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1. On 10 August 2016, Trial Chamber IX (“the Trial Chamber”) issued the 

“Decision on Request to Admit Evidence Preserved under Article 56 of the 

Statute”.1 In particular, the Chamber ordered the Prosecution to “review the 

transcripts of the witnesses’ testimonies, proposing any redactions or 

requesting re-classification on a rolling basis and in any event no later than 30 

September 2016”.2 

 

2. The Chamber further ordered that “within 10 days of receiving any proposed 

lesser redacted versions, the other participants may raise any objections. 

Should no objections to the proposed lesser-redacted version be made, the 

Registry shall file the transcript(s) in the record of the case.”3 

 

3. On 30 September 2016, the Prosecution submitted its proposed redactions to 

the relevant transcripts as marked in twelve Annexes.4 

 

4. On 4 October 2016, the Prosecution filed a Corrigendum proposing corrected 

versions of the annexes. 

 

5. For technical reasons beyond the Prosecution’s control it appears that, when 

accessed by the Chamber, the parties and participants, the proposed 

redactions in the corrected versions are not visible. 

 

6. In order to remedy the situation most efficiently the Prosecution files, as 

Annexes 1-12 of this consolidated filing, twelve fresh versions of the proposed 

                                                           
1
 ICC-02/04-01/15-520. 
2
 Ibid, para 16. 
3
 Ibid, para 16. 
4
 ICC-02/04-01/15-547. 
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redactions. This consolidated filing is intended to supersede the filing of 30 

September 2016 and its corrigendum of 4 October. 

 

7. The Prosecution is content, if it pleases the Chamber, for the Defence’s period 

of 10 days to raise objections to run from its receipt of this consolidated filing. 

 

8. The Prosecution submits Annexes 1-12 as “Confidential” pursuant to 

regulation 23bis of the Regulations of the Court, because they contain 

information that is classified as confidential in the case record. 

 

 

 
                                                   

Fatou Bensouda Prosecutor 

 

 

 

Dated this 14th day of October 2016 

At The Hague, The Netherlands 
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