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Background

1. On 7 September 2006, the Pre-Trial Chamber rendered its “Decision on the
Prosecution deadline of 12 September 2006 and the Defence deadline of 12
September 2006 (Decision). In the Decision, the Pre-Trial Chamber decided that

“the Prosecution has until 12 September 2006 to file:

(i) a document containing the amended charges, if any, together with the
list of evidence that the Prosecution intends to bring in support of those

charges at the hearing;

(ii) a list of new evidence, if any, on which the Prosecution intends to rely
at the confirmation hearing (“the Prosecution List of Additional

Evidence”);

(iii) any request for leave to make redactions in any evidence on which the
Prosecution intends to rely at the confirmation hearing and which was
not included in the Prosecution Charging Document and List of

evidence filed on 28 August 2006;”

Information on Article 61(4)

2. The Prosecution does not intend to amend the charges pursuant to Article 61(4)

and Rule 121(4). Accordingly, the Prosecution will neither file a document

containing amended charges nor a list of new evidence.

! Decision on the Prosecution deadline of 12 September 2006 and the Defence deadline of 12 September
2006. public, 7 September 2006.
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Information on new evidence and requests

REDACTED

3. The Prosecution intends REDACTED at the Confirmation Hearing. Due to the
fact that REDACTED, the Witness’ statement is neither included in the
Prosecution’s List of Evidence nor was the Prosecution, to date, in a position to

disclose it to the Defence.

4. On 25 August 2006, the Prosecution provided detailed information on this
situation to the Single Judge. The Prosecution refers to the transcript of the ex-
parte Court hearing held on 25 August 20062 and incorporates its oral submission

by reference. The Prosecution provides further information as follows:

(i) REDACTED.

(i)  Immediately afterwards, on 17 May 2006, the Prosecution requested

REDACTED.

(iii) On 13 July 2006, the Prosecution, REDACTED, sent a further letter
REDACTED, reminding REDACTED of the urgency of the 17 May 2006
request, and REDACTED.

(iv)  On 14 August 2006, again following REDACTED with representatives
of REDACTED, the Prosecution sent another letter to REDACTED, this
time extending its request REDACTED.

* See (English) Transcript of the ex parte Court hearing of 25 August 2006, at pages 15 to 18.
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(v) To date, the Prosecution has not yet received a response of
REDACTED. REDACTED has repeatedly acknowledged the priority of

the Prosecution’s requests and has announced a prompt response.

5. REDACTED to the Prosecution’s requests in (near) future, the Prosecution

requests the Pre-Trial Chamber

(1) to grant leave to the Prosecution to add the statement of the Witness to

the Prosecution’s List of Evidence;

(i1)  to apply for redactions where necessary; and

(i) REDACTED.

REDACTED

6. The Prosecution has included the Investigator’s Note on REDACTED in its List of
Evidence. The Investigator's Note was drafted on REDACTED. In addition,
REDACTED, the Prosecution has taken a comprehensive statement from
REDACTED. The statement was registered with the Office of the Prosecutor’s
Information and Evidence Unit on REDACTED, upon return from mission of the
investigators who took the statement. On 28 August 2006, the Prosecution has

applied for authorization of redactions in both the Investigator’s Note and in the
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statement,® pursuant to Rule 81(2) and Rule 81(4), with the aim to disclose to the

Defence both the Investigator’s Note and the statement.

7. The Prosecution requests the Pre-Trial Chamber to grant leave to the Prosecution

to add the statement of REDACTED to the Prosecution’s List of Evidence.

C/.)/Z/ocwjp

, é" - Luis Moreno-Ocampo
Prosecutor

Dated this 12" day of September 2006
At The Hague, The Netherlands

? Since only the unsigned statement was available at the time (the signed statement could not be scanned
at the location it was taken), the Prosecution submitted the unsigned statement. The unsigned statement
and the signed statement are identical.
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