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SUBMISSIONS

I. Pursuant to the Trial Chamber’s ‘Order for Expedited Filing’', counsel for the Second
Accused. Mr Moinina Fofana, (the “Defence”) hereby files its initial response to the
“Prosecution Motion for Leave to Call Evidence in Rebuttal and for Immediate Protective

Measures for Proposed Rebuttal Witness’ (the “Motion”)™.

2. The Motion seeks (i) leave of the Trial Chamber to call evidence in rebuttal and (i1)

protective measures for the proposed rebuttal witness.

Assuming the proposed evidence is properly a matter for rebuttal, the Defence does not

(US)

oppose the request for protective measures for the proposed witness. However, in order
to evaluate and properly respond to the first request contained in the Motion, the Defence
submits that it must be in possession of all available particulars regarding the proposed
evidence. Because Annex A of the Motion sets out only in very general terms and in
summary form the proposed rebuttal evidence, the Defence is unable to draw the

necessary factual analogies to the jurisprudence cited in the Motion.

4. Accordingly, the Defence respectfully requests that the “interview notes and the
unredacted statement of the rebuttal witness™ be disclosed to the Defence, on a
confidential basis, as a matter of urgency. This will provide the Defence with sufficient
time to formulate and submit proper arguments in response to the Motion. In the absence
of such disclosure, it will be very difficult for the Defence to file a definitive and

meaningful response.

5. The Defence is anxious not to delay matters and is mindful of its obligation to file a full
response to the Motion by 4:00 pm on 16 October 2006°. The Defence therefore
respectfully requests the Trial Chamber to order disclosure of the interview notes and

unredacted statement by 12:00 pm on 16 October 2006.

" Prosecutor v. Norman, et al., SCSL.-2004-14-T-716, 13 October 2006.
- Prosecutor v. Norman, et al., SCSL-2004-14-T-715, 13 October 2006.
’ Motion, 9§ 18.
K

Seen 1, supra.
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