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1. By way of this order, I am setting a date for the filing of the pre-trial briefs for the Amicus
Curiae Prosecutor (“Amicus”) and the Defence, in accordance with Rule 91 of the Rules of

Procedure and Evidence (“Rules”).

2. Rule 91(G) of the Rules states that the Prosecution must file its pre-trial brief and its lists
of witnesses and exhibits at least six weeks before the Pre-Trial Conference held under Rule 127
of the Rules." Similarly, Rule 91 (I) requires that the Defence file its pre-trial brief no later than
three weeks before the Pre-Trial Conference, in order to address factual and legal issues
including the general nature of the accused’s defence, matters under dispute in the Amicus’ pre-

trial brief, and why each of those matters are in dispute.’

3. Earlier today, I delivered a decision disposing of a motion challenging jurisdiction in this
case.” I note Amicus Curie Prosecutor’s submission that pre-trial briefs should only be filed once
any appeal against this decision has been decided.* However, I find that it is in the interests of
justice to set the dates for the pre-trial briefs at this stage so that the proceedings may progress

expeditiously towards trial.

4. A Pre-Trial Conference and subsequent date of the commencement of this contempt trial
will be set in due course, after consultation with the Parties, bearing in mind that certain

applicable time limits will be shortened.’

' Rule 90 (G), STL RPE.

% Rule 90 (1) (i)~(iii), STL RPE.

3 STL, In the case against New TV S.A.L. and Khayat, STL-14-05/PT/CJ, FO054, Decision on Motion Challenging
Jurisdiction and on Request for Leave to Amend Order in Lieu of an Indictment, 24 July 2014.

* STL, In the case against New TV S.A.L. and Khayat, STL-14-05/PT/CJ, Amicus Curiae Proposed Timeline,
20 May 2014, Annex A; see also In the case against New TV S.A.L. and Khayat, STL-14-05/PT/CJ, Consolidated
Defence Response to Amicus Prosecutor’s Request for Extension of Time and Amicus Curiae Proposed Timeline,
29 May 2014, para 8.

> I have previously decided that in light of the limited scope of this case, it may not appropriate to adhere to the time
limits contemplated in the Rules with respect to the main case (see In the case against New TV S.A.L. and Khayat,
STL-14-05, Transcript of 13 May 2014 (T2), pp. 7-8.
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