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1. INTRODUCTION

1. Pursuant to Rule7(C) of the Special Court’s Rules of Procedure and Evidence (“Rules”),
the Prosecution files this response to the Accused’s application for leave to appeal1

against the Trial Chamber’s decision issued on 25 April 20072

11. BACKGROUND

2. On 26 January 2007, the Accused filed a motion for leave to appeal3 against the Trial
Chamber’s joint decision® which set the trial start date for 4 June 2007. On 5 February
2007, the Prosecution filed its response to the Application for Leave to Appeal Joint
Decision, arguing in support of granting leave to appeal.” On 15 February 2007, the Trial

Chamber dismissed the Accused’s Application for Leave to Appeal Joint Decision.®

3. On 17 April 2007, the Accused for a motion for reconsideration of the Trial Chamber’s
Joint Decision and requested a delay in the commencement of the trial to a date not
before 3 September 2007.” On 20 April 2007, the Prosecution filed its response to the

Accused’s Motion for Reconsideration, agreeing that the Accused had shown good cause

! Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-230, “Defence Application for Leave to Appeal the 25 April 2007 ‘Decision
on Defence Motion Requesting Reconsideration of ‘Joint Defence Motions on Adequate Facilities and Adequate
Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s Defence,” dated 23 January 1997°>, filed on 30 April 2007 (“Application
for Leave to Appeal Reconsideration Decision”).

2 Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-226, “Decision on Defence Motion Requesting Reconsideration of ‘Joint
Defence Motions on Adequate Facilities and Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s Defence,” dated 23
January 1997°, dated 25 April 2007 (“Reconsideration Decision™).

3 Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-168, “Defence Application for Leave to Appeal ‘Joint Decision on Defence
Motions for Adequate Facilities and Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s Defence’ dated 23 January
2007, filed on 26 January 2007 (“Application for Leave to Appeal Joint Decision™)

4 Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-164, “Joint Decision on Defence Motions for Adequate Facilities and
Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s Defence” dated 23 January 2007 (“Joint Decision”)

3 Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-173, “Prosecution Response to ‘Defence Application for Leave to Appeal
‘Joint Decision on Defence Motions for Adequate Facilities and Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s
Defence’ dated 23 January 2007, filed on 5 February 2007 (“Response to Application for Leave to Appeal Joint
Decision™).

S prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-182, “Decision on ‘Defence Application for Leave to Appeal ‘Joint
Decision on Defence Motions for Adequate Facilities and Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s
Defence’ dated 23 January 2007°”, filed on 15 February 2007.

7 Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-220, “Defence Motion Requesting Reconsideration of ‘Joint Defence
Motions on Adequate Facilities and Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr. Taylor’s Defence””, filed on 17 April
2007 (“Motion for Reconsideration™).
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for additional delay.® On 25 April 2007, the Trial Chamber granted the Defence motion
in part, ordering an 18 day adjournment between the Prosecution opening statement on 4

June and 25 June 2007, “to make up for preparation time lost by the Defence.”’

4. On 30 April 2007, the Accused filed its Application for Leave to Appeal Reconsideration
Decision, appealing the Trial Chamber’s Reconsideration Decision, to which the

Prosecution now responds.

1. SUBMISSIONS

5. In response to the Application for Leave to Appeal Reconsideration Decision, the
Prosecution relies on its Response to Application for Leave to Appeal Joint Decision and

its Response to Motion for Reconsideration.

Filed in Freetown,
8 May 2007

For the Prosecution,

?Brenda J. Hollis

Senior Trial Attorney

Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-PT-223, “Prosecution’s Response to ‘Defence Motion Requesting
Reconsideration of ‘Joint Defence Motions on Adequate Facilities and Adequate Time for the Preparation of Mr.
Taylor’s Defence,” dated 23 January 1997°”, filed on 20 April 2007 (“Response to Motion for Reconsideration™).

Reconsideration Decision, page 4.
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