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Аннотация: Настоящая статья посвящена анализу «Заключительного отчета
независимой экспертизы», с точки зрения вопросов надзора за деятельностью
Международного уголовного суда. Предметом настоящего исследования является обзор
«Заключительного отчета независимой экспертизы» как формы надзора за
деятельностью Международного уголовного суда (далее МУ С). В процессе исследования
применялся метод системного анализа, который позволил проанализировать положения
рассматриваемого отчета, применительно к деятельности МУ С. Также были применены
общенаучные методы исследования: диалектический̆ метод, дедуктивный̆ метод,
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сравнительный метод, при которых анализировались сначала общие положения
рассматриваемого отчета, а затем проводилось сравнение с другими международными
организациями.    Автор последовательно анализирует те проблемы, которые эксперты
выделили в отчете, а также рекомендации, которые были даны для улучшения
деятельности международной судебной организации. Особое внимание в статье
уделяется анализу рекомендаций, связанных с моделью управления Международного
уголовного суда, с конфликтом интересов, а также с улучшением системы отчетности. В
работе делается вывод о важности предлагаемых экспертами изменений для
деятельности всей системы международного уголовного правосудия. Научная новизна
работы заключается в следующем: рассмотрены и проанализированы системные
предложения, которые могут улучшить деятельность МУ С, а также работу всей системы
международных уголовных судов и трибуналов.

Ключевые слова:

Международный орган юстиции, Международный уголовный суд, Отчет МУ С, надзор за
деятельностью, контрольные механизмы, Международные судебные учреждения,
Ассамблея государств-участников, Заключительный отчет, международная организация,
конфликт интересов

Introduction

T he International Criminal Court is endowed with broad powers to perform the

functions assigned to it, including ensuring international peace and security [10, p. 71]

and investigating international conflicts [1, p. 34].

The scientific literature notes several problems that arise when analyzing the activities of

the ICC, for example, issues related to the jurisdiction of the ICC [4, p. 293], with the

predominance of case law [8, p. 206], the investigation of crimes in Africa [6, p. 16]. In this

regard, taking into account the globalization of international justice [2, p. 77], the issue of
supervising the activities of the ICC is important.

The subject of this study is an overview of the "Final Report of an Independent Expert
Examination" as a form of supervising the activities of the International Criminal Court
(hereinafter the ICC).

In the course of the study, the method of system analysis is used, which makes it possible
to analyze the provisions of the report under consideration in relation to the ICC's
activities. General scientific research methods are also applied: the dialectical method,
deductive method, and comparative method, in which the general provisions of the report
under consideration were analyzed first, and then a comparison with other international
organizations was carried out.

The theoretical basis of the study was the works of the following domestic scientists,
specialists in the field of international law and justice: A. H. Abashidze, A. I. Abdullina, E.
R. Adamova, I. L. Akhamova, Z. G. Aliyev, K. F. Amirov, R. R. Amirova, I. O. Antonov, K. M.
Arslanova, L. V. Bakulina, L. T. Bakulina, S. V. Bukhmina, R. M. Valeeva, V. V. Gavrilova, Z.
I. Gadelshina, I. G. Garanina, R. S. Garipova, S. I. Glushkova, D. N. Gorshunova, T. I.
Huseynova, R. A. Kalamkaryana, P. A. Kalinichenko, S. Yu. Kashkina, M. I. Kleandrova, E. A.
Kopylova, N. I. Kostenko, L. A. Lazutina, M. A. Likhacheva, A. B. Mezyaeva, L. H.
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Mingazova, E. Yu. Motrokhina, T. N. Neshataeva, D. E. Svistunova, V. L. Tolstykh, P. V.
Troshchinsky, G. R. Shaykhutdinova, and others.

The scientific novelty of this work is as follows: system proposals that can improve the
activities of the ICC, as well as the work of the entire system of international criminal
courts and tribunals, are considered and analyzed.

T he Final Report of the Independent Examination. T he Assembly of States Parties to
the Statute of the International Criminal Court (hereinafter, the ICC Assembly) is the
body that monitors and supervises the ICC's activities.

The Assembly shall consist of one representative from a State Party, who may be
accompanied by alternates and advisers. Representatives from other States that have
signed but not yet ratified the Rome Statute or the Final Act of the Rome Conference may
also participate in the Assembly as observers without the right to vote.

In accordance with Article 112 of the Rome Statute of the ICC, the Assembly exercises
managerial oversight of the Presidium, the Prosecutor, and the Registrar in relation to the
management of the Court, adopts Rules of Procedures and Evidence and Elements of the
Crime. According to paragraph 4 of Article 112 of the ICC's Rome Statute, the Assembly is
authorized to establish subsidiary bodies to oversee the ICC's activities, including
conducting inspections, evaluating the work of the ICC, conducting investigations of the
ICC's activities to improve the efficiency of the court and the economy of its activities.

In December 2019, the ICC Assembly established an independent expert group whose main
tasks were to develop a system of recommendations that would strengthen and improve the
ICC's activities and the Rome Statute system, for which experts were instructed to give
concrete, achievable, and practical recommendations.

The work was divided into three areas: the first, "management," the second, "judicial
authority," and the third, "preliminary investigations, investigations, and prosecution." The
group consisted of nine experts (three for each direction) from the following countries:
France, Argentina, Australia, Poland, Great Britain, Tanzania, South Africa, Gambia and
Brazil. Richard Joseph Goldstone from South Africa was elected Chairman at the first plenary

session.[1]

Nine experts working in three areas coordinated their activities, consulted with each other,
and met with current and former ICC officials, judicial officials, representatives of the
Assembly of States Parties, and scientists. They were granted unhindered access to ICC
staff and confidential documents, subject to compliance with regulatory requirements and
confidentiality agreements. Reports on each direction were prepared by July 31, 2020, and
the Final Report on September 30, 2020.

As part of the work carried out, the experts compared the ICC with other international
judicial institutions, international organizations, and national and international courts,
which made it possible to summarize the accumulated experience and identify problems in
the functioning of the ICC. The report contains 384 recommendations, both short-term and
long-term, of varying degrees of complexity and urgency of implementation. Each section
consists of two parts: the first contains expert conclusions, and the second their
suggestions. The annexure to the report includes recommendations that experts considered
of the highest priority and urgent.

It is possible to highlight the main problems noted by experts in the report. Firstly, it is the
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imperfection of the ICC management model, taking into account the dual status of the ICC
(an international organization and an international judicial body). Secondly, it is issues
related to conflicts of interest, and thirdly, it is not an effective reporting system for the
ICC. All these problems, according to experts, require detailed study, for which numerous
recommendations were given.

No. 1. Recommendation on improving the ICC management model. T he first such
recommendation relates to the ICC governance model.

Since the ICC is essentially both an international organization and a judicial institution, the
key issue is its independence as a judicial body while preserving the ability of the
participating States to continue to form and influence the existing institution, which can
generate contradictions.

Scientists note that the structure of the ICC is characterized by the dual nature of the
institution: The ICC is both a judicial body and an international organization. On the one
hand, as a judicial body, the ICC should enjoy judicial independence, and judges should

have complete impartiality [5, p. 258]; on the other hand, being an international
organization, the participating States reasonably expect to report on activities, including

without political interference [7, p.47]. The independence and impartiality of judicial bodies

are applied mutatis mutandis to both national and international judges [9, p. 194],
respectively, the possibility of influence of participating States and other persons to
influence judicial bodies and prosecutor's offices, including through informational influence,

should be excluded [3, p. 302].

As an international organization, the ICC should not carry out judicial activities; it should
perform administrative functions, such as personnel management, budget, finance,
procurement, real estate management, etc. Experts believe that the ICC, in this capacity,
should function as a single organization with a vertical hierarchical structure in which the
participating States play a key role, including electing its officials, financing its expenses,
as well as monitoring and supervising its functioning.

As a judicial institution, the ICC should have absolute independence in matters of justice.
Experts believe that judges and prosecutors should be able to carry out their activities
without any outside interference, and participating States should not use their status to
influence judicial and prosecutorial bodies, whether through financial and budgetary
decisions or appointments to positions.

The distinction between the ICC as a judicial institution and the ICC as an international
organization in terms of authority and accountability is also consistent with the provisions
of Article 119 of the ICC's Rome Statute. It clarifies that the Court has the authority to
resolve any disputes concerning its judicial functions and that any other disputes related to
the interpretation or application of the Rome Statute are referred to the ICC Assembly for
consideration.

The accountability of judicial and prosecutorial activities should be ensured through judicial
remedies provided by the ICC legal framework.

However, the administration of justice, according to the expert group, does not require an
unconditional degree of independence. It is assumed that confidentiality and independence
should not be used as a way to evade responsibility and prevent surveillance. The
administration of justice is checked in national systems—the same should be the case in
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the international system, including with regard to the ICC. The effectiveness of the
administration of justice can be monitored using performance indicators. W ithin the
framework of the ICC as a judicial body, the participation of state parties should be limited
to the legislative function and judicial cooperation.

Summing up the above, experts call their main recommendation in the section "governance"
a "three-level governance model," which is proposed to be established in the ICC in
accordance with the provisions of the Rome Statute: level 1, judicial and investigative
activities; level 2, administration of justice; level 3, management of an international
organization. Each level will have an appropriate structure and require varying degrees of
independence and accountability.

So, at level 1, judicial and investigative activities will be in the hands of the Presidium,
judges, and the prosecutor. The participating States, the ICC Assembly, or external actors
will not be able to audit (i.e., conduct an independent audit and evaluate reporting) judicial
activities and prosecutorial work. Despite this, it is noted that a certain form of
accountability should still exist. Verification of the activities of judges and prosecutors
should be carried out to be able to evaluate their work objectively. In this regard,
establishing a Judicial Audit Committee consisting of external judges and prosecutors is
recommended. They should be involved in conducting inspections of the activities of the
Chambers and the Prosecutor's O ffice in the administration of justice, as necessary. Inter-
judicial comparisons of performance indicators on the administration of justice can also
further contribute to assessing effectiveness.

Thus, this three-level model should be used as a tool to ensure effective and efficient
management, clarify reporting lines, and improve cooperation between stakeholders. W ithin
the framework of this model, it is envisaged to create a judicial audit committee to monitor
and supervise the administration of justice.

No. 2. Recommendation on the prevention of conflict of interests. T he section dealing
with preventing and detecting conflicts of interest also proposes to strengthen control
and supervision by expanding the circle of persons who need to submit annual financial
disclosure reports, declarations of interest, and reports on transactions with third
parties.

Currently, the ICC uses three main tools to prevent conflicts of interest: the first is the
financial information reporting program, the second is the guidelines for the extrajudicial
activities of judges, and the third is the possibility of recusal of judges.

The ICC Financial Information Program, implemented by the UN Ethics O ffice, applies to the
ICC President, Prosecutor, Deputy Prosecutor, Registrar, Deputy Registrar, all staff at the D-
1 level and above, as well as some staff involved in the procurement of goods and services
or investment of ICC assets. These persons must submit annual financial disclosure reports,
declarations of interest, and reports on transactions with third parties.

The experts concluded that the purpose of the ICC Financial Information Program is to
prevent and identify financial conflicts of interest. Experts believe that the Court should
expand this program. First, the ICC's Financial Information Program should be extended to a
larger number of individuals, starting with judges, as their participation in this program is
currently voluntary. Secondly, the program should be supplemented with an expanded
declaration of interests, following the model used in the European Union, to be used as an
additional risk identification tool. The declaration should cover the activities of the
accountable person for the previous three to five years in the following areas: previous

10.7256/2454-0633.2024.3.71709 МПиМО/ILeIO, 2024 - 3

5



professional activities, including consulting activities; participation of the accountable
person in any councils, committees, or supervisory bodies of any organization; voluntary
cooperation with any organizations; membership or participation in any associations,
political parties, trade unions, public organizations, or foundations; teaching or research
work; current professional activity; any other additional issues that are important in the
context under consideration.

The second tool for preventing conflicts of interest is the guidelines for the extra-judicial
activity of judges. They are provided for in Article 10 of the ICC Code of Judicial Ethics. In a
broad sense, they cover actions that are carried out in private time and are of a private
nature, as well as events of a private nature but carried out at official time. Experts believe
that it is necessary to further improve the basic principles in the regulation of extrajudicial
activities, including the resolution of ethical issues that may affect the independence and
impartiality of judges or interfere with the performance of their duties. General principles of
a mandatory nature should be taken into account, for example, the obligation that extra-
judicial activities are fully compatible with the principles of independence and impartiality of
judges, the requirement that judges devote their official working hours to their main judicial
functions, principles governing remuneration or fees received by judges in the course of
extra-judicial activities carried out during the official working day time. As a result of the
research conducted by experts, it was revealed that in practice, contradictory requirements
can be observed when some participating States want judges to devote all their time to the
work of the Court, and other participating States invite judges to participate in awareness-
raising events or conferences that they organize.

The proposed changes to the guidelines for the extrajudicial activity of judges are aimed at
minimizing potential risks of conflict of interest, will increase transparency, and ensure
consistency and stability in their application, regardless of the change in leadership of the
ICC.

The third tool for preventing conflicts of interest is the possibility of recusal of judges. In
accordance with articles 41–42 of the ICC Statute and articles 34–35 of the Rules of
Procedure and Evidence, judges, the prosecutor, and the deputy prosecutor in certain
situations are obliged to refuse to participate in the case. In addition, the parties can seek
the recusal of the judge, the prosecutor, and the deputy prosecutor. However, challenges
occur at too late a stage of the ICC process, which leads to delays in the trial and,
regardless of their outcome, can significantly affect the reputation of the Court. The
additional statement of interest required from judges, participation in the ICC's financial
information program, and the opportunity to participate in discussions with a specialized
body will help identify potential conflicts of interest at an early stage.

To implement these additional measures aimed at preventing conflicts of interest, the
experts recommend the creation of a new body, the Ethics Committee, which will perform a
preventive and advisory role for the Court, performing the following functions: consulting
with judges and senior staff when they take office (with an emphasis on identifying and
considering potential conflicts of interest); drafting instructions on relevant topics related to
ethical issues, the interaction between court officials and participating States, based on
international and national best practices; giving advisory opinions to heads of courts and
persons working with the court on issues related to ethics; making decisions in case of
disagreement between an Independent Oversight Mechanism and managers (for example,
when there are different opinions as to whether confidentiality and independence in a
particular case would be an obstacle to oversight by an Independent Mechanism).
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It is assumed that the ethics committee will be an independent body with competence at
the level of the entire Court. It will not be created on a permanent basis but rather will
operate as needed, and its members will work remotely. It will consist of three current and
former national and international judges from Member States of the Assembly of States
Parties with relevant knowledge and experience in ethics issues.

In the long term, experts recommend setting up a joint ethics committee serving several
international courts and tribunals to ensure consistency of standards and rationalization of
costs. To this end, the authority to establish an Ethics Committee should allow its members
to perform similar functions in other international judicial organizations. The relationships
and links between all internal and external oversight bodies should be clearly stated (for
example, what information should be provided to which body) to enhance cooperation and
prevent duplication.

Thus, in the section dealing with the prevention of conflicts of interest, the experts gave
recommendations on improving the existing tools for conflict prevention in the work of the
ICC.

No. 3. Recommendation to improve ICC reporting. T he following important
recommendations of experts in the field of supervision and control over the activities of
the ICC can be identified as recommendations related to reporting to the ICC based on
qualitative and quantitative indicators that would allow all interested parties to
evaluate the work of the ICC.

Performance indicators of judicial institutions exist in many national judicial systems and
international organizations. The International Criminal Court also needs to evaluate its
activities to ensure transparency and accountability for both participating States and the
entire international community.

To measure the effectiveness of the ICC, the data obtained are compared with data from
other courts or international organizations, including for different time periods. This requires
consistency in data collection and presentation over time so that such comparisons can be
made, as well as the standardization of relevant data collected between international
judicial institutions to enable comparisons between courts.

Such an approach would make it possible to compare and define "normality" in international
justice, i.e., recognized standards of what can be expected from the International Court of
Justice. This methodology is similar to that carried out at the national level. It could also
reduce tensions during budget formation, as budget applications could be evaluated from a
more objective point of view.

To ensure constructive work, as well as respect for the independence of judges, it is
important that performance reports are not used to evaluate judicial or prosecutorial
decisions, but performance indicators should measure data related to the administration of
justice (for example, the number of hours of meetings, the time spent on making specific
decisions, the accuracy of expected deadlines).

To assess the effectiveness of the Court, it is necessary to compile a report in which raw
data based on quantitative indicators will be presented. The data should be presented
sequentially in a form convenient for the reader. The document should be available to the
supervisory authorities and the participating States. Data collection and presentation should
be standardized so that data over several years can be compared. To compare with other
international organizations, including other international courts and tribunals, the Registrar
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should engage in dialogue with various such institutions and agree on the indicators that
can be monitored and exchanged.

Conclusions. It should be noted that the ICC has listened to the recommendations
related to reporting on the court's performance indicators.

For example, in articles 6 and 7 of the Report on the ICC's Key Performance Indicators for
2021, it is reflected that "at the meeting of the Management Research Group held on
October 20, 2021, recommendation No. 146 of the Final Report of the Independent
Examination of the International Criminal Court and the Rome Statute was positively
evaluated. The Court made several proposals to implement this recommendation to improve
the collection, standardization, and presentation of key performance indicators."

The Assembly of States Parties to the Statute of the International Criminal Court uses the
possibilities of the control and supervisory mechanisms established in Article 112 of the
Rome Statute of the ICC. The final report of September 30, 2020, prepared by a group of
international experts and containing 384 recommendations to improve the functioning of the
ICC, is an example of the use of such a mechanism. The ICC Report on Key Performance
Indicators for 2021 notes that "at the meeting of the ICC Management Research Group held
on October 20, 2021, recommendation No. 146 was evaluated positively, the court made
several proposals to implement this recommendation to improve the collection,
standardization, and presentation of key performance indicators." This allows us to conclude
that the ICC listens to these recommendations and reports to the community about which
recommendations were considered and implemented.

The Final Report under consideration, dated September 30, 2020, prepared by a group of
international experts, contains several recommendations for improving supervision and
control over the activities of international judicial institutions, using the example of the
ICC, of which the following can be distinguished.

The introduction of a three-tier management model in the ICC will allow for a clearer
delineation of the ICC's work in terms of the differences between the ICC as a judicial
institution and as an international organization for the possibility of regulating the
activities of the court by participating States, but taking into account the preservation of
the principle of judicial independence.

The establishment of a judicial audit committee, formed from external judges and
prosecutors, to conduct inspections of the administration of Justice of Chambers and the
Prosecutor's Office as necessary.

Expanding the circle of persons, starting with judges, who need to submit annual financial
disclosure reports, declarations of interest, and reports on transactions with third parties to
prevent and detect conflicts of interest at an early stage.

Improving the principles in the regulation of non-judicial activities, including the resolution
of ethical issues that may affect the independence and impartiality of judges, will increase
transparency and ensure consistency and stability in their application.

The creation of a new independent body—the ethics committee, which will perform a
preventive and advisory role for the Court and allow for the resolution of conflicts of interest
and carrying out other work in this direction.

Development and improvement of reporting on the main performance indicators in the ICC's
work, which will allow for comparison with other international organizations, including other
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international courts and tribunals, to further improve the effectiveness of the ICC.

Over the past decade, significant efforts have been made at both the national and
international levels to increase the transparency and accountability of international judicial
institutions. The Final Report of September 30, 2020, prepared by a group of international
experts, plays a vital role in improving the international criminal justice system, and
implementing its recommendations will help improve the activities of the ICC.

[1] Previously had experience as Chief Prosecutor at the International Tribunal for the
Former Yugoslavia and the International Tribunal for Rwanda, judge of the Constitutional
Court of South Africa, and Chairman of the UN International Commission of Inquiry into the
facts of the war in the Gaza Strip.
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форме «… надзора за деятельностью Международного уголовного суда», как
«Заключительный отчет независимой экспертизы». Автором выбран особый предмет
исследования: предложенные вопросы исследуются с точки зрения международного и
международного уголовного права, права международной безопасности, при этом
автором отмечено, что «Международный уголовный суд наделен широкими
полномочиями для выполнения функций, которые на него возложены…». Изучаются
международные договоры и конвенции, Римский Статут, постановления и практика
работы Международного уголовного суда, имеющие отношение к цели исследования.
Также изучается и обобщается определенный объем научной литературы «…труды …
отечественных ученых – специалистов в области международного права и правосудия…»
по заявленной проблематике, анализ и дискуссия с данными авторами-оппонентами
присутствует. При этом автор отмечает: «Ассамблея государств-участников Статута
Международного уголовного суда (далее Ассамблея МУ С) – это орган, который
осуществляют контроль и надзор за деятельностью МУ С …Ассамблея уполномочена
учреждать вспомогательные органы, позволяющие осуществлять надзор за
деятельностью МУ С, в том числе проводить инспекции, оценивать работу МУ С, проводить
расследования деятельности МУ С для повышения эффективности суда и экономичности
его деятельности».
Методология исследования. Цель исследования определена названием и содержанием
работы: «Ассамблея МУ С учредила независимую экспертную группу, основными
задачами которой являлись разработка системы рекомендаций, которые бы позволили
укрепить и улучшить деятельность МУ С и системы Римского статута, для чего экспертам
было поручено дать конкретные, достижимые и действенные рекомендации», «…в
разделе, рассматривающем предотвращение конфликта интересов, эксперты дали
рекомендации по совершенствованию уже имеющихся инструментов для
предотвращения конфликтов в работе МУ С». Они могут быть обозначены в качестве
рассмотрения и разрешения отдельных проблемных аспектов, связанных с
вышеназванными вопросами и использованием определенного опыта. Исходя из
поставленных цели и задач, автором выбрана определенная методологическая основа
исследования. Автором используется совокупность общенаучных, специально-
юридических методов познания, метод системного анализа. В частности, методы анализа
и синтеза позволили обобщить некоторые подходы к предложенной тематике и отчасти
повлияли на выводы автора. Наибольшую роль сыграли специально-юридические
методы. В частности, автором применялся формально-юридический и сравнительно
правовой методы, которые позволили провести анализ и осуществить толкование норм
действующих международных договоров и конвенций. В частности, делаются такие
выводы: «В рамках проведенной работы эксперты сравнили МУ С с другими
международными судебными учреждениями, международными организациями,
национальными и международными судами, что позволило обобщить накопленный опыт и
выявить проблемы в функционировании МУ С», «…основные проблемы, которые были
отмечены экспертами в отчете – во-первых, это несовершенство модели управления
МУ С, с учетом двойственного статуса МУ С (международная организация и
международный судебный орган), во-вторых, это вопросы, связанные с конфликтом
интересов, а в-третьих, это не эффективная система отчетности МУ С. Все эти проблемы,
по мнению экспертов, требуют детальной проработки, для чего были даны ряд
рекомендаций» и др. Таким образом, выбранная автором методология в достаточной
мере адекватна цели статьи, позволяет изучить отдельные аспекты темы. 
Актуальность заявленной проблематики не вызывает сомнений. Данная тема является
одной из важных в мире и в России, с правовой точки зрения предлагаемая автором
работа может считаться актуальной, а именно он отмечает «Предметом настоящего
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исследования является обзор «Заключительного отчета независимой экспертизы» как
формы надзора за деятельностью Международного уголовного суда (далее МУ С)». И на
самом деле здесь должен следовать анализ работ оппонентов, «Заключительного отчета
независимой экспертизы», международных договоров и конвенций, и он следует и автор
показывает умение владеть материалом. Тем самым, научные изыскания в
предложенной области стоит только приветствовать. 
Научная новизна. Научная новизна предложенной статьи не вызывает сомнения. Она
выражается в отдельных научных выводах автора. Среди них, например, такой: «…
данную трехуровневую модель следует использовать в качестве инструмента для
обеспечения эффективного и действенного управления, уточнения линий отчетности и
улучшения сотрудничества между заинтересованными сторонами. В рамках данной
модели предусмотрено создание судебно-ревизионного комитета для контроля и
надзора за отправлением правосудия». Как видно, указанный и иные «теоретические»
выводы, например «Для обеспечения конструктивности работы, а также уважения
независимости судей важно, чтобы отчеты о показателях эффективности не
использовались для оценки судебных или прокурорских решений, однако показатели
эффективности должны измерять данные, связанные с отправлением правосудия …»
могут быть использованы в дальнейших исследованиях. Таким образом, материалы
статьи в представленном виде могут иметь определенный интерес для научного
сообщества. 
Стиль, структура, содержание. Тематика статьи соответствует специализации журнала
«Международное право и международные организации», так как посвящена такой
форме «… надзора за деятельностью Международного уголовного суда», как
«Заключительный отчет независимой экспертизы». В статье присутствует аналитика по
научным работам оппонентов, поэтому автор отмечает, что уже ставился вопрос,
близкий к данной теме и автор использует их материалы, дискутирует с оппонентами.
Содержание статьи соответствует названию, так как автор рассмотрел заявленные
проблемы, достиг цели своего исследования. Качество представления исследования и
его результатов следует признать доработанным. Из текста статьи прямо следуют
предмет, задачи, методология, результаты исследования, научная новизна. Оформление
работы соответствует требованиям, предъявляемым к подобного рода работам.
Существенные нарушения данных требований не обнаружены.
Библиография. Следует высоко оценить качество представленной и использованной
научной литературы. Присутствие современной научной литературы показало
обоснованность выводов автора. Труды приведенных авторов соответствуют теме
исследования, обладают признаком достаточности, способствуют раскрытию отдельных
аспектов темы. 
Апелляция к оппонентам. Автор провел анализ текущего состояния исследуемой
проблемы. Автор описывает точки зрения оппонентов на проблему, аргументирует более
правильную по его мнению позицию, опираясь на работы оппонентов, предлагает
варианты решения проблем. 
Выводы, интерес читательской аудитории. Выводы являются логичными, конкретными
«Заключительный отчет от 30 сентября 2020 г., подготовленный группой международных
экспертов, выполняет важную роль в совершенствовании системы международного
уголовного правосудия, а выполнение его рекомендаций поможет улучшить
деятельность МУ С». Статья в данном виде может быть интересна читательской аудитории
в плане наличия в ней систематизированных позиций автора применительно к
заявленным в статье вопросам. На основании изложенного, суммируя все
положительные и отрицательные стороны статьи рекомендую «опубликовать».
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