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Agenda and Decisions

1. Mandates of the Bureau

The Bureau assigned the following mandates of theeath session of the Assembly to its
Working Groups as follows:

The Hague Working Group

1)

2)
3)
4)
5)

6)
7

Legal aid, which may be considered in the contdxthe budget discussions or as a
separate facilitation

Cooperation

Strategic planning process of the Internationah@ral Court

Victims and affected communities and Trust Fundviatims, including reparations
Complementarity, on the understanding that ad egdatal points would once more be
appointed

Independent Oversight Mechanism

Budget (including Contingency Fund, salaries ardwances for judges whose terms
have been extended)

New York Working Group

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Plan of action for achieving universality and ffiplementation of the Rome Statute
Geographical representation and gender balan¢e iretruitment of staff of the Court
Arrears

Review of the process for the election of judges

Evaluation of the process for the election of thesBcutor

As regards the process concerning the electiom@fProsecutor, the President expressed her
hope that this evaluation would conclude soon.

Sudy Group on Governance

The Bureau decided to extend the mandate of thgyS3uoup on Governance, within The Hague
Working Group, for another year, pursuant to thesefsbly’s request contained in resolution ICC-
ASP/11/Res.8, paragraph 40. The President notddttibamandates of the Study Group included the
strategic approach to an improved budgetary processideration of proposals for amendment under th
Roadmap process adopted at the eleventh sessidrevatuation of the respective Groups’ working

methods.



The Bureau recalled that the Assembly had, in papdg45 of the omnibus resolution, requested
the Bureau, through The Hague Working Group, incdgdts Study Group on Governance, and the New
York Working Group to “make an evaluation of thepective Groups’ working methods, including on
the relationship between this resolution and otkseolutions, and to report back to the Assembligsat
twelfth session on their findings, including proalssfor rationalization, prioritization, regularheduling
and increased efficiency of their work.” The Buredrcided that this mandate would be carried out by
both Working Groups and the Study Group.

Working Group on Amendments

The President recalled that the Working Group oreAdments, which was not part of the New
York Working Group, would continue to meet in NewrX.

In response to a suggestion that the Working GrmupAmendments might be more suitably
based in The Hague, which would be more practindl efficient, and facilitate more ready interaction
with the Court on any amendment proposals, somed&umembers stated that while there was some
merit in the suggestion, further deliberations lo@issue were required.

Some delegations pointed out that some Statege®amcluding those whose proposals were
before the Working Group, were not representedhia Hague, thus putting them at a disadvantage. It
was noted, on the other hand, that these delegati@re also in the same position regarding other
Working Groups in The Hague.

The President suggested that the Bureau considdssiie further and noted that it concerned the
relationship between New York and The Hague in ngmeeral terms, not only as regards the physical
location of their Embassies, but also coordinabetween delegations represented in both citieghés
Court entered its second decade, it was an oppontumment for the Assembly to consider practical
issues, e.g. the use of video-links, so as to ertbat all delegations were informed of all issues.

Non cooperation

The President recalled that the Assembly had, steleventh session, amended the non-
cooperation procedures, to enable the Assemblyetatify focal points from its general membershipeT
Assembly had requested the President “to contiowsgage actively and constructively with all relet
stakeholders, in accordance with the Bureau praoesdan non-cooperation, both to prevent instantes o
non-cooperation and to follow up on a matter of-nooperation referred by the Court to the Assembly”
She intended to continue to carry out this mandéttethe support of the regional focal points.

She recalled that the report of the Bureau on rumperation had set out the activities undertaken
in this regard and noted that all instances of cmoperation were sensitive. She was thereforefgtate
all States Parties for the actions that they wei position to undertake.
2. Other matters
a) Rationalization of the term of the Bureau
The President indicated that the discussions @nighuie would continue in New York, led by the

Bureau focal point, Mr. Jodo Madureira (Portuglilyvas her understanding that delegations wereeclos
to a consensus.



b) Future President of the Assembly

The President recalled that, pursuant to rule 2¢hefRules of Procedure of the Assembly of
States Parties:

“Unless the Assembly decides otherwise, the Assgrsball elect a President at the last
regular session prior to the end of the term ofceffof the President. The President so
elected shall assume his or her functions onlhatbeginning of the session for which he
or she is elected and shall hold office until thd ef his or her term.”

She stated that the issue was linked to the rdizati@n of the Bureau term and noted that, when
rule 29 was considered together with the issueabbmalization, the next President might have to be
identified as early as July 2013 to be electedhativelfth session of the Assembly and thereafeeh
to serve for an unusually long term. She encour&jatks Parties to consider the issue, and todgirea
begin the process of identifying the future Preside

C) Organization of the twelfth session of the Assembly

Upon invitation of the President, Bureau membeferetl views on how the Assembly sessions
in The Hague might be better organized.

As regards the consideration of substantive tdpjcthe Assembly, a proposal was made that the
Assembly devote one day per topic to such discossamd that delegations concentrate their
interventions on specific, technical sharing obinfiation, e.g. on the practical aspects and clgéen
of witness protection. The Assembly could take atkvge of the presence of experts from capitals, who
would be in a position to deal directly and immeeliawith these issues after the Assembly.

As regards the general debate, some Bureau mersbpp®rted the proposal that the general
debate not be scheduled at Assembly sessions, hetdatvirtual general debate be held instead,
whereby States would have their national statemmogted on the Assembly’s website. Additional time
could then be allocated for substantive discussibrgas noted that each day of the session waby/cos
Some Bureau members indicated that they had ojoteth meliver a statement in the general debate but
to have it posted on the website of the Assemlnigl,encouraged others to do so.

On the other hand, the view was expressed thaewindre were ways and means to improve the
work of the Assembly and reduce costs, Assemblgiees should not be viewed purely from the
budgetary perspective. It was important not to kigat of the fact that the Assembly is a politiaad
diplomatic organ. The general debate was a usgéutise that would help retain the political chaeac
of the Assembly. The point was also made that kxeeath session had not been marked by intensive
discussions on the budget, but this could not lagaquieed in future sessions.

The President suggested that the discussion centinhew York.
d) Funding of activities of the members of the Advisory Committee on Nominations of judges

The President reminded delegations that accordinghe Report of the Bureau on the
establishment of the Advisory Committee on nomorai (ICC-ASP/10/36) the Advisory Committee
should not create additional costs. Some Bureaubesmnoted that the members of the Advisory
Committee on Nominations, who had been appointedhbyAssembly at its eleventh session, were
independent experts who should not rely on theBpeetive governments for financing their
participation in the meetings of the Committee. fogmsal was made that a voluntary fund be

3



established for this purpose. It was suggested ttiatmembers hold discussions via technological
means, e.g. Skype.

It was noted that while the regular election ofged would was not scheduled until 2014, the
Assembly should not rule out the possibility ofelaction to fill judicial vacancies in the interveg
period. Thus, the Committee had to be ready to letestort notice.

The President noted that the Committee membersdaardide on their working methods.

e) Facilities at the World Forum Convention Centre

Some members registered complaints about non-optwrking conditions in the World Forum
Convention Centre (WFCC).

The Director of the Secretariat took note of thsues raised and would request upgrades for the
next session.

It was suggested that the Assembly formally cont®yconcerns in writing regarding the poor
conditions identified, and that it seek to get ealar money. It was also suggested that Vice-Peasid
of the Assembly, Ambassador Markus Borlin (Switzed), take up the issue with the host State.

f) Next Bureau meetings

The next Bureau meeting would be held during tist fveek of December 2012, in New York.
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