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bTRODLCTIO", 

l. The Defence is scheduled to commence its case on 24 September 2007.1 The Defence 
filed a first witness list on 24 July 20072

• Following a Decision from the Chamber on 
2 August 2007 requesting the Defence to downsize the total number of its "'itnesses3, the 
Defence filed a revised witness list on 13 August 2007.4 

2. On l7 August 2007, the Defence filed a motion to request protective measures for three 
new witnesses mentioned in its witness list of 13 August 2007.l The Prosecution did not 
file a response. 

OtSCUSSION 

3. As a preliminary matter, the Chamber notes 1hat a witness bearing the pseudonym "RVH" 
appean; twice in the witness list file<! by the Defence on 13 August 2007: firstly at 
number 24 as a reserve witness and then at number 62 as a core witness. The summary of 
the intended testimony provided for witness number 24 differs completely from the one 
provided for v,itness number 62. Consequemly, it is legitimate for the Chamber to 
conclude that they are different witnesses and it will refer to them as "RVHl" for wimess 
nwnber 24 and "RVH2" for witness number 62. Witness RVHI was already included in 
the witness list filed by the Defence on 24 July 2007. 

4. The Chamber recalls that m its Scheduling Order issued on 26 June 2007 it had ordered 
the Defence to file its witness list by 24 July 2007 and the e,cpectcd order of appearance 
of the witnesses scheduled to 00 heard during the Defence case by 13 August 2007.6 

5. The Chamber observes that the Defence did not request leave from the Chamber to add 
any new witness following its filing of24 July 2007. The Chamber a!S(l recalls that in its 
Decision of2 August 2007 it directed the Defence to reduce its number of witnesses and 
did not make any provision for the Defence to substirute witnesses.1 

6. The Chamber notes that the Defence, in its filing of l 3 August 2007, did not observe the 
Chamber's directives of2 August 2007 as it appears that if the Defonce did indeed reduce 
its overaU number of witnesses, it also added at the same time three new witnesses, RJI 
(number 61 on the Defence list), RVH2 {number 62 on the Defence list) and RQH 
(number 63 on the Defence list). Subsequently, the Defence filed a revised order of 

'Scheduling Order. 26 June 2007. 
' Mo(ion to tile Proposed List of Witnesses and Statemenl of Agreed and Contested Matters of fact, and Law, 
filed on 14 July 2007. 
' Decision on the Defrnc< Motion to File Proposed List of Wimesses and Statement, of Agreed and Contested 
Matter, of facts and Law, 2 August 2007. 
' Confidential Defence Filing of Revised List of Watnesse;, flied oa 13 August 2007. 
'Motion for Protective Measure, for Wimesses, flied on 17 August 2007. 
' Sch<duling Order, 26 June 2007. 
' Decision on the Defence Motion lo File Proposed Lis, ofWitnessos and Statemenls of Agre<d and Contesltd 
Matters offact, and Law, 2 August 2007, para, 7, 

1k ProsecuJo• v Srmo,, 8;k,nd;, C= No. \C"IB-200!-72-T 



Scheduling Order and De,;is1&1 on M011011for Protec/Ne M<'OS!Ve.,j,,r Witne.=< 

appearance where it moved Wnness RQH from a core witness to a resen,e witness.' The 
Chamber further notes that the Defence did not give any justification for adding those 
three new witnesses. 

7. Consequently, the Chamber finds that the Defence motion for protective measures for 
witnesses RH, RVH2 and RQH is nor justified. 

FOR THE ABOVE REASONS, THE CHAMBER 

DOES NOT ALWW the Defence to add the following witnesses to iw list of witnesses: RH 
(number 61 on the Defence list}, RVH2 (number 62 on the Defence list} and RQH (number 
63 on the Defence list); and 

DENIES the Motion for Protective Measures. 

Anisha, 05 September 2007, in English 

With the cons~n behalf 
of 

Ines M6nica Weinberg de Roca 
Presiding Judge 

(Absent during signature) 

Florenc~ey 
Judge 

[Seal of the Tribunal] 
' 

'Confidential Amendment to Witness Order, filed on 29 Augusl 2001. 
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