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1. Introduction

A. Opening of the session and adoption of the agenda

1. The eleventh session of the Committee on BudgetFandnce (the “Committee”)

was convened in accordance with the decision of Aksembly of States Parties (the
“Assembly”) taken at the 7th plenary meeting ofsiteh session, on 14 December 2007. The
session, comprising 14 meetings, was held from#t8eptember 2008. The President of the
International Criminal Court (the “Court”), Mr. Rippe Kirsch, delivered welcoming
remarks at the opening of the session.

2. The Secretariat of the Assembly of States Parties (Secretariat”) provided the
substantive servicing for the Committee, and itse€ior, Mr. Renan Villacis, acted as
Secretary of the Committee.

3. At its 1st meeting, the Committee adopted the fuithy agenda:

Opening of the session.

Adoption of the agenda.

Participation of observers.

Organization of work.

States in arrears.

Financial performance data of the 2008 budget.
Consideration of the proposed programme budgelGos.
Audit matters:

(a) Audit reports

() Financial statements of the International Crimi@durt for the
period 1 January to 31 December 2007,

(i) Financial statements of the Trust Fund for Victifos the period
1 January to 31 December 2007;

(iif) Report of the Office of Internal Audit;
(iv) Report of the Audit Committee.
(b) Governance arrangements
9. Premises of the Court.
10. Legal aid.
11. Contingency Fund.
12. Other matters.

© NGO PRE

4, The following members attended the eleventh segditinee Committee:

David Banyanka (Burundi)

Lambert Dah Kindji (Benin)

David Dutton (Australia)

Carolina Maria Fernandez Opazo (Mexico)
Gilles Finkelstein (France)

Fawzi A. Gharaibeh (Jordan)

Myung-jae Hahn (Republic of Korea)

No aprwbdhRE

1ICC-ASP/7/CBF.2/L.1.
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8. Juhani Lemmik (Estonia)
9. Gerd Saupe (Germany)
10. Ugo Sessi (Italy)
11. Elena Sopkové (Slovakia)
12. Santiago Wins (Uruguay)
5. The following organs of the Court were invited @rfcipate in the meetings of the

Committee to introduce the reports: the Presidetiny, Office of the Prosecutor and the
Registry.

B. Participation of observers

6. The Committee decided to accept the request ofCtadition for the International
Criminal Court to make a presentation to the Consmit The Committee expressed its
appreciation for the presentation. The Committeated the Coalition to make a similar
presentation at its next session.

I. Consideration of issues on the agenda of the Comnae at its
eleventh session

A. Review of financial issues
1. Status of contributions
7. The Committee reviewed the status of contributi@ss at 10 September 2008

(annex 11). It noted that a total of €88,322,581 haen received for the 2008 financial period
while €1,958,625 was outstanding from previousrfoial periods. It noted that 65 States
were fully paid up for all their contributions. Theverall situation represented an
improvement since the Committee’s previous sessind a lower level of outstanding

contributions than at the same time in 2007.

2. States in arrears

8. The Committee noted that on 16 July 2008 the Samdatthad communicated with
States in arrears, informing them of their outsiagaontributions and advising them of the
minimum payment required to avoid the applicatibrarticle 112, paragraph 8, of the Rome
Statute. The Secretariat advised the Committeeeight States were ineligible to vote as at 4
September 2008: Bolivia, the Central African Repytihe Dominican Republic, Guinea, the
Marshall Islands, Nauru, Niger and Sierra Leone.

9. The Committee recalled that at its fifth sessiore tAssembly had adopted
recommendations setting out a specific procedureeiguesting exemptions from the loss of
voting right and that paragraph 44 of resolution ICC-ASP/4/MRestipulated that the

Committee should advise the Assembly before theerladecided on any requests for
exemption under article 112, paragraph 8, of them®6&tatute.

2 Official Recordsof the Assembly of States Parties to the RometStafithe International Criminal
Court, Fifth session, The Hague, 23 November — lebber 2006(International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/5/32) part Ill, resolution ICCSR/5/Res.3, annex lll, recommendations 5 to 7.
See alsoOfficial Recordsof the Assembly of States Parties to the Romet&tafuthe International
Criminal Court, Fourth session, The Hague, 28 Novemb8rDecember 2003nternational Criminal
Court publication, ICC-ASP/4/32) part Ill, resolutit®C-ASP/4/Res.4, paragraph 42.
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10. The Committee noted that no requests for exemptiath been received for the
seventh session and that a further 16 States wmeddme ineligible to vote on 1 January
2009 should they not make additional payments toidathe application of article 112,

paragraph 8, of the Statuite.

11. The Committee requested the Secretariat to again atke States in arrears of the
minimum payment required before the seventh sessioof the Assembly.

3. Surpluses

12. In accordance with regulation 4.6 of the Finandagulations and Rules of the
Court, the estimated cash surplus that is to hemed to States Parties on 1 January 2009
amounts to €9.9 million, and comprises the prowaiccash surplus for 2007 and assessed
contributions in respect of prior periods that wereeived from States Parties in 2008. The
Committee recalled the comments made in the reporthe work of its tenth sessfon
recommending that the Court ensure that the sutplbs surrendered to States on 1 January
2009 in accordance with regulation 4.7 of the FamnRegulations and Rules should be
made available to States Parties in time to allogvrt to offset credits against their assessed
contributions for 2009.

B. Audit matters
1. Audit reports

(a) Financial statements of the Court for the period 1 January to
31 December 2007

(b) Financial statements of the Trust Fund for Victimsfor the period 1 January to
31 December 2007

13. Introducing his reports on the financial statemerfitthe Court and of the Trust Fund
for Victims®, the External Auditor informed the Committee ttize statements were free of
material misstatement and presented fairly thenfira position of the Court and of the Trust
Fund and that he was able to offer an unqualifiediteopinion. The Committee noted that
total expenditure in 2007 amounted to €77,464,00pared to the approved budget of
€88,872,000, representing a budget implementaéitenaf 87 per cent.

14. The Committee noted with concern that in the ye@@72 350 budget transfers
amounting to approximately €9.2 million (10.3 pentof the total budget) had taken place.
While observing that the Court had indeed beentgtan certain degree of flexibility with
respect to the transfer of funds, the Committeeceoed with the view of the External
Auditor that the volume of budget transfers coulidermine the reliability of in-year
financial management information. The Committeeeddhe Court’s advice that many of the
transfers were technical transfers related to aflog funds for general temporary assistance
(GTA) within SAP enterprise resource planning (ERRY that these had no effect on the
presentation of the 2007 performance report.

% In addition to the two notes verbales sent bySheretariat to States in arrears and the note leesbat

to those States which may become ineligible to wotel January of the following year, the Registry
provides States Parties, on a quarterly basis, aithupdated information note on the contributions
received from States Parties.

4 Report of the Committee on Budget and Finance onwiti of its tenth session, (ICC-ASP/7/3,
paragraph 13).

> |CC-ASP/7/10 and Corr.1.

®1CC-ASP/7/11.
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15. The Committee also noted the comments and recomatiend made by the
External Auditor concerning the peak in procurententards the end of the year resulting in
unliquidated obligations with a total value of €0nillion. The Committee was concerned
that €3 million of purchase orders had been raiisésecember 2007, which did not meet the
criteria in the Financial Regulations and Rules émpenditure recognition at year end.
Whereas the Committee had been reassured by tleenBktAuditor's advice on the 2006
accounts that there had not been a surge in yebsganding, the experience in 2007 was of
concern. It appeared the Court may have trieditggbforward expenditures for 2008 into the
2007 accounts in order to increase the implemematate for 2007 and increase the
resources available to the Court in 2008. The Cdtemiwelcomed the cancellation of these
unliquidated obligations in the 2007 accounts amgbpsrted the External Auditor’s
recommendation that procurement activities shoeldgread out more evenly throughout the
year and should be in accordance with the Coumtiari€ial Regulations and Rules.

16. The Committee was concerned about the high levahbifjuidated obligations at the
end of 2007, especially relating to travel, arquested the Court to seek to ensure that
such obligations were minimized in future, consist& with the Financial Regulations
and Rules.

17. The Committee further noted the recommendatiorhef External Auditor that the
Court should decide to adopt the International ieubéctor Accounting Standards (IPSAS)
and develop a strategy for implementation. In theppsed programme budget for 2809
(paragraphs 66-68) the Court stated that it haddddco implement IPSAS in accordance
with the recommendations of the Internal and ExteAuditors and in line with decisions in
the United Nations and other international orgaiors. The Court was therefore seeking
approval of the Assembly for implementation of IFSAnd funding in the 2009 budget for a
project plan and related training.

18. The Committee recommended that the Assembly decidéat the Court should
work towards implementation of IPSAS in the mediumterm. It recommended approval

of funding for a project plan in 2009 (€20,000) aa first step. It further recommended
that the Court report to the Assembly at its eighthsession, through the Committee, on
the project plan and next steps towards implementig IPSAS, including the financial
implications and necessary amendments to the Finalat Regulations and Rules.The
Committee agreed that, given the Court’'s continuiagid evolution, it was advisable to
move steadily rather than rapidly towards impleragan of IPSAS. This would also allow
the Court to take advantage of the lessons leallnedg implementation of IPSAS in other
international organizations and to prepare the ZBOBAP-ERP system for the change in
accounting standards. The Committee suggestedntipdémentation in 2011 or 2012 might
be targets for the Court, and asked the Court tcomenend an implementation date in its
report next year.

19. The Committee expressed appreciation for the gquafithe reports and welcomed a
further unqualified audit opiniol.he Committee recommended that the Assembly should
approve the recommendations contained in the exteah audit reports and that the
Court should ensure their full implementation.

" Financial statements for the period 1 Januarylt®&ember 2007 (ICC-ASP/7/10 and Corr.1).
8 Proposed programme budget for 2009 of the IntiEmalt Criminal Court, (ICC-ASP/7/9, Corr.1 and
Corr.2 (English only)).
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(© Report of the Office of Internal Audit

20. The Committee considered the report of the Officenternal Audit? It discussed the
specific findings and recommendations with the Elive of the Office and Court officials.

21. The Committee welcomed the fact that the post oédor of the Office of Internal
Audit had been filled in June 2008. It was howesencerned that the Office had not been
fully staffed for more than a year and that thetmd<Director had been vacant for about ten
months. It urged the Court to make stronger effartsnsure that the Office was fully staffed.
While recognizing that the capacities of the Offltad been compromised by the staffing
situation, the Committee welcomed the report. Thewxe no specific issues that the
Committee wished to bring to the attention of thesémbly in accordance with rule 110.1 of
the Financial Regulations and Rules. The Commitbe&ed forward to receiving further
reports from the Office of Internal Audit, througjire Audit Committee, including details of
the recommendations made in important audit repant the action taken to implement
them.

2. Governance

22. The Committee considered the Report on governamaagements as requested at
its tenth sessiott. The Court informed the Committee of progress irisk assessment
project, plans for the introduction of a statemehtnternal control in the 2008 financial
statements, the revision of the terms of refereiocethe Court’'s Audit Committee, and
revision of the Charter for Internal Audit.

23. The Committee welcomed the progress made in riskagement and the Court’s
plans to introduce a statement of internal coninokhe 2008 financial statementShe
Committee requested that the Court update the Comntiiee on developments on these
matters at its thirteenth session.

(a) Audit Committee

24. The Committee noted that the Court had amendetethes of reference of the Audit
Committee'® effective 4 August 2008 The Committee noted that the revised terms of
reference established a model for the Audit Conemitthat differed from the one
recommended previously by the External Auditor tr@lCommittee on Budget and Finance.
The model that had been envisaged by the Commiteee of an audit committee with a
majority of external members and an external cl@&ich an audit committee would not have
managerial authority to decide on the implementagbaudit recommendations, which was
necessarily a responsibility of management. Ragne@gmmittee with a majority of external
members would strengthen the overall effectivertdsthe audit function in the Court by
ensuring that there was rigorous and independeaaitecige of audit plans, performance and
results. The specialist advice of such a commiitemild be a valuable input for the
management of the Court and provide additionalrasse to the Assembly.

25. The model established by the Court, however, ctaisf the three heads of organ,
sitting with two external members. Whereas the rhadeocated by the Committee would be
a source of advice to management and would adgémdkent oversight to the audit function,
the Audit Committee established by the Court wamanagement committee with some

% |CC-ASP/7/CBF.2/6* and ICC-ASP/7/CBF.2/6/Corr.1.
191CC-ASP/7/CBF.2/4.
11 Report of the Committee on Budget and Finance ormitrd of its tenth session (ICC-ASP/7/3,
paragraph 22).
iz Report on governance arrangements (ICC-ASP/7/1&xahn
Ibid.
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external members. The fact that the decision-makiriggcedures for the Audit Committee
included vetoes for the President and Prosecuiensoored this fact.

26. The Committee on Budget and Finance agreed thatAudit Committee as
established by the Court would bring additional cilest advice to the management and
could improve management’s consideration of audittens. Nonetheless, the Committee
adhered to its view that the model it had advocatedld be a superior one, since it would
give management an additional source of independgpecialist advice and give the
Assembly greater assurances of the rigour and exce of the audit function within the
Court. It noted that such an audit committee waudtl be empowered to take management
decisions. The Audit Committee would be able tdgren a mediating role between the Court
and the External Auditor should any differencesefias the Court envisaged in paragraph 4
(e) of the terms of reference of the Audit Comnaitterhich empowered the Committee to
resolve disagreements between the Court and tregriatAuditor).

27. The Committee therefore recommended that the Courteconsider this aspect of
the revised terms of reference of the Audit Committe, while also moving to appoint
external members as soon as possible.

28. The Committee agreed that the other aspects ofetines of reference of the Audit

Committee were appropriate, including the authoaibhd responsibilities contained therein
and the relationship between the Office of InterAabit and the Audit Committee. The
Committee also expected that the Audit Committeald/perform its functions in conformity

with the responsibilities of the Registrar in thadfcial Regulations and Rules.

(b) Role of the Internal Auditor

29. The Committee was informed that the Audit Committesel adopted a revised
Charter for Internal Audit on 29 August 2008. Then@nittee was satisfied with the revised
Charter, including the provisions for the operatioindependence of the Office of Internal
Audit and for development and approval of the @fficworkplan. The Committee, however,
noted that there appeared to be a lack of clamitthe reporting lines from the Office of the
Internal Auditor to the Assembly.

30. The Committee recalled that, at its sixth sessiba, Assembly had requested the
Registrar to submit annually to the Assembly a repmmmarizing the main activities
undertaken by the Office of the Internal Auditarcluding the most relevant conclusions of
its report and such guidance and recommendatiortsadsbeen adopted. In addition, the
Assembly agreed that the Registrar should takeoppiate steps, as necessary, to ensure
access at the Court to the information containe@riy particular report prepared by the
Office of the Internal Auditor to any State Parfysb requested, and in so doing, take
appropriate measures to safeguard confidentiabmopal informatior?

31. The Committee observed that this decision appeaotdo be consistent with the
decision of the Assembf{to also amend rule 110.1 of the Financial Regutatiand Rules to
read:

14 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. |, part 1I.C, paragh 4.

15 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. |, part 111, restilon ICC-ASP/6/Res.5.
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(b) The Internal Auditor shall report annually, and an ad hoc basis where
appropriate, to the Committee on Budget and Finammigh the Chair of the
Audit Committee. The Committee on Budget and Fieasball refer any
matters to the Assembly of States Parties whicliireghe attention of the
Assembly.

32. The Committee recalled that its recommendationgsaninth sessiofi had been
aimed at ensuring that the role of the Internal ifardwould be focused on providing
independent assurance and advice to the Regiasraccounting officer, on the effectiveness
of the Court’s control and management systems.att heen concerned, in particular, to
strengthen the contribution of the Internal Auditorthe efficient management of the Court
and to avoid a situation in which the Internal Aodiundertook a hybrid of internal and
external audit roles.

33. The Committee therefore recommended that it shoulde the responsibility of
the Committee on Budget and Finance to refer any ners to the Assembly which
would require its attention in accordance with rule110.1 as amended by the Assembly
It cautioned against a requirement for the dethihternal audit recommendations and their
implementation to be made available in public doents and reviewed in the Assembly. The
effect of such a requirement would likely be to wiish confidence within the Court in the
internal audit function.

34. The Committee recommended that the Assembly considéhese matters again
with a view to ensuring clarity in the reporting lines.

(© Oversight mechanism

35. The Committee was informed of recent informal déstons involving the Court and

the New York Working Group on the question of ardépendent oversight mechanism’. The
Committee noted that the discussions appeared e heen wide-ranging, traversing
misconduct by staff and disciplinary procedureshimitthe Court, misconduct by elected
officials of the Court, accountability for criminalonduct and sexual exploitation, and
evaluation of the managerial performance of therCdine Committee was not aware of any
clear objective for a new oversight mechanism, was it aware of any definite problem

which needed to be addressed.

36. The Committee observed that discussions might bearetd by reviewing the
existing mechanisms for investigating and addrgssiisconduct and the existing governance
structure for ensuring managerial accountabilityh tat basis it should be possible to
identify any gaps or inadequacies that should loeesded.

37. With respect to the misconduct of staff, the Corneeit noted that several
investigations into allegations of misconduct araifl had been undertaken by the Court in
the year up to 30 June 2007. The Office of Intefadit, the Security Section and the Legal
Advisory Services Section had cooperated in theséar investigations, and disciplinary
proceedings had taken place in some instancescor@ance with the Staff Regulations and
Rules. The Committee agreed that there could beeval developing a protocol for the
conduct of investigations and assigning lead resipdity for such investigations to a single
point in the CourtHowever, the Committee recommended that careful caideration be
given to the merits and disadvantages of assignirtfis responsibility to the Office of
Internal Audit. While there could be some advantages, an invéstigdunction would

18 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. II, part B.2, paragh 22.
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likely require different skills from those possea$day individuals employed primarily as
auditors. It might be worth also considering theritaeof the function being led from the
Human Resources Section or the Legal Advisory $esviSection, since these areas would
inevitably be involved in misconduct and disciplypanatters.

38. Moreover, the Committee expected that any decigmnestablish or re-direct
resources for investigations would be based irearlyl identified need, and the frequency of
allegations of misconduct thus far did not appeasuggest that a dedicated investigatory
function would be justified by the volume of workhe Committee therefore suggested
that the Court should also consider the possibilityof entering into a memorandum of
understanding with the United Nations Office of Inernal Oversight Services, which
provided professional investigatory services acrossa number of international
organizations. An arrangement by which the Court could refer aesiallegations to the
United Nations Office of Internal Oversight Senacevould allow the Court to use
professional and independent investigators at ehrfayger cost than attempting to create that
capacity in-house.

39. With respect to any allegations against the jud&essecutor, Deputy Prosecutors,
Registrar or Deputy Registrar, the Committee’s rditben was drawn to chapter 8 of the
Regulations of the Court and rules 24 and 25 oRules of Procedure and Evidence.

40. Finally, the Committee agreed that the existingegnance structure already provided
adequate independent oversight of the managemeiaripance of the Court. The External
Auditor provided independent auditing services udohg evaluating the Court’s financial
statements and systems and selectively assessinggerial performance. The Office of
Internal Audit had an appropriate level of openagicindependence, which had been attested
recently by a peer review of the Office as welltlas opinion of the External Auditor. While
the Committee saw some potential to improve theehofithe Audit Committee (see above),
the Committee did not see a rationale for creatwditional mechanisms for assessing
managerial performance. If problems were identifigth the current governance structure,
they might best be addressed in the first instamceconsidering carefully the scope of
external audit and the Court’s internal audit plartsee Committee indicated its willingness to
provide further advice to the Assembly on this sabj

C. Budgetary matters
1. Programme performance of the Court for the year 200
Financial performance data of the 2007 budget

41. In response to the request made at its tenth segkie Committee had received a
further analysis of variances in the implementatadnthe 2007 budgéf. Given that the
External Auditor had removed unliquidated obligaovalued at €3 million from the
accounts for 200% the Committee requested that the Court provideatgatitables on 2007
performance. The revised implementation rate f@¥72@as 87.2 per cent, including 100 per
cent in major programme |, 78.9 per cent in majagpamme Il and 91.8 per cent in major
programme Ill.The Committee requested the Court to provide the ndsed performance
information as an addendum to the report on progranme performance for 2007.

17 Report of the Committee on Budget and Finance onmbrx of its tenth session, (ICC-ASP/7/3,
paragraphs 24 and 25).
18 See paragraph 15 of the present report.
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2. Financial performance data of the 2008 budget as &1 August 2008

42. The Committee had before it the report of the Caumtbudget performance as at
31 August 2008? It noted that the implementation rate for 200&&31 August was 60.3 per
cent, representing an expenditure of €54.5 millibme implementation rate was 10 per cent
higher than for the corresponding period in 200%e Tprojected implementation rate to
31 December 2008 was 94.7 per cent, representituglaexpenditure of €85.602 million.
This would represent under-expenditure of €4.8iom|l due mostly to the lack of forecast
trial activity.

43. The under-expenditure would, however, be offsetpbgjected expenses of €2.4

million charged to the Contingency Fund. Thesesdgt not appear in the expenditure report
since they were authorized under the ContingencydFrather than the 2008 budget.

Assuming that the costs would ultimately be chartgethe regular budget (and not drawn
from the Contingency Fund), the implementation fate2008 would be approximately 97.3

per cent.

44, With regard to staffing, the Committee noted tlnat dverall recruitment position of
the Court had improved markedly over the same poni@007. Of the 675 posts approved for
2008, 565 were occupied as at 31 August, a diftereri 110 posts. Of the vacant posts, 79
were under recruitment, while a further 16 had badwertised, and 15 posts had not been
advertised. The Court forecast that a total of f6dts would be filled as at 31 December
2008. The Committee noted that the vacancy rat®8 had closely corresponded to the
rate projected by the Committee for 2008, whichusthdead to a much higher rate of
implementation of staffing costs in 2008 than iy arevious year.

45, The Committee also noted that the Court was comiinto utilize GTA at a rate well
above the level approved in the budget. The Caamtcast expenditure of €10.3 million,
which was 136 per cent of the approved level. Tom@ittee observed that the level of over-
expenditure of GTA could not be explained by thenbar of cases where GTA was being
used on a temporary basis to fill established pé&asher, the Court was employing a large
number of unapproved GTA staff, most notably 34itposs in Registry and positions equal
to 32 full-time staff in the Office of the ProsecutWhile supporting the principle that GTA
could be used flexibly to meet unexpected needsCitmmittee agreed that the Court should
seek to regularize the use of GTA in accordancé Wit approved budget to the extent
possible. It therefore recommended that all unapproved GTA slould cease before
31 December, and that any unapproved GTA created 2009 should require the
authorization of the Registrar.

3. Consideration of the proposed programme budget fo200F°
(a) Presentation

46. The Committee welcomed the fact that, in its presteon of the budget, the Court
had continued to follow the structure agreed updheeighth session of the Committéét
agreed that there had been further improvementhm presentation of the budget
notwithstanding several corrigenda to make minaremions. The Committee also decided
to discuss the budget format with the Court anigst session with a view to making any
further incremental refinements.

191CC-ASP/7/14.

20 proposed programme for 2009 of the Internationahi@al Court (ICC/ASP/7/9, Corr.1 and Corr.2,
(English only)).

21 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. II, part B.2, paraghs 22 and 26.
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(b) Assumptions and activities for 2009

47. The Court informed the Committee that the proposexjramme budget for 2009
was based on the assumption of two consecutivis theoughout the year, involving a total
of three accused. There was, nevertheless, thébpibgf overlap between the two trials.
The Committee recognized that the possibility afiidnal trials was dependent on the arrest
and surrender of individuals subject to arrest ams, which required the effective
cooperation of States. The Committee recalleddtaments on the 2008 budget urging the
Court to maximize the efficiency of proceedings aodschedule trials so as to avoid
additional costs wherever possibtefhe Committee agreed that while this was a reddena
assumption for budgetary purposes, the Court shaioido complete the trials expeditiously,
and this would result in savings for the budget.

48. The Committee was informed that the Prosecutorndidintend to commence any
new investigations in 2009, unless a new situatimse or the Security Council referred a
situation to the Court.

(© Macroanalysis

49. The Court informed the Committee that it had prepoa budget of €102.6 million
for 2009, representing an increase of €12.24 milley 13.5 per cent over the approved
budget level for 2008. Subsequently, the Courtdiad proposed a supplementary butfoit
€2.5 million for pre-trial and possible trial agties arising from the surrender of Jean-Pierre
Bemba Gombo on 3 July 2008. This had brought th& fmroposed budget for 2009 to
€105.142 million, which would be an increase of3B6per cent over the 2008 level. The
Court identified the major causes of additionalteda 2009 as the change to the vacancy
rate, a second and third trial, witness protecéind interim premises.

50. The Committee agreed that the proposed budget emarglly reasonable given, in
particular, the improved recruitment situation ahd additional costs associated with the
second and third trials. Nonetheless, the Commgeteetinized the budget closely and made
several recommendations for savings in 2009 (seemmendations under each major
programme below).

51. At a more strategic level, the Committee agreetitiveas an appropriate point in the
life of the Court to take stock of progress so farexamine the factors likely to drive further
growth in the Court, and to improve the producyivisf administrative processes. The
Committee observed that the Court had largely cetadlits establishment phase and would
soon be in full operation with the commencementtiidls. The Court already had
considerable resources at its disposal. While galiand circumstances might require some
further strengthening of specific functions, then@uittee agreed that the Court would
increasingly need to live within the means avadalbd it. The Committee therefore
recommended action to consider cost drivers irCinart and to manage workload and reform
administrative processes.

52. With respect to cost drivers, the Committee obskthat there was decreasing room
to contain costs through the rigorous analysisawheyear’'s estimates. Rather, costs were
being driven by underlying judicial and policy dgions, many of which were not visible to
the Committee or the Assembly. In this sense, the@ittee felt that there would be risks if
decisions within the Court continued to push costsvithout a corresponding understanding
and acceptance in the Assembly of the need tothwsk costs.

22 bid., part B.1, paragraph 35.
2 pProposed supplementary budget-preparatory triivites, The Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba
Gombo(ICC-ASP/7/17).
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53. The Committee identified the length of proceedirlggal aid for the accused, legal
aid for victims, protection of witnesses and vidjnand participation of victims as areas
where there were significant pressures on the dwdgkwhere policy and jurisprudence were
continuing to evolve. Decisions on these matteralevbave significant, long-term budgetary
implications, and of course were absolutely vitalthe successful implementation of the
Statute and the mission of the Court. The Committeted that the Assembly was already
undertaking policy dialogues on several of theséerawith the Court, and encouraged the
Court and the Assembly to ensure that considemtioh efficiency and cost figured
appropriately.

54. In addition, the Committee was concerned aboutable of visibility of the costs of
judicial decisions. In several instances the Conemitvas advised of judicial decisions which
had both short-and long-term impacts on the budged, of pending appeals that would
overturn decisions or policies of the Registrar.order to improve transparency, the
Committee recommended that the Registrar should pndde a statement of financial
implications to Chambers on matters under considerion, preferably prior to decisions
being taken. The Committee also recommended that ¢h Presidency should advise
Chambers of the need to take appropriate account otosts in their deliberations.
Further, the Committee recommended that the Regisar should report to the
Committee and the Assembly, in the context of perfmance reports and annual budget
proposals, on all judicial decisions which had sigficant impacts on the budget (with
due regard for confidentiality).

55. With respect to managing workload and reforming iaistrative processes, the
Committee welcomed the Court’s priority objectiver 2009 of reducing bureaucratic
processes. The Committee was concerned with thieeney for some areas of the Court to
seek additional resources each year without addmesthe underlying administrative
processes and policies that generated workload Chnmemittee was strongly of the view that
managers throughout the Court should be respor&iblmanaging workload and reforming
procedures, so as to maximize results for the Catnite keeping working hours under
control.

56. The Committee felt that a rigorous examination afsgbilities to increase
productivity would vyield significant cost savingsven that many inefficient bureaucratic
policies had been adopted in the early years ofCiert. It therefore recommended that
the Court undertake a review of administrative proedures with the aim of eliminating
red tape. Moreover, the Committee challenged the Courtremlpce a budget for 2010 which
funded new investments and cost increases enfiaty savings to administrative processes.
The Committee requested the Court to report on itefforts at its twelfth and thirteenth
sessions.

(d) Common staff costs / inflation

57. The Committee was informed that the Court had reduts estimates for staffing
costs in 2009 by calculating costs on the basithefCourt's experience instead of using
salary grades prepared in New York. The Committedoesed this approach and welcomed
the decrease to the 2009 budget thereby achieved.

58. The Committee examined the proposed increase fmggrcosts in 2009 and agreed
that it was reasonable.
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(e) Recruitment delays and vacancy rates

59. The Committee recalled its recommendations on &idgishe vacancy rate for 2008
to a level commensurate with the likely rate ofrmitment of staff* and carefully reviewed
progress over the past year up to 31 August 2088. Gourt had increased total occupied
posts by 92 between 30 July 2007 and 31 August,20@B some 67 of those posts being
filled in 2007 and the remaining 25 in 2008. Then@attee noted therefore that the overall
rate had been a net monthly increase of about seeeons, but that the rate had fallen in
2008 to just over three persons per month.

60. The Committee was concerned that the rate of recemt had fallen and noted
advice from the Court that there might have beemarease in the rate of staff leaving the
Court and that the Court was considering reversioige of the procedural improvements
made to the recruitment process following the Cottemis report in 2007The Committee
recommended that the Court consider what additionalsteps could be taken to reduce
the turnover of staff, including on contract lengthand predictability, and to report to
the Committee in the context of the comprehensiveeport on human resources due at
the Committee’s twelfth session.The Committee also urged the Court not to reverse
changes to the recruitment process and insteacdk #irther procedural efficiencies to
reduce administrative workload. The Committee agjrmat recruitment, like other human
resources processes, was fertile ground to makaegify and productivity gains given the
administrative intensity of many processes pregamiployed by the Court.

61. The Committee agreed that the same principles dhapply to the vacancy rate in
2009 as were applied in 2008 and that differergsrathould be calculated for each major
programme given that the vacancy levels in eaclewerlonger comparabléccordingly,

the Committee recommended that the following vacarncrates be applied for 2009:

- Major programme I: 10 per cent
- Major programme IlI: 10 per cent
- Major programme llI: 12 per cent
- Major programme IV: 15 per cent
- Major programme VI: 15 per cent

62. The Committee agreed that these levels were riedigst 2009, given the likely rate
of recruitment and departures.

® Reclassifications

63. The Committee was informed that the Court propdsegtclassify 14 generic posts
applicable to 19 individual staff. The Committeal diot have sufficient time to review
thoroughly the methodology for the reclassificatioand the individual merits of the
proposals. Accordingly, the Committee decided thatb-group consisting of the Chair, the
Vice-Chair and one other member would meet in tlaegins of the seventh session of the
Assembly to consider the issue fully, in consuttativith other members. The Committee
authorized the sub-group to report to the Assemdbilyng its budget deliberations so as to
enable the Assembly to take a decision that woeldhiplemented in the 2009 budgé&he
Committee, however, recommended that no additionalinancial provisions should be
made in the 2009 budget for the reclassificationsree the costs of any reclassifications
approved by the Assembly could be readily absorbedithin overall staff costs.

24 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. II, part B.2, paragh 51.
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(9) Use of GTA and established posts

64. The Committee noted that the proposed programmediuidr 2009 contained a
number of proposals to convert posts, previoushdéd through GTA, to established posts.
The Committee observed that there were no clearcamdistent criteria for determining
which posts should be funded through GTA and wliiichugh established posts. The Court
had grown rapidly over several years, and had mesoases sought GTA posts since it was
not clear that there would be ongoing requiremdatsa post. Given that the Court’s
structures were more settled, the Committee agttestdit was worth reviewing the whole
guestion.

65. The Committee therefore agreed to further condlisrmatter at its next session, in
the context of its consideration of human resourttesequested the Court to present a
report containing general principles for determining the funding basis for posts,
addressing specifically staffing in the field, andany differentiation between basic and
situation-related costs.In addition, the Committee expected that the Cowotild present
sufficient information on its policy on contractpy and length to enable the Committee to
consider the relationship between the funding basid contract length. The Committee
wished to examine the implications for recruitmandl retention of these questions.

(h) Family visits of indigent detainees

66. The Committee recalled that the Court had beenddvy the Assembly at its sixth
sessioff to present to the Assembly at its next sessiomptated report on family visits,
taking into account the comments of the CommittedBadget and Finance, to assess, inter
alia, the legal and policy aspects, as well adthean rights dimension and budgetary impact
of family visits. The Committee was therefore digaipted that the Court had not provided
the report in time for the Committee to considextiits eleventh session.

67. The Committee restated its view that the questiowrether the Court should fund
family visits for indigent detainees was a politicae to be decided by the Assembly. The
Committee was aware that the Assembly would consibde substantial and long-term
financial implications of this question for the Gtsi budget and the precedent that would be
set.

68. The Committee was, however, advised that the Chad revised its criteria for
family visits, and that this would reduce the cdst®009 from €84,300 to €40,500he
Committee recommended that the provision in the buget be reduced accordingly,
pending the policy decision of the Assembly. The @umittee also recommended that,
pending the policy decision of the Assembly, it wdd be advisable for the Court to seek
to fund any visits from voluntary contributions. The Committee noted that the Assembly
might in fact wish to exclude such costs for 208 the budget if its deliberations on this
subject extended beyond the timeframe for approfahe budget and instead to ask the
Court to fund family visits from voluntary contritians until the Assembly adopted a
decision.

69. The Committee indicated its willingness to consittes issue further on the basis of
the report of the Court should the Assembly sodieat its seventh session.

% Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. |, part Ill, resdilon ICC-ASP/6/Res.2, paragraph 14.
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@ Working Capital Fund

70. The Committee noted that the Court had propSsisat the Working Capital Fund
should remain frozen for 2009 at the 2007 levelilus appropriate policy had been
determined. The Committee noted that the Workingit@h Fund remained an essential
mechanism for ensuring that the Court could mesh dbow needs in situations where the
regular contributions of States Parties might be. [Rhe Committee agreed that the principle
that the Fund should be set at one-twelfth of ttveual budget level was reasonable, but it
saw no reason to unfreeze the Fund at this stage #ie Court had a strong cash position.
The Committee recommended that the Assembly maintaithe Working Capital Fund at

its present level and reconsider the question in 20.

()] Major programme |: Judiciary

71. The Committee noted that the amendment to the pessheme for judges approved
by the Assembly at its sixth sessibhad led to a reduction of €595,000 for the co$ts o
judges’ pensions in 2009. This reduction had emhirajor programme | to propose a budget
with minimal nominal growth over the 2008 level. eTiCommittee welcomed the efforts
made to offset additional costs in major progranitfieough reductions to other budget lines.

72. The Committee recalled that at its eighth sesgibad agreed that, before any further
proposals were made to increase the provisiongafl Bupport in Chambers, the Court should
submit a revised staffing structure. It also agréed its approval to reclassify the Assistant
Legal Officer posts would constitute a key factordonsidering any further proposals to
increase the staffing level of the Chambers inrutudget programmé&in addition, at its
tenth session, the Committee had requested thafuange changes in the structure of the
staffing of Chambers be presented to the Commiieepart of a clear strategy for the
Chamber$?

73. In light of the Committee’s comments on the us&df in paragraph 65 above, and
its wish to see more information on the overallffstg structure for Chambersthe
Committee recommended that in programme 1200 (Chandss) the conversion from
GTA into established posts of the P-2 Associate LaOfficer in Pre-Trial Chambers
and two P-3 Associate Legal Officers and one P-2 gaciate Legal Officer in Trial
Chambers should not be approved at this stage.

74. The Committedurther recommended that the provision of funds fora GTA legal
support staff member at the P-2 level for 12 monthshould not be approved.The
Committee was of the view that in case of a posstdnstitution of an additional trial
chamber, an increase in workload could be absonlithih existing resources.

75. The Committee requested the Court to submit in th@roposed budget for 2010 a
revised staffing structure for Chambers®

2 proposed programme budget for 2009 of the Intemmait Criminal Court (ICC-ASP/7/9, Corr.1 and
Corr.2, (English only), paragraph 62).

27 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Derer@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. |, part 111, restilon ICC-ASP/6/Res.6.

%8 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. Il, part B.1, paragh 73.

2°|CC-ASP/7/3, paragraph 57.

% |bid., paragraph 57.
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(K) Major programme Il: Office of the Prosecutor

76. The Committee welcomed the continued efforts of @féce of the Prosecutor to
rotate resources between the situations and das#ss context, it agreed that the additional
resources requested for trial work in 2009 werdifjad. However, the Committee also
observed that major programme |l had reached atamtied size, which should allow it to
fulfil its mandate over the coming years withouttfier increases of resources. Consequently,
the Committee recommended that the Office of the Rrsecutor continue to rotate staff
and resources as its activities changed, and to iokify additional savings where possible,
with the aim of remaining within the budget level st for 2009 into 2010 and the
following years.

)] Major programme lll: Registry

77. The Committee noted that the Court had proposeth@ease of €700,000 for the
cost of interim premises in 2009. It encouraged @oairt to ensure that these costs were
consistent with the host State’s commitment foerimh premises and the Headquarters
Agreement and, if not, to draw this to the attemtsd the Assembly.

78. The Committee noted the need for the increaseduress for travel in major
programme lll, in connection with the expected @ase in activities of the Registry relating
to, for example, witness protection and interpretain the field, but was of the view that the
resources requested were excessiMee Committee recommended that the Assembly
should not approve the full budget of €2,418,400 geested for travel in major
programme lll, and that the sum be reduced by 10 pecent or €241,000. The Committee
recommended that the Registrar redistribute travelresources within major programme
lll'in line with priorities.

79. While recognizing the need for resources to colwvermptayment of overtime to eligible
staff, the Committee was of the view that there aasxcessive use of overtime within the
Registry andecommended that the resources allocated for oventie remain at the level
approved for 2008. The Committee recommended thatvertime should be used on an
exceptional basis, and should not be the rule.

80. The Committee noted the need for recourse to ctardalfor specific purposes, but
was of the view that, in light of the increased ¢petdfor GTA staff, some of the functions
could be performed by such staffhe Committee recommended that the use of
consultants should be minimized and that the Courshould limit its use of consultancy
to key areas where external expertise was essential

81. In programme 3100 (Office of the Registrar), tharuttee welcomed advice that
the post of External Relations Adviser in the Imagal Office of the Registrar would soon be
filled. It hoped that this post would be utilizenl &s to increase the Court’s capacity to service
the Assembly and its subsidiary bodies, includingpooducing good quality and timely
reports as requested by the Assembly.

82. In sub-programme 3220 (Human Resources Sectiom)Committee recommended
that the two posts of Human Resources Assistant shid not be approved, since the need
should be met within existing resources by improvig efficiency and reducing workload.
Further, the Committee recommended that the Court onsider conducting recruitment
missions to unrepresented countries in all regionsThe Committee also noted that the
Court had deferred a request for an additional €75M00 for training, given the overall
level of the budget. The Committee recommended thahe Court seek to find savings
equal to this amount through administrative efficiencies in order to allow the training
initiative to proceed in 2010.
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83. In sub-programme 3240 (Budget and Finance Sectibe)Committee welcomed the
merger of the Office of the Controller (formerlybsprogramme 3150) with the Budget and
Finance Section, to form a single unit. This swuetprovided a more efficient and sound
basis for the Court’s budgetary, financial and oarjirocedures and reduced costs. However,
it noted that the Section now had two P-5 levetgoshich was anomalous and unnecessary.
In light of the request by the Secretariat of tmast Fund for Victims for a finance officer at
the P-5 level,ie Committee recommended that one of the P-5 podie redeployed to the
Secretariat of the Trust Fund for Victims for the 2009 budget®* However, the Committee
also wished to review the need for the existendeahce posts in major programme |, major
programme Il and the Secretariat of the Trust FiomdVictims. The Committee therefore
requested the Court to consider how financial fiamst could be centralized in the Budget
and Finance Section and to prepare the 2010 prdgmns#et accordingly.

84. In sub-programme 3250 (General Services Sectibr)lommittee was of the view
that the expected increase in the workload of tletirds and Witnesses Unit did not warrant
two additional drivers at headquartéfs’The Committee recommended that one post of
driver at the GS-OL level be approved and that thesituation be reviewed at the
Committee’s thirteenth session.

85. The Committee noted that the field offices of theu@ had grown rapidly over the
past two years, mostly in an unplanned manner asQburt responded to immediate
pressures. With the field offices now becoming aniggermanent part of the Court’s
structure, the Committee welcomed the Court’s itibento review the operations of field
offices and to put in place a more strategic padicgction.

86. In sub-programme 3280 (Field Operations Sectiohg Committee noted the
evolving nature of the Court’'s activities in thelfl, but was of the view that the expected
increase in these activities did not warrant theoagiment of seven additional drivefsThe
Committee therefore recommended the approval of reairces for three posts for drivers

at the GS-OL level and requested the Court to meets needs through improved use of
existing resources including better coordination armang the different organs/sections
whose staff travelled to the field and required sut services.

87. In sub-programme 3310 (Office of the Director/CoManagement Section), the
Committee noted that the Court had projected tleeafi200 court days in 2009the same
number as were budgeted in the 2008 budget. Then@tee was informed that up to
9 September, 53 court days had been utilized in82@dnsisting of 97 sessions. The
Committee again emphasized the importance of mjizhis capacity as efficiently as
possible, including through efficient and coordathtscheduling of proceedings. Given the
existing level of resources in the sectithie Committeewas not convinced that the post of
Associate Legal Officer at the P-2 lev&l was justified and recommended that it should
not be approved. With respect to the two posts of @irt Reporter at the P-2 level
(English),* the Committee recommended that GTA be provided fothis function at this
stage since the Committee had not yet reviewed theclassification of other Court
Reporter posts to the P-2 level.

88. The Committee recalled that, at its ninth sessibhad expressed concern at the
translation rates applied by the Court and theeiasing burden of translation costs on the

31 See paragraph 103 of the present report.

32 Proposed programme budget for 2009 of the Intemal Criminal Court (ICC-ASP/7/9, Corr.1 and
Corr.2, (English only), paragraph 236).

33 |bid., paragraph 263.

% Ibid., annex Il

%5 |bid, paragraph 277.

%8 |bid., paragraph 280.
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budget of the Court, and had recommended thatrmpfior outsourcing translation work be
explored with the aim of finding lower-cost provideparticularly for less sensitive wotk.
The Committee noted the efforts undertaken by tberCas well as the Court’s view on the
effectiveness/efficiency of outsourcing translatiwork. The Committee did not draw any
conclusions at this stage, but encouraged the Cuatfi to manage its translation and
interpretation workload and to keep the most céfsizve options under review.

89. Notwithstanding that eight posts were vacant as3at August, representing
considerable additional capacitthe Committee had no objection to the additional
resources proposed for 2009. However, the Committesgreed that this increase would
now provide the Court with sufficient translation and interpretation capacity for the
next few years. It therefore expected the Court tananage its workload and use funds
efficiently so as to continue to meet its needs \wit this level of resources.

90. In sub-programme 3350 (Victims and Witnesses Uthg,Committee recognized the
importance of the activities of the Court in radatito withesses and victims, including
facilitating the participation of witnesses in theoceedings of the Court. The Committee
noted the increase in the Court’s protection woret agreed that the increases to the budget
for 2009 were warranted. It also noted, howevevjcadfrom the Court that appeals were
pending that might overturn policies of the Regisfor witness protection and that this might
have significant financial implications for the Gts future budget and work. Given that
witness protection would continue to be a driveriméreased costs in the budget, the
Committee requested the Court to explain its poli@s and principles for the protection

of witnesses and suggested that the Assembly mighish to keep itself informed on
developments in this area. With respect to the posif psychologist at the P-3 levef the
Committee recommended that this be funded from GTAfunds for the period of one
year, and decided to review the situation at its tinteenth session.

91. In sub-programme 3400 (Public Information and Doentation Section), the
Committee noted that there were ten vacant posid #ugust and that the Section already
had 31 established posts and a substantial bu@gpetn the existing level of unutilized
capacity in the Section,hé Committee recommended that no additional posts eb
approved and that the level of GTA funds remain atthe 2008 level. The Committee
recommended that the capacities of the Section bedistributed as necessary to meet
changing public information needs.

92. In sub-programme 3500 (Division of Victims and Csef), the Committee noted that
the Court had prepared its budget for legal aid2fad9 by calculating the maximum amount
of funds that might be required for the year. Thelget for 2009 contained provisions for
legal aid for defence consisting of three legal tai@ms for a full year (€1.75 million), for
duty counsel (€250,030) and ad hoc counsel (€308,0/or victims the budget contained
provisions for six legal teams (€1.46 million) aad hoc counsel (€34,696). The Committee
noted an error in the calculation of the costseghl teams for defence, which had been over-
budgeted by about €219,000.

93. The Committee did not agree that a maximalist aggvoof preparing the legal aid
budget was appropriate since it was highly unlikbigt the full amount proposed would be
required by the Court in 2009. In particular, then@nittee observed that costs would be
dependent on the length of proceedings and it apgemlikely that the two trials would take
place throughout 2009. The amounts budgeted fdroadand duty counsel for defence were

87 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. Il, part B.2, paragh 70.

38 proposed programme budget for 2009 of the Intemmait Criminal Court (ICC-ASP/7/9, Corr.1 and
Corr.2, (English only), paragraph 323).
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also at the high end of possibilities and did ad&etaccount of the proposed P-4 post in the
Office of Public Counsel for the Defence (OP&Dyhich had been proposed for the same
function. The Committee noted that the number ofimis’ legal teams proposed for funding
was larger than the number that presently exisiede only one team was being funded by
the Court for the Lubanga case and three teamthéosecond trialFor these reasons, the
Committee recommended that the total provisions fotegal aid be reduced by €700,000.
The Committee felt that this would still provide anadequate level of resources for 2009
within an acceptable level of risk. It emphasizedhe need for the Court to use legal aid
funds as efficiently as possible.

94. In sub-programme 3540 (Office of Public Counseltfag Defence)the Committee
recommended that the post of Legal Adviser/Counseit the P-4 level’ be provided on a
GTA basis for one year only. The need for this posbeyond 2009 should be assessed
following the Assembly’s consideration of the relabnship between the legal aid scheme
and OPCD and the most cost-effective means of pralihng ad hoc and duty counsel.

(m) Major programme IV: Secretariat of the Assembl of States Parties

95. The Committee welcomed the fact that the budggtgsal for this major programme
was once more lower than in the prior financialiqukrand expected that there would be
further efforts to estimate costs more accuratelyas to avoid high levels of under-
expenditure each year. The proposed reductionG08 200k account of additional costs for
the two resumed sessions to be held in 2009 aetdmiations Headquarters, in addition to
the eighth session of the Assembly, and the expeéntegease in the number of documents to
be edited, translated and revised.

96. The Committee was of the view that efficiencies aast savings could be attained in
the area of documentation. In this connectitme Committee recommended that the
Assembly consider amending its Rules of Proceduras well as those of the Committee,
so that documentation would be published in the aifial languages of the United Nations
which were also official languages of at least orfétate Party to the Rome Statute, unless
otherwise decided by the President of the Assembty by the Chair of the Committee on
Budget and Finance, respectively.The Committee expected that this would lead to
substantial savings by avoiding unnecessary traostaof documents of a transitory nature,
including the budget and other administrative papeonsidered by the Committee. It
expected, however, that documents of enduring lieg@abrtance, including for instance those
concerning the crime of aggression, would contitouige published in all six languages of the
United NationsThe Committee recommended that provisions for tranation be reduced

by €254,000 accordingly.

97. Furthermore, the Committee recommended that the Asambly consider limiting
the length of reports submitted for its consideratn by the Court, along the lines of the
limit set for reports of the United Nations Secretaat to the General Assembly**

98. The Committee further agreed that additional sas/cmuld be achieved in the area of
travel and, in this connectiomecommended that the introductory meeting for newly
elected members of the Committee on Budget and Finee be held immediately in
advance of the Committee’s twelfth session, so ae teduce travel expenditures by
€21,000.

% |bid., paragraph 366.
0 Ibid.
“1 United Nations doc. A/RES/52/214, section B, opeegparagraph 4, set a limit of 16 pages.
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(n) Major programme VI: Secretariat of the Trust Fund for Victims

99. The Committee welcomed the progress made in deivgjdpe activities of the Trust
Fund for Victims. It took note of the overall inase in the Trust Fund balance from
€2,450,708 in 2006 to €3,051,711 in 2007 and advara the Director of the Trust Fund that
further fund-raising appeals would be launchedtghor

100. The Committee noted that the costs for the Sedaetaere high compared to the
funds raised in the past year. While this was mealsie at an early stage of the Trust Fund’s
operations, the Committee agreed that this sitnatloould be closely reviewed again next
year. The Committee agreed that, with further iases to the budget in 2009, the Secretariat
would have a substantial level of resources whitly £nabled it to advance the mission and
work of the Trust Fund. It expected that no furtheguests for increased funding from the
regular budget would be made until the Trust Furad waising annual cash donations in a
proportion of eight to ten times the costs drawanirthe regular budget. It therefore also
expected that overhead costs would be kept to armin.

101. The Committee was concerned that the pattern oféredipure for the Secretariat in
2008 did not correspond adequately to the appréneldet, in particular due to a different
allocation of posts to that which was approved sy Assembly. The Committee noted that
only two budgeted posts in the Secretariat had et by permanent staff members, while
70 per cent of the posts had been filled by GTAe Committee recommended that this
situation be rectified by 31 December and that angxceptions should be approved by
the Registrar (in line with the Committee’s recommadation on unauthorized GTA in
paragraph 45 above). In this regard, the Committeevelcomed the information from the
Director that he planned to regularize employmentm 2009.

102. The Committee was advised that there had been sdsr@al discussions about the
relationship of the Secretariat to the Registrar ttee purposes of administration. The
Committee recalled that resolution ICC-ASP/3/R&sgrovided that, “pending further
consideration by the Assembly, the Secretariat Ishoperate under the full authority of the
Board of Directors in matters concerning its atittg,” and that, “for administrative purposes,
the Secretariat and its staff should be attachethéoRegistry of the Court.” Thus, the
Committee understood that the Registrar would, utite Financial Regulations and Rules,
remain accountable for the administration of thestiund in the same manner as she was
accountable for the administration of the Secratani the Assembly of States Parties and the
Permanent Premises Project Office. The Committéednthat an internal administrative audit
was being conducted and expected that it would blalffy arrangements within the Court.
The Committee expected that the Registry would igevfinancial, human resources,
administrative and IT services to the Secretaust @s it did for other areas of the Court and
that the Registrar would be responsible for thegetidinternal control and expenditurés.
this regard, the Committee noted that there appeam to have been some functions
created in the Secretariat which ought to be perfaned by the Registry and it requested
the Court to review these arrangements.

103. With respect to the resources requested for 200%h¢ Committee recommended
approval of the proposed budget with the followingexceptions. It recommended that one
surplus P-5 financial post from section 3240 shoulte redeployed, as recommended in
paragraph 83 of the present report. In light of ths redeployment, the Committee
recommended that the proposed GTA funds for a SenioAdviser Finance and

42 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Third session, The Hague, 6-10 September fd@rnational Criminal Court publication, ICC-
ASP/3/25), part lll, resolution ICC-ASP/3/Res.7.
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Administration at the P- 5 levef® and an Monitoring and Evaluation Officer** should not
be approved.

(0) Supplementary budget for preparatory trial activities in the case of
The Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo

104. The Committee considered the proposed supplemebtaiyet® of €2,516,300 for
preparatory trial activities in 2009 in the caseTd¢fe Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba
Gombq which were expected to arise following the suderrof the accused to the Court on
3 July 2008.

105. The Committee recommended that the supplementary lilget be incorporated
into the 2009 programme budget. The Committee howev recommended that the
provisions outlined in paragraph 106 below should ot be approved.

106. Given the Registrar’s decision of 25 August 200& tidr. Bemba was not indigent,
the Committee recommended that provisions fotegal aid and family visits for this case
should not be included in the 2009 budget. Furtherthe Committee recommended that
additional posts for the Division of Court Services(programme 3300) should not be
approved except where they related to field work, isce the increases for this
programme in the main budget proposal should provié sufficient resources for 2009.
Finally, the Committee noted that the post of Coursl at the P-4 levef in the Division of
Victims and Counsel (programme 3500) had been inaied in error and recommended
that the corresponding resources also be excluderbm the supplementary budget.

(p) Estimated income for 2009

107. The Committee noted that the Court had projectednre in 2009 of €88,100 in
depreciation from the Special Court for Sierra Lef6and €3.7 million from intereét.

D. Premises of the Court

108. The Committee had before it a progress report endttivities of the Oversight
Committeé® and welcomed the presentation by the Chairper§timecOversight Committee,
H.E. Mr. Jorge Lomonaco (Mexico), in which he paad information on issues pertaining to
the recruitment of the Project Director and theaficing of the project. The Committee
observed that considerable progress has been nmagdts previous session.

109. The Committee noted with satisfaction that the Giggat Committee had conducted a
successful recruitment process for the positioPject Director, who would take up his
functions on 1 October 2008 but had already pralidepert advice to the Oversight
Committee and the Court.

110. With respect to the financing of the project, thentnittee observed that the
Oversight Committee and the host State had dewvelapBexible financing scheme which
would guarantee funding for the project by secum@nline of credit of up to €200 million,
through the acceptance of the host State loan5ap&. cent interest, while not excluding

3 Proposed programme budget for 2009 of the Intemal Criminal Court (ICC-ASP/7/9, Corr.1 and
Corr.2, English only)), paragraph 400).

4 |bid., paragraph 401.

5 Proposed supplementary budget — preparatoryaci@ities The Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba
Gombo (ICC-ASP/7/17).

4% |bid., paragraph 15.

47 Proposed programme budget for 2009 of the Intimmalt Criminal Court (ICC-ASP/7/9), annex X(a).
“8 |bid., annex IX.

*91CC-ASP/7/CBF.2/7.
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alternative sources of financing, such as direatrfsutions or private donations. In addition,

the scheme would allow States Parties to make dimmepayment of their full assessed share
if they chose, which would in turn reduce the tatéérest that would be payable on the loan.
The Committee noted that the Oversight Committes eantinuing to refine the scheme in

the context of a draft resolution which would bémitted to the seventh session of the
Assembly.

111. The Committee commended the Oversight Committe¢hiofinancial scheme it had
developed, which combined flexibility for States rtes with a flexible cash flow
arrangement that would meet the needs of the grojec

112. The Committee agreed on the responses outlineavlieléour questions asked by the
Oversight Committee, and offered additional commemt the question of audit arrangements
for the premises project. The Committee notedithdbing so it was providing advice within
its competence as an expert committee on budgetfiaadce, and that the Oversight
Committee and the Court would need to continue kitaio legal advice on some of the
detailed technical aspects of the scheme.

(@)  Repayment of interest and principal of the hosteStzar®

113. The Committee agreed that it would be appropriateantinue to fund the costs of
the Project Director’s Office from major programivii.

114. The Committee agreed that repayment of the loagnaisaged in the scheme could
be made either by creating an additional major q@mogne (major programme VIII) or a
separate account which would form part of the ahassessed contributions of States Parties.
In either case, the costs would need to be assemssatding to a modified scale of
assessments which would exclude those States $attieh opted for a one-time payment of
their assessed share.

115. If a new major programme were to be establishesl ctintribution to the permanent
premises project would be part of the annual asss#sStates Parties received in January for
the budget of the Court. The difference in scalesild/ need to be reflected in the annual
resolution of the Assembly which approved the btidgel decided to assess States Parties.

116. If a separate fund were to be created, assessieerte premises project could still
be issued to States Parties as part of their armssaissed contributions under regulation 5 of
the Financial Regulations and Rules. There woulddver be a need to consider how arrears
in the separate account would be handled, espediahis could lead to a failure to meet
payments due to the host State. The Committee r&lsalled its previous observations
concerning the applicability of article 112, paisgn 8, of the Rome Statute to arrears in a
separate accoumit.Moreover, if this option were chosen, it would dvisable to conduct a
careful review of the Financial Regulations anddRwdnd amendments might be required.

(b) Trust fund for holding and managing one-time paytsién

117. The Committee agreed that a separate account wumesd to be established for
holding one-time payments. Interest would be eariiedne-time payments were to be
received at an early stage of the project, andshauld be capitalized in the account. The
Assembly should define the purpose of such an axtdauaccordance with regulation 6.5 of
the Financial Regulations and Rules.

50 progress report on the activities of the Oversiinmittee (ICC-ASP/7/CBF.2/7, paragraph 17).
511CC-ASP/7/3, paragraphs 76-78.
52 Progress report on the activities of the Oversigmittee (ICC-ASP/7/CBF.2/7, paragraph 20).
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(c) Holding funds disbursed by the host State

118. The Committee noted the intention of the host Statmake funds available to the
Court on a yearly or half-yearly basis and thagenest would accrue as of the date that the
funds were transferred to the Court's account. Tmmmittee agreed that this did not
represent a problem for the Court or States Pastiee it was likely that interest could be
earned by the Court on the funds held. Since ttezdast rate to be charged by the host State
was to be at a lower rate than was likely to bélai to the Court for its cash holdings over
the period of construction, this arrangement caath additional income for the project. The
Committee agreed that such interest should eitkecdpitalized into the project funds or
offset as income against the assessed contributiomepayments of interest (in either major
programme VIII or a separate account).

(d) Establishment of a system for the authorizatioexpienditure and contracfs

119. The Committee was informed of the current statuslis€ussions in the Oversight
Committee and within the Court on designing an appate system for authorization of
expenditure. It also recalled the observation af HExternal Auditor about the need to
consider carefully the relationship between the r€igat Committee, Project Board and
Project Director as set out in the resolution & fkssembly and the responsibilities of the
Registrar as contained in the Financial Regulat@mksRules.

120. The Committee agreed that the arrangements undeidssation appeared to be
appropriate and in line with delegated authoritydhby the Oversight Committee in

accordance with annex Il of resolution ICC-ASP/&Re It also agreed that contracts or
expenditures which exceeded the total project budgeild require the approval of the

Assembly, and that any such proposals should heafded by the Oversight Committee to
the Assembly through the Committee on Budget andriée.

121. The Committee agreed that it would be appropriate dr the purposes of the
project for the Registrar to sign contracts and auhorize expenditures on the basis of the
recommendation of the Project Board and/or Oversigh Committee. The Committee
expected that such a system would be implementaddardance with regulation 10.1 of the
Financial Regulations and Rules which set out tlgi®rar’'s responsibility for internal
control. Hence, the Committee expected that thesRag and the Project Board would put in
place procedures allowing the Registrar to fulfdr responsibilities under the Financial
Regulations and Rules quickly and without undueayleThe Committee recommended
that such an arrangement, if approved by the Assentyp, should be reviewed after one
year. Should the arrangement lead to undue delayghe Assembly might wish to
consider amending the Financial Regulations and Rak.

(e) Audit arrangements

122. Finally, the Committee agreed that it would be adble to specify in any resolution
that the project would be subject to internal axmal audit, consistent with all other parts
of the Court’s operations. The Committee noted th& might increase the fees payable to
the External Auditor andecommended that the Court discuss audit arrangemes with

the External Auditor at an early stage.

53 |bid., paragraphs 21 — 22.
54 Ibid., paragraph 23.
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E. Legal aid

123. The Committee had before it the Court’s interim ar¢pon different legal aid
mechanisms before international criminal jurisdio&®> The Committee was informed that
the Court’s legal aid regime had its legal basiariitles 55 and 57 of the Rome Statute, rules
20 and 21 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidersmpjlation 83 of the Regulations of the
Court, and rules 131 and 132 of the RegulationthefRegistry. The Court had sought to
strike the correct balance between effective laghbhnd the limited resources of the Registry.

124. The Committee was informed that the compositioml@®ence teams was similar to

other international tribunals. The Court stated,tb&the international tribunals whose legal
aid regimes the Court had used for comparisonfdbestructure used by the Court was the
second least costly. The Committee was furthemrinéal that, in all jurisdictions, the cost of

the trial was an important factor in determinindigence.

125. The Committee was informed that the OPCD had aatipg role in relation to the
Division of Victims and Counsel. The Pre-Trial CHaan by an August 2007 decision, had
assigned to that office the role of providing assise to defence teams. The Committee was
informed that the role of the OPCD did not impingon the legal aid function of the
Division of Victims and Counsel. While both officksdl under the Registry for administrative
purposes, they were functionally independent.

126. The Committee recalled comments in the report enatbrk of its ninth sessichon

the escalating costs of the Court’s legal aid s&hand the financial and reputational risks to
the Court entailed in legal aid. Since that time @ourt had sought considerable increases to
the legal aid budget through the Contingency Fund the 2009 proposed budget. The
Committee therefore welcomed the report and prasentby the Court and advice that The
Hague Working Group would be looking closely at theurt's system of legal aid. The
Committee decided to offer a few observations amgpsstions with the aim of contributing
to discussions in The Hague Working Group. It atsale specific recommendations on legal
aid resources for 2009 in the context of its revidihe budget proposal.

127. The Committee reaffirmed its view that the Coundd look for any efficiencies and
savings that could be achieved in its legal aides# including by ensuring that the
provision of legal aid was commensurate with theelleof activity at each stage of
proceedings (especially when long delays were éaxpexd), and by evaluating the
relationship between OPCD and defence teams.

128. The Committee expressed concern at the system dterrdining indigence for
defendants insofar as the Court had given exangblewing that individuals with extensive
assets could be determined to be indigent. In ingiotal case 3 in the repdftan individual
with several million euros in property and asseds wonsidered partially indigent. While the
Committee agreed it was appropriate for the indigarst to take account of the high costs of
an adequate defence, the Committee did not believas reasonable for an individual with
such assets to receive legal assistance from tthgebof the Court. The problem appeared to
be the result of the method of calculating a figfme‘monthly disposable means’ from an
individual's property and assefBhe Committee suggested that alternatives to the rtreod

be considered and discussed, and that it might aldmze desirable to establish absolute
thresholds of asset holdings above which legal awdould not be provided.In the opinion

5 |CC-ASP/7/12.

%6 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Dmme@007 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. Il, part B.2, paragh 72.

7 Interim report on different legal aid mechanisnefobe international criminal jurisdictions, (ICC-
ASP/7/12, annex V).
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of the Committee it was not unreasonable for aividdal holding property and assets worth
several million euros to be required to liquidaiens assets to fund their defence.

129. With respect to legal assistance for victims, trem@ittee welcomed advice on
recent jurisprudence that was beginning to deflme nature of victims' participation in
proceedings and thus make possible an evaluatioheofikely costs of supporting victims’
legal representatiorin this regard, the Committee felt that the report focused almost
entirely on the question of legal aid for the defere and it would be useful for the Court
to explain separately its plans to fund legal aiddr victims. The Committee observed that
decisions being taken by Chambers and the Regmtraictims participation had long-term
financial implications. For instance, the Registryhtention to fund two legal teams for
victims per defendant appeared likely to be cogthe Committee recommended that the
Court and the Assembly consider the possibility ofiaving one legal team for victims per
case.The Committee was also informed about severaaimtgs in which judicial orders had
long-term financial implications which the Assemblyould be expected to meet. The
Committee recognized that these questions invoirgabrtant legal principles and practical
considerationsHowever, given the likelihood that legal aid for Witims’ participation
would be a long-term and significant cost driver fo the Court, the Committee strongly
recommended that the Assembly enter into a detailedialogue with the Court on the
legal and financial aspects of victims’ participatbon. The Committee indicated its
willingness to continue to assist the Assembly ohe financial aspects of the full range of
legal aid matters.

F. Contingency Fund

130. The Committee considered a report on the Courtés afsthe Contingency Furit
which provided information on the Court’'s use o thund in 2008 and proposed that the
Contingency Fund be continued beyond 2008 andmegpled as necessary.

1. Use of the Contingency Fund in 2008

131. Atits tenth session, the Committee had notedtti@Court was considering drawing
from the Contingency Fund to meet the costs in 2@08ing to a second trial, including pre-
trial activities?® Subsequently, by a letter dated 15 May 2008, tkegidar submitted,
pursuant to regulation 6.7 of the Financial Regoitet and Rules, a supplementary budget
notification in the amount of €3,652,000 to the iCha the Committee, with a view to
obtaining any financial comments of the Committeefole entering into commitments
engaging the Contingency Fund. The Registrar asbdtat the Court needed to access the
Fund to meet unavoidable costs arising from thestand surrender of Mr. Germain Katanga
and Mr. Mathieu Ngudjolo Chui that had not beere$aen in the 2008 budget.

132. The Chair of the Committee conveyed the commenthefCommittee in a letter

dated 2 June 2008 The Committee agreed that the rationale for drgwaim the Contingency

Fund met the criteria for access to the Fund setirowegulation 6.6 (b) of the Financial

Regulations and Rules. The Committee also encodrége Court to seek to absorb the
expenses where possible.

133. The Court informed the Committee that by the end@fi8 about €2.4 million would
have been spent on costs relating to a secondatréathat this amount would be drawn from
the Contingency Fund only if the costs could nobfiset from savings to the regular budget
of the respective major programmé&be Committee endorsed this approach, which would

°%|CC-ASP/7/16.

° Report of the Committee on Budget and Finance onwibik of its tenth session (ICC-ASP/7/3),
paragraph 31.

0 |CC-ASP/7/16, annex B.
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avoid drawing from the Fund unless the costs assated with the unforeseen activities
exceeded the remaining appropriations available irthe relevant major programmes.

The Committee further recommended that the Assemblghould authorize the Court to

transfer funds between major programmes at year endf the costs of unforeseen
activities could not be absorbed by one major progamme while surpluses existed in
other major programmes. This procedure would ensure that the Fund was rdrgyon only
when all 2008 appropriations were exhausted.

2. Future of the Contingency Fund

134. The Committee recalled that in 2004 the Assembly éstablished a Contingency
Fund in the amount of €10,000,66@nd had decided further that the Fund would bédin

to a period of four years. Accordingly, the provisil agenda for the seventh session of the
Assembly included a decision on the extension ssite discontinuation of the Fund and on
any other question relating to the Fund that inaee necessary in the light of experieffce.

135. The Court proposed in its report that the ContimgeRund should continue to be
available to the Court and that it should be repleed as necessary in order to ensure that a
facility existed for the Court to meet unforeseests as defined in the Financial Regulations
and Rules. The Court emphasized that it viewedFined as an essential component of the
budgetary system for the Court, without which itulkbrequire higher levels of contingency
to be built in to the budget on an annual basis.

136. Recalling its long-standing support for the Congéingy Fund,the Committee
recommended that the Assembly decide to continue ¢h Fund indefinitely. The
Committee agreed with the view of the Court thatekistence of the Fund enabled the Court
to respond to major, unexpected developments in Goert's work without building
contingencies across the budget. The Committeaatitiowever agree with the referefide

a possible increased need to draw on the Fundalaedecline in the rate of contributions.
This statement appeared to have been made in airare a cash shortfall would not
constitute grounds to access the Fund.

137. The Committee identified three options for replanmignt of the Fund.

138. First, the Assembly could replenish the Fund frametto time as was necessary.
Since it was unlikely that any substantial amouould be drawn from the Fund in 2008 no
action would be required at this stage.

139. Second, the Assembly could decide to replenish Hoad automatically by
amendment to the last sentence of regulation 6tbeoFinancial Regulations and Rules. Any
amount drawn from the Fund would be added to tlsesssnent of States Parties for the
following year.

140. Third, the Assembly could decide no longer to Halads in a Contingency Fund and
instead continue to provide the commitment authgerovided for in regulation 6.7 of the
Financial Regulations and Rules with a new prowvigim charge the costs to States Parties at
the end of the financial period. In this situatitime Financial Regulations and Rules would
need to be modified to specify a maximum level @hmitments that the Court could make,
and to provide that any expenditure under the camarit authority which exceeded the level
of the approved budget for a given year would sssed on States Parties in the financial

51 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court, Third session, The Hague, 6-10 September Z0Gdrnational Criminal Court publication,
ICC-ASP/3/25), part lll, resolution ICC-ASP/3/Res.4arqgraph 1.

®21CC-ASP/7/1.

%3 Report on the Court’s use of the Contingency Ful@C{ASP7/16, paragraph 9).
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year following the one to which the commitmentsatedl. Such a facility would provide the

Court with the same ability to meet unforeseensastpresently existed without keeping €10
million tied up. Sufficient cash reserves were ljk& remain in place to support such a
facility, and this would allow the Assembly to dit¢he €10 million presently in the Fund to

a different purpose or to return it to States Rarth accordance with the scale on which it
was originally assessed.

141. The Committee considered that all three optionslavprovide a sound structure for
continuing to provide flexibility to the Court to @at unforeseen costs in the situations
described in regulation 6.6 of the Financial Regois and Rules.

G. Other matters
1. Timeliness of documentation

142. The Committee expressed its concern that some dauisnmad been submitted late
by the Court, which, in turn, had a negative impatthe functioning of the Committee and
other subsidiary bodies of the Assembly. It receedj however, that the budget and other
major documents had been provided on time, nottaititing the Committee’s early meeting
date. Given the importance of timely provision otdments,tie Committee recalled anew
its recommendations to the Courf* It wished to reiterate the importance the Committee
attached to the timely and orderly submission of tB Court's reports and other
documents to the Secretariat of the Assembly, so &s ensure that they were distributed

to the Committee at least three weeks in advance @ sessions.This would enable
members of the Committee to examine the documentati a thorough and detailed manner
prior to their arrival at the session and to perfaheir function of providing advice to the
Assembly in the most effective way.

143. The Committee recommended that the Court adhere tthe guidelines set out in
the Manual of Procedures adopted by the Bureau ofhe Assembly of States Parties on
31 August 2006 and noted in particular the contenof paragraph 4 thereof?

2. Future meetings

144. The Committee decided, tentatively, to hold itsltthesession in The Hague from 20
to 24 April 2009, and its thirteenth session frofntd 22 September 2009 in The Hague.

54 Official Records of the Assembly of States Pattiethe Rome Statute of the International Criminal
Court Sixth session, New York, 30 November - 14 Deme@®07 (International Criminal Court
publication, ICC-ASP/6/20), vol. Il, part B.2, paragh 106, and ICC-ASP/7/3, paragraphs 9 and 10.
% “The present Manual of Procedures contains guidslivhich have been developed to facilitate the
preparation and submission of official documentatimthe Secretariat by the organs of the Courttand
streamline all procedures related to conferencédcgs provided by the Secretariat to the Assembty a
its subsidiary bodies. The main guidelines regaydimbmission of documents are:
(a) The Court should submit documentation to thee3agat of the Assembly in a staggered and orderly
manner, in accordance with an annual timetablect@repared by the Secretariat, so as to ensure that
documentation is submitted to the Assembly or utss&liary bodies at least three weeks in advance of
the respective session.
(b) If a report is submitted late to the Secretaribe reasons for the delay should be included in
footnote to the document.
(c) The substantive office that submits documeotatio the Secretariat should include, where
appropriate, the following elements in the reports:

(i) A summary of the report, which should quantihy programme budget implications;

(i) Consolidated conclusions, recommendationsathdr proposed actions;

(i) Relevant background information.
(d) All documents submitted to legislative orgaas donsideration and action should mark conclusions
and recommendations in bold print.”
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Status of contributions as at 10 September 2008

Annex Il

Prior Year Prior Year Prior Year 2008 2008 2008 Btal
States Parties Assessed Receipts Outstandinp Passiiiial Contributions  Outstanding QOutstanding
Contributions Contributions | Contributions Receipt Contributions | Contributions

1 Afghanistan 10,068 6,987 3.0d1 1,346 - 1,346 2nh

2 Albania 31,050 31,050 8,073 8,073 - -

3 Andorra 35,694 35,694 10,764 10,764 - -

4  Antiguaand 16,680 16,680 2,691 2,691 - -

Barbuda

5  Argentina 5,049,815 3,424,207 1,625,809 437,306 2 437,304 2,062,91

6  Australia 10,366,473 10,366,473 - 2,404,511 2501 - -

7 Austria 5512,389 5,512,389 - 1,193,509 1,193,509 - -

8  Barbados 58,667 52,585 6,0$2 12,110 - 12110 1924

9  Belgium 6,826,501 6,826,501 - 1,482,804 1,482,804 - -
10 Belize 6,300 6,300 1,346 1,346 - -
11 Benin 10,998 10,998 1,346 1,346 - -
12 Bolivia 51,276 18,161 33,11p 8,073 - 8,073 48,18
13 ng;‘;agf;ma 24,328 24,328 8,073 8,073 . .
14 Botswana 77,576 77,576 - 18,838 18,838 - -
15 Brazil 9,046,956 9,046,955 - 1,178,709 7,937 70,272 1,170,773
16 Bulgaria 109,443 109,443 - 26,911 26,911 - -
17 Burkina Faso 10,267 10,267 - 2,691 1,436 1,p55 2551
18 Burundi 4,677 1,490 3,18f 1,346 - 1,346 4,433
19  Cambodia 10,998 10,998 - 1,346 886 460 60
20  Canada 17,831,635 17,831,635 - 4,005,725 4.985,7 - -
21 g:ggg:i ?frica” 6,300 2,325 3,978 1,346 - 1,346 5,3p1
22 Chad 1,603 - 1,60 1,346 - 1,346 2,449
23 Colombia 906,528 906,528 - 141,284 141,284 - -
24 Comoros 1,870 - 1,87p 1,346 - 1,346 3,316
25  Congo 5,043 5,043 1,346 462 8p4 ds4
26 CostaRica 186,039 186,039 - 43,058 43,058 - -
27 Croatia 255,188 255,188 - 67,278 67,278 - -
28 Cyprus 253,111 253,111 - 59,205 59,205 - -
29 t'?]‘zmc'oﬁ‘;%”b"c of 19,519 19,519 4,037 4,037 - -
30  Denmark 4,577,440 4,577,440 - 994,367 994,367 - -
31 Dijibouti 6,104 3,707 2,397 1,346 - 1,346 3,743
32 Dominica 6,300 3,789 2,51 1,346 - 1,346 3,$57
33 ggpmligi"cé"” 114,610 16,054 98,55 32,293 - 32,293 130,849
34 Ecuador 126,621 126,621 - 28,257 11,588 16669 6,669
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35 Estonia 80,782 80,782 - 21,529 21,529 - -
36 Fiji 23,599 21,333 2,26 4,037 - 4,087 6,303
37 Finland 3,401,632 3,401,632 - 758,895 758,895 - -
38 France 38,703,006 38,703,006 - 8,478,359 8,898,3 - -
39 Gabon 58,188 46,201 11,947 10,764 - 10,y64 22175
40 Gambia 6,300 6,300 - 1,346 924 4p?2 422
41 Georgia 17,238 17,238 - 4,037 4,037 - -
42 Germany 55,133,637 55,133,637 - 11,540,849 01389 - -
43 Ghana 25,819 25,819 - 5,382 5,382 - -
44 Greece 3,451,193 3,451,193 - 801,952 801,952 - -
45 Guinea 14,989 3,758 11,231 1,346 - 1,346 12}577
46 Guyana 4,677 4,677 - 1,346 1,346 - -
47 Honduras 31,344 19,981 11,3p3 6,728 - 6.f28 91810
48 Hungary 979,453 979,453 - 328,316 328,316 - -
49 Iceland 218,404 218,404 - 49,786 49,786 - -
50 Ireland 2,323,292 2,323,292 - 598,773 598,773 - -
51 ltaly 31,205,613 31,205,613 - 6,834,087 6,834,08 - -
52 Japan 4,887,949 4,887,949 - 19,884,061 19,884,06 - -
53 Jordan 69,054 69,054 - 16,147 6,593 9,554 9|54
54 Kenya 37,682 37,682 - 13,456 13,456 - -
55 Latvia 96,226 96,226 24,220 24,220 - -
56 Lesotho 6,300 6,300 - 1,346 728 618 418
57 Liberia 4,677 4,677 1,346 462 884 8B4
58 Liechtenstein 40,135 40,135 - 13,456 13,456 - -
59 Lithuania 150,856 150,856 - 41,712 41,712 - -
60 Luxembourg 499,807 499,807 - 114,372 114,372 - -
61 Madagascar - - 1,570 - 1,570 1,970
62 Malawi 6,681 6,681 1,346 462 844 8p4
63 Mali 10,998 10,998 1,346 1,346 - -
64 Malta 90,681 90,681 22,874 22,874 - -
65 Marshall Islands 6,300 2,215 4,085 1,346 - 1,p46 5,431
66 Mauritius 69,304 69,304 14,801 14,801 - -
67 Mexico 6,629,300 6,629,300 - 3,036,923 3,036,923 - -
68 Mongolia 6,300 6,300 1,346 1,346 - -
69 Montenegro 2,536 2,536 - 1,346 1,346 - -
70 Namibia 38,420 38,420 - 8,073 8,073 - -
71 Nauru 6,300 2,515 3,78 1,346 - 1,346 5131
72 Netherlands 10,972,705 10,972,705 - 2,520,229 5202229 - -
73 New Zealand 1,461,163 1,461,163 - 344,463 384,46 - -
74 Niger 6,300 732 5,56 1,346 - 1,346 6,914
75 Nigeria 288,396 288,396 - 64,587 24,518 40,p69 0,068
76 Norway 4,423,627 4,423,627 - 1,052,226 1,052,226 - -
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77 Panama 125,502 125,058 ma 30,948 - 30]948 3931,
78 Paraguay 66,855 66,855 0 6,728 3,440 388 3288
79 Peru 573,416 454,441 118,914 104,954 1 104|953 23,927
80 Poland 2,907,964 2,907,964 - 674,124 674,124 - -
81 Portugal 3,048,240 3,048,240 - 709,109 709,109 - -
82 Republic of Korea 11,589,622 11,589,622 - 2893 2,923,896
83 Romania 392,976 392,976 - 94,189 94,189 - -
g4 ~ SaintKitsand 1,870 1,870 ] 1,346 1,346 : -
Nevis
85 iae"gr\g;‘;gmeznd 6,104 6,081 23 1,346 452 ada o7
86 Samoa 6,182 6,182 - 1,346 1,344 2 2
87 San Marino 18,282 18,282 - 4,037 4,037 - -
88 Senegal 29,899 29,899 - 5,382 2,899 2,483 2483
89 Serbia 123,532 123,532 - 28,257 28,257 - -
90 Sierra Leone 6,300 2,747 3,593 1,346 - 1,p46 9%|8
91 Slovakia 335,612 335,612 - 84,770 84,770 - -
92 Slovenia 538,455 538,455 - 129,174 129,174 - -
93 South Africa 1,908,652 1,908,652 - 390,212 30D,2 - -
94 Spain 16,597,534 16,597,534 - 3,993,615 3,983,61 - 0
95 Sweden 6,423,867 6,423,867 - 1,441,092 1,441,092 - -
96 Switzerland 7,619,586 7,619,586 - 1,636,197 6l e - -
97 Tajikistan 6,300 5,601 69p 1,346 - 1,346 2,445
The Former
98 Yugoslav Rep. of 36,199 36,199 6,728 6,728 - -
Macedonia
99 Timor-Leste 6,182 6,182 - 1,346 1,346 - -
100 EE?;‘: and 142,916 142,916 36,330 36,330 - -
101 Uganda 32,375 32,375 - 4,037 4,037 - -
102 United Kingdom 39,069,632 39,069,632 - 8,937,19 8,937,195 - .
103 #Jggffgnifp‘]b"c of 36,250 36,250 8,073 8,073 - -
104 Uruguay 288,685 288,685 - 36,330 36,330 - -
105 Venezuela 1,147,029 1,147,029 - 269,112 126,355 142,757 142,757
106 Zambia 10,604 7,945 2,699 1,346 - 1,346 4005
Totals 320,145,546 318,186,921 1,958,425 90,382,10 88,322,581 2,059,51p 4,018,143




