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1. Following the order of the Pre-Trial Judge,' the Defence for Mr Germain Katanga
hereby submits observations on the request for non disclosure of identity made by
victim a/0333/07, and the set of procedural rights that should be attached to the

procedural status of victim at the pre-trial stage of the present case.

2. The term ‘pre-trial stage’ is undefined. The Defence make these observations on
the basis that the subject of these submissions is in effect limited to the period

from now until the first status conference to be held by the Trial Chamber.

3. The Defence have had the opportunity of reading the cogent observations made by

the Prosecutor on all the matter in his response” and adopt and agree them.

4. We emphasise that there is little need to depart from the wording contained in
Article 68 (3) as to the essential criteria for victim participation, namely that it is

only appropriate when the victim’s ‘personal interests are affected’.

5. The Defence agree paragraph 18 but are puzzled by the need for the Legal
Representative to ‘attend all hearings’. Some hearings, such as many status
conferences, are not directly relevant to the interests of the victims and their
interests can be equally, and more economically, protected by access to transcripts,
by invitations to contribute in respect of particular issues and by providing an

agenda in advance of hearings.

6. The Defence accordingly join with the Prosecutor in his prayer.

Submitted with respect,
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David HOOPER

Dated this 16th April 2008

London
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