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COURSE DESCRIPTION

This graduate seminar will introduce students to cutting edge scholarly work and to the
task of carrying out research on transitional justice (TJ) in international relations. Some
argue that justice exists on a continuum, from pure political to pure legal justice. While
pure legal justice may be an ideal, it is widely understood that it does not actually exist
because of political constraints. In the international arena, these constraints have been
imposed by states seeking to control or circumvent the rise of a global justice regime. In this
course, we will explore how these political constraints shape justice outcomes by studying the
institutions of transitional justice in global politics, the domestic and international contexts
in which they are established, and the short and long-term effects of implementing (or
failing to implement) them. How have concerns about justice and accountability developed
in international relations? Is there truly a global justice regime, or is it simply an illusion
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imposed by the powerful? How do different actors – states, civil society, and institutions of
global justice – navigate questions of power and politics when promoting (or opposing) the
pursuit of accountability? And why does any of it matter?

As part of the course, students will be also exposed to the variety of research methods
used to study international TJ, including qualitative and quantitative observational and
experimental approaches at varying levels of analysis. While readings may include broader
discussions of human rights and justice, we will focus in particular on institutions and norms
around individual criminal accountability.

COURSE OBJECTIVES

There are two overall goals of the course, one substantive and one professional. The first
objective is that students develop the skills necessary for understanding and engaging with
political science research on transitional justice in international relations. The second objec-
tive is that students develop key skills for participating as active members of the profession.
Therefore, in addition to generating an original research paper, by the end of the term,
students should be able to:

1. Explain the role of different international and domestic actors in developing and im-
plementing transitional justice

2. Evaluate the implications of transitional justice for peace, stability, and future atroci-
ties

3. Present written arguments for a public audience, linking research to current politics

Each assignment is designed to support one or more of these course objectives.

COURSE STRUCTURE

We will meet as a group for one session a week for approximately 2 hours. Attendance
is required. Everyone is allowed one missed class, no questions asked. However, if you
anticipate missing several classes, please let me know.

The format will be discussion-based, so readings need to be completed before class.
Come prepared to discuss, critique, or defend any required reading. This is a graduate-
level class, so please also be prepared to commit 8-10 hours each week preparing for class,
primarily by completing the readings. Reading political science research may be a skill that
you need more time to develop. Here are two helpful websites that can help you shortcut
that process, and maximize what you get from the reading:

* If you’re looking for a guide to reading academic writing, click this link.

* if you’re looking for a guide for how to think about how political scientists use quantitative
data, click this link.
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COURSE MATERIALS

You will be assigned substantial parts of the books listed below, and thus you may find it
convenient to own them. However, all books are available electronically or in hard
copy through the library, and all articles are available online or through the
library. Please notify me as soon as possible if you are unable to access the course material.

1. Bass, Gary. 2000. Stay the Hand of Vengeance: The Politics of War Crimes Tribunals.
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

2. Sikkink, Kathryn. 2011. The Justice Cascade: How Human Rights Prosecutions are
Changing World Politics. New York: Norton.

3. Bosco, David. 2014. Rough Justice: The International Criminal Court in a World of
Power Politics. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

4. Ba, Oumar. 2020. States of Justice: The Politics of the International Criminal Court.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

GRADING CRITERIA

There are 100 total points available in this class, distributed as follows:

Final Paper: 40% (40 points)
Presentations: 20% (20 points)
Public engagement piece: 25% (25 points)
Attendance & participation: 15% (15 points)

Grading Disputes: It takes time to understand and process feedback as well as any possible
disappointment over grades. Therefore, I will not discuss grades or accept any appeals made
within 72 hours of receiving a grade. If, however, you believe that your grade is incorrect as
a result of an error, please submit a request for a grade change in writing to me by email
after 72 hours have passed. In the appeal, please clearly and concisely explain why the grade
is incorrect, based on the merit of the work rather than comparisons to other students or
various adverse consequences. Please note that re-grading may result in an increase or a
decrease in the initial grade.

ASSIGNMENTS

* ATTENDANCE & PARTICIPATION (15%) – As a seminar, this course depends
on the active participation of its members. You are expected both to have completed
and reflected on all the weekly readings before each class, as well as to make thoughtful
contributions each week. Your questions and comments should draw on and assess argu-
ments and concepts from the readings, and should also try to engage with other students’
contributions. Even a good question asking for clarification of an issue can help move
the discussion forward. The quality of your participation is more important than the
quantity. However, I expect each of you to come prepared to justify and defend your
responses to the readings.
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* PRESENTATIONS (20%) – In order to help stimulate weekly discussions, you will
be required to present on a week’s worth of readings two times throughout the term.
Presentations include outlining the main arguments of each reading and the evidence used
to evaluate the arguments. Furthermore, you will lead the class discussion by coming
up with questions for us to talk about. These presentations can be done in pairs and
everyone will have the opportunity to sign up for a presentation in week 3 of the term.
Anyone who would like extra credit can sign up for more than two weeks.

* PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT PIECE (25%) – Increasingly, academics and policymak-
ers alike are expected to prepare public-facing work in the form of op-eds and/or blog
posts. These pieces draw on completed or in-progress research to explain current political
phenomena to general audiences (see, for example, Foreign Policy, Foreign Affairs, The
Conversation, or Good Authority, just to name a few) or use existing research to present
an opinion and/or argue for a set of policy prescriptions. Throughout the course of your
career, you will be encouraged (and possibly even required) to prepare these public en-
gagement pieces. In order to assist you in preparing for this kind of work, you will be
required to submit a 3-4 page “mock” public engagement piece on a topic relevant to the
course. While you are encouraged to write on a topic related to your research (including
research you conduct for your final paper), it is not required. This assignment is due on
Friday, November 1, at 11:59 PM.

* FINAL PAPER (40%) – A major objective of this course is for you to become not only
a critical consumer of knowledge, but also a producer. Thus, this seminar will require
an original (20-25 page) research paper. The paper may cover any topic related to the
course material, broadly construed. You are also encouraged to write a paper connected
to your own research interests. Paper topics will need to be approved by me by week 9
of the term. Final papers will be due on Wednesday, December 11, by 11:59 PM.

ACADEMIC INTEGRITY

Academic communities depend on their members’ honesty and integrity in representing
the sources of reasoning, claims, and wordings that appear in their work. Like any other
member of the academic community, you will be held responsible for the accurate represen-
tation of your sources: the means by which you produced the work you are submitting.

Cheating, fabrication, plagiarism, unauthorized collaboration, and helping others com-
mit these previously listed acts are examples of misconduct which may result in disciplinary
action. Examples of disciplinary action include, but are not limited to, failure on the as-
signment/course, written reprimand, disciplinary probation, suspension, or expulsion. To
understand more about plagiarism and proper attribution of sources, please consult the
Writing Center, at: https://writing.wisc.edu/. Please also take note of our class policy
towards AI (see below). If you have questions, please get in touch with me.

AI PROGRAMS

When used correctly, ChatGPT and other generative AI programs can help students
enhance their creative writing potential. In this class, I encourage students to make the
most of this emerging technology. When using this technology, however, I require students
to abide by several rules:
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1. You may only use generative AI programs for assignments where I explicitly allow
it. Any use of generative AI for assignments where it is not allowed will result in an
automatic failure.

2. If you choose to use generative AI, then you must write a supplemental one-page
explanation on why you found the use of generative AI necessary. Please explain
clearly how AI helped you better present your own ideas.

GENERAL POLICIES

Office Hours Policy. I will be holding office hours on Tuesdays from 2:00-3:30. Please
sign up at this link. If you have specific questions, feel free to email them to me in advance
so I can better prepare to discuss them with you. If you cannot make the regularly scheduled
time, I am also available by appointment – please email me at least 48 hours in advance and
I will do my best to accommodate you.

Emailing Policy. As a general rule, I do not respond to emails sent after 7pm or during
the weekend. Please plan accordingly!

Respect Policy. I believe that respect and solidarity are core components of academic inquiry.
I will make every effort to ensure that our classroom fosters those ideals, and I expect you
to do the same.

Rights and Responsibilities. https://grad.wisc.edu/academic-policies/

ACCESSIBILITY & ACCOMMODATIONS

The University of Wisconsin-Madison supports the right of all enrolled students to a full and
equal educational opportunity. The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Wisconsin State
Statute (36.12), and UW-Madison policy (Faculty Document 1071) require that students
with disabilities be reasonably accommodated in instruction and campus life. Reasonable
accommodations for students with disabilities is a shared faculty and student responsibility.
Students with disabilities should contact the McBurney Disability Resource Center (https:
//mcburney.wisc.edu/) to arrange assistance for the semester.

Of special note: the Political Science department is located in North Hall, the oldest
building on campus. Due to its age and status as a Historic Landmark, this building is
not accessible to individuals with mobility disabilities and does not have an elevator or
accessible restroom. The department is committed to equal opportunity for all students
to attend office hours, advising, and other department-related events. Please contact me if
North Hall presents a disability-related barrier to you, and the department will gladly work
to ensure access.

DIVERSITY & INCLUSION

Diversity is a source of strength, creativity, and innovation for UW-Madison. We value the
contributions of each person and respect the profound ways their identity, culture, back-
ground, experience, status, abilities, and opinion enrich the university community. We com-
mit ourselves to the pursuit of excellence in teaching, research, outreach, and diversity as
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inextricably linked goals. The University of Wisconsin-Madison fulfills its public mission by
creating a welcoming and inclusive community for people from every background – people
who as students, faculty, and staff serve Wisconsin and the world. For more information,
please visit: https://diversity.wisc.edu/.

COURSE CALENDAR

Week 1 (9/5): NO CLASS

American Political Science Association Annual Meeting

Week 2 (9/12): Introduction

1. The syllabus (seriously)

2. Nagy, Rosemary. 2008. “Transitional Justice As Global Project: Critical Reflections.”
Third World Quarterly 29(2): 275–89.

3. Vinjamuri, Leslie and Jack Snyder. 2015. “Law and Politics in Transitional Justice”
Annual Review of Political Science 18: 303-327.

4. Leebaw, Bronwyn Anne. 2008. “The irreconcilable goals of transitional justice” Human
Rights Quarterly 30(1):95-118.

5. Akhavan, Payam. 2013. “The Rise, and Fall, and Rise of International Criminal
Justice” Journal of International Criminal Justice 11(3): 527-536.

6. United Nations Security Council. Report of the Secretary-General: The Rule of Law
and Transitional Justice in Post-Conflict Societies. United Nations S/2004/616. 2004:
Sections I-IV (para 1-10); Sections XI-XVI (para 34-55).
http://www.ipu.org/splz-e/unga07/law.pdf

Week 3 (9/19): Justice for What? The Origins of the Global Justice Regime

1. Cassese, Antonio. 2009. Introductory note to UN General Assembly resolution 95 (I) of
11 December 1946 (Affirmation of the Principles of International Law recognized by the
Charter of the Nürnberg Tribunal) – https://legal.un.org/avl/ha/ga 95-I/ga 95-I.html

2. Schabas, William. 2008. Introductory Note to Genocide Convention. –

https://legal.un.org/avl/ha/cppcg/cppcg.html

3. Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, 1948 –
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%2078/volume-78-I-1021-English.pdf

4. Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, Preamble-Art. 33 – https://www.icc-
cpi.int/sites/default/files/2024-05/Rome-Statute-eng.pdf

5. Gourevitch, Philip. 1995. “After the Genocide” The New Yorker, December 10, 1995
(here)

6. Power, Samantha. 2001. “Bystanders to Genocide” The Atlantic, September 2001
issue (here)
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Week 4 (9/26): Researching Global Justice: Data, Ethics, & Trauma

1. Fuji, Lee Ann. 2012. “Research Ethics 101: Dilemmas and Responsibilities.” PS:
Political Science & Politics 45(4): 717-723.

2. Cronin-Furman, Kate, and Milli Lake. 2018. “Ethics Abroad: Fieldwork in Fragile
and Violent Contexts.” PS: Political Science & Politics 51(3): 607-614.

3. Hoover Green, Amelia and Dara Kay Cohen. 2021. “Centering Human Subjects: The
Ethics of ‘Desk Research’ on Political Violence” Journal of Global Security Studies 6(2)
ogaa029.

4. Subotić, Jelena. 2021. “Ethics of Archival Research on Political Violence.” Journal of
Peace Research 58(3): 342-354.

5. Loyle, Cyanne and Alicia Simoni. 2017. “Research under fire: Conflict Studies and
Researcher trauma.” PS: Political Science and Politics 50(1): 141-145.

6. Loyle, Cyanne. 2016. “Overcoming Research Obstacles in Hybrid Regimes: Lessons
from Rwanda” Social Science Quarterly 97(4): 922-935.

Week 5 (10/3): Justice Because of the Powerful?

1. Bass, Gary. 2000. Stay the Hand of Vengeance: The Politics of War Crimes Tribunals.
Princeton: Princeton University Press, Ch. 1 & 5-7

2. Peskin, Victor. 2005. Beyond victor’s justice? The challenge of prosecuting the win-
ners at the International Criminal Tribunals for the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda.
Journal of Human Rights 4(2): 213–31.

3. Krcmaric, Daniel. 2023. “Does the International Criminal Court Target the American
Military?” American Political Science Review 117(1): 325-331.

Week 6 (10/10): Justice in Spite of the Powerful?

1. Bosco, David. 2014. Rough Justice: The International Criminal Court in a World of
Power Politics. Oxford: Oxford University Press, Ch. 1-3

2. Simmons, Beth. 2009. Mobilizing for Human Rights: International Law in Domestic
Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, Ch. 3

3. Simmons, Beth and Allison Danner. 2010. “Credible commitments and the Interna-
tional Criminal Court.” International Organization 64(2): 225-256.

4. Chapman, Terrence L. and Stephen Chaudoin. 2013. “Ratification Patterns and the
International Criminal Court” International Studies Quarterly 57(2): 400–409.

Week 7 (10/17): Justice Without Power

1. Ba, Oumar. 2020. States of Justice: The Politics of the International Criminal Court.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, Ch. 1-5
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2. Hillebrecht, Courtney and Scott Straus. 2017. “Who Pursues the Perpetrators? State
Cooperation with the ICC” Human Rights Quarterly 39(1): 162-188.

Week 8 (10/24): Justice Networks & Advocacy

1. Simmons, Beth. 2009. Mobilizing for Human Rights: International Law in Domestic
Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, Ch. 4

2. Sikkink, Kathryn and Margaret Keck. 1998. Activists beyond Borders: Advocacy
Networks in International Politics. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, Ch. 1

3. Meernik, James, Rosa Aloisi, Marsha Sowell, and Angela Nichols. 2012. “The Impact
of Human Rights Organizations on Naming and Shaming Campaigns.” Journal of
Conflict Resolution 56(2): 233-256.

4. Zvobgo, Kelebogile. 2020. “Demanding truth: The global transitional justice network
and the creation of truth commissions.” International Studies Quarterly 64(3): 609–25.

Week 9 (10/31): Justice Norms & Diffusion – Paper Topic Due 11/1

1. Sikkink, Kathryn. 2011. The Justice Cascade: How Human Rights Prosecutions are
Changing World Politics. New York: Norton. Intro - Part II

2. Mills, Kurt. 2012. “ ‘Bashir is Dividing Us:’ Africa and the International Criminal
Court.” Human Rights Quarterly 34(2): 404-447.

3. Mills, Kurt and Alan Bloomfield. 2017. “African resistance to the International Crim-
inal Court: Halting the advance of the anti-impunity norm” Review of International
Studies 44(1): 101-127.

4. Lake, Milli. 2017. “Building the rule of war: postconflict institutions and the micro-
dynamics of conflict in Eastern DR Congo” International Organization 71(2): 281-315.

Week 10 (11/7): Justice & Public Opinion

1. Zvobgo, Kelebogile. 2019. “Human Rights versus National Interests: Shifting US
Public Attitudes on the International Criminal Court.” International Studies Quarterly
63(4): 1065–1078.

2. Chapman, Terry and Stephen Chaudoin. 2020. “Public Reactions to International
Legal Institutions: The International Criminal Court in a Developing Democracy”
The Journal of Politics 82(4):1305-1320.

3. Dancy, Geoff, Yvonne Marie Dutton, Tessa Alleblas & Eamon Aloyo. 2020. “What
Determines Perceptions of Bias toward the International Criminal Court? Evidence
from Kenya.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 64(7-8):1443–1469.

4. Zvobgo, Kelebogile and Stephen Chaudoin. Forthcoming.“Complementarity and Pub-
lic Views on Overlapping International and Domestic Courts.” Journal of Politics.
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Week 11 (11/14): Peace vs. Justice?

1. Prorok, Alyssa. 2017. “The (In)compatibility of Peace and Justice? The International
Criminal Court and Civil War Termination” International Organization 71(2): 213-
243.

2. Duursma, Allard. 2020. “Pursuing Justice, Obstructing Peace: The Impact of ICC
Arrest Warrants on Resolving Civil Wars.” Conflict, Security & Development 20(3):
335–54.

3. Nalepa, Monika and Emilia Justyna Powell. 2016. “The Role of Domestic Opposition
and International Justice Regimes in Peaceful Transitions of Power” The Journal of
Conflict Resolution 60(7): 1191-1218.

4. Krcmaric, Daniel. 2018. “Should I Stay or Should I Go? Leaders, Exile, and the
Dilemmas of International Justice.” American Journal of Political Science 62(2): 486-
498.

5. Dancy, Geoff. 2018. “Deals with the Devil? Conflict Amnesties, Civil War, and
Sustainable Peace.” International Organization 72(2): 387–421.

Week 12 (11/21): Justice & Deterrence

1. Cronin-Furman, Kate. 2013. “Managing Expectations: International Criminal Trials
and the Prospects for Deterrence of Mass Atrocity.” The International Journal of
Transitional Justice 7(3): 434-454.

2. Jo, Hyeran & Beth A Simmons. 2016. “Can the International Criminal Court Deter
Atrocity?” International Organization 70(3): 443–475.

3. Miller, Andrew Cesare. 2023. “Without an army: How ICC indictments reduce atroc-
ities.” Journal of Peace Research 60(4): 573-587.

4. McAllister, Jacqueline. 2023. “Casting a Shadow over War Zones? Hard Truths about
the ICC’s Efforts to Deter Wartime Atrocities.” Journal of Human Rights 22(1):
94–108.

5. Broache, M.P. and Juhi Kore. 2023. “Can the International Criminal Court prevent
sexual violence in armed conflict?” Journal of Human Rights 22(1): 78-93.

Week 13 (11/28): NO CLASS

Thanksgiving

Week 14 (12/5): Backlash Politics

1. Hillebrecht, Courtney. 2021. Saving the International Justice Regime. Cqmbridge:
Cambridge University Press, Ch. 1-3, 7

2. Bates, Genevieve. 2024. “Backlash and Beyond: Three Perspectives on the Politics of
International Justice.” Journal of Human Rights Practice 16(2): 682–688.

3. Chaudoin, Stephen. 2023. “How International Organizations Change Media Discussion
of Internal Violence.” International Organization 77(1): 238-261.
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FURTHER READING

What is Transitional Justice?

1. Minow, Martha. 1998. Between Vengeance and Forgiveness: Facing History After
Genocide and Mass Violence. Boston: Beacon Press.

2. Leebaw, Bronwyn Anne. 2008. “The irreconcilable goals of transitional justice” Human
Rights Quarterly 30(1):95-118.

3. Teitel, Ruti. 2000. Transitional Justice. New York: Oxford University Press.

4. Olsen, Tricia D, Leigh A. Payne and Andrew G. Reiter. 2010. Transitional Justice
in Balance: Comparing Processes, Weighing Efficacy. Washington, DC: United States
Institute of Peace Press.

5. Elster, Jon. 2004. Closing the Books: Transitional Justice in Historical Perspective.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

6. Elster, Jon (ed). 2006. Retribution and Reparation in the Transition to Democracy.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

7. Benomar, Jamal. 1993. “Justice after Transitions.” Journal of Democracy 4(1): 3-14.

8. Orentlicher, Diane F. 1991. Settling accounts: The duty to prosecute human rights
violations of a prior regime. Yale Law Journal 100(8): 2537–615.

9. Orentlicher, Diane F. 2007. “Settling accounts” revisited: Reconciling global norms
with local agency. International Journal of Transitional Justice 1(1): 10–22.

Origins of Global TJ (1946 - 2002): From Nuremberg to the Hague

1. Heller, Kevin Jon. 2011. The Nuremberg Military Tribunals and the Origins of Inter-
national Criminal Law. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

2. Schabas, William A. 2006. The UN International Criminal Tribunals: The former
Yugoslavia, Rwanda, and Sierra Leone. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

3. Haddad, Heidi Nichols. 2011. “Mobilizing the will to prosecute: Crimes of rape at the
Yugoslav and Rwandan Tribunals” Human Rights Review 12(1): 109–32.

4. Peskin, Victor. 2008. International Justice in Rwanda and the Balkans: Virtual Trials
and the Struggle for State Cooperation. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

5. Megret, Frederic. 2002. “The Politics of International Criminal Justice” European
Journal of International Law 13: 1261-1284.

6. Subotic, Jelena. 2009. Hijacked Justice: Dealing with the Past in the Balkans. Ithaca:
Cornell University Press.
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7. Goldstone, Richard J. and Adam M. Smith. 2009. International Judicial Institutions:
The architecture of international justice at home and abroad. New York: Routledge.

8. McAllister, J. R. 2020. “Deterring Wartime Atrocities: Hard Lessons from the Yu-
goslav Tribunal.” International Security 44(3): 84–128.

The International Criminal Court

1. Wedgwood, Ruth. 1998. “Fiddling in Rome: America and the International Criminal
Court” Foreign Affairs 77(6): 20-24.

2. Bosco, David. 2014. Rough Justice: The International Criminal Court in a World of
Power Politics. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

3. Schabas, William A. 2011. An Introduction to the International Criminal Court (4th
ed). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

4. Peskin, Victor. 2009. “Caution and Confrontation in the International Criminal
Court’s Pursuit of Accountability in Uganda and Sudan.” Human Rights Quarterly
31: 655-691.

5. Glasius, Marlies. 2009. What is global justice and who decides? Civil society and
victim responses to the International Criminal Court’s first investigations. Human
Rights Quarterly 31(2): 496-520.

6. Zvobgo, Kelebogile. 2019. “Human Rights versus National Interests: Shifting US
Public Attitudes on the International Criminal Court.” International Studies Quarterly
63(4): 1065–1078.

7. Chapman, Terry and Stephen Chaudoin. 2020. “Public Reactions to International
Legal Institutions: The International Criminal Court in a Developing Democracy”
The Journal of Politics 82(4):1305-1320.

8. Zvobgo Kelebogile and Stephen Chaudoin. Forthcoming. “Complementarity and Pub-
lic Views on Overlapping International and Domestic Courts.” The Journal of Politics

9. Dancy, Geoff, Yvonne Marie Dutton, Tessa Alleblas & Eamon Aloyo. 2020. “What
Determines Perceptions of Bias toward the International Criminal Court? Evidence
from Kenya.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 64(7-8):1443–1469.

10. Birdsall, Andrea. 2010. “ ‘The Monster We Need to Slay’? Global Governance,
the United States, and the International Criminal Court” Global Governance 16(4):
451-469.

11. Wedgwood, Ruth. “Fiddling in Rome: America and the International Criminal Court”
Foreign Affairs 77(6): 20-24.

12. Kaye, David. 2013. “America’s Honeymoon with the ICC” Foreign Affairs.
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13. Hillebrecht, Courtney and Scott Straus. 2017. “Who Pursues the Perpetrators? State
Cooperation with the ICC” Human Rights Quarterly 39(1): 162-188.

14. Tiemessen, A. 2016. “The International Criminal Court and the Lawfare of Judicial
Intervention.” International Relations 30(4)

15. Ba, Oumar. 2020. States of Justice: The Politics of the International Criminal Court.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hybrid Tribunals

1. Linton, Suzannah. 2001. “Cambodia, East Timor and Sierra Leone: Experiments in
International Justice.” Criminal Law Forum 12: 185-246.

2. Stensrud, Ellen E. 2009. “New dilemmas in transitional justice: Lessons from the
mixed courts in Sierra Leone and Cambodia.” Journal of Peace Research 46(1): 5–15.

The Effects of International TJ

1. Krcmaric, Daniel. 2020. The Justice Dilemma: Leaders and Exile in an Era of Ac-
countability. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

2. Jo, Hyeran & Beth A Simmons. 2016. “Can the International Criminal Court Deter
Atrocity?” International Organization 70(3): 443–475.

3. Kersten, Mark. 2016. Justice in Conflict: The Effects of the International Criminal
Court’s Interventions on Ending Wars and Building Peace. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

4. Clark, Phil. 2018. Distant Justice The Impact of the International Criminal Court on
African Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

5. Nalepa, Monika and Emilia Justyna Powell. 2015. “The Role of Domestic Opposi-
tion and International Justice Regimes in Peaceful Transitions of Power.” Journal of
Conflict Resolution 60(7): 1191-1218.

6. Chaudoin, Stephen. 2016. “How Contestation Moderates the Effects of International
Institutions: The International Criminal Court and Kenya” Journal of Politics 78(2):
557-571.

7. Dancy, Geoff & Florencia Montal. 2017. “Unintended Positive Complementarity: Why
International Criminal Court Investigations May Increase Domestic Human Rights
Prosecutions.” Am. J. Int’l L. 111:689.

8. Pham, P., Balthazard, M. and Vinck, P. 2020. “Assessment of Efforts to Hold Perpe-
trators of Conflict-Related Sexual Violence Accountable in Central African Republic.”
Journal of International Criminal Justice 18(2): 373–96.

9. Miller, A. 2022. “Without an Army: How ICC Indictments Reduce Atrocities.” Jour-
nal of Peace Research
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10. McAllister, J. R. 2023. “Casting a Shadow over War Zones? Hard Truths about the
ICC’s Efforts to Deter Wartime Atrocities.” Journal of Human Rights 22(1): 94–108.

11. Hillebrecht, C. 2016. “The Deterrent Effects of the International Criminal Court:
Evidence from Libya.” International Interactions 42(4): 616–43.

12. Gissel, L. E. 2015. “Justice Tides: How and When Levels of ICC Involvement Affect
Peace Processes.” International Journal of Transitional Justice 9(3): 428–48.

13. Duursma, A. 2020. “Pursuing Justice, Obstructing Peace: The Impact of ICC Arrest
Warrants on Resolving Civil Wars.” Conflict, Security & Development 20(3): 335–54.

14. Dancy, G. 2017. “Searching for Deterrence at the International Criminal Court.”
International Criminal Law Review 17(4): 625–55.
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