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1. The Prosecution’s Fourth Motion1 to admit documents from the bar table should be 

rejected as premature. The Trial Chamber, eight days before the Fourth Motion, 

decided as follows in respect of the Prosecution’s three previous bar table motions: 

 
[A]s a general rule, these proceedings will be conducted more efficiently 
if the Chamber defers its assessment of the admissibility of evidence 
until deliberating its judgment pursuant to Article 74(2) of the Statute. 
The Chamber will consider the relevance, probative value and potential 
prejudice of each item of evidence submitted at that time. [….] The 
Chamber decides that it will not make any ruling on the relevance and/or 
admissibility of the 1,028 submitted items.2 

  

This ruling was not appealed by the Prosecution. 

 

2. The Prosecution’s Fourth Motion is, accordingly, premature and should be rejected on 

that basis.  
 
 
 

 
Christopher Gosnell 

Counsel for Mr. Jean-Jacques Kabongo Mangenda  
 
  

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted this 20 October 2015,               

At The Hague, The Netherlands                       

 

                                                             
1 Bemba et al., Public redacted version of “Prosecution’s Fourth Request for the Admission of Evidence from the 
Bar Table”, ICC-01/05-01/13-1310-Red, 2 October 2015 (“Fourth Motion”). 
2 Bemba et al., Decision on Prosecution Requests for Admission of Documentary Evidence (ICC-01/05-01/13-
1013-Red, ICC-01/05-01/13-1113-Red, ICC-01/05-01/13-1170-Conf), ICC-01/05-01/13-1285, 24 September 
2015, paras. 9, 16. 

ICC-01/05-01/13-1398 20-10-2015 3/3 NM T  


		2015-10-20T10:08:08+0200
	eCos_svc
	Digitally signed by The International Criminal Court to certify authenticity




