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1. The Prosecution filed today the “Public Prosecution Reply to Sesay Defence

Response to Prosecution Application for Leave to Appeal Decision on the Sesay

Defence Motion Requesting the Lifting of Protective Measures in Respect of

Certain Prosecution Witnesses” (“Reply”).!
2. The Reply was filed in response to the Sesay Defence Response (“Response”)z.
3. It has now come to the attention of the Prosecution that there is a typographical

error in paragraph 9 of the Reply. The first sentence of paragraph 9 starts: “The

Reply also states that ...” and then quotes from paragraph 12 of the Response.

The first sentence should, therefore, be corrected so that it refers to the Response

and read as follows:

The Response also states that “[t]here is a strong presumption in favour of ...
disclosure to the Defence — rather than it being unusual, novel or in any way
exceptional — and the burden lies upon the Prosecution to justify any non-
disclosure.”

Filed in Freetown, 26 November 2007

For the Prosecution,
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Pete Harrison

' Prosecutor v. Sesay et al., SCSL-04-15-T-898, “Public Prosecution Reply to Sesay Defence Response to
Prosecution Application for Leave to Appeal Decision on the Sesay Defence Motion Requesting the Lifting
of Protective Measures in Respect of Certain Prosecution Witnesses”, 26 November 2007 (“Reply”).

2 Prosecutor v. Sesay, Kallon and Gbao, SCSL-04-15-T-884, “Sesay Defence Response to Prosecution
Application for Leave to Appeal Decision on the Sesay Defence Motion Requesting the Lifting of
Protective Measures in Respect of Certain Prosecution Witnesses,” 19 November 2007 (“Response”).

3 Response, para. 12.
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