














Prosecution corresponded with the Defence regarding this issue and advised
the Defence team by email on 4 December 2007 of its intention to file a
motion pursuant to Rule 92ter on 14 December 2007 and, indeed, highlighted
the fact that if it did so, a response would be due on 7 J anuary 2008.

111 CONCLUSION
18. The Prosecution respectfully requests that the Trial Chamber dismiss the
Defence Motion as:
(1) the Defence has not shown good cause Justifying the grant of leave and
the extension of time;
(11) the Prosecution and other organs of the Court are prejudiced by the
failure of the Defence to timely file responses; and
(11i)  the Defence do not establish that it is in the interests of justice to

favour an extension of time.

- Filed in The Hague,
10 January 2008,

For the Prosecution,
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Senior Trial Attorney

Trial Conference Materials. RUF Exhibit Nos. 185 to 189 are prior statements of the witness and were
disclosed to the Defence on 17 May 2006 in redacted format and in unredacted format on 10 December
2007.”

Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-T 6




LIST OF AUTHORITIES
SCSL Cases
Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01 -T-372, “Confidential Prosecution Motion for the

Testimony of Witnesses TF1-548, TF1-555 & TF1-561 to be Held in Closed Session”
13 December 2007

b

Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-T-375, “Public with Confidential Annexes
Prosecution Motion for Admission of Part of the Prior Evidence of TF1-362 & TF]1-
371 Pursuant to Rule 92ter”, 14 December 2007

Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01-T-377, “Public Defence Motion Pursuant to Rule
75(G) to Modify Sesay Defence Protective Measures Decision of 30 November 2006
for Access to Closed Session Defence Witness Testimony and Limited Disclosure of
Defence Witness Names and Related Exculpatory Material”, 14 December 2007

Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01 -T-378, “Public Urgent Defence Motion Regarding
a Fatal Defect in the Prosecution’s Second Amended Indictment Relating to the
Pleading of JCE”, 14 December 2007

Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCSL-03-01 -T-382, “Motion for Extension of Time Pursuant to
Rule 7bis in Respect of Two Prosecution Motions: SCSL-03-01-T-372 and SCSL-03-
01-T-375", 8 January 2008

Prosecutor v. Taylor, SCS1.-03-01-T 7




