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This project focuses on the criminal responsibility of persons whose
contributions to core crimes are "marginal." For example, a cleaning staff, who works at the
concentration camp where detainees are mistreated, does not directly participate in the crime, but
he/she is involved in the maintenance of the criminal organization: should he/she be criminally
responsible for the crimes committed?

To answer this question, the following studies were conducted. First, I surveyed the jurisprudence
of the ICC to elucidate the requirements for complicity, thereby clarifying that the recent

jurisprudence tends to rely on subjective elements to establish the accomplice liability. Second,
the discussion in Germany on complicity through "neutral conduct” was surveyed. It shows that the
limit of accomplice liability should be determined (also) in terms of the subjective aspect of
gonduct. Such a discussion is also helpful when analyzing the elements of complicity under the Rome
tatute.
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