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nations and peoples. These treaties prohibit and punish acts such as genocide, torture, war crimes, 
and terrorism. A majority of countries in the world have signed these treaties and have incorpo-
rated the provisions into their domestic criminal codes.

International crimes typically are committed by individuals acting on behalf of the govern-
ment. The exception, of course, is terrorism, which in most cases is committed by “non-state 
actors.” Prosecutors in countries in which regimes carry out international crimes are reluctant or 
frightened to indict government officials for crimes, even after the officials have left office. As a 
result, the perpetrators of international crimes, in many instances, have not been brought to the 
bar of justice.

The international community periodically has convened tribunals to prosecute and to punish 
government leaders who have carried out international crimes and who otherwise would have 
gone unpunished. In 1993, the United Nations established criminal tribunals to hear cases arising 
from genocide and war crimes in Rwanda and in Yugoslavia. The most significant step occurred 
in 2001 with the formation of the International Criminal Court (ICC). This court has jurisdiction 
over serious international crimes and comprises judges from countries that have joined the court. 
The United States, although a leading nation in the movement to prosecute and punish interna-
tional crimes, is not a member of the ICC.

The United States, as part of its international obligation to punish international crimes, has 
claimed jurisdiction over international offenses committed outside its territorial boundaries and 
has brought offenders to trial before U.S. domestic courts. The United States, for example, has 
prosecuted pirates for attacks on European and U.S. ships off the coast of the African country of 
Somalia.

CASE ANALYSIS
In United States v. Mohammed Zaki Amawi, a U.S. district court reviewed the defendant’s convic-
tion for conspiring to provide material support to overseas terrorism, conspiring to kill and maim 
Americans overseas, unlawful distribution of information relating to making a “bomb vest,” and 
unlawfully distributing an Arabic language “Explosives Cookbook.”

Was the Defendant Guilty of Terrorism?

United States v. Mohammed Zaki Amawi, 579 F. Supp. 2d 923 (N.D. Ohio 2008)

The government charged that the defendant 
[Mohammed Zaki Amawi] agreed with Marwan 
El-Hindi and Wassim Mazloum to provide material 
support for terrorism and kill and maim Americans 
overseas. Much of the government’s evidence—espe-
cially evidence of the conspiratorial agreement and 
certain acts undertaken in furtherance of that agree-
ment—was obtained by an undercover informant, 
Darren Griffin.

The F.B.I. hired Griffin, a former D.E.A. under-
cover informant, to go into the Toledo community 
to try to uncover terroristic plots and activities. He 
became active in a Toledo, Ohio, mosque attended by 
the defendants. Prior to Griffin’s activities, the defen-
dants were not acquainted with one another, though 
they may have been aware that [the others] were  

members of the mosque. Griffin, a former U.S. Army 
Special Forces soldier, held himself out to be a radi-
cal convert to Islam. He talked about the need for 
jihad and to resist the American campaign in Iraq and 
American policies elsewhere. He promoted himself as 
being able to provide jihadist training.

The defendants succumbed to his efforts to 
encourage them to agree to obtain training with the 
prospect of either going to Iraq to fight with the insur-
gents against American forces or themselves becom-
ing trainers of others for the same purpose. To some 
extent, some training was given to those who went to 
a firing range and shot pistols.

In addition, the government proved other actions 
directly related to the desire to become trained jihad-
ists. Among these were watching and discussing 


