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1. On 30 December 2011, the Simatovic Defence requested the protective measures of 

pseudonym, voice distortion, and face distortion for Witness DFS-20 ("Motion"). I It submits that 

more than four years ago, a hand grenade was "activated" in the courtyard of the restaurant where 

the witness was sitting and that around the same time, the employment contract of a family member 

of his was unexpectedly tenninated 2 On 13 January 2012, the Prosecution responded, opposing the 

Motion ("Response,,)3 The Prosecution submits that the hand grenade incident appears unrelated to 

the witness or his position as a witness in this case. 4 It also submits that the tennination of the 

witness's family member's employment contract lacks details needed in order to objectively rely 

upon it as a basis for granting protective measures 5 The Stanisic Defence did not respond to the 

Motion. 

2. The Chamber recalls and refers to the test for granting protective measures to witnesses set 

out in a previous decision.6 

3. In addition to the fact that the events occurred more than four years ago, there is no 

objective indication that they took place because of Witness DFS-20's position as a witness before 

this Tribunal. Accordingly, the Chamber is not satisfied that the Motion demonstrates an 

objectively grounded risk to the safety or welfare of the witness or his family because of his 

position as a witness before this Tribunal. 

4. For the foregoing reasons, the Chamber DENIES the Motion. 

Done in English and in French, the English version being authoritative. 
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