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Justice Shireen Avis Fisher, Pre-Hearing Judge of the Appeals Chamber of the Special Court 

for Sierra Leone ("Special Court"), acting in accordance with the "Order Designating a Pre

Hearing Judge Pursuant to Rule 109 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence," 1 dated 21 June 

2012; 

BEING SEIZED of"Charles Ghankay Taylor's Motion for Partial Voluntary Withdrawal or 

Disqualification of Appeals Chamber Judges", dated 19 July 2012; 2 

NOTI~G the Defence's statement that "[t]he basis of this motion is that a reasonable 

observer, properly informed, would apprehend bias on the part of the Judges of the Appeals 

Chamber, because they have already made an adverse finding in the plenary and therefore 

pre-judged a critical aspect of the credibility of a source of evidence which is fundamental to 

the Grounds of Appeals;"3 

CONSIDERING the written submissions of the Defence and Prosecution;4 

CONSIDERING that clarification from the Defence is required before the Judges of the 

Appeals Chamber can decide whether to voluntarily withdraw/ 

Pl:RSI:ANT to Rules 54, I 06(C) and I 09(B)(i); 

HEREBY ORDERS that the Defence file by 17 August 2012 a submission: 

(i) CLARIFYING whether the "evidence" that the Defence avers will require a 

credibility assessment by the Judges of the Appeals Chamber (that would in 

turn lead to a reasonable apprehension of bias by a reasonable observer properly 

informed) is exclusively limited to the document attached as Annex A to the 

Motion; and, if it is not 

: Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-A-!297, Order Designating a Pre-Hearing Judge Pursuant to Rule 109 of 
the Rules of Procedure and Evidence, 21 June 2012 [Taylor Order Designating a Pre-Hearing Judge]. 
2 Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-A-1302, Charles Ghankay Taylor's \1otion for Partial Voluntary 
Withdrawal or Disqualification of Appeals Chamber Judges, 19 July 2012 [Vfotion]. 
:; Motion, para. 3 
4 Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-A-1312, Prosecution Response to Charles Ghankay Taylor's Motion for 
Partial Voluntary Withdrawal or Disqualification of Appeals Chamber Judges, 27 July 2012. 
1 Proserntor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-A-1313, Defence Reply to Prosecution Response to Charles Ghankay 
Taylor's Motion for Partial Voluntary Withdrawal or Disqualification of Appeals Chamber Judges, 1 August 
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(ii) DESCRIBING IN DETAIL, by way of proffer, any other evidence on which 

the Defence intends to rely in connection with the Motion or the underlying 

grounds of appeal to which the Motion relates, the credibility assessment of 

which would lead to a reasonable apprehension of bias by a reasonable observer 

properly informed, if that assessment were performed by the Judges of the 

Appeals Chamber. 

Done in The Hague, The Ketherlands, this 15th day of August 2012. 
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