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I, Justice Teresa Doherty, acting as Single Judge of Trial Chamber 1I of the Special Court for Sierra

Leone (“Special Court™);

SEISED of the “Confidential Independent Counsel’s Second Motion for Subpoenas ad Testificandum”,
filed on 4 December 2012 (“Motion”).!

NOTING the “Confidential Defence Response on Behalf of Mr. Prince Taylor to Independent
Counsel’s Second Motion for Subpoena ad Testificandum”, filed on 14 December 2012 (“Response”).’

NOTING the “Confidential Reply to Defence Response on Behalf of Mr. Prince Taylor to

Independent Counsel’s Second Motion for Subpoena ad Testificandum” filed on 18 December 2012°

RECALLING the Public “Decision on Independent Counsel’s Second Motion for Subpoena ad
Testificandum” filed on 21 December 2012 (“Original Decision”)* in which the Single Judge ordered
the service of the pleadings on Mr. Courtney Griffiths Q.C. and Ms. Logan Hambrick and directed

they indicate if they are willing to co-operate and answer questions of Independent Counsel.

NOTING that the Court recess declared by President Fisher applies only to the Appeals Chamber

and not to the Trial Chamber.’

NOTING “Submissions in Compliance with Single Judge’s. Decision on Independent Counsel’s
Second Motion for Subpoena ad Testificandum” filed on 2 January 2013° (“Submissions in
Compliance”) wherein Mr. Courtney Griffiths Q.C. and Ms. Logan Hambrick (“the Interested
Parties”) indicate that, with reservations relating to professional privilege and notwithstanding their
querying the basis for “Independent Counsel’s decision to seek to interview and subpoena them”’

“they are willing to co-operate and answer the questions of Independent Counsel”®

NOTING “Response to Submissions in Compliance with Single Judge’s Decision on Independent

Counsel’s Second Motion for Subpoena ad Testificandum” filed on 3 January 2013 (“Independent
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Counsel’s Response”)’ wherein Independent Counsel informs that Court that he will submit

questions to the Interested Parties. '

COGNISANT o f the provisions o f Rules 54 and 97 o f the Rules of Procedure and Evidence
("Rules"),

HEREBY DEFER any further Decision on this matter pending the outcome of the exchange

between the Interested Parties and Independent Counsel

GIVE Liberty to apply

Done at The Hague, The Netherlands, this 4 day of January 2013
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