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The Prosecution files this Response to the Extremely Urgent Defence Request for
Modification of the 7 December 2005 Order for Expedited Filing of Trial Chamber I filed
on behalf of the First and Second Accused on 7 December 2005.'

In its Request, the Defence submits that a one day deadline for the submission of its
response to the Prosecution Request for Order to Defence pursuant to Rule 73ter to
Disclose Written Witness Statements’ (“Prosecution Request”) would be unfair. The
Defence also argues that the Prosecution Request raises important issues deserving of
well-reasoned submissions by all parties to the CDF case as well as the possible

submissions on behalf of other accused persons before the Special Court.

The Trial Chamber’s Order for Expedited Filing of 7 December 2005 was issued
pursuant to Rules 7(C), 26bis, 54, 73 and 73ter of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence
(“Rules™), considering that “the fair and expeditious consideration of the Motion requires

the imposition of an expedited timetable for the filing of any remaining submissions”.

The Prosecution submits that the Trial Chamber acted within its authority, as provided by
the Rules, in expediting the response and reply process and may be presumed to have
considered the complexity, or otherwise, of the issues involved before imposing what it
felt to be fair deadlines. The Rules clearly provide the Trial Chamber with the
discretionary power to order the disclosure of defence witness statements. There are
therefore no major issues of principle or law involved, and no reason why the accused in
other cases should seek to intervene in this matter. The only issues are whether the
Defence objects to the Prosecution Request in this case, and if so, on what grounds. The
Prosecution submits that there is no reason why any such objections cannot be stated by

the Defence in a short time period.

For these reasons the Prosecution opposes the Defence request for modification of the

Order for Expedited Filing.
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Filed in Freetown,

7 December 2005

For the Prosecution,

—
}/ mes C. Johnson
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