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Introduction

1. The Office of the Prosecutor (“Prosecution”) se@kgourt protective measures to be
applied during the testimony of 2Rrosecution witnesses at the upcoming trial putst@n
Articles 68(1) and 64(2) of the Rome Statute (“&igif) and Rules 87 and 88 of the Rules of
Procedure and Evidence (“Rules”). Collectively, sthegorovisions authorise the Court to take
appropriate measures to protect the safety, pHyaiw psychological well-being, dignity and
privacy of victims and witnesses, particularly umihg victims of sexual violence, and to
facilitate the testimony of vulnerable withessed #rose who are particularly at risk, while at the
same time preserving the Accused’s right to agad public trial.

2. In particular, the Prosecution requests that T@laamber Il (“Chamber”) authorize: (i)
image and voice distortion; (ii) continued in-couge of witness numbers and pseudonyms in
lieu of names; (iii) closed sessions for the ent@stimonies of three witnessegiv) limited
closed sessions for those brief portions of testynwherein the withesses provide information
that would identify victims of rape, sexual violencor related crimes (hereinafter broadly
referred to as victims of sexual violentend; (v) that victims be accompanied, as they sapo
by a psychologist, a trustworthy person, or familgmber at trial in accordance with Rule 88 of
the Rules. While the bulk of these measures isdsée specific withesses, the Prosecution
submits that the discrete portion of all evidendech refers to the identity or other identifying
information of protected witnesses should be giwrertlosed session. This is to maintain the

effectiveness of protective measures for specifinegses throughout the trial.

11CC-02/05-02/09-186 pages 6-Ddcision on witness to be called by the Defend@eatonfirmation hearingpPre-
Trial Chamber | (“PTC I") allowed the examinatiohawitness in closed session. In arriving at tégision, PTC |
stated: Considering, moreover, taking into account theustalf the Defence's Proposed Witness as a memttlee of
investigative team of the OTP, that questions pdselim could seek information that cannot be diset in a
public hearing;”; "Considering, therefore, that thgamination of such a witness shall be conductedlosed
session; "The main consideration that made PTCdemthe witness to testify in closed session wasabse
guestions posed to the witness could have elictesivers that could not be disclosed in a publiaihgaThe
Prosecution relies on the same argument in supdoits application for a closed session in respacits three
Witnesses 47, 75 and 169.

2 The Prosecution consulted with the Office of Pulllbunsel for Victims (“OPCV”) and Ms Marie-EdithoDzima-
Lawson who act as legal representativesnioe dual-status witnesses referred to in thisiegfdn. These dual-
status witnesses are: Witness 23, Witness 29, Wétde, Witness 69, Witness 110 and Witness 112 YQPC
Witness 22, Witness 68 and Witness 87 (Ms MarigfEDbuzima-Lawson). The legal representatives agitethe
measures the Prosecution seeks in relation to tiieints. Similarly, the Prosecution will inform VW of its
intention to seek in-court protective measurestfovulnerable and at-risk witnesses, in particwétims of sexual
violence and those witnesses whose evidence iasittally linked to the identification of victim« gexual violence.
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3. The Prosecution contemplates that all the witheasesue, except the three witnesses for
whom the Prosecution is seeking closed sessiorepdirtgs’ will testify substantially in open
session. Their identities, though withheld from thablic, will be known by the Defence. With
these requested measures in place, the Defencéevdble to examine each of these witnesses
publicly, except on discrete matters that bear e witnesses’ identity, and it will be able to
present its case at trial without restriction. Trequested measures are intended to prevent the
public disclosure at trial of the identities — mdit the substantive evidence — of withesses who
are vulnerable or at-risk.

4, The witnesses for whom the Prosecution requesttegiree and special measures are
witnesses whose lives may be in danger as a resatioperating with the Court and victims of
sexual violence. For the first category, the messurequested will provide security, are
proportionate to these risks, and are appropriadenacessary, especially bearing in mind that the
Prosecution has sought the inclusion of only thvigeesses into the International Criminal Court
Protection Program (“ICCPP”). For the second catggoublic disclosure of the identity of the
victims will create the possibility of punishmentraarginalization or stigmatization or shaming.

It is generally accepted that privacy and dignitamgrests of sexual violence victims deserve
protection, and it is even more important to devben the victims, if identified, will face serious
consequences in their families and communitiesréfbee, the suggested measures are the least
intrusive steps that will balance the interestshef public, the Defence, the Prosecution, and the
sexual violence victims themselves. These measutiefacilitate the testimony of the witnesses,
help prevent their re-traumatisation and protedirtipsychological well-being, dignity and

privacy.

Il. Request for confidentiality

5. The Prosecution requests that this applicationi@nattached Annex A - which is a chart
setting out the specific measures sought and gt#igation for these measures for each witness -
and Annex B - which is the list of authorities g keceived by the Chamber as Confident,
Parte, only available to the Prosecution and the Victemsl Witnesses Unit (“VWU”), since it

relates to a request for protective measures, conwaion of which will defeat the object of the

® The Prosecution is requesting for closed sessiooeedings for the entire testimonies of Witness\Witness 75
and Witness 169.
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request. Separate redacted versions of this fikilgbe submitted simultaneously and will be
available to the Defence, the Office of Public Cseinfor Victims (“OPCV”) and Ms. Marie-
Edith Douzima-Lawson, the latter as legal represtergs of some of the victims referred to in
this application.

[1I. Application for in-court protective measures

6. The Prosecution’s request for in-court measurdsaged on, and supported by, the core
texts of this Court and its practice. Accordinglye Chamber throughout the proceedings shall
have ‘tue regard for the protection of victims and wises* The Prosecution and the Court
have the duties to elicit the truth and, in doingte protect the physical and psychological well-
being, dignity and privacy of its witnesses andiofims? In particular, the fact that a witness is
a victim of sexual violence is a specific factor he taken into account when considering
protective or special measures pursuant to Rules878 of the Rules.

7. The Prosecution must also protect the safety afiarable and at-risk witnesses. In this
instance, the Prosecution is cognizant of the neédgtnesses at potential risk from supporters
of the Accused who may follow the proceedings. & same time, the Prosecution is also aware
that any measures put in place to protect thesendand witnesses must not unfairly prejudice
the Defence. Accordingly, the measures proposegragortionate to the identified risk and are
least intrusive to the lives of persons at risk smthe rights of the Accused.

8. Chambers of this Court have authorized similar mess to protect the safety of
witnesse$. Thus, it is clear that granting such measuresitisimthe discretion of the Court and
that the Court is open to exercising that discrettoappropriate circumstances. Trial Chamber |
in the Lubangacase granted requests for in-court protective nreasfor vulnerable and at-risk

witnesses. In reaching its conclusion, that Chaméesoned that:

“If any of their identities were to become knowhne twhole purpose of their protection
which has been afforded to the withnesses would fmeeumined, and they, together

* Article 64(2) of the Statute.

® Article 68(1) of the Statute; see also ICC-01/0407-776 OA7, para. 101.

® For instance, in th&atangacase, Trial Chamber Il granted in-court protectiveasures for witnesses who have
been admitted to the ICCPP: ICC-01/04-01/07-1798}Reee also Oral Decision of Trial Chamber | ialthbanga
case rendered on 16 January 2009: ICC-01/04-01/064FENG, p. 4, lines 13-25.
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with their families would be at risk for an indafm period of time. The accused has
been given the full identifying details for theselas able, therefore, to deal with their
evidence without restriction.[...] Without the totglof these measures, there is a real
risk that witnesses before the Court will be putighificant risk of harm and the court
would thereby have failed to discharge its obligiasi under Article 68. They do not in
any way render the trial against the accused yrdan in all the circumstances they

are necessary and proportiona7te”.

9. The use of in-court protective measures also id eshblished in other international
criminal tribunals. Thus, it is clear that grantisgch measures is within the discretion of the
Court, and that in line with generally acceptedcpca this Court is open to exercising that

discretion in appropriate circumstances

V. Victims of sexual violence

10. The Prosecution seeks protective and special mesador 10 vulnerable and at-risk
victims of sexual violence: Witness 22, Witness\83{ness 29, Witness 68, Witness 69, Witness
79, Witness 80, Witness 81, Witness 82 and WitigassAs some of them specifically have
indicated in their requests to the Prosecutiony fliear that public disclosure of their identities
will compromise their security and their dignitydaprivacy® While these victims are desirous of
cooperating with the Court in its search for thahy they have clearly expressed their desire to
do so in circumstances which do not expose themtitles, in particular, to the local population
in their communities in the Central African Repeb{{f CAR"). The measures will enable the
witnesses to provide full accounts of the evenissate with minimal re-traumatisation, to protect
their privacy and the privacy of family membersdda avoid the stigma that is associated with
rape and/or HIV infection. Because the protectiveasures will enable the witnesses to testify
without reticence, they will permit the Court tosdover the truth. In the assessment of the

Prosecution, the witnesses’ subjective perceptibmiskk of stigma is supported by objective

" Oral Decision of Trial Chamber | in theibangacase rendered on 16 January 2009: ICC-01/04-01/064-ENG,
p. 4, lines 13-25.
® These are Witness 23, Witness 80, Witness 81 atrit¥é 82.
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information? Hence, the proposed measures are also necesgaoteot the physical security of
these witnesses and their family members.

11. As noted above, the use of in-court protectionldeen contemplated and approved in the
international criminal tribunals. For example, Tiadic, the ICTY Trial Chamber considered
requests for various in-court protective measumgs\Witness F, a victim of forcible sexual
intercoursé, and Witnesses G, H, and I, all of whom were imist of or witnesses to sexual
mutilation® The Trial Chamber allowed these victims and wisessto testify behind a screen,
finding that the use of the screen would o ‘way affect the accused’s right to a fair and lpub
trial”.** The Trial Chamber also relied in particular oniava! practice regarding sexual assault
to allow all witnesses involved theadic application to use pseudonynfs.

12.  Subsequently, the Special Court for Sierra Leon&eseyrelied onTadicto justify the
use of in-court protection measures for the speatdgory of sexual violence witnesses/victims,
explaining that the need for special consideration to victims ofusé violence ... has been
widely recognised in both domestic laws of states ia international courtd™® That Chamber
also allowed all withesses to use pseudonyms amatldw sexual violence and insider withesses
to testify behind a screen and to use voice distoff

13. The Tribunals’ justifications for excluding identi&tion information, despite the public
nature of the trial process, consistently recogrize need to protect the privacy of the
survivor/witness in the interest of both psychotadiand physical well-being. Rape and other
crimes of sexual violence have been callddspicable act[s] which strike [] at the very caré

human dignity and physicahtegrity”.'® It is recognized that these sexual offences have

° See para. 16 and 17 below.

1 prosecutor v TadicDecision on the Prosecutor's Motion Requestingtddtive measures for Victims and
Witnesses, Case No. IT-94-1-T, 10 August 1995, .f0a

M d. at para. 50-51. The temporary screen alsogmted the victim/witness from seeing the accused.

121d. at para. 42: the Chamber also discussed aftHeprovisions of the ICTY Statute, various humaghts
conventions, and widespread practice of both comamwh civil law jurisdictions that allow for the usé such
measures to protect the identity of witnesses actins, as balanced against the right of the aattsa public trial.
Id. at paras. 34-41. Finally, Witness H was allow@dise voice and image distortion to protect leisidentity from
the accused; while the Prosecution is requestirgude of similar measures, their purpose is priotedtom the
public, not the accused.

13 prosecutor v Sesey et aDecision on the Prosecution Motion for Modificatiof Protective Measures for
Witnesses, Case No, SCSL-04-15, 5 July 2004, gara.

% 1d. at paras. 26-28, 33. The Chamber also allogéld witnesses to testify via one-way closed dirtelevision.
Id. at para. 34.

15 prosecutor v. Delalic et glIT-96-21-T, 16 November 1998, para. 495.; Uniations Commission on the Status
of Women, Fifty-fourth session, New York, 1-12 Mar2010; Interactive Expert Panel, Unite to End ¥iale
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“particularly devastating consequent¥sand causesevere pain and sufferighat can be both
“physical and psychologicat’

14.  Similarly, several national legislations considee identity of sexual assault victims as
not the subject matter of public disclosure. A nembf jurisdictions, both civil and common
law, have adopted the position that the identityfalleged victim of sexual assault should be
kept from the public. In England and Wales, Sectiaf the Sexual Offences (Amendment) Act,
1976 provides that after a woman has complained ope aiffence, neither her name nor her
address nor a still or moving picture of her sballpublished during her lifetime if it i$iKely to
lead members of the public to identify her as degad victim of such an offerice

15. Civil law jurisdictions such as Switzerland, Denkaand Germany have similar
legislation. Swiss law prohibits the publication tbke identity of a victim if it is necessary to
protect the interests of the prosecution or if Wietim requests non-disclosure. The courtroom
may be closed during the victim’s testimonBufdesgesetz Uber die Hilfe an Opfer von
Strafteten art. 5). In Denmark, a victim in an incest orgagase, may request a trialcamera
and would be granted (Administration of Justice Aettion 29). In Germany, publicity can be
restricted or excluded, in order to protect theuged and witnesse&é€richtsverfassungsgesetz
sec. 170)°

16. The stigma of rape, in cultures thatigdce tremendous value on women’s sexual purity,
may subject a victim to ‘physical threats’, ‘soc@ntempt,” severe traumatisation, feelings of
guilt and shame ... [and] the fear of rejection byband or family”?° In particular, the fear of
disclosure, and the ensuing rejection, may detetims from testifying about the crimes
committed upon them, thus depriving the Court @& #vidence from which to make a reliable

determination of guilt or innocence.

against Women; Walter A. Fillemann, Internationahtnittee of the Red Cross: Women and War TalkingtBo
The Impact of Conflict on Women, at:

http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/beijing15/interaet panel_V/ICRC%20Women%20and%20War%20Speakin
0%20P0ints%20CSW%20NYc.pdf.

% Tadic,at para. 46.

" prosecutor v Delali et al.,Judgment, Case No. IT-96-21-T, 16 November 19883.p495.

18 http://www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts1976/pdf/ukpga_IEIE_en.pdf

19 prosecutor v. Delalic et aDecision on the motions by the Prosecution forgutite measures for the Prosecution
Witnesses pseudonymed “B” through to “M”, Case N@96-21-T, 28 April 1997, at Para 42.

2 Notes, Protecting Rape In International Crimifiebunals: The Need to Balance Victim’'s Rights Withe Due
Process Rights Of The Accused, 23 St. John's Jbafia&gal Commentary 168, at 197 (citations onaift€2008).
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17.  Another consequence of sexual violence is the dpafaHIV, which compounds the
stigma that is already attached to being a victimape. Several witnesses in this case now are
HIV positive. Numerous studies reflect that, esplégiin Africa, persons infected with HIV or
AIDS are avoided and rejected within their commiesitFor example, a recent survey by Action
Aid International, an anti-poverty agency, and Warfighting AIDS in Kenya, a local NGO in
Kenya, found that more than half the respondenthersurvey - representing 430 households in
three districts of western Kenya - were unwillimgshare a meal with an HIV positive person or
allow the HIV person to cook or serve meals to tgieBhey were even unwilling to allow HIV
positive people to share household utensils. Osporedent stated that she would not use the
same basin as somebody who had HIV to bathe or iasblothes: as she explainedjust feel

... that they can do something to also make mé geéfloreover, the overwhelming majority (74
percent) of respondents agreed that persons with dékserved the disease as punishment for
their immoral behaviour. Thirty-three percent ofvHpositive married women interviewed had
been abandoned by their husbands after testing\ymsdne woman explainedy bu simply keep
quiet because you do not want to reveal your statusin essence reveal the fact that you were
immoral".*

18.  The special measures proposed here thus haveptinegry purposes. First, it avoids re-
traumatisation and protects the victim from thessmuence of feeling that he or she has been
“raped a second timé& by the legal process. Second, it attempts to amaéi the psychological
suffering of survivors, whichray be exacerbated by social and cultural condign this is
particularly an issue where the public disclosufeape results it rejection by the victim’s
family and community?* Third, it addresses the physical and psycholodieat of ‘reprisals
during an on-going confli&f*> which emanate both from those supporting the Aedwnd from
family and community members who may punish pespkmed by sexual violence, pregnancy
and HIV

2L See http://www.irinnews.org/report.aspx?Repor8D316.

% Tadig, at para. 46.

% Delali¢, at para. 495.

% Tadig, at para. 46.

% |d. at para. 42.

% While not the primary purpose of this request, Phesecution further notes that the Court’s williegs and ability
to protect the dignity of rape victims will affettte readiness of witnesses to come forward anderatpin future
investigations and prosecutions. Cf, Notes, Pristgd®ape In International Criminal Tribunals: Thedd to Balance
Victim’s Rights With The Due Process Rights Of Thecused, 23 St. John’s Journal of Legal Commeni&8;, at
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19. Based on the above, the Prosecution requests(ihtitese victims/witnesses continue to
be referred to by their numbers throughout the gedings, pursuant to Rule 87(3)(d) of the
Rules, in order to prevent their identities fromnigedisclosed to the public; and (ii) image and
voice distortions be applied during their testimamyccordance with Rule 87(3)(c) of the Rules.
The Prosecution further requests that where evaeavit be elicited that will either reveal or
provide substantial clues to their identities awthere applicable, their HIV/AIDS status, the
Court authorize closed or private sessions — with dound closed off to the public gallery —
during those portions of their testimony pursuanRule 87(3)(e) of the Rules. Finally, where
necessary, the Prosecution requests that victimsadmmpanied, as they choose, by a
psychologist, a trustworthy person, or family memaietrial in accordance with Rule 88 of the
Rules.

20. In theKatangacase, Trial Chamber Il permitted victims to beawpanied by persons of
their choice in order to facilitate their testimesiduring triaf’ In this case, the accompaniment
of these witnesses, mainly victims of r&pday persons of their choice wiliter alia, minimize
trauma. This is important in maintaining their dignduring proceedings and preserving the
overall quality of their testimonies during trideing accompanied by a person of their choice
will also minimize any additional fear associatedhwparticipating in these proceedings. This
special measure will also, to an extent, addressess relating to witness reluctance and fatigue
that may otherwise prevent a witness from properbyiding testimony?’

21. The following sets out further specific considevas for each of the above witnesses in

support of the present request for protective aedial measures:

a. Witness 22
22. [REDACTEDJ

198 (“Protecting the victim-witness is necessargrider to fulfil the tribunals’ mission to ‘put a&and to such crimes
and to take effective measures to bring to jugtieepersons who are responsible for them'.)
71CC-01/04-01/07-1667-Conf, at para 18rdonnance relative aux mesures de protection daine témoins cités
a comparaitre par le Procureur et par la Chambrges 87 et 88 du Réglement de procédure et degreu

% These are Witness 75, Witness 79 and Witness 87.

% Human Rights Watch, Narrowing the Impunity Gap, 1Eebruary 1997, available at:
http://www.hrw.org/en/node/11032/section/5

REDACTED]
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b. Witness 23
23. [REDACTEDJ*

C. Witness 29
24. [REDACTEDJ?

d. Witness 68
25. [REDACTEDJ®

e. Witness 69
26. [REDACTED]

f. Witness 79
27. [REDACTED]

g. Witness 80
28. [REDACTED]

h. Witness 81
29. [REDACTED]

i Witness 82
30. [REDACTED]

J- Witness 87
31. [REDACTED]

3 IREDACTED]
%2 [REDACTED]
%3 [REDACTED]

No. ICC-01/05-01/08 11
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V. Witnesses whose evidence will identify victims oggual violence

32. Pursuant to Rules 87(3) (c)-(e) of the Rules, thes€cution seeks limited protective
measures for three witnesses - Witness 38, Witd2sand Witness 209. These witnesses will
testify about sexual assaults committed on otlaard,their evidence thus may reveal, directly or
indirectly the identities of victims of sexual vewice. For the reasons set out above regarding
evidence from the victims themselves, the Prosecutquests that: (i) these victims/witnesses
continue to be referred to by their numbers thraughhe proceedings, pursuant to Rule 87(3)(d)
of the Rules, in order to prevent their identitiesn being disclosed to the public; (ii) image and
voice distortions be applied during their testimamyccordance with Rule 87(3)(c) of the Rules
and; (iii) any part of testimony of other withessleat could lead to the positive identification of
victims of sexual violence be heard in private losed session.

33. The three persons for whom this measure is souglvide either first-hand eye-witness
accounts of the acts of sexual violence or wer@rméd of the victims' identities and
victimisation by the victims or by third partieshd@ use of private or closed sessions when
information identifying the victims is likely to belicited is necessary to protect the safety,
physical and psychological well-being, dignity gomilvacy of the victims of sexual violence. All
other portions of the testimony related to the itketaf the crimes would be provided to the

public, thus preserving the public nature of praitegs at the Court.

VI. Witnesses living in or travelling to the DemocraticRepublic of the Congo
(“DRC")

34. In accordance with Rules 87 and 88 of the Rules Pitosecution seeks image and voice
distortions and use of pseudonyms for five witnesastto [REDACTED], or [REDACTED],
namely Witness 33, Witness 65, Witness 173, Witrle&® and Witness 21%3. One witness
(Witness 173) will be relocated permanently, [RED/AD]:*®> [REDACTED]. The requested
measures will be necessary regardless whether timesses are or will be in the ICCPP, to

3 Three of these witnesses - Witness 33, Witnessa®s, Witness 173 - reside in the DRC. In addition,
[REDACTED] within the DRC where the MLC and the Ased’s supporters have previously reacted violently
against the Accused’s arrest. [REDACTED]

% [REDACTED]
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protect the witnesses and their unprotected famaynbers and/or to ensure the effectiveness of
the ICCPP® The Prosecution further requests that evidencardéng the identity or other

identifying information of these witnesses be giveclosed session.

a. Witness 33
35. [REDACTED]

b. Witness 65
36. [REDACTED]

C. Witness 173
37. [REDACTED]

d. Witness 178
38. [REDACTED]

e. Witness 213
39. [REDACTED]
40. [REDACTED]
41. [REDACTEDJ’®®

VII. Witnesses identifiable by their evidence
42. The Prosecution requests closed session proceeftingbe entire trial testimonies of

three witnesses - Witness 47, Witness 75 and Wtdé9® - pursuant to Rule 87(3)(e) of the

Rules. This protective measure is necessary an,iepeotective measures such as face and voice

% For instance, in th&atangacase, Trial Chamber Il granted in-court protectiveasures for witnesses who have
been admitted to the ICCPP (ICC-01/04-01/07-1798}Re

37«Congo Protesters demand release of arrested &xavRilable at :
http://www.reuters.com/article/latestCrisis/idUSI3B6005

“Protests in DR Congo against former rebel lead@rsst”, 26 May 2008 available at:
http://www.afrikanieuws.nl/site/Bemba_arrest prosnphobs_in_the_streets/list_ messages/18516

% [REDACTED]
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distortion and use of a pseudonym are used, thetauie of the testimonies of these withesses
could reveal details about these witnesses thatlcesult in their identificatiori?

43. In the Abu Gardacase, Pre-Trial Chamber | permitted the examinatb a Defence
witness in closed session. Pre-Trial Chamber B&fjaation for this protective measure was that
“questions posed to him could seek informationdhanot be disclosed in a public heariri§

44. Closed session proceedings as a protective mehauesbeen used both in national and
international tribunals. liKunarag the ICTY Trial Chamber granted a closed sessiomwitness
FWS-191 - a victim of sexual slavery and rdp& theTaylor case, the Trial Chamber permitted
four out a total of 91 Prosecution witnesses tdiffeentirely in closed sessidl. National
jurisdictions, cited in paragraphs 14 and 15 abalsp permit entirely closed sessions for the
victims of sexual violence.

45. The Prosecution’s request is limited to three vas®s. Two are uniquely placed to
provide evidence against the MLC; even if theirniitees are elicited in private session, the
nature of their evidence itself will enable perstmsdentify them. The third witness is a victim
of rape, who could [REDACTED] based on the substafcher evidence. Although the evidence
of these witnesses would be withheld from the mylihe Accused and his Defence will have
access both to the witnesses and their evidenceedver, the Prosecution will undertake to
prepare summaries, for the agreement of the patids<Chamber, of the testimony that could be
publicly released®

46. The circumstances of each of these three witngbsgsvarrant the requested measures

are set out below.

a. Witness 47
47. [REDACTED]
48. [REDACTED]

%9 Human Rights Watch, Narrowing the Impunity Gap February 1997, available at:
http://www.hrw.org/en/node/11032/section/5

01CC-02/05-02/09-186 pages 6-Ddcision on witness to be called by the Defendbatonfirmation hearing)

1 Prosecutor v. Dragoljub Kunaradecision granting protective measures for Witne¥gSF191, 20 November
1998.

“2 Africa News, Liberia: Prosecutor presents lasnesds at UN-Backed Trial of Taylor, 3 February 208@ilable
at: http://africaheadlines.wordpress.com/2009/02/08/lé prosecutor-presents-final-witness-at-un-badkiedtof-
taylor/

“3 Prosecutor v. KrajisnikICTY, IT-1198, para. 1198 (accepting into eviderstatements or transcripts from other
cases; “at several points during the trial, sumesaoif the evidence of these Rulel82witnesses were read into the
record, for the benefit of the public audience”).
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49. [REDACTED]
50. [REDACTED]

b. Witness 75
51. [REDACTED]
52. [REDACTED]

C. Witness 169
53. [REDACTED]
54. [REDACTEDJ*
55. [REDACTED]
56. [REDACTED]

VIII. Relief sought

57. In light of the foregoing, the Prosecution respdbtfrequests that the Chamber, in the

upcoming trial:

0] Authorize image and voice distortions and assiggeugonyms to witnesses 22,
23, 29, 33, 38, 42, 65, 68, 69, 79, 80, 81, 82,198, 178, 209 and 213 during

their testimony;

(i) Authorize witnesses 75, 79 and 87 to be accomparasdthey choose, by a
psychologist, a trustworthy person, or family memaetrial in accordance with
Rule 88 of the Rules;

(i) Authorize portions of testimony of Witnesses 38, 42d 209, as well as the
witnesses named above, when the testimony willtityesexual violence victims,

to be heard in closed session;

“ [REDACTED]
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(iv)  Ensure that evidence regarding the identity or rotdentifying information of

protected witnesses be given in closed sessiolil bytaesses;

(v) Authorize testimony of Witnesses 47, 75 and 169edeard in closed session.

Luis Moreno-Ocampo, Prosecutor

Dated this 8 Day of July 2010

At The Hague, The Netherlands
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