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IS

TRIAL CHAMBER II (“the 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 Yugosiavia since 1991 (“International Tribunal™),

BEING SEISED OF the confidential “Prosecution’s Motion for Leave to Amended Exhibit List™
("Mation”), filed on 14 November 2002 pursuant to Rule 73 of the Rules of Evidence and
Procedure of the International Tribunal (“Rules”), in which the Office of the Prosecutor
(*Prosecution”) seeks leave to amend its exhibit list of | November 2002 (“Exhibit List™) to include

reference to intercepted radio and telephone communications (“intercepts™).

NOTING that the intercepts that the Prosecution seeks to add to the Exhibit List had been disclosed

to the defence counsel for all accused in this case prior to the filing of the Exhibit List,

NOTING that the Prosecution contends that it had intended to include the intercepts as a
component of the Exhibit List, but the intercepts were “inadvertently omitted” from the Exhibit

List,

CONSIDERING that no accused in this case can be said to suffer any prejudice by the addition of

the intercepts to the Exhibit List, as the materials were previously disclosed to all defence counsel,
PURSUANT to Rules 65 rer and 73 of the Rules,

GRANTS the Prosecution Motion and ORDERS the Prosecution to file an Amended Proposed
Exhibit List forthwith,

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

M. Do mSuny

Judge Wolfgang Schumburgﬂ

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