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[ Abstract] Article 19 of The Rame Statute of the International Criminal Court isone of the
main and most mportant articleson the procedure of challenging the Court’ s juridiction and the
admissibility of a case It provideswho has the right to challenge the Court, what, when and how
o challenge, who will make the decision on the challenge and the effect of the challenge on the
function of the Court The fact that a State is entitled to challenge the juridiction of the Court
damonstrates a nev development in the field of international crminal lav and it is al© an impor-
tant part of the Court’ sprinciple of complementarity The author provides uswith a detailed intro-
duction © the procedure and analysison the legal issues inwlved in the procedure of challenging
the Court’ s juridiction and admissibility of a case
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