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THIS TRIAL CHAMBER of the International Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persons
Responsible for Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law Committed in the Territory
of the Former Yugoslavia since 1991 {*International Tribunal™),

NOTING the decision of the Appeals Chamber' to quash two decisions of this Trial Chamber in
which the accused Dragan Obrenovié® (“Accused” or “Defence™) and Vidoje Blagojevié’, were

denied provisional release,

NOTING that the matter has been returned to this Trial Chamber for reconsideration and that the
Chamber “is directed 1o take into account the guarantees of the Republika Srpska when determining
whether the accused would appear for trial if provisionally released™,*

NOTING thar the Scheduling Order of 8 October 2002 establishes a schedule for the Defence and

the Prosecunion to file written submissions on the question of provisional release,

NOTING the "Accused Obrenovic's Supplemental Response on the Issue of Provisional Release™
{"Accused’s Response™) filed on 28 October 2002,

NOTING the consolidated response filed by the Office of the Prosecutor (“Prosecution™) on 12
November 2002, “Prosecution’s Consolidated Response Pursuant to the Trial Chamber's
Scheduling Order of 8 October 2002 Concerning Provisional Release of Vidoje Blagojevié and

Drragan Obrenovié” with Annexes, (“Prosecution’s Response™),
NOTING that the Prosecution’s Response draws attention to recent events in the Republika Srpska,

CONSIDERING that the decision taken by the Trial Chamber to deny the request for provisional

release was independent of the guarantees provided by the authorities which gave them,”

CONSIDERING FURTHER that the decision taken by the Trial Chamber to deny the request for
provisional release was based de facto solely on the fact that the Trial Chamber was “not satisfied

that, if released, Mr. Obrenovi¢ would appear for trial”,” and also on the fact that the Trial Chamber

' Prosecutor v, Vidoje Blagofevic et al, Case No. IT-02-60-AR65 and [T-02-60-ARA5.2, Decision on Provisional
Heleas& of Vidoje Blagojevid and Dragan Obrenovid, 3 October 2002 (*Appeals Chamber Decision™).

* Decision on Dragan Obenovic's Application for Provisional Release, 22 July 2002, (*Trial Chamber Diecision™),

" Decision on Vidoje Blagojevid's Application for Provisional Release, 22 July 2002,

Apptala- Chamber Decision, para, &,

Trld.l Chamber Decision, paras 44 and 62,

* Ihid., para. 64, Sce also, paras 63 and 66,
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was “not fully satisfied” that if released, the Accused would not pose a danger to any victim,

. 7
witness or other person”,

CONSIDERING therefore that the submissions by the Prosecution cannot be considered relevant

for cur decision,

CONSIDERING that no real new facts have been put forward by the Defence to cause this

Chamber to reconsider the Trial Chamber Decision,

CONSIDERING that the Prosecution maintains its objection to the provisional release of the

Accused in the Prosecution’s Response,
CONSIDERING that the trial in this case is scheduled to commence in May 2003,

REINCORPORATING paragraphs 38 to 43 and paragraphs 63 1o 70 of the impugned Trial
Chamber Decision,

CONSIDERING that the Tnal Chamber remains not satisfied that if released, Mr. Obrenovic

would appear for trial,
PURSUANT to Rule 65 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence,
HEREBY DENIES the Motion.

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

/W. l}uM-;

Judge Woltgang Schombur

Presiding
Dated this nineteenth day of November 2002,
At The Hague
The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]

" dbid., para, 65,
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