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1. MEETING DETAILS

11118 Regional Preparatory Meeting for the Launch of a Global Judicial Int¢
Network
'ZLUSW Vienna International Centre, Vienna, Austria

DEVCE 24-25 August 2017

CETIEEDIEM Total 0f34 judicialparticipants including:

1 JudiciaDelegations from

0] Albania

(i) Azerbaijan

(iii) Belarus

(iv) Bosnia andHerzegovina
(v) Bulgaria

(vi) Croatia

(vii)  Estonia

(viii)  Georgia

(ix) Lithuania

(x) Luxembourg

(xi) Malta

(xii)  Montenegro
(xiiiy  Poland

(xiv) Qatar

(xv)  Republic of Moldova
(xvi)  Romania
(xvii) Russian Federation

(xviii) Serbia
(xix)  Slovakia
(xx)  Spain

(xxi)  Turkey
(xxii)  Ukraine

An additional 10 participants attended to represent judicial netveprkink-
tanks and associations:

@ Research Institute of JuditiSystems (IRSIG)

(i) European Network of Councils For the Judiciary (ENCJ)

@iy /2YY2ygSIFHtGK al3AadNrdSaqQ +y
(iv) International Association of Judges (IAJ)

() International Association of Women Judges (IAWJ)

(vi) Judicial Integrity Group (JIG)

(vi)  Group of States Against Corruption (GRECO)

(viii)  Venice Commission




2 Chief Justices attended the meeting (Azerbaijan and Croatia).

The Permanent Missions of Belarus, Frand@atar and Turkey sen
representativego observe the deliberations.

6 members ofJNODC HQ staff attendéal provide secretariat support and ass
in delivery of the conference.

Moderators

Mr Oliver Stolpe, Senior Programme Officer, UNODC
Justice Marin Mrcela, President, GRECO
Justice Rudolf Mellinghoff, JIG
Judge Jose Igreja Matds,J
Ms Candice Welsch, Chigfiplementation Support Sectioorruption
and Economic Crime BrandhNODC.
(LTI GIMEL - UNODC Headquarters in Vienna, Austria
Agencies
INGIGTEE GLOZ 82
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2. BACKGROUND

Assessments conducted by UNODC and others throughout all regions of the world hawentinagain
confirmed that many citizens perceive th€r2 dzy (JublibeSyst@masopaque, difficult to access and prone

to corruption. As such, corruption in the justice sector is a major impediment to the achievement of
Sustainable Development Gog@DG 16, aimed at the promotion of peaceful and inclusive societies for
sustainable development, the provision of access to justice for all, and building effective, accountable
institutions at all levels.

International standards have been developed to supjpuadicial integrity and prevention of corruption in the
Judiciary. ThBangalore Principles on Judicial Conduct provide a frameworkor judicial conduct and establish
important standards for ethical conduct pfdges.Article 11 of theUnited Nations Convention against
Corruption (UNCAC) emphasizes the crucial role of the judiciary in combating corruption and recognizes that
in order to play this role effectively, the judiciary itself must be free of corruption and its members must act
with integrity. Accordingly, it requires each State Party to (a) take measures to strengthen integrity among
members of the judiciary, and (b) take measures to prevent opportunities for corruptimng members of

the judiciary.

The Doha Declaratidpadoptedat the UNCongress on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justidgoril 2015,
underlinad the principles of judiciary integrity and corruption prevention in the justice system and reaffirmed
GKS O2YYAlYSyd 27F {idGrGSa G2 avYlF{1S SOSNER SFF2NI
measures aimed at enhancing transparency in public astnation and promoting the integrity and
accountability of our criminal justice systems, in accordance with the United Nations Convention against

/ 2 NNHzLJG A 2 Yy D€

TheUnited Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC), as guardian of the Convention, servesSasretariat

to the Conference of the States Parties to UNCAC. In this role, UNODC services the Implementation Review
Mechanism(IRM) for the Convention. The Second Cycle of the Review Mechanism, launched in 2016,
addresses the implementation of Chapteofithe Convention, which includdsticle 11.

In 2016, following the adoption of the Doha Declaration, UNODC with the support of the Government of the
State of Qatar, launched th@lobal Programme for the Implementation of the Doha Declaration: Towards the
Promotion of a Culture of Lawfulnesghe Global Programme focuses on four intelated components:
strengtheningjudicial integrity and the prevention of corruption; fosteringrisoner rehabilitation and social
integration; preventing youth crime through sports; and encouragirgyculture of the rule of law in schools

and universitiesi K N2 dz3 K (i KdScatibnfor Juskide@dd &3S W

With a view to strengthening judicial integrity and preventing opportunities in the justice system, the project
aims tolaunch aGlobal Judicial Integrity Network. Theobjective ofNetwork is to advance the networking of
judges around the topic of judicial integrity, provide an easily accessible database of resources, good practices
and other materials, develop new toolsrfjudiciaries, and facilitate the provision of technical cooperation to
assist judiciaries in the development and implementation of specific measures and systems aimed at
enhancing judicial integrity and preventiaf corruption in the justice systemAganst this background,

TheDoha Declaration was adopted at the UN Crime Congress in 2015 to integrate crime prevention and criminal justice
into the wider United Nations agenda to address social and economic challenges and to promote the rule of law at the
national and internationklevel.
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UNODC convenedame-day workshop with representatives of the Supreme Courts filoerEuropeanegion
to prepare the launch of a Global Judicial Integrity Network.

3. OBJECTIVES
The workshop was conducted withe following objectives

1 Raise awareness among members of the judiciary regarding the proposal for the creation of a Global
Judicial Integrity Network;

1 Collect the ongoing efforts, good practices and priorities of judiciaries across regions in terms of
strengthening judiciahtegrity;

1 Assesghe needs and expectations of judiciaries in terms of capdmityding support, advisory
services, tools, networking opportunities and other resources which could be provided through a
Global Judicial Integrity Network and relatpthtform of resources and serviceand to identify
members of the judiciary and judicial administration who would be interested to join the Network
once launched; and

1 Identify members of the judiciary and judicial administration who would be interestgaining the
network.

The workshop was designed to promote dialogue and exchange of ideas betwegedittiariesof European
countries on a broad range to topics of interet the region, these included:

1 Risk mapping, qualitative assessments, surveysit inspections, performance evaluations, vetting
and appointment, public outreach, court transparency

1 Enforcing Codes of Conduct, establishing complaints mechanisms, protecting reporting persons,
integrating professional ethics and integrity into jcidi education

4. SUMMARY

Welcoming and Opening Remarks

OUIVER STOLPE

The regional workshopas heldon 24-25 August 2011 Vienna, Austriavith welcoming remarks frorvir
John Brandolino, Director UNODC Division of Treaty Affaildr Brandolinoinformed participants that the
judicial integrity component of the Glob&ogramme to implement the Doha Declaration aims to turn
principles into practice&ind to assist judiciaries in the implementation of measures to promote intedigy.
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further explained that the goal is to bringgetherjudiciaries to consolidatand disseminaté¢he knowledge
that alreadyexists

Session | — Regional Development in Judicial Integrity

In this sessiohJr NIIA OA LI yia 6SNB LINPPARSR gAGK | oF Ol ANRdzyF
Gountry delegatioswere then giverthe opportunity to address the plenary to highlight important steps being
taken to enhance judicial integrity or existiogallenges as well expectatioatthe event
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Mr Oliver Stolpe, UNODC Senior Programme Offioéthe Global Programmearovided the background to
'bh5/ Qa ¢2N)] 2 yandeaphihdad inlnfore detaill tBeTgbidis (o@tisurrent judicialintegrity
MOALF GABSDd 1S SELXFAYSR (KIG ! bh5/ Q& 62N] Ay (KAA
concerning violations of judicial officeorruptionand misconduct. Through this wqrk became clear that

there was a need for bettechannels to connect judges and judiciaries and to give judges a much stronger
voice in the work being undertakehle explained that the planned network aims to address requests from
judiciaries for guidance and access to tools, standards and training.

The floor was then opened to participants to provide regional perspectives:

1 In recent years many countries in the region have undergone rigorous judicial reform that
included for example: the removal of military courts, a systematic review of reguita acts, the
enactment of judicial codes of conduct, ethics handbooks, and monitoéng evaluationof court
staff.

9 Several participants underlined theeed to maintaina strong focus on the importance of judicig
independence, in particular from statpressure and outside influence.

9 Itwas also noted that strengtheningtegrity must includemagistrates, prosecutordawyersand
other justice sector stakeholders




Further insight was provided by representatives of judicial associationargiRdorruptionbodies:

1 GRECO explained that it is an aatrruption monitoring body within Europe. The participants wer
informed that since 2012 GRECO has been assessing what measures have been put in p
membersstates to combat corruption. GRECO has concluded approximately 45 evaluations g
currently assessing what recommendatisrhave been implemented. Thematic areas identifig
include: framework tools and mechanisms, recruitment, conflict of interest, asleelarations, gifts
and benefits confidentiality and interaction and immunities.

1 The IAWJ emphasized the need to be inclusive and to overcome sexism and gender stereoty
this end the IAWJ is committed to building bridges and networks to work tihge.

I TheENCJ expressed concern thatam® countries there are many safeguards for independence
GKSe8 R2 y20 62N] LNRLISNIied 9b/ W Ifaz2 NIsand!
judicial office as a threat to the image and trust thdhe public has of the judiciary.

1 The IAJ explained that they are cooperating with the UNODC projeltich they consider to be
crucial for the future of the judiciary. They expressed concern that their recent European sy
revealed that in the last 5 yars 68% of survey takers considered the statardtitutional integrity
to have worsened. A major problem is undue influence upon judicial appointments.

 The CCJE also underlined that a major problem for the region is how the state can infrings
integrity of the judiciary.




Session ll: Strengthening Integrity and Preventing Corruption in the Judiciary

Justice Duro Sessa, President of the Supme Court of the Republic of@tia and Vice President of the CCJE
presented on practices in Council Blirope Member Statefor evaluating judges. He explained that the
current trend in Europe is to have more frequent evaluaticars] thatthere is avariation between formal

and informal evaluation methods iMember Sates. Hec2 Y 1 A Y dzS R (2 &t thinBosmal / / W¢
evaluations should be established by primary legislation. He highlighted the fundamental risk with judicial
evaluationswhich is that any individual evaluation of judges must maintain respect for judicial independence.
When anindividualevaluation has consequees forr 2 dzitan®t@r salaryand pension or may even

lead to his or her removal from office, there is a risk that the evaluated judge will not decide cases according

to his or her objective interpretation of the facts and tlasv, but in a way that may be thought to please the
evablators.

Judge Rodica Aida Popa, Criminal Division of the High Court of Cassation and JustiRemaniapresented
onWAYGSaANRiGe Ay GKS | liddparfichlad the ngcBssity Ider@uring Strustl inJsodd Q
NEfFiA2YyaKALIAD® {KS LINPOARSR G(G(KS SEINRI Sa2F2 MiKIS LN
Judges, Prosecutors anaviyers has been signed (2015). The Charter addresses in separate Chapters: the rule
of law and jutice, the specificity of functions, ethics and deolatgy, the formation of judgegqrosecubrs,

and lawyers and continuas interprofessional dialogue between practitioners. The Charter contains 24
WLINA Y OALX SaQ NBI FFANYA vdhorityKrécogyiddtie signficaNla afBwyérs it K S
enforcing the law andespecting the fundamental rights and guarantees of the judiciary. Judge Popa also
informed participants that as a result of recent reforroanflict of interest is now an offiece under the
Romanian Criminal Code.

Prof. Dr. Aurelijus Gutauskas, Judge of theCriminal Law Division &upreme Court of Lithuania, presented on
the principle provisiors of jdzR 3 $tklcs in Lithuanian. Judge Gutausk@i®w upon his experience as
Chairpersorof the Lithuanian Ethics and dDipline Commission to provide an insight into the composition,
functions and formation of the Commission. Under Lithuanian,ldigciplinary liability can arise where an
action demeaing the judicial office is present, such as an act incompatible with {adigaour, in conflict
with the code ofethics, orthat constitutesmisconduct in officénegligent performancef anyspecific duty

of a judge or mission to act without a goodause) He provided an overview of the principles tlaa¢ applied

to investigations into violationsnamely that the investigation must be objective and impartial, whilst
remaining comprehensive and versatile.

Mr Francesco Contini, Researcher, IRSl@eliveredalLINS A Sy G A2y 2y KAa (K2dzaKI
ONI YATF2NXIFGA2YQd Ly LI NGAOdz I NJ KS RA&AO0OdzaaSR gKI
judicial transformation and the potential systemic risks suclirespursuit ofefficiencysavingdeading to less

time for proper consideration of cases and judicial action being delegated to electronic devices. He suggested
that, where administrative functions are delegated #technological systemmit is important to carefully

monitor how such systems are operating and what effect this might have on independent adjudication.




The floor was then opened for discussion:

i Participants highlighted,that despite the existence of international normsnd although
many countries have enacted Judicial Codes of Coneuioe redity in practice is different.

9 Participants agreed thatnonitoring and evaluatng in country practice and implementation
was crucial.

I The Venice Commission explained their function with regard to the internal independend
judges. It was highlightedhat in the region the vetting of the judiciary has become a majg
issue. The Commission has developed a checklist to provide a fair and comparg
assessment of the various factors relevantitedependence of the judiciary and the rule ¢
law (http://www.venice.coe.int/webforms/documents/default.aspx?pdffile=CDL

AD(2016)007)
T 5dz2NAy3 RA&AOdzaarzya (KS GASs 61 & Sakadehpan
or tool for politicians who are seeking to influence the judiciary.
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Session Il - Strengthening Integrity and Preventing Corruption in the Judiciary

Judge Sergey Rudakov, Deputy Chief Justice, Pident of the Disciplinary Chamber of the Supreme Cofirt
Russia, focused in particular on ttapic of confict of interest.He expressed the view that settling conflicts

of interest is one of the most imptant anti-corruption tasks to ensure the proper functioning of the legal
system. Judge Rudakov suggested that benefit would be gained by publishing a list of potential situations that
could result in a conflict of interest and ways in which to resolve sanfiicts. Such a tool would assist judges

and judiciaries in early identification gbtential conflicts of interestJudge Rudakosuggestedsome key
principles for the settlement of conflicts of interest:

0] Protection ofihterests of the law(x; a judge must adopt decisions based only upon the law.

(i) Ensuringhe open nature ofustice.

(iii) Personal responsibility of the Judgehe Judge must be personally responsible for upholding the
balance between lawful and personal interests.

(iv) Introduction of ginciples of honesty and impatrtiality into the system of adoption of decisions.

Ms Nuria Diaz Abad, President of the ENCJ, described the work of the BiN@drticular theseries of reports
produced during the last 105 years. The 20045 Report on BEvaluation of Judges
(https://www.encj.eu/images/stories/pdf/workinggroups/judgesevaluation2005 pavas highlighted This

report came to the conclusion that fewoantries address ethical aspects in the evaluation of judges and,
where this is taken into consideration, it is related principally to professional activities. Thel3(Rdport

on Disciplinary Proceedings and Liability of Judiggggs://www.csm1909.ro/ViewFile.ashx?quid=056d4248
5448427 7-ae64f6el0a758acd%7CIinfoCyMas also cited in this report links between disciplinary
frameworksandjudicial ethics were anatgd, and minimum standards and indicators regarding these areas
are establishedin concludingMs! 6 F R L2 AYGSR 2dzi GKIG aKS o0StASgSa
and called for participants to work together to achgeit.
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Judge Susana Ester Medina, Presidentof the IAWJ, provided an informative presentation on the topic of
ASEG2NIA2YT WIKS 1 06dza8S 2F LR66SNI G2 200 A-gbrruptdrE dzl f
community focuses mainly dinancial impropriety whereas little attention is paid to situations whereby sex
rather than money is the demand. She explained that sextortion has a sexual component and a corruption
component. She suggested that in order to change attitudes and behdM®A & A 0 Af A G Q Ydzad ¢
includes: naming the problem, identifying barriers, identifying legal remedies, and formulating an action plan.

Judge Galina Toneva-Dacheva, Judge of the Supreme Court of CassatdrBulgariadescribed thecourt
inspection systen whichwasset up n 2007 Inspections take place on the issues of conflict of interest and
asset declarations. Inspections are finalized with a report which contains a concrete position on whether
integrity principles have been violate@ihe eport is submitted to the Judicial Counailhich decides on the
further course of actionindividuals are granted the opportunity for a hearing and to make submissions on
their behalf.

Judge Wenceslao Olea Godoy, Judge President of the Disciplinary Commission of the General Council for the
Juliciary of Spain provided an insight into the judicial integrity framework and issues in Spain., Here
behaviour of Judges is addressed lmpde ofconduct, and the Geneal Council of the Judiciary has appointed

a committee to draft acode ofethics. The difficulty being experienced is the ongoing debate as td thvba
impact of thecodes shou be, in particular whether breaches of thedes should be punishable.

TheQuestion and answer session provided the following insights:

1 Differing views exist as to whether aode of ethics should form the basis for disciplinar
proceedings.

9 It is vital that the development ofcodes is conducted by judges,aade of ethics orconduct
cannot be seemy Judges as something imposed upon them.

1 There is a variation between judiciaries in the region regarding enactmentades ofethics
and codes of conduct and also the existence of an independent body for monitoring &
enforcement.

12




Session |V - The Global Judicial Integrity Network

Ms. Roberta Solis, Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Offi¢cdKODC presentd an outline of the
proposed objectives and functions of the Global Judicial Integrity Network.

@unooc .

o

Networking for Integrity w

é

)
Connecting judges to support each g
other in upholding judicial integrity (7] a
and preventing corruption in the
justice system:

— Regular in-person network meetings

= Virtual meetings

— Thematic discussion fora

1) Networking forlntegrity

The Network is proposed to connect judges to support eattter in upholding judicial integrity and
preventing corruption in the justice system-by

1 Holding regulain-personmeetings;
1 Holdingvirtual meetings;

9 Establishing thematidiscussiorfor a.

2) Resource®r Integrity

The Network is proposed to provide judges and other stakeholders withesstop-shop database and
website consisting of

1 Knowledge productgé€search and analysis, policy documentgidelines, standards and norjns

1 Resource materialétraining manuals, computdbased training tools, checklists and daase of
disciplinary decisions).

3) Technical and Policy Adeior Integrity
The Network will also provideidges with technical assistance, including
1 Assessments, surveys and studies

1 Legal and policy rdfting support (strategies and action plans, codes of conduct, performance
evaluation, income and asset declaratigpstems court inspections, complaindnd disciplinary
mechanismsetc);

1 Capacitybuilding, peetto-peer learning and training, etc.

4) Next Steps
A successful implementatioof the Global Judicial Integrity Netwoirkplies the following next steps

1 AdditionalRegional preparatorgneetingsfor the Launch of the Network
13



Further sakeholder scoping andeeds assessmesit
Continued aitreachto various judicial stakeholders
Research on existing materials and resources

Development of toolssuch as a judicial ethics training packégenewly appointed judges

= =/ =4 4 =4

Global Jdicial Integrity Network launcm April 2018

Ms Solis alspresented the preliminary results of a recently launched online survey (which can be accessed
and completechere http://icts -surveys.unog.ch/index.php/569437?newtest=Y&lang=ém gather inputs

from judges and different stakeholders about priority issuesgerging topics, as well as tools and resources

to be developed through the Global Judicial Integrity Network.

Judge José Igreja Matos, of the IAJ shared his thoughts on the importance of the Global Judicial Integrity
Network

1) Structuralg judicial integrity is a key issue for Judgesinceit is central to what Baroness
Hale described as the four cornerstones of judicial office (independence, quality, diver:
and incorruptibility).

2) Global Dimensior the question of ethics is transnational.

3) Technical Resourceghere is strong demand foa great variety of technical tols and
resources in support of the development and implementation of measuresttengthen
judicial integrity, for exampleresource databases and peacal guidanceare important,
as judicial work is often solitary.

Dividedin smalkr groups the participants discussed

1) Priority challenges and emerging issues
2) Development of technical tools and trainintaterials and

3) Opportunities for exchanging experiences and the structure oiNgisvork.

Through these discussionsseries of recommendations for tkéobalNetwork emerged.

14
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PRIORITY CHALLENGES AND EMERGING ISSUES

U Language and translation is a key issuélhe work and products of the network should be universally
accessible and thysvhere possible, shoulde available within all UN languageslso, ndividual
jurisdictiors could undertake (through a designated national point of contact)ramslate key
documents

U Training is a key need, particularly at the beginning of a judicial career.

U The threat to independence presented by tfrevolving door’ between political and judicial caresr
is a significant challenge.

U Consideration should be given to a stronger incorporation of the téngependence’ within the
Network.

U Some countries haveconstitutions that do notprotect theindependence of individual judges

U Careful consideration musbntinue tobe given to thesecurity of the online platform (server).

DEVELOPMENT OF TECHNICAL TOOLS & TRAINING MATERIALS

U A periodic newsletter should be produced; this could include for xeample,case lawor recent
developments in the field of judicial integrity.

U Considerationcould be givend developing &measuring tool’ to measure and evaluate judicial
integrity.

U A‘glossary’ of conflict of interest scenario@nd how best to resolve them caléssisthe participants
of the Network.

NETWORK STRUCTURE

U Theresearch community should be involved to provide valuable insight into emerging issues.

U Thematic working groups could be established focussiog specialist areas (thmandatefor which
would be provided bythe Networkand might includefor example technology andligitization).

U Formation of the network should includesigned charter or a set of guidelines, to include principles
and aworking system.

U Development of the network should bghased, it is not practicable for all features to be operational
immediately.

U Thestructure should be ‘inclusive’ so as to allow judgegudicial associatiorsndother justice sector
stakeholdes to participate

U The network should makeise of various channels of communications: online platform, video
conferendng and face to faceonnections and conferences.

0 Judges should be able twnnect with the network directly on an individual levelHowever the
existence of anational point of contact may assist in coordinating national, regional and
international network activitiesnd hep with language barriers

THE ADVISORY FUNCTION OF THE NETWORK

U There was considerable discussionapeating both a policy advisory functi@md an ethics advisory
functionin the Network

U The policyadvisoryfunctionwould assit judges in managemefiinctions for exampleassistinghief
justices or other headsf courtin desigring, implementng and evaluatig measures tostrengthen
judicial integrity

The ethics function would seek to assiglividual judges in resolving ethical dilemma.

15




U0 Suggestios includel:
o0 The function should allow for direct engagement by individual members
o Engagement through a national point of contact should be for gemedady matters.
o0 Astmay not be feasible to provide case specific advice for judigesNetwork couldtconsider
advisingon available resources or information to assist judges in dealing with ethical issues.

Session V — The Way Ahead

Mr Oliver Stolpe, UNODC Senior Programme Offioéthe Global Programmegrovided an overview of the
planned next stepfor development of the Networkhese included:

(i) 3-4 COctober 2017, Regional Preparatory Meeting for francophone African judiciames
OuagadougouBurkina Faso.

(i) 16-17 October 2017, Regional Preparatory Meeting for anglophone African judiciaries
Swakopmund, Namibia.

(i) April 2018, Launch of the Global Judicial Integrity Netwdflenna, Austria.
He also explained that the intention is to create a netwihit has an effective working structure, but remains
inclusive and open. At the laah event in April partners will have an opportunity ¢ontribute to the

discussions on a wide range of themes and work streams.

Mr Stolpe ended by thanking participants for their valued input at the meeting.
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Appendix 1Meeting Programme

Regional Preparatory Meeting for the Launch &labal
Judicial Integrity Network

Vienna, Austria
Vienna International Centre
Conference Room C17%loor, Building C
24-25 August 2017

Programme

[m] 5 [m]

i
[=]

| http:/ /bit.ly/gjindocs ‘
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Introduction

Article 11 of the United Nations Convention against Corruption (UNCAC) emphasizes the crucial role of the
judiciary in combating corruption and recognizes that in order to play this role effectively, the judiciary itself
must be free of corruption and itsiembers must act with integrity. Accordingly, it requires each State Party

to (a)take measures to strengthen integrity among members of the judiciary(l@take measures to prevent
opportunities for corruption among members of the judiciary.

Theterma@ Ay G SANARGEE Ay IINIAOES mmMI Ay AdGa& |LIWX AOFGAZY
concept that refers to the ability of the judicial system or an individual member of the judiciary to resist
corruption, while fully respecting the coralues of independence, impatrtiality, personal integrity, propriety,
equality, competence and diligence. These values are identified Bahgalore Principles of Judicial Congduct

and elaborated comprehensively in t@@mmentary on the Bangalore Priregpof Judicial Conduct

In 2016, the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) launched a global project to provide sustained
support and delivery of technical assistance to Member States in specific areas covered by the Doha
Declaration, adoptedat the United Nations Congress on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justices in 2015,
including strengthening judicial integrity and the prevention of corruption in the justice system. In particular,

the Doha Declaration reaffirmed the commitment of Statesit  { S S@SNE STFF2NI G2 L
corruption, and to implement measures aimed at enhancing transparency in public administration and
promoting the integrity and accountability of our criminal justice systems, in accordance with the United
Nations@ Y @Sy GA2Yy | 3L AYyald [/ 2NNUzZLIGA 2y d§

The mplementation of the Doha Declaration will be an important enabler for the achievement of the
{dzadGF Ayl otS 5S@St2LISyd D2Ffa FyR ! ASYRF WHnonZ LI
societies for susiaable development, provide access to justice for all and build effective, accountable and
AyOf dzaA @S AyadAddziaAzya 4G Fftf fS@Staoveé wStS@OFyd O
national and international levels and ensure egaakess to justice for all), 16.5 (Substantially reduce
corruption and bribery in all their forms) and 16.6 (Develop effective, accountable and transparent institutions

at all levels).

UNODC, as guardian of the Convention, serves as Secretariat to tleeeDoefof the States Parties to UNCAC.

In this role, UNODC services the Implementation Review Mechanism for the Convention. The Second Cycle of
the Review Mechanism, launched in 2016, addresses the implementation of Chapter Il of the Convention,
which incudes article 11. The Global Judicial Integrity Network, described further below, will provide a
platform for accessing relevant resources, good practices and other materials that will assist in the successful
participation in, and followup to, the reviewprocess.

18




The Global Judicial Integrity Network

To support States and their judiciaries to fully implement article 11 of UNCAC, in line wiatigalore
Principles the judicial integrity project aims to establish a Global Judicial Integrity Netwarlenfobers of
judiciaries throughout the world, harnessing the expertise and experience of judges, national and regional
associations of judges, judicial administration officials and other stakeholders. The Global Judicial Integrity
Network will become a pl&drm to support Judiciaries in the following areas:

W Exchange of best practices and lessons learned on priority challenges and emerging issues in judicial
integrity and the prevention of corruption through regularperson and virtual meetings of the
Gladbal Network;

(@) Creation of a database of relevant resources;

() Development of tools, practical guidance manuals and training programmes, that can be tailored to

the relevant legal system, professional cultures and national challenges;

W Provision of peeto-peer advisory services, training and other capabitilding support in the area
of judicial integrity and professionalism;

W Assessments of integrity risks in the criminal justice chain and in the development of effective
responses to the risks iderigfl; and

() Development and implementation of codes of conduct and the establishment of effective oversight
and accountability mechanisms for Judiciaries and judicial support #tdffising in legislative
drafting, the preparation and implementation afodes of conduct, the development of training
programmes and the establishment of effective accountability and oversight mechanisms.

In order to establish the Global Judicial Integrity Network, as a foundational pillar of the judicial integrity
project, UNDDC proposes to hold a series of regional exfgsmtl meetings of senior members of the judiciary
to identify global priorities in judicial integrity and the prevention of corruption, with a view to:

1 Raise awareness among members of the judiciary regaittiie proposal for the creation of a Global
Judicial Integrity Network;

1 Collect the ongoing efforts, good practices and priorities of judiciaries across regions in terms of
strengthening judicial integrity;

1 Assesghe needs and expectations of judiciasien terms of capacitpuilding support, advisory
services, tools, networking opportunities and other resources which could be provided through a
Global Judicial Integrity Network and related platform of resources and sendodsto identify
members of he judiciary and judicial administration who would be interested to join the Network
once launched; and

1 Identify members of the judiciary and judicial administration who would be interested in joining the
network.

UNODC plans to support the Global Judicitdgrity Network through effective secretariat support services,
including the development of a website, resource database, outreach and administration, culminating in a
HighLevel Launch of the Global Judicial Integrity Network with an inaugural coctene 2018.
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Agenda

Day One: 24 August 2017

08.00 - 09.30 Registration
09.30 -09.45 Opening Session
Welcome remarks by John Brandolino, Director, Division for Treaty Affairs, UNODC
09.45 -11.00 Session I: Presentation of Regional Developments in Judicial Integrity
Each country delegation will have the opportunity to address the plenary to highlight impg
steps being taken to enhance judicial integrity or existing challenges as well expectations fr
event
 Moderator: Oliver Stolpe, Senior Programme Officer, UNODC
11.00-11.15 Coffee Break
11.15-12.30 Session lI: Strengthening Integrity and Preventing Corruption in the Judiciary

Panellists will focus in their presentations on specific measures adopted in their jurisdictiot
regard to issues such as using assessment tools, risk mapping, qualitative assessments,
courts inspections as well as performance evaluationtals to monitor and identify integrity
challenges; integrating integrity related aspects into vetting and appointments procedures;
public outreach and court transparency measures to strengthen external monitoring of integ
the public and to istil public confidence in the judiciary.

T  Moderator: Justice Marin Mrcela, President, Group of States against Corruption, Council of
Europe

9 Panel:
Duro Sessa, Chief Justice, Croatia; Vice-President, Consultative Council of European Judges
(CCIE)
Rodica Popa, Judge, Criminal Chamber of the High Court of Cassation and Justice, Romania
Aurelijus Gutauskas, Judge, Criminal Case Division, Supreme Court, Chairman, Judicial Ethics
and Discipline Commission, Lithuania
Francesco Contini, Research Institute of Judicial Systems (IRSIG)

i Open Discussion

12.30 ¢ 14.30

Lunch
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14.30-16.00

Session lll: Strengthening Integrity and Preventing Corruption in the Judiciary (cont.)

Panellists will focus in their presentations on specific measures adopted in their jurisdictiol
regard to issues such asrengthening and enforcing Codes of Conduct; establishing comp
mechanisms and protecting reporting persons; and integgafirofessional ethics, integrity an
the prevention of corruption into judicial education.

Moderator: Justice Rudolf Mellinghoff, Judicial Integrity Group (JIG)
 Panel:
Sergey Rudakov, Deputy Chief Justice, President of the Disciplinary Chamber of the Supreme
Court, Russia
Wenceslao Olea Godoy, Judge, President, Disciplinary Commission, General Council for the
Judiciary, Spain
Galina Toneva-Dacheva, Judge, Supreme Court of Cassation, Bulgaria
Nuria Abad, European Networks of Councils for the Judiciary (ENCJ)
Susana Medina, Judge, International Association of Women Judges (IAWJ)
9 Open Discussion

16.00-16.10 Coffee Break
16.10-17.30 Session IV: Introduction on the Global Judicial Integrity Network
Presentation of the proposed features, objectives and structure of the Network by UNODC
e  Moderator: Judge José Igreja Matos, International Association of Judges (1AJ)
e Presentation by Roberta Solis, Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Officer, UNODC
17.30-19.30 Social Event
Day Two: 25 August 2017
10.00 - 11.00 Session V: The Global Judicial Integrity Network - Group Discussion

The session aim® identify concrete and actionable steps for the development of the Gl
Judicial Integrity Network. Based on the presentation by UN@@tipants, divided into smalle
groups, will discuss how to make the Network a reality, including priorities, proposetiesctind
governance.

UNODC will facilitate the discussions, and groups will identify a moderator and a rapporteu
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9 Small Groups Discussions on: i) priority challenges and emerging issues; ii) development of
technical tools and training materials; and iii) opportunities for exchanging experiences and
structure of the Network.

11.00-11.15

Coffee Break

11.15-12.15

Session VI: The Global Judicial Integrity Network — Expectations and Needs

The rapporteurs of the smaller groups present in a moderptatl the ideas formulated durin
the previous session, and the plenary debates these conclusions in order to p
recommendations for the development of the Network.

f  Moderator: Candice Welsch, Chief, Implementation Support Section, Corruption and
Economic Crime Branch, UNODC

Panel: Rapporteurs of the smaller groups

Open discussion regarding the Network, its services, functions and resources

f
f

12.15-12.45

Session VII: The Way Ahead

9 Summary of the next steps and General Discussion
9 Facilitator: Oliver Stolpe, Senior Programme Officer, UNODC

12.45-13.00

Closing Session
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UNODC Regional Preparatory Meeting br the

=vomcacove— Launch of the Global Judicial Integrity
Network
Vienna, 24- 25 August 2017

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Albania

Manjola XHAXHO, Judge

Azerbaijan

Ramiz RZAYEV, Chief Justice, Supreme Court

Farid MADATLI, Head, International Relations Department, Supreme Court
Belarus

Irina TYLETS, Judge, Supreme Court

Igor MISHKORUDNY, Counsellor, Permanent Mission to the United Nations

Bosnia and Herzegovina

Slavica CINDRAK, Judge, Supreme Court

Bulgaria

Galina Nikolaeva TONEVA-DACHEVA, Judge, Supreme Court of Cassation

Croatia

Duro SESSA, Chief Justice, Vice-President, Consultative Council of European Judges (CCJE)
Estonia

Karin LEICHTER, Judicial Training Advisor, Supreme Court

France
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Mathilde OLLIVIER, Attachée, Permanent Mission to the United Nations

Georgia

Aleksandre IASHVILI, Judge, Criminal Cases Panel, Thilisi City Court
Greece

Sofia MAGOULA, Judge, Supreme Court

Lithuania

Aurelijus GUTAUSKAS, Judge, Criminal Case Division, Supreme Court, Chairman, Judicial Ethics
and Discipline Commission

Luxembourg
Lotty PRUSSEN, President of the Chamber, Court of Appeal
Malta

Danielle PACE GRIMA, Training Administrator, Judicial Studies Committee, Courts of Justice
Department

Montenegro
Marina KALEZIC, Advisor, Supreme Court
Poland

Malgorzata WASEK-WIADEREK, Head, Criminal Division, Research and Analysis Office, Supreme
Court

Qatar
Hassan AL-MOHANNADI, President, Court of Appeal

Omar GHANIM, Director, International Cooperation Unit, Office of the Chief Justice
Ahmed Hassan AL-KUWARI, Chief of Staff, Office of the Chief Justice

Republic of Moldova

Valeriu DOAGA, Judge, Supreme Court of Justice
Romania
Rodica-Aida POPA, Judge, Criminal Chamber, High Court of Cassation and Justice
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Russian Federation

Sergey RUDAKOV, Deputy Chief Justice, President, Disciplinary Judicial Chamber, Supreme Court
Georgy BORISOV, Leading Consultant, International Cooperation, Supreme Court
Serbia

Biljana SINANOVIC, Justice, Supreme Court of Cassation

Slovakia

Andrej WOLF, Assistant to Judge, Criminal Division, Supreme Court

Peter SUTARIK, Assistant to Judge, Criminal Division, Supreme Court

Spain

Wenceslao Francisco OLEA GODOQY, General Council of the Judiciary
Switzerland

Katharina FREY BOSSONI, Counsellor, Permanent Mission to the United Nations
Turkey

Mustafa SALDIRIM, Assistant General Secretary, Court of Cassation

Halil AKKIZ, Judge, Council of Judges and Prosecutors

Huseyin Cem EREN, Judge, Council of Judges and Prosecutors

Huseyin HANCER, Counsellor, Permanent Mission to the United Nations

Ukraine

Bohdan POSHVA, Judge, Supreme Court

Other Organizations

Research Institute of Judicial Systems (IRSIG)

Francesco CONTINI, Researcher

European Network of Councils For the Judiciary (ENCJ)
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Nuria DIAZ ABAD, President

Commonwealth Magistratesband Judge®Association (CMJA)

Keith Martin John HOLLIS, Judge (retired)

International Association of Judges (I1AJ)

Jose Manuel IGREJA MARTINS MATOS, Judge
Gerhard REISSNER, Judge

International Association of Women didges (IAWJ)

Susana Ester MEDINA, Judge

Judicial Integrity Group (JIG)

Rudolf MELLINGHOFF, President, Federal Supreme Finance Court

Group of States Against Corruption (GRECQ)

Marin MRCELA, Justice, President, Group of States against Corruption (GRECQO), Council of Europe
Laura SANZ LEVIA, Directorate General of Human Rights and Legal Affairs, Council of Europe

Venice Commission

Simona GRANATA-MENGHINI, Deputy Secretary

United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime

UNODC
John BRANDOLINO, Director, Division for Treaty Affairs

Candice Welsch, Chief, Implementation Support Section, Corruption and Economic Crime Branch
candice.welsch@unodc.org

Oliver STOLPE, Senior Programme Officer, Corruption and Economic Crime Branch
oliver.stolpe@unodc.org

Roberta SOLIS RIBEIRO MARTINS, Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Officer
roberta.solis@unodc.org

Francis BURAK, Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Officer
francis.burak@unodc.org
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