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TRIAL CH AMBER 11 i(“Trial Chamber’™) of the Inletnational Tribunal for the Prosecution of

Persons Responsible for Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law Committed n the

Territory of the Formet Yugoslavia since 1991 (“Tribunal”),

BEING SEISED OF the “Prosecution Motion for Vagiation from Page Limits” {“Motion™), filed
on 14 February 2003, in which the Prosecution seeks leave from the Trial Chamber 1o exceed the
page limits for motions by one page for its “Motion for Admission of Witlness Sratements and Priov
Testimoeny Pursuant o Rule 92 bis and Incorporated Motion I Limine to Admit Related Exhibits”

(~“Proposed Filing”).

NOTING that the Practice Direction on the Length of Briets and Motions of 5 March 2002
(*Practice Direction’) states in paragraph 3 “Motions and replies and responses before a Chamber

will not exceed 10 pages of 3000 words, whichever is greater,”

NOTING paragraph 7 of the Practice Direction provides for a varation fTom page limits, and
reguires that a party seck authorisation in advance of filing any motions in €XCess of the page limits

and provide an explanation for he exceptional circumstances that necessitate the oversized (iling.

CONSIDERING that the Prosecution sought leave from the Trial Chamber betore Dling the
Proposed Filing. and submitted in the Motion that through the Proposed Filing, 1t seeks 1o admit
inlo evidence transcripts of prior testimony and cenitied witness statements of approximately )

witnesses, and that 1ts submissicns could not be completed in the mandated 10 pages,

CONSIDERING that the Trial Chamber is satistied that due to the large number of witnesses
discussed in the Proposed Filing, exceptional circumstances have been established that necessitate

the oversized filing,

PURSUANT TO Rule 54 ol the Rules of Procedure of the Tribunal, HEREBY GRANTS the
Motion.

Done in English and French, the English version heing authorlative.
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Prestding
Dated this seventeenth day of February 2003,
Al The Hague
The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]
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