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I have two comments: one normative, and one structural. 

Talking about hybrid courts in context does not seem to lead to talk about hybrid international law, except as regards the merger of two imperial legal traditions, the common and civil law.  This reminds me of the frustration we sometimes feel at the SCSL Clinic at receiving little help to integrate an African perspective into the legal work of the Court.  Structures need to be varied – we need more than one model, but everyone has taken for granted that there should only be a single law. 

Our discussion about structures for international criminal law seems to turn on different readings of the basic functions of international law.  I’m a sceptic of international criminal law – not to say that it is not a good thing, but rather that it is a limited thing.  You can change society with theatre if it is good theatre, but you can only change it so much.  Criminal tribunals should not be the work horse of post-conflict reconciliation.  They are more like rhetorical lightning rods.  It’s interesting to note that our speakers based themselves on a teleological reading of international law, and that there is neither an agreement on a single reading of criminal law, nor an acceptance of the existence of a plurality of readings. 
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