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! Finally, the Co-Prosecutors contend that the NUON Chea Application fails to meet the high threshold required for

the drastic remedy of termination of proceedings.
2 The trial chamber has previously outlined the extremely high threshold established by the international
jurisprudence that must be satisfied in order for a stay of proceedings to be granted (para. 9).
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ECCC Trial Chamber, Case 002, Decision on Application for Immediate Action Pursuant
to Rule 35, E189/3, 22 November 2012 (Public)



