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Summary

At the 1998 diplomatic conference to establish a 
permanent International Criminal Court (ICC), the 
following statement was made:

The effective investigation, prosecution, and 
trial by the Court of sexual and gender violence 
crimes would not necessarily flow automatically 
from the inclusion of crimes of sexual and 
gender violence in the Statute.1

Sexual and gender-based violence (SGBV) at the 
international level has been incorporated in the 
categories labelled as crimes against humanity, war 
crimes and genocide.2 The Rome Statute of the 
ICC explicitly recognises various manifestations of 
SGBV such as rape, sexual slavery, enforced 
prostitution, forced pregnancy, forced sterilisation, 
and other forms of sexual violence as war crimes. It 
expanded the definition of crimes against humanity 
to include various types of SGBV crimes and 
explicitly includes gender as a basis for persecution 
against an identifiable group or collective.3 The ICC 
Office of the Prosecutor (OTP) has made some 
significant strides in devising a strategy that 
reflects a gender-sensitive response to SGBV 
crimes, which steps include: the OTP Policy Paper 
on Sexual and Gender-Based Crimes (June 2014); 
the Policy Paper on Case Selection and 
Prioritisation (September 2016); and the Policy on 

Children (November 2016).4 These measures, 
in conjunction with the conviction of Jean-
Pierre Bemba Gombo, former vice-president of 
the Democratic Republic of the Congo in 
March 2016, for rape as a crime against 
humanity and as a war crime, are key 
developments in the fight against impunity for 
SGBV. This policy brief highlights how a 
gender-sensitive response strategy can further 
address some of the complex and evolving 
realities of investigating and prosecuting SGBV 
crimes within the context of the ICC.5 Barriers 
to achieving justice exist at every level for 
victims of SGBV crimes and the ICC must 
therefore continually evaluate the delivery of its 
operations. To that end, this policy brief 
advocates a court-wide approach to the 
application of a gender-sensitive and gender-
inclusive response strategy.

Introduction

This policy brief advocates a gender-sensitive and 
gender-inclusive response strategy that is 
integrated into the fabric of ICC operations 
dealing with SGBV crimes. It recognises that the 
OTP Policy Paper on Sexual and Gender-Based 
Crimes (OTP 2014 Policy Paper) is a positive 
example of a gender-sensitive policy. While the 
trial of Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo predated the 
implementation of the OTP Policy Paper on 
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Sexual and Gender-Based Crimes, the ongoing trial 
against Dominic Ongwen, a former commander of the 
Sinia Brigade in the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA), will 
be a significant test case regarding the extent to which 
the ICC can solidify itself as a site of progressive 
gender justice. The amendment of the charges against 
Dominic Ongwen in December 2015 pointed to the 
implementation of the OTP 2014 Policy Paper and 
was a positive expansion of such charges so as to 
include the crimes of forced marriage, rape, sexual 
slavery, enslavement, torture, outrages against 
personal dignity, and forced pregnancy.6

While acknowledging the significant strides made by 
the ICC in its efforts to close the accountability gap 
in relation to SGBV crimes, this policy brief provides 
a holistic analysis of a broader institutional response 
that goes beyond a narrow focus on the OTP. The 
policy brief strongly favours the adoption of a 
gender-sensitive response strategy across the 
different organs of the ICC. The brief is divided into 
four interrelated issues critical to achieving this 
strategic goal. The policy brief begins with a 
consideration of the general policy implications of a 
gender-sensitive response strategy. Thereafter, it 
proceeds to examine the importance of gender-
sensitivity in respect of victims/witnesses of SGBV 
crimes and demonstrates how this needs to be 
acknowledged and addressed. The analysis in the 
policy brief recognises the magnitude of the 
challenges facing the ICC. However, it explains that 
the applicability of a gender-sensitive response 
strategy, if properly implemented, requires both 
increased gender competence across the ICC and 
strategic partnerships with civil society and 
states parties.

General policy implications of a 
gender-sensitive response strategy

A gender-sensitive response strategy is an integral 
part of a programme of action which seeks 
accountability for SGBV crimes. Put simply, a gender-
sensitive response enables recognition of the 
gendered nature of the harms in terms of the crimes 
themselves, the context in which they occur, and the 
experiences of victims. This should be a mandatory 
requirement across the activities of the ICC, because 
it will enable the institution to reveal and appreciate 
the pre-existing gendered differences in ICC countries 
that will undoubtedly have an impact on its operations. 
When a matter comes before the ICC as to whether or 
not alleged SGBV crimes have in fact been 
committed, a gender-sensitive response strategy 
would foster adaptability of ICC action with regard to 
the four key elements.

Understanding the crime

A gender-sensitive response strategy ensures an 
inclusive understanding of SGBV crimes. This enables 
the ICC to investigate a range of harms faced by all 
victims, regardless of gender, that would qualify in terms 
of the definitions of SGBV in the Rome Statute. In the 
first conviction for sexual violence of Jean-Pierre Bemba 
Gombo, the judgment of the Trial Chamber emphasised 
that rape under the Rome Statute is ‘broad enough to 
be gender-neutral’ and ‘includes same-sex penetration, 
and encompasses both male and/or female perpetrators 
and victims’.7 While the words of the Trial Chamber are 
a step in the right direction, a gender-sensitive response 
strategy demands a more progressive and inclusive 
understanding of ‘gender’. Victims with identities that fall 
outside the binary conceptions of gender either as male 
or female consequently fall outside the parameters of 
international justice.8 Such a position fails to provide 
universal justice for all victims of ‘unimaginable atrocities 
that deeply shock the conscience of humanity’.9 To be a 
site of gender justice, the ICC needs to develop its 
institutional understanding of gender so as to include 
marginalised minorities.10

By expanding the agenda to include the range of 
crimes, a gender-sensitive and gender-inclusive 
response strategy would cover manifestations of the 
crimes of: (a) sexual violence; (b) gender-based 
violence; and (c) crimes that are both sexual and 
gender-based violence committed against victims of 
all gender identities. What this means is that the 
broad umbrella of SGBV is deconstructed and that 
different variations of SGBV can be given due 
recognition, and that action can be identified and 
evidence can be sought.11 Scholars have argued that 
gender-based harms, such as reproductive violations 
and socio-economic deprivations, are given far less 
attention in comparison with sexually based harms 
against women.12 The ICC is in a prime position to 
make a seismic shift in the global attitudes and 
responses to SGBV.

This policy brief advocates that a gender-sensitive 
vocabulary be used by the ICC. The gendered 
language surrounding how SGBV crimes are described/
referred to has both explicit and implicit meaning. The 
predominant global narrative concerning SGBV atrocity 
crimes is to describe sexual violence as a ‘weapon of 
war’, something which is evidenced in media reports as 
well as in national, international and intergovernmental 
policy documents. Given the legal and symbolic capital 
attached to the actions of the ICC, a gender-sensitive 
response strategy would ensure a more inclusive 
vocabulary that expands this narrow conceptualisation 
of SGBV in the global conscience.
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Appreciation of the context

A response strategy that is both gender-sensitive and 
gender-inclusive paves the way for an analysis of the 
engrained patriarchal structures and non-binary gender 
roles which inform/influence and define the status and 
position of those of various gender identities in 
ICC countries. As De Brouwer states: 

Sexual violence in conflict can be committed in 
many different ways, for many different reasons, 
by anyone (women, girls, men, boys) and against 
anyone (women, girls, men, boys).’13

It is critical to reveal the stigmatisation attached to 
victims by their families, communities and wider society; 
the familial harms suffered that are the consequences 
of direct victimisation; and the sociocultural factors that 
would have an impact on the willingness and ability of 
victims to come forward. Integrating a contextual 
approach to the core case theory is particularly valuable 
in order to situate how SGBV was deliberately used 
rather than simply being a consequential or isolated act. 
A gender-sensitive response strategy further equips 
ICC officials (particularly investigators and prosecutors) 
with the ability to better assess, and adapt to, the 
specific environment within each situation country.

Unveiling the perpetrator

A gender-sensitive and gender-inclusive response 
strategy facilitates an understanding of the reasons/
motives for SGBV committed against men/boys and 
how these differ from those in respect of women/girls. 
It also reveals some commonalities (e.g. the humiliation, 
degrading and disempowering of victims; attacking 
communities through particular groups of victims) in 
terms of which SGBV is strategically deployed as a 
crime-base pattern. Furthermore, a gender-sensitive 
response also looks beyond a classic binary 
construction of SGBV as involving male perpetrators 
committing violence against a female victim, in the 
process broadening the discourse in order to reflect the 
multiple expressions of perpetration across the 
spectrum of gender identities and forced sexual 
violence among victims/witnesses.14

Sensitivity to victims

A gender-sensitive response strategy would more 
readily capture the experiences of victims on the basis 
that gender is an integral element that shapes their 
victimisation. While women and girls have been the 
primary targets of SGBV crimes, men and boys have 
also been victimised in this manner, and this must 
continue to be recognised in the policy and practice of 

institutions such as the ICC.15 The adoption of a 
gender-sensitive and gender-inclusive response 
strategy would ensure recognition of the victimisation 
for those who are seldom visible in international justice, 
such as LGBTQ (lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender 
and queer) or gender non-conforming people. This 
level of institutional sensitivity would allow the ICC to 
have a ‘significant and positive impact on the content 
of “gender” within international law’.16 Therefore, where 
SGBV crimes amount to crimes against humanity, to 
war crimes or to genocide, the ICC must avoid 
constraining itself to a binary and limited understanding 
of ‘gender’ when engaging with victims.

There are many challenges affecting the willingness and 
ability of victims of SGBV crimes to tell their stories. 
Both the reluctance of victims to talk about their 
victimisation, and the under-reporting of SGBV crimes, 
are underlined by structural and sociocultural factors 
and result in victims lacking the necessary motivation 
and confidence to engage with a ccountability 
mechanisms. Victims are influenced and affected by 
societal views of femininity and masculinity, 
womanhood and manhood, and what it means to be a 
husband/provider/protector or wife/caregiver/child-
bearer. One profound example from the Bemba trial 
was the testimony given by a male victim of sexual 
violence who stated:

I considered myself to be dead because a man 
cannot sleep with another man. With what they 
did to me, I knew that I was dead. I could no 
longer feel like a human being. And after that, my 
second wife refused me because she considered 
that I was a woman like her.17

To ignore the underlying importance of gender roles that 
are pervasive in the lives of victims – prior to, during and 
after conflict – is to deny a richer understanding of the 
victims’ experiences and blind the ICC to the patriarchal 
structures that define the social interactions/relationships 
among individuals. In addition, a gender-sensitive 
approach would recognise the physical, psychosocial 
and socio-economic impacts that are experienced by 
victims and how these adverse effects can manifest 
themselves in gendered ways. Overall, a gender-sensitive 
and gender-inclusive response strategy would foster an 
informed and careful design of ICC interventions that 
situates and understands the lives of victims.

Gender-sensitive response to victims/
witnesses of SGBV crimes

International criminal trials rely extensively on the 
testimonial evidence of witnesses. As research by 
Cody, Koenig and Stover indicates:
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Witnesses are the lifeblood of trials involving 
serious international crimes, such as genocide, 
crimes against humanity, and war crimes. 
Effective prosecutions depend on witness 
testimonies both for the facts they provide and 
for their moral authority.18

A gender-sensitive response strategy would aid robust 
criminal investigations and effective prosecutorial 
strategies, and would further enable witnesses to 
confront ‘past ghosts and present demons’.19

Witnesses who have experienced SGBV crimes will 
often find it extremely difficult to talk about their 
experiences and it is therefore incumbent on ICC staff to 
address their needs and adequately prepare SBGV 
witnesses who will testify.20 The Rome Statute and the 
Rules of Procedure and Evidence provide the 
appropriate measures to protect the safety, physical and 
psychological well-being, dignity and privacy of victims 
and witnesses.21 Article 68 of the Rome Statute 
addresses the protection of victims and their 
participation in proceedings, and it is for this reason that 
the Victims and Witnesses Unit (VWU) was set up to 
provide protective measures and security arrangements, 
counselling services, and other appropriate assistance 
to victims and witnesses. As the VWU works in 
coordination with the different sections of the OTP, 
specifically the Gender and Children Unit, victims and 
witnesses of SGBV can have their specific needs 
attended to. Such a tailored response is consistent with 
a gender-sensitive response strategy and must be 
continued across the work of the Court.

As Chappell notes, the Trust Fund for Victims has 
‘elaborated a gender-sensitive approach to assistance, 
informed by the Nairobi Declaration’.22 The principal 
areas of development (and limitations) which require a 
gender-sensitive response if the needs of victims/
witnesses of SGBV are to be met are:

• The recognition and subsequent reporting of 
SGBV crimes;

• The identification of the physical harm (such as 
gynaecologic fistulas, HIV/Aids, or sexually 
transmitted diseases, and other long-lasting health 
problems) and psychosocial harm suffered by 
victims/witnesses (such as post-traumatic stress, 
depression, anxiety, suicidal tendencies, and low 
self-esteem when having to talk and relive such 
traumatic experiences); and

• The development of effective measures to address 
the range of harms that victims/witnesses suffer 
during the investigations and pre-trial preparation, 
as well as during the criminal trial and post-criminal 
proceedings.23

Early identification of the above will further improve the 
service and support provided for victims and witnesses 
of SGBV in order to achieve the overall desired 
outcomes of a gender-sensitive response strategy, 
which outcomes are:

• To prepare and familiarise a witness with 
proceedings of the ICC, in particular the courtroom 
environment, the participants in court proceedings, 
and their role in the proceedings;

• To give victims a voice and space to tell their story 
– which includes assessing the extent to which 
witnesses wish to avail themselves of 
special measures;24

• To increase empowerment of victims and assure 
them of gender-sensitive procedural justice;

• The sensitive management of the complex 
challenges faced by victims and witnesses of 
SGBV and by the ICC staff working with them; and

• The best deployment of ICC resources in order to 
meet the expectations of victims/witnesses 
of SGBV.

Victims of SGBV are often silent (and silenced) about 
the violence perpetrated against them for fear of being 
isolated or stigmatised as a rape victim. The 
stigmatisation, isolation and rejection felt by many 
victims can be linked to patriarchal understandings of 
sexual-violence survivors as being ‘spoiled’/ 
‘unmarriageable’, as having lost their honour/purity, as 
having borne children of rape, as being homosexuals/
adulterers, and so on. While international prosecutions 
alone cannot alleviate these consequences in the 
realities of victims’ lives, they can make a significant 
contribution to lessening the shame and guilt that 
victims may feel and redirecting it towards the 
perpetrators. A gender-sensitive response recognises 
and acknowledges the realities of bearing witness for 
victims. Trials can potentially be sites of emotional 
distress and secondary trauma for victims having to 
relive their stories. A gender-sensitive strategy can 
provide the ICC with a holistic level of responsiveness 
needed by SGBV victims/witnesses.25

Institutional gender competency

Integrate gender competence development into 
policy documents

Gender competency can make a difference. Such 
competency may be defined as follows:

Gender competence … reflects the capacity to 
identify where difference on the basis of gender 
is significant, and act in ways that produce more 
equitable outcomes for men and women … In 
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the present context it refers to the capacity of 
court members to understand the gender 
implications of the court’s procedure, rules and 
regulations so that they can function [by] 
recognizing gender inequalities and [eliminating] 
them from court proceedings.26

If implemented systematically across the institution, it can 
facilitate a more sensitive, as well as an efficient and 
positive response, to SGBV crimes. The ICC is an 
institution made up of individuals with various national/
international experiences. As with many other 
international tribunals, the legal culture that develops is 
influenced and impacted by the national systems in which 
the experiences of the majority of staff are rooted.27 
Sharratt’s study of judges, prosecutors, investigators, 
victims, and witnesses who were members of the 
International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia 
and the Bosnia War Crimes Court revealed that many of 
them accepted rape myths, held misogynistic views 
about women, and were ambivalent and uncomfortable 
when dealing with cases of rape and sexual violence.28 In 
the light of the rigours of the international legal process 
for the victim – which includes talking to foreign 
investigators or intermediaries, and being questioned in 
order to acquire details about the harms they have 
suffered and the perpetrator’s identity – this policy brief 
unequivocally suggests that gender competence is a 
prerequisite requirement in respect of all institutional staff 
who are in contact with victims/witnesses of SGBV.

Developing gender competence (e.g. through training) 
should be integrated beyond the strategies of the OTP 
and across all the different organs of the Court (the 
presidency, the registry and the judicial divisions). This 
would represent a collective acknowledgement of the 
importance of gender-sensitive knowledge and 
competency and indicate the readiness of the institution 
to embed these in the operations of the ICC. While the 
OTP has made significant strides through its operational 
policies relating to SGBV, most notably the OTP 2014 
Policy Paper, it is incumbent on all organs of the Court 
to take responsibility for supporting, sharing and 
promoting a gender-sensitive understanding of SGBV 
crimes. This policy brief suggests that the OTP 2014 
Policy Paper can be used as an example to further 
‘integrate a “gendered” perspective’ more widely 
throughout the ICC.29 It provides a blueprint for 
developing specific policies and practices that 
collectively represent the efforts of the ICC to respond 
to the needs of victims of SGBV.

Judicial decision-making

Members of the judiciary play an essential role in 
addressing SGBV. Through their decisions, judges can 

help to identify, clarify and modify practices that 
reinforce gender stereotypes and can challenge and 
unveil the complexities of SGBV. The causes and 
consequences of SGBV are multilayered and reflect the 
lives of individual victim-survivors, conflicted 
communities, and the wider international audience. 
Judicial decisions of the ICC provide interpretative tools 
that can be used in local, national and international 
strategies to address SGBV.30 Moreover, the judicial 
decisions can establish and reaffirm the norms and 
rules applicable to SGBV within the framework of 
crimes against humanity, genocide and war crimes. 
This can be an influential factor which can filter down to 
the national systems and the formal codes of conduct/
behaviour of the potential perpetrators instructed by the 
military and political leadership. Judges need to be 
trained in issues that might arise during the course of 
testimony given by witnesses who are victim-survivors 
of SGBV. The benefits of a gender-sensitive response 
within judicial decision-making are as follows:

• Judges will be conscious of the gender norms that 
shape expectations, responsibilities and 
opportunities as they pertain to victims of SGBV, 
particularly those related to the position/role of 
women and girls as well as ideas of masculinity;31

• The identification of the sources of differentiated 
treatment based on gender within the pattern of 
crime and the practice of perpetrators;

• The identification and exposure of the gendered 
consequences of victimisation; and

• The identification of the legal principles and 
procedures, in accordance with Article 21 of the 
Rome Statute, from domestic and international law 
that judges can apply both in the conduct of court 
proceedings and in the evaluation of facts and 
evidence relating to SGBV crimes.

The example of Rwanda illustrates the intrinsic 
challenges for judges in dealing with SGBV. As a result 
of the recognition of the difficulties faced by judges in 
Rwanda in trying cases of sexual violence in the local 
Gacaca courts, judges received training, comprising 
legal and psychological components, in how to deal 
with the cases of rape and sexual torture that they 
would be hearing.32 This policy brief acknowledges the 
multifaceted obstacles that judges may encounter 
when adjudicating cases of SGBV and thus considers a 
programme of gender competency to be a significant 
tool for producing gender-sensitive and gender-
inclusive jurisprudence.

Allocate adequate resources to training

The resources dedicated to gender-competency 
training must be adequate. Both human and financial 
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resources are necessary to ensure that initial training 
and follow-up activities take place. Staff should be 
encouraged to participate in these sessions, and there 
must be a consistent allocation of time and an 
adequate budget in place to allow them to attend. 
Aligning financial resources with gender policy 
commitments can serve as a powerful tool for closing 
the gap between policy and practice in terms of SGBV 
crimes. The focus of gender-competency training 
should be on how to improve staff awareness of, and 
sensitivity to, gender issues. Such training has been 
used by other tribunals such as the Extraordinary 
Chambers in the Courts of Cambodia.33 Reiger points 
out that ‘gender-sensitivity is not only about awareness 
raising but it is also about the use of positive steps to 
reduce the negative impacts of gendered assumptions 
and beliefs’.34 This will ensure that staff have the 
opportunity to reflect on whether SGBV crimes against 
men/women/children are used in different gender-
specific ways. Gender issues are often relegated to the 
bottom of the list when it comes to prioritising 
programmes and funding. This policy brief recommends 
to the Assembly of States Parties, as the plenary body 
of the ICC with budgetary responsibility, that a portion 
of the institutional budget be ring-fenced for the 
purposes of developing and integrating gender 
competency across the institution and for furthering a 
gender-sensitive response strategy.35

Strategic civil society partnerships

The ICC is at the epicentre of the global network for 
accountability for SGBV crimes. Yet the institution 
requires partnerships and civil society networks that 
can assist in closing the policy/practice gap and 
strengthening a gender-sensitive response to SGBV. It 
is critical that discussions on gender-sensitive strategies 
and the development of the institutional gender 
competence of the ICC incorporate dialogue with, and 
input from, civil society. In particular, inputs should be 
sought from civil society partners, advocacy 
organisations and research institutions that deal directly 
with gender issues, from bodies that work directly with 
victims of SGBV, from organisations that research and 
advocate for training and awareness of SGBV crimes, 
and from those that have experience of ICC countries. 
To be consistent with the aims of the gender-sensitive 
and gender-inclusive response, the ICC should ensure 
that it also partners with civil society organisations that 
represent and support victims with marginalised gender 
identities (such as LGBTIQA [lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, intersex, queer/questioning and allies] 
organisations). Public consultations should be 
embarked on in order to afford civil society 
organisations the opportunity to provide dynamic 
feedback and responses. These types of strategic 

partnerships can assist the development of best 
practice when it comes to gender-sensitive policy within 
the ICC. Through strategic civil society partnerships, 
the ICC can benefit from broader expertise which can 
be deployed in the design, monitoring and evaluation of 
its gender-sensitive response strategies. Partnerships 
should contribute to the strategic goals of addressing 
SGBV. By creating a more inclusive forum where 
stakeholders’ voices are heard, the ICC will be able to 
achieve greater participation, transparency, inclusion 
and plurality in policy discussions.

States parties

This policy brief adopts a holistic view of the ICC 
system, which system includes states parties to the 
Rome Statute. The relationship between the ICC and 
states parties could be used to facilitate a gender-
sensitive response strategy to the investigation and 
prosecution of SGBV crimes. Gender-sensitive 
programmes and practices within the broader national 
system – such as national action plans to tackle 
different manifestations of SGBV, gender-awareness 
training, outreach activities inclusive of all gender 
identities, and institutional reforms – can be used to 
inform the work of the ICC. This brief recommends that 
states parties identify such efforts, in collaboration with 
civil society organisations, in order to show the 
practical benefits of integrating gender issues within 
accountability mechanisms.

In line with the principle of complementarity at the 
heart of the Rome Statute system, this policy brief 
advises states parties to mirror the processes at the 
ICC as part of a global effort to ‘engender’ international 
law.36 There remains a gap between international and 
regional human rights standards and national 
legislation in relation to SGBV crimes. For many 
counties, sexual violence and gender-based violence 
are still structurally reinforced within national laws. 
Where appropriate legislation is in place, it is not 
translated into gender-sensitive and gender-inclusive 
practices and procedures. This policy brief therefore 
recommends that states parties view developments at 
the ICC as a catalyst for assessing national responses 
to SGBV crimes and increase sensitivity and 
inclusiveness with regard to all victims, regardless of 
gender identity.

Conclusion

As the dockets of the ICC increase, the expectations 
of, and pressure from, victim communities will 
undoubtedly increase as well. A gender-sensitive 
response strategy is a valuable means of addressing 
the complex and evolving realities of investigating and 
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prosecuting SGBV crimes. The present policy brief 
examined the general policy implications of a gender-
sensitive and gender-inclusive response strategy. 
Thereafter, it analysed the significance of a gender-
sensitivity approach to ICC engagement with victims/
witnesses of SGBV crimes. In doing so, the policy brief 
recognises the vital need to develop and integrate 
gender-competency across the different organs of the 
ICC as adequately resourced by the Assembly of 
States Parties. In addition, the policy brief advocated 
the involvement of strategic civil society partners with 
the aim of integrating gender sensitivities and gender 
inclusiveness across the activities of the ICC. Finally, 
the policy brief called on states parties to participate in 
a process of gender reform within the ICC and to 
reflect on the adequacy of national measures to meet 
the needs of victims of SGBV. This policy brief 
concludes with the following recommendations:

Policy recommendations

• It is advisable that a gender office, unit or work 
group be established that fosters a cooperative 
approach among the different organs of the ICC in 
order to effectively promote the inclusion and 
institutionalisation of a gender perspective in the 
administration of justice and to monitor 
compliance therewith.

• The Judicial Division should make a firm 
commitment to the embedding of gender sensitivity 
and inclusion, to developing gender competence, 
and to recognising the need for, and encouraging, 
individual judges to develop gender competency.

• The Judicial Division should endeavour to actively 
engage with the other organs of the Court as well 
as external stakeholders in order to ensure the 

implementation of the above-mentioned 
general guidance.

• The ICC should ensure that training goes beyond 
‘awareness-raising’ so as to enable staff to apply 
gender analysis to their area of work when it comes 
to SGBV crimes.

• The Assembly of States Parties must ensure that 
adequate resources are allocated to gender-
sensitivity and gender-inclusive training.

• The Assembly of States Parties should ring-fence 
funding in the ICC budget, that is, set aside a 
specified amount for developing and integrating 
gender competency within the institution and for 
furthering a gender-sensitive response.

• The ICC should encourage dialogue, partnerships 
and networking with civil society partners, 
organisations and research institutions as key 
activities for a gender-sensitive response strategy.

• Civil society organisations should lobby for 
budgetary resources that are specifically intended 
to support a gender-sensitive response strategy.

• Civil society should develop practical capacity-
building strategies that can boost the gender 
competency of the different organs of the ICC.

• Civil society should raise awareness, and promote 
the taking on board in the ICC, of a gender-
sensitive response strategy.

• States parties should gather data and detailed 
examples that demonstrate the necessity for, and 
benefits of, incorporating gender issues into 
national accountability and support mechanisms.

• States Parties should view developments at the 
ICC as a catalyst for assessing national responses 
to SGBV crimes and increase sensitivity and 
inclusiveness with regard to all victims, regardless 
of gender identity.
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