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Procedural background 

1. On 3 June 2013, the defence for Mr Katanga (“defence”) filed the Defence Observations1 

on the Decision transmitting additional legal and factual material (regulation 55(2) and 

55(3) of the Regulations of the Court)2 (“Defence Observations”). 

2. On 5 June 2013, the prosecution requested leave to reply to the Defence Observations.3 

Submissions 

3. The defence does not object in principle to the prosecution having the opportunity to make 

its observations.  However, the defence insists on it being able to reply to any submissions 

the prosecution may make. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

                                                                                             
David HOOPER Q.C. 

  
      

Dated this 6 June 2013 

At London 

                                                           
1 ICC-01/04-01/07-3379-Conf-Corr. 
2 ICC-01/04-01/07-3371-tENG, 15 May 2013. 
3 ‘Demande d’autorisation de répliquer aux «Defence Observations on the Decision transmitting additional legal 
and factual material (regulation 55(2) and 55(3) of the Regulations of the Court) » ICC-01/04-01/07-3379-Conf-
Corr’, ICC-01/04-01/07-3380. 
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