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INTROlJliCUUN 

I. On 22 February 2007, after calling 20 witnesse~. the Prosecution dosed its case. 1 The 
Defence case is scheduled to commence on 24 September 2007.' On 26 June 2007, tl1e 
Chamber issued a Scheduling Order requesting the DefcnCl! to file by 24 July 21Kl7: 

a. A~mJ.';sion> hy t~c PatLic• and' ""Lemen! nf n<hct ''"" ""' '" Ji'f'ulc; 
h A>talcmcnl of cnnle"e<1 moue" nffucb ;nO l•w, 
c. 11-' PtL•po'iCtJ li>t of witn"""'' in,ludmg the "'"" nr p;cudoolym of each wllnc~<. I he poinc• m 

lh_c lru.lie<mont wnc'<rmng whtd> each woln<'>> ;, c•pcctcd In '""ify, Ihc summa!} ol lhc r.,-" 
on which c•ch wiln01<< ;, "'pcctcd Ln lo••:ily. and lhc catimalcd duool•on of the length nl 
c.ominatinn of <ach witnc,.., 

2. The Defence filed a Motion to File Propos.d List of Witnc~se8 and Statemen!O of Agreed 
and Contested Mailers of Facts and L<owJ on 24 July 21Xl7 that C<Jmplicd with poim ll of 
the Scheduling Order of 26 June 2007. In thi~ Motion, the statement• of Defence 
Witnesses HSR, QUTJ, DQR. CZSR, RSC, HYR, CQK. DUC. ESDX, KZCB?, DZS. 
KMS, XVBR, XBK, CQR, WOK, HZTX, DlK, FLY, KRQ, ASQJ, JTX, DFA, FIV, 
ASQ2, QI..A, XUV, CNA, CFR arc reda~'\cd. The Defence seeks leave of the Chamlx:r to 
redact any 1den!ifying infonnation for tho.«c witnc!.ses unlit il time to be decided by the 
Chllmber in a deci~ion on pmtectiv~ mca,ures. The Prosecution has not filed a response to 
the Defence Motion. 

DELIBERATIONS 

4. As a preliminary maHer, the Chamber n(llcs !hilt the proposed witness list filed by the 
Defence on 24July 2007 differs from the li>t of potential witnesses who were granted 
protecuve measures on 14 February 2007.' Consequently, the Chamber. under Rules f>'J 
and 75 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence (the "Rules") applies to Defence 
Witneso;cs QUTI, DFK, JIH, YSS, CNA CFR ~nd FIAT the protective measures that 
were ~pplied In other potential Defence witnesses in its Dccis10n of 14 February 2007. 

5. Dunng the ,latus conlercnce of 15 May 2007. the Defcn.:e mdicalcd it~ int~ntion to file a 
new motion for prutectivc measure,; fur Dcl"cnce witnesses'. No 'iuch motion ha'i yet been 
filed. No dme has been yet decided for disdo.,urc to the Prosecution of the identification 
f"ll"liculars of the Defence Witnesse~. The Chamber recalls that the Ddenc.., will start its 
case in fewer than two months from now. On the basis of Rules 69 (C) ond 75 of the 
Rules a> well a; the arguments raised by the Partie' during tl>e status conference of 
15 M~y 2007, the Charnher decide~ tb~t .1!1 >dcntifying intormation ctmc:crning the 
Defence Witn"""'"" ~halt be disclosed to the Pro>ccution tw~n!y·onc {21) days bdort: the 
beginning of the Defence case. · 

r. The Chamber notes that the Defence in it-; Motion of 24 July 2007 filed a list of 71 f"ctua1 
witnesses. including 5/i cure witnesses ~nd 15 reserve witncSS\:S. The Defence also 
indicated in it~ Motion the intention to c~ll one expert and the Accused per>nn to testify. 

'T. 22 Feb•u•rv 20()7, p. 2. 
' Scheduling O;der, U. June 2007. 
'Tho ··Mcll>un nl 24 July 2007"". 
'D<dsi<>n ~n Pl<llcctivc Moo'"'"' f<>r Defence Wftne~"''- 14l'ohJu•J} 2UU7 (-Doci,on un 14 Fobtu"'y 2(K)T"). 
'T. t5 May 2l~l7, pp. 5-<i. 
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The Chamber also notes tltal, 111 its Motion, th~ Defence indicated th~t it "will endeavour 
tO further reduce the number of ~ore witnesse' prior to the c··mmencemcnt of the tnal".' 

7. Pursuant to Ruk 73 rer (D) of tile Rule~. the Ch~mher may ·'order the Defence to reduce 
the number of witne~scs, if it con.,idcrs that an exce"sivc number of witnesses are bcmg 
called lQ prove the same facts". The calling of each WJluess shall be justified by •.he 
necessity of_a fair tri"l, a ITial without undue delay and a complete defence pursuant to 
Article 20 of the Statute.' Having carefully reviewed the Detence Motion of 24 July 2007 
~nd the Defence wimess s!lltemcnts, the Chamber is of the view !hat many of the 
proposed Defence witnes.es will testify about the '-lime r~~t,,. Conseq"cn!ly the Chamber 
urges the Defence to reduce significantly the number of witne.,es called to testify in it< 
ca<e 

Ff. R THE ABOVE REASONS, THE CHAMBER 

Gl ANTS the Defence Molion: and 

01 DERS that the protective measures granted for potemi<.l Defence wime<<<" m the 
De :ision (}[ 14 February 2007 be applled to Defence Witne'"es •)UTI, DFK, J!H, YSS, CNA, 
CF ~and FTA T; 

Ol DERS the Defence to seriously review its witnc.<'i Jist with a view to downsizing the mtal 
nu• tber o! witn~sses to be called, as well~-' reducing the numb'" of witnesses who are being 

cal cd to prove the same facts. 

Of DERS the Defence to fi!e a revised and redue<:d list of witn<!JSeo by 13 August 2007; 

Ol DERS the Defence to disclose tu the Prosecution non-red.cled witness ~tatements and 
rdc 1tifying information of all the witnc~ses to be called tweuty-one (21) days before the 

beJ inning of the Defence case; and 

IUlTERATES.ils Scheduling Order of 20 June 2(107. 

Ar: sha, 02 Augw;t 2007, in English. 

':!-~-j 
lnC . M6mca Wcmbcrg de Roca 

Presiding Judge 
signed m Buenos Aire~ 

" Florence i a Arrey 
Ju e 

"Tl , Moli<m ,f24 J~ly W07, p>c•.4. 
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·Ro ert Fremr 
Judge 




