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Re: 

 

Request for clarification concerning document objections 

    

 

Dear Ms. Lamb, 

 

We request clarification of two matters concerning document objections.  First, on 23 

December 2011 we received a courtesy copy of the Co-Prosecutors’ Rule 92 Submission 

Regarding Indicia of Reliability of the 978 Documents Listed in Connection with those 

Witnesses and Experts who may be Called During the First Three Weeks of Trial.  Will there 

be opportunity at trial to respond orally to this submission?  If the Trial Chamber considers 

that a response in writing would assist it, we request that the Chamber authorize a response 

30 days after any oral arguments on the admission of these 978 documents or by 1 April 

2012. 

Second, we request that the Trial Chamber inform the parties of the procedure for objecting 

to the documents included in the footnotes of the paragraphs of the Closing Order which are 

read out in court.  Judge Cartwright stated that “[t]hese documents, whether in the paragraph 

or in the footnotes, will be deemed to be put before the Trial Chamber unless there is a 

challenge to them.  If there is objection to any of these documents, then time will be 

scheduled by the Trial Chamber to allow for that argument to occur.”
1
  We request that the 

deadline for objections to the documents in the Closing Order paragraphs and footnotes read 

out for each trial segment be 30 days after the completion of that segment.
2
  This would allow 

the parties, when preparing any objections, to consider whether the documents were 

                                                 
1 Transcript, 5 December 2011, E1/16.1, p. 59 (emphasis added). See also Trial Chamber memorandum, 

Response to issues raised by parties in advance of trial and scheduling of informal meeting with Senior Legal 

Officer on 18 November 2011, 17 November 2011. 
2 Although the Trial Chamber had not yet informed the parties of the procedure for these objections, we filed our 

objections to the documents contained in the paragraphs read out in the first trial segment on 16 December 2011 

in order to assist the Chamber as it prepares to hear document objections for the documents on the parties’ 

document lists. 
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authenticated or whether there is a basis for objection on authenticity grounds.  It would also 

allow the parties to consider whether the documents are reliable or relevant to the first trial. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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