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1. On 19 August 2015, the Prosecution requested authorisation for Witness PRH087 to 

testify via video-conference link under Rule 124 of the Special Tribunal's Rules of Procedure 

and Evidence. 1 The Trial Chamber granted protective measures for Witness 087 on 17 

September 2015.2 Counsel for the Accused, Mr Mustafa Amine Badreddine, responded to the 

motion.3 

SUBMISSIONS 

2. The Prosecution submits that video-conference link testimony is in the interests of 

justice because Witness 087 would experience significant disruption due to personal issues 

regarding travel to the Netherlands. Video-conference link testimony is equivalent to 

testifying by being physically present in the courtroom and preserves the rights of the 

Accused to cross-examine the witnesses, and the ability to assess the evidence's credibility 

and reliability. 4 Counsel for Mr Badreddine took no position on the requested video­

conference link testimony. 5 

DISCUSSION 

3. Rule 124 provides, ' [ a ]t the request of either Party, the Pre-Trial Judge or a Chamber 

may, in the interests of justice, order that testimony be received via video-conference link'. In 

applying this Rule, the Trial Chamber has issued a number of decisions in relation to specific 

witnesses and one 'general decision' in which it identified the key principles associated with 

testimony via video-conference link.6 These principles are applicable to this decision. 

4. Having considered the specific personal circumstances of the witness, the nature of the 

evidence, and the rights of the Accused, the Trial Chamber is satisfied under Rule 124 that it 

is in the interests of justice to hear this witness via video-conference link. Video-conference 

link testimony allows for effective cross-examination, and the Special Tribunal's Beirut 

facility allows counsel to electronically show documents to witnesses. Further, the request is 

1 STL-11-01/T/TC, Prosecutor v. Ayyash, Badreddine, Merhi, Oneissi and Sabra, F2128, Prosecution Motion 
for Authorisation of Video-Conference Link Testimony for PRH018 and PRH087, 19 August 2015. 
2 Transcript of hearing of 17 September 2015, pp 41-45. 
3 F2153, Badreddine Defence Response to "Prosecution Motion for Authorisation of Video-Conference Link 
Testimony for PRH018 and PRH087", 31 August 2015. 
4 Prosecution motion, para. 4. 
5 Badreddine response, para. 2. 
6 F1425, General Decision on Video-Conference Link Testimony and Reasons for Decision on Video­
Conference Link Testimony of Witness PRH128, 25 February 2014, paras 21-23; F1696, Decision on the 
Prosecution Motion for Testimony by Video-Conference Link for Witness PRH291, 14 October 2014, para. 2. 
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unopposed by any of the counsel for the Accused. The Trial Chamber, therefore, authorises 

video-conference link testimony for Witness 087. 

CONFIDENTIALITY 

5. The Prosecution requests that Annex A to the motion, detailing the specific reasons 

why Witness 087 requested to testify by video-conference link, remain confidential without 

having to submit a publicly redacted version. Because the information in the annex is publicly 

summarised in paragraph three of the motion, the Trial Chamber, in this instance, will order 

that the annex remain confidential without ordering a publicly redacted version be filed. 

DISPOSITION 

FOR THESE REASONS, the Trial Chamber: 

AUTHORISES Witness PRH087 to testify before the Special Tribunal via video-conference 

link. 

Leidschendam, 

The Netherlands 

28 September 2015 

Judge David Re, Presiding 
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