Four Structural Models of International Justice

1.  Predisposed Cross-National Tribunals (Nuremberg, Tokyo, Eichmann) – a legal proceeding with judges from countries whose citizens have been violated/harmed by citizens from other countries.
2. Predisposed Internal/National Tribunals or Truth Commissions (Argentina, Chile, South Africa) – a legal proceeding with judges from tribes or groups of people in a country who were violated/harmed by other tribes or groups of people from that same country. 

3.  Impartial International Tribunals – a legal proceeding with impartial 3rd party judges who are external to the dispute:
     a.  International Criminal Court (in slang, the War Crimes Tribunal)
     b.  International Court of Justice (in slang, the World Court)
     c.  Permanent Court of Arbitration (civil-based entity)
     d.  European Court of Human Rights (supranational court)
     e.  International Criminal Tribunal – Rwanda
     f.   International Criminal Tribunal - Yugoslavia
4.  Hybrid Tribunals (Burundi, Cambodia, East Timor, Lebanon, Sierra Leone) – a legal proceeding with a mixture of allegedly impartial, 3rd party judges who are external to the dispute, and internal judges (from groups that have been violated/harmed by those on trial).
While not as much with model #3 (Impartial International Tribunals), the other models are often established to provide the trapping of judicial legitimacy before executing pre-determined judgments (ie., we’ll have that trial and then we will hang you).  In that context, these so-called trials are often public relations veneers design to please and placate, as the politics of the times would dictate.    
