus:


