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Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, Article 15 paragraph 2.
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Nations, intergovernmental or non-government organizations, or other reliable sources
that he or she deems appropriate, and may receive written or oral testimony at the seat

of the Court.”

8 Draft Relationship Agreement between the United Nations and the
International Criminal Court, Article 5, paragraph 1and 2. Cooperation between the
United Nations and the prosecutor.
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Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, Article 98 (2)

The Court may not proceed with a request for surrender which would require
the requested State to act inconsistently with its obligation under international
agreements pursuant to which the consent of a sending State is required to surrender a
person of that State to the Court, unless the Court can first obtain the cooperation of the
sending State for giving of consent for the surrender.
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