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Introduction

1. Pursuant to Rule 89(1) of the Rules of ProceduteEandence (“Rules”) and the oral
order (“Order”} issued by Trial Chamber Ill (“Chamber”) at thetssaconference held on 24
September 2010, the Office of the Prosecutor (“€soson”) submits the following
observations on the applications for participatiorine trial proceedings in the caseTdfe
Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombransmitted to the parties and legal represesmsiti
by the Victims Participation and Reparations Sec(ftyPRS") on 24 September 20%0.

2. For the reasons detailed below, the Prosecutiomestg the Chamber to grant
authorization to participate as victims in the abdoventioned proceeding, pursuant to Article
68(3) of the Rome Statute (“Statute”), to all apalits except Applicants a/1574/10,

a/1576/10, a/1458/10, a/1451/10, a/1782/10, and98/10. The Chamber should defer its
decisions on the six identified applications pegdiarther information, documentation and,
when necessary, amendment of the applicationstaéedsin detail in paragraphs 21 to 24
below. The VPRS should be charged with securing imf@rmation, documentation and

amendments.

Background

3. On 24 September 2010, the Chamber requested obeassan 218 applications for
participation as victims in the case.

4. All the 218 applicants are natural persons. All lmapts request to be allowed to

participate in the trial proceedings against Jei@n-€Bemba Gombo (“Accused”).

Legal criteria for victim participation in the proc eedings

5. The Prosecution considers that victims’ participatbefore the Court is an essential

feature of the Rome Statute system and an impodamtribution to international justice.

1 1CC-01/05-01/08-T-25-CONF-ENG, 24 September 20déige 24, lines 4-6. The Chamber requested the
parties to present their observations on eachfséttims’ applications within ten days of the rfatation.

¢ |CC-01/05-01/08-903, Third transmission to thetigar and legal representatives of redacted versigns
applications for participation in the proceeding$,September 2010.

% 1CC-01/05-01/08-T-25-CONF-ENG, 24 September 20ffige 24, lines 4-6. The Chamber notified the
Prosecution via e-mail on 1 October 2010 that ttesétution had been granted an extension of the Itimit to

file its observations by 11 October 2010. See d-frain Ms. Tonia Gillett on 1 October 2010 at 13:49
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Under the Statute, victims are actors in the adstrimiion of international justice rather than
its passive subjects. Their participation is austay right, not a privilege bestowed on a case-

by-case basis.

6. The Prosecution supports victims’ participation whadl statutory requirements are
met. Consistent with its view of the unique andassary perspective victims lend to the
proceedings, the Prosecution supports a liberaloagp in permitting applicants to amend or

clarify deficient applications, if possible.

7. The Appeals Chamber has determined that an applicaist meet the following
requirements before the Court will authorize pgstiion as a victim in the proceedings under
Article 68(3) of the Statute:

(i) the applicant qualifies as a victim pursuant toeR&b of the Rules;
(i) the applicant’s personal interests are affectedeggl or factual issues raised in the

proceedings at harfd.

8. With respect to first requisite - qualification awictim under Rule 85 of the Rules -
the following four criteria must be satisfied factim status to be warranted, regardless of the

stage of the proceedings in which the applicanh@esgo participate:

() the applicant must be a natural person as set iiof®ule 85(a) or an organization or
institution as set forth in Rule 85(b) of the Rules
(ii) the applicant must have suffered personal harm;
(i) the crime from which the harm resulted must falllwi the jurisdiction of the Court;
and
(iv) there must be a causal link between the crime hadarm the applicant personally

suffered®

41CC-01/04-556 OA4 OA5 OA6, Judgment on victim p@Epation in the investigation stage of the prodegs
in the appeal of the OPCD against the decisionrefTRial Chamber | of 7 December 2007 and in theeafs of
the OPCD and the Prosecutor against the decisidfrefTrial Chamber | Decision of 24 December 201%,
December 2008, at para. 45; ICC-01/04-01/06-133® OA10, Decisionin limine, on Victim Participation in
the appeals of the Prosecutor and the Defence sighiial Chamber I's Decision entitled "Decision \digtims'

Participation, 16 May 2008, at para. 36.

® 1CC-01/04-01/06-601-tEN, Decision on applicatidas participation in proceedings a/0004/06 to af)08,

a/0016/06, a/0063/06, a/0071/06 to a/0080/06 adt0&/06 in the case of The Prosecutor v. Thomasihg
Dyilo, 20 October 2006, page 9; ICC-01/04-01/06-228, Decision on the Applications for Participatim the
Proceedings of a/0001/06, a/0002/06 and a/0008/@Bei case of the Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Ryitl
of the investigation in the Democratic Republic¢ted Congo, 28 July 2006, page 7.
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9. Applicants are required to makepama facieshowing that these four requisites are
met® In reviewing applications, Chambers will generatigt delve into the credibility of

applicants’ statements or require rigorous corraton’” Rather, Chambers will “assess the
applicants’ statements first and foremost on thetmef their intrinsic coherence, as well as

on the basis of the information otherwise availatdehe Chambef.

10.  The first step in the determination of whetherdpelicant is a “natural person” within
the meaning of Rule 85 of the Rules is an inquiyp iwhether the applicant has provided
adequate proof of identify.Chambers have recognized that a balance must fievad
between the need to establish an applicant’s iyewith certainty, on the one hand, and the
applicant’'s personal circumstances, on the otheBearing in mind that the chaotic
circumstances present in a given situation may lypdec applicants from obtaining or
producing copies of official identity papers and dasure that victims are not unfairly
deprived of the opportunity to participate, Chansbdnave considered non-official
identification documents or, in appropriate casasstatement signed by two credible
witnesses attesting to the identity of the applic¢arFurther, “when assessing whether an
applicant has suffered harm as a result of the ddss family member, the Court requires

proof of the identity of the family member and @ br her relationship with the applicarit.”

11. The established jurisprudence requires that thera tausal link between the charges
and the harm. Whether the applicant is seeking ddigipate in the pre-trial or trial

proceedings in a particular case, the harm suffeyetthe applicant must have a demonstrable
link to the charges to be tried in the cA5#f the applicant is unable to demonstrate a link

between the harm suffered and the particular crichesged, then even if his or her personal

®1CC-02/05-01/07-58, Decision on 6 Applications Ytctims' Participation in the Proceedings, 17 JR6&0, at
para. 7; ICC-01/04-01/07-579, Public Redacted \dersif the "Decision on the 97 Applications for Rapation

at the Pre-Trial Stage of the Case", 10 June 28Q&ara. 67.

"1CC-01/04-01/07-579, at para. 67.

8 |bid, paras. 67, 132

° ICC-02/04-179 OA, Judgment on the appeals of tledefice against the decisions entitled "Decision on
victims' applications for participation a/0010/60064/06 to a/0070/06, a/0081/06, a/0082/06, &l0@3to
a/0089/06, a/0091/06 to a/0097/06, a/0099/06, &MB) 23 February 2009, at paras. 35-38; ICC-0D/DD6-
1119, Decision on victims' participation, 18 Jayu2008, at para. 87.

191CC-01/04-01/06-1119, at para. 87.

bid, at para. 88; ICC-01/04-01/07-579, at paras. 44-59

121CC-02/05-02/09-147-Red, Public Redacted VersibfDecision on the 52 Applications the Pre-TriahGe

of the Case" for Participation at the Pre-Trialggtaf the Case", 9 October 2009, at parzeé; alsdCC-02/04-
179 OA, at paras. 35-38.

131CC-01/04-01/06-1432 OA9 OA10, Judgment on theeappof The Prosecutor and The Defence against Tria
Chamber I's Decision on Victims' Participation & January 2008, 11 July 2008, at paras. 2, 62-B6r(the
purposes of participation in the trial proceedintjg harm alleged by a victim and the concept obqeal
interests under article 68(3) of the Statute madiriked with the charges confirmed against thaised.”).
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interests are affected by an issue in the triabomld not be appropriate under Article 68(3) of
the Statute, in conjunction with Rules 85 and 8%ffL}he Rules, for his or her views and

concerns to be presented.”

12. Rule 85 of the Rules, as interpreted by the App&tismber, requires that the
applicant suffered personal harm. The Appeals Cleardefined “harm” within the meaning
of Rule 85(a) of the Rules as “loss, injury or dget’®’ and explained that cognizable harm
under Rule 85(a) includes material, physical angtipslogical injuries® The most important
requirement identified by the Appeals Chamber #lantifying qualifying “harm” is that the
loss or injury must be suffered personally by tippligant’ It may be inflicted on an
individual or collective basis - “in a variety offférent ways such as physical or mental
injury, emotional suffering or substantial impaimbef his or her fundamental rights” - but

the harm must always be personal to the appli®ant.
Factual analysis of the applications
A. Applications that prima facie meet the requirements for victim participation

13. The Prosecution submits that the following 181 Aqapits, all natural persons,
unqualifiedly meet all of the requirements undetidde 68(3) of the Statute for participation
in the proceedings at the trial stage: a/0746/1@]48/10, a/0749/10, a/0750/10, a/0751/10,
a/0752/10, a/0840/10, a/0845/10, a/0847/10, a/A8624/0863/10, a/0887/10, a/0891/10,
a/0894/10, a/0961/10, a/0962/10, a/0966/10, a/A9%674/0969/10, a/0975/10, a/0977/10,
a/0980/10, a/0984/10, a/1005/10, a/1007/10, a/100O84/1009/10, a/1015/10, a/1016/10,
a/1017/10, a/1018/10, a/1019/10, a/1030/10, a/1PY34/1294/10, a/1295/10, a/1354/10,
a/1449/10, a/1452/10, a/1455/10, a/1456/10, alld57a/1463/10, a/1470/10, a/1471/10,
a/1473/10, a/1477/10, a/1482/10, a/1483/10, a/14844/1488/10, a/1491/10, a/1504/10,
a/1506/10, a/1507/10, a/1508/10, a/1511/10, a/1®124/1516/10, a/1517/10, a/1519/10,
a/1520/10, a/1525/10, a/1527/10, a/1528/10, a/18R9%/1530/10, a/1531/10, a/1532/10,
a/1533/10, a/1534/10, a/1535/10, a/1536/10, a/1B384/1546/10, a/1551/10, a/1552/10,
a/1553/10, a/1558/10, a/1559/10, a/1560/10, a/1®624/1564/10, a/1565/10, a/1566/10,

4 1CC-01/04-01/06-1432 OA9 OAL10, at para. 64.

'3 |bid, at para. 31.

'8 |bid, at para. 32.See alsdCC-02/04-164 OA, Decision on the participation\widtims in the appeal, 27
October 2008, at para. 8 (“treating ‘psychologitalma’ and ‘emotional harm’ as falling within thencept of
‘mental harm’).

'71CC-01/04-01/06-1432 OA9 OAL10, at para. 32.

'8 bid, at para. 34.
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a/1567/10,
a/l1757/10,
a/1791/10,
a/1920/10,
a/1937/10,
a/1951/10,
a/2232/10,
a/2250/10,
a/2261/10,
a/2283/10,
a/2291/10,
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a/1568/10,a/1572/10, a/1575/10, a/1BH78411579/10, a/1753/10,

a/l772/10, a/1774/10, a/1784/10,
a/1794/10, a/1798/10, a/1799/10,
a/1921/10, a/1924/10, a/1925/10,
a/1939/10, a/1941/10, a/1942/10,
a/1952/10, a/1953/10, a/1954/10,
a/2233/10, a/2237/10, a/2239/10,
a/2251/10, a/2252/10, a/2253/10,
a/2275/10, a/2276/10, a/2277/10,
a/2282/10, a/2285/10, a/2286/10,
a/2292/10, a/2293/10, a/2294/10,

a/1mg54/1786/10,
a/18044/1808/10,
a/19274/1929/10,
a/19444/1945/10,
a/19564/2183/10,
alaP4/2245/10,
a/AP544/2255/10,
a/AD(84/2279/10,
a/aPg74/2288/10,
a/aP954/2296/10,

a/1787/10,
a/1917/10,
a/1930/10,
a/1946/10,
a/2228/10,
a/2246/10,
a/2256/10,
a/2281/10,
a/2289/10,
a/2297/10,

a/1754/10,
a/1788/10,
a/1919/10,
a/1935/10,
a/1950/10,
a/2230/10,
a/l2247/10,
a/2260/10,
a/2284/10,
a/2290/10,
a/2298/10,

a/2299/10, a/2300/10, a/2301/10, a/2303/10, a/2B04/2305/10, a/2306/10, a/2307/10.

14.

The applications submitted by Applicants a/0848/a401006/10, a/1020/10, and

a/1401/10 provide electoral cards and baptism Ehagsproof of identity. These items are not

included in the list of documents previously cielacceptable to establish the identity of the

victim, by the PreTrial Chambe?® and endorsed by the ChambBeHowever, as the Chamber

has recognised, the list of documents developepr@sf of identity is not exhaustive; it is

merely a sample of the types of documents that baea used by Chambers of this Court in

determining proof of identit§? In the Prosecution’s view, electoral cards andtibapcards

can and, in this case, should be considered aiisuff proof of identity. These applicants

should therefore be allowed to participate in thal tproceedings. Alternatively, if the

Chamber concludes that any or all of these identibcuments are insufficient, the

Prosecution submits that these applicants be respligs provide adequate proof of identity.

B. Applications bearing redactions that may be stiicient to meet the requirements for

participation

15.

The applications mentioned in the following pargips bear redactions that make it

difficult for the Prosecution to determine whethiee applicants meet all the requirements for

participation in the trial proceedings againstAleused.

19 Applicants a/0848/10 and a/1020/10 submitted etattards. Applicants a/1006/10 and a/1401/1Grsitted

baptism cards.

201CC-01/05-01/08-320, at paras. 36-38.
211CC-01/05-01/08-699, at para.36.
2 |CC-01/05-01/08-699, at para.36.
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16. The applications submitted by Applicants a/08644/0865/10, a/0892/10, a/1752/10,
a/1755/10, and a/1756/10 provide membership catdartés d’adhésioh) as proof of
identity. The Prosecution notes that the membergiapls are included in the list of
documents cited as generally acceptable by theT@#ak Chambe? and endorsed by the
Chamber* In these instances, however, redactions on théscaender it impossible to
identify the organizations or associations to whitle membership cards relate. The
Prosecution leaves it in the hands of the Chambeatetermine whether these membership
cards are sufficient to establish identity. Aleiaely, if the Chamber concludes that they are
insufficient, the Prosecution submits that thespliepnts be requested to provide adequate

proof of identity.

17.  Applicants a/1010/10 and a/1497/10 provide iderttdguments that, due to the extent
of the redactions applied to the applications, oarbe identified by the Prosecution. The
Prosecution therefore is not able to comment onthanghe two above-mentioned applicants

have provided sufficient proof of identity.

18. The unredacted portions of applications from Appits a/1401/18 a/1406/10,
a/1447/10, a/1460/18, a/1461/10, a/1466/10, a/1475/10, a/1479/10, al1887a/1496/10,
a/1548/10 and a/1550/10 appear to largely meeteitpgeirements for participation in the trial
proceedings against the Accused. However, becalusedactions the Prosecution cannot
determine whether the crimes against the applicarte committed within the locations of
the charges confirmed against the AccuSe@ihe Prosecution therefore submits that the
Chamber may determine that there is a sufficiankt bhetween the crimes alleged by the
applicants and the charges in the instant caserrftively, the Prosecution suggests that

these applicants be requested to provide additiof@imation.

23 1CC-01/05-01/08-320, Fourth Decision on Victimsricipation, 12 December 2008, at paras. 36-8&rte
d’associatiori is one the documents listed as acceptable proidentity.

241CC-01/05-01/08-699, Decision defining the staifi§4 victims who participated at the pre-trialggaand
inviting the parties' observations on applicatifarsparticipation by 86 applicants, 22 February @4t para.36.
% The Prosecution further notes that applicant a1 provided identity documents (in para. 16) &t not
on the list of documents considered as acceptahileebPreTrial Chamber and endorsed by the Chamber.

%6 With regard to applicant a/1460/10 the Prosecutitso observe that in para. 18 this applicant didl n
specifically allege that she was raped.

" The Prosecution notes that the territorial scopéhe charges confirmed against the Accused incluale
substantial part of the territory of the CAR. SE€101/05-01/08-424, paras. 117, 150, 188, 277, 322, 486.
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C. Applications that omit relevant information but may be presumed to meet the

requirements for participation

19. Applicants a/1460/10, a/1469/10, a/1500/10, a/1B23/a/1570/10, a/1776/10,
a/l1779/10 and a/1810/10 claim that they were subjecsexual violence, but do not
specifically allege that they were raped by theopso of theMouvement de Libération du
Congo(“MLC”). In light of the similarity of the crimesllegedly suffered by these applicants
to the crime of rape with which the Accused is gedf® the Prosecution submits that these
applicants’ claims indicate a causal link betweke tharges and the harm they suffered.
They, therefore, should be allowed to participatethe trial proceedings. Alternatively,
should the Chamber consider this information insigt, the Prosecution suggests that these

applicants be requested to provide clarificatiothwegard to the crimes that they suffered.

20.  Applicant a/2231/10 indicates the date of victimi@ma on about 22 October 2002. The
time-frame alleged by the Prosecution and upheld inGbafirmation Decision is “on or
about 26 October 2002 to 15 March 2063yvhich the Chamber accepfsThe Prosecution
considers that the charged tiftame permits applicants to claim victim statushiéy allege
they were victims of acts that occurred close t® $pecified dates and within a general
margin of appreciation. However, if the Chambersiders the date here - 22 October 2002 -
insufficient, the Prosecution suggests that theliegmt be requested to provide additional

information.

D. Applications in respect of which, decisions shlud be deferred until additional

information is provided

21. Applicants a/1574/10 and a/1576/10 made applicatmursuant to Rule 89(3) of the
Rules on behalf of two victims of rape, but proviggther the express consent of the two
victims nor documents to prove their identitieseTProsecution therefore suggests that these
applications be deferred and that the applicantgileen the opportunity to provide the

outstanding documentation.

?81CC-01/05-01/08-424, Decision Pursuant to Artiél{7)(a) and (b) of the Rome Statute on the Chanfjtse
Prosecutor Against Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo, 152006 page 185.

291CC-01/05-01/08-424, at para. 254.

%01CC-01/05-01/08-836, Decision on the defence apfibin for corrections to the Document Containing t
Charges and for the prosecution to file a Seconérded Document Containing the Charges, 20 July, 210
para. 51.
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22.  Applicants a/1782/10 and a/1790/10 claim that thessonally suffered harm because
of the rape and subsequent death of their sistbesy fail to provide death certificates of their
deceased sisters as well as proof of the relatiprisgtween the applicants and the victims.
Furthermore, Applicant a/1782/10 does not provideop of the Applicant’s own identity.
The Prosecution suggests that decisions on thgskcatmpns be deferred until sufficient

documentation is obtained.

23.  With regard to Applicant a/1458/10, the Prosecutiotes that it is unclear whether
this applicant demonstrates that he suffered “paisdvarm” from the crimes alleged.
Applicant a/1458/10 submitted the application andwn behalf, and claims personal harm in
relation to the fact that the MLC troops pillagé ttamily home where he lived with his
parents and the rest of the familfyThe Prosecution suggests that this applicatiodeferred
until more information is obtained with regard teetownership of the property allegedly

pillaged, and the application is amended, if neagss

24.  Applicant a/1451/10 is a father who, acting witke tonsent of the victim, his son,
submitted an application for the beating that tieet suffered when the MLC occupied the
applicant's home. As beating is not a crime witkive scope of the charges against the
Accused®? the applicant fails to allege the required calis&l between the beating injuries
suffered by the victim and the specific crimes aoméd against the Accused. However,
applicant a/1451/10 also alleges in another sed¢tiah his home was pillaged by the MLC
troops. In one of the annexes attached to hisagtan, Applicant a/1451/10 states: “la
demande de participation que jai presenté en mam npersonnél (translation: “the
application for participation that | have submitted my own behalf”). The Prosecution
therefore suggests that this application be dedeurdil clarification is obtained as to whether
the applicant intends to apply for participationlos own behalf with regard to the pillaging.
The Prosecution also notes that proof of identityth@ applicant is not attached; if the

application is resubmitted it should also includeqgb of identity.

Conclusion

25. For the foregoing reasons, the Prosecution requibsis Chamber to grant the

following Applicants authorization to participats a&ictims in the proceedings at the trial

31 Applicant a/1458/10 claimed 30.000.000 FCA for daenages that he allegedly suffered.
2 |CC-01/05-01/08-424, page 185.
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stage pursuant to Rule 89(1) of
a/0748/10, a/0749/10, a/0750/10,
a/0848/10, a/0862/10, a/0863/10,
a/0966/10, a/0967/10, a/0969/10,
a/1006/10, a/1007/10, a/1008/10,
a/1019/10, a/1020/10, a/1030/10,
a/1452/10, a/1455/10, a/1456/10,
a/1477/10, a/1482/10, a/1483/10,
a/1507/10, a/1508/10, a/1511/10,
a/1525/10, a/1527/10, a/1528/10,
a/1534/10, a/1535/10, a/1536/10, a/1538/10, a/1®464/1551/10,
a/1558/10, a/1559/10, a/1560/10, a/1562/10, a/1®644/1565/10,
a/1568/10,a/1572/10, a/1575/10, a/1578/10, a/1®79411753/10,
a/l772/10, a/1774/10, a/1784/10, a/1785/10, a/110864/1787/10,
a/1794/10, a/1798/10, a/1799/10, a/1804/10, a/18084/1917/10,
a/1921/10, a/1924/10, a/1925/10, a/1927/10, a/1929%/1930/10,
a/1939/10, a/1941/10, a/1942/10, a/1944/10, a/1®454/1946/10,
a/1952/10, a/1953/10, a/1954/10, a/1956/10, a/A0834/2228/10,
a/2233/10, a/2237/10,
a/2251/10, a/2252/10,
a/2275/10, a/2276/10,
a/2282/10, a/2285/10,
a/2292/10, a/2293/10,

a/0751/10,
a/0887/10,
a/0975/10,
a/1009/10,
a/1293/10,
a/1457/10,
a/1484/10,
a/1512/10,
a/1529/10,

a/ap524/0840/10,
a/08914/0894/10,
a/Q9774/0980/10,
a/10154/1016/10,
a/1P944/1295/10,
a/14634/1470/10,
a/14884/1491/10,
a/19164/1517/10,
a/18304/1531/10,

a/2253/10, a/2254/10, a/AP554/2256/10,
al/2277/10, a/2278/10, a/AD79%/2281/10,
a/2286/10, a/2287/10, a/AP884/2289/10,
a/2294/10, a/2295/10, a/APQ64/2297/10,

a/2300/10, a/2301/10, a/2303/10, a/2304/10, a/2BQ%/2306/10, and a/2307/10 .

26.

a/2239/10, a/2240/10, a/a®45/a/2246/10,

a/0845/10,
a/0961/10,
a/0984/10,
a/1017/10,
a/1354/10,
a/l1471/10,
a/1504/10,
a/1519/10,
a/1532/10,
a/1552/10,
a/1566/10,
a/1754/10,
a/1788/10,
a/1919/10,
a/1935/10,
a/1950/10,
a/2230/10,

al2247/10,

a/2260/10,
a/2284/10,
a/2290/10,
a/2298/10,

the Rules and l&rt&3(3) of the Statute: a/0746/10,

a/0847/10,
a/0962/10,
a/1005/10,
a/1018/10,
a/1449/10,
a/1473/10,
a/1506/10,
a/1520/10,
a/1533/10,
a/1553/10,
a/1567/10,
a/1757/10,
a/1791/10,
a/1920/10,
a/1937/10,
a/1951/10,
a/2232/10,
a/2250/10,
a/2261/10,
a/2283/10,
a/2291/10,
a/2299/10,

The Prosecution submits that redactions to apphicatby Applicants a/0864/10,

a/0865/10, a/0892/10, a/1010/10, a/1401/10, a/14064/1447/10, a/1460/10, a/1461/10,
a/1466/10, a/1475/10, a/1479/10, a/1487/10, a/14964/1497/10, a/1548/10, a/1550/10,
a/l752/10, a/1755/10, and a/1756/10 make it diffitco state with certainty that the
applicants meet the requirements. The Chamber detgrmine that the unredacted

applications meet the requirements.

27.  Though Applicants a/1460/10, a/1469/10, a/1500410643/10, a/1570/10, a/1776/10,
a/1779/10, a/1810/10, and a/2231/10 omit infornmatio their applications, the Prosecution
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submits that they can be presumed to meet therssgents; alternatively, the Chamber may

request additional information.

28. The Prosecution submits that applications made jyliéants a/1574/10, a/1576/10,
a/1458/10, a/1451/10, a/1782/10, and a/1790/10ldhmideferred until further information,
documentation and amendment of the applicationbtigined.

Luis Moreno-Ocampo, Prosecutor

Dated this 1% Day of October 2010
At The Hague, The Netherlands
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