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1 International Criminal Court

2 Appeals Chamber

3 Situation Democratic Republic of Con go

4 Case number ICC-01/04 -

5 Thursday, 13 July 2006 - open sessio n.
12:24:25 6 THE USHER: The International Crimin al Court is now in
12:24:27 7 session. Please be seated.

12:24:27 8 [12:24 p.m.]

12:24:47 9 JUDGE PIKIS: Can we first have app earances for the parties?
12:24:55 10 MS BENSOUDA: Mr President, your Ho nours, the Office of the
12:24:57 11 Prosecutor is represented by Se nior Appeals Counsel,
12:25:03 12 Fabricio Guariglia; Senior Tria | Lawyer Ekkehard Withopf;
12:25:07 13 Senior Trial Lawyer Christine C hung; Associate Appeals
12:25:13 14 Counsel Ben Batros; and | am Fa tou Bensouda, Deputy

12:25:19 15 Prosecutor.

12:25:20 16 MS TAYLOR: Good morning, Mr Presid ent, your Honours. My
12:25:21 17 name is Melinda Taylor, Associa te Counsel of the Office
12:25:25 18 of Public Counsel of the Defenc e. I'm appearing today at
12:25:29 19 the request of Me Joseph Tshima nga, ad hoc counsel for
12:25:32 20 the Defence, who is unable to t ravel from Kinshasa for

12:25:36 21 the hearing. Thank you.

12:25:46 22 JUDGE PIKIS: The Court is deliveri ng today its judgment in
12:25:48 23 the Prosecutor's application fo r extraordinary review of
12:25:53 24 Pre-Trial Chamber | dated 31 Ma rch 2006. It is directed

12:26:01 25 against the decision of the Pre -Trial Chamber denying
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The Prosecutor, in aid of his s
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Given this conclusion, the appl
be dismissed as ill-founded, an
MS BENSOUDA: If the court pleases.

THE USHER: All rise.

MS BENSOUDA: If the Court pleases.

[12:31 p.m.]

[The Chamber adjourned accordingly]
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ication must necessarily

d so we order.



