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THE APPEALS 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 (“Appeals Chamber” and “Tribunal”, respectively);

NOTING the judgement rendered in French by Trial Chamber II of the Tribunal on
29 May 2013;'

NOTING that Bruno Stoji¢ (“Stoji¢””), Valentin Cori¢ (“Cori¢”), and the Office of the Prosecutor
(“Prosecution”) filed their appeal briefs against the Trial Judgement on 12 January 2015,% and that

Jadranko Prli¢ (“Prli¢”) filed his response brief to the Prosecution’s appeal on 7 May 2015;°

BEING SEISED of “Valentin Cori¢’s Motion to Strike, or in the Alternative, Request for Leave to
Reply”, filed confidentially on 22 May 2015 (“Motion™), in which Cori¢ requests the Appeals
Chamber to: (i) strike paragraphs 142-146 of the Prli¢ Response Brief, on the grounds that they do
not respond to the Prosecution Appeal Brief but to the Cori¢ Appeal Brief, contrary to the Practice
Direction on Formal Requirements for Appeals from Judgement; or, in the alternative, (ii) grant him

leave to reply to the Prli¢ Response Brief;*

BEING FURTHER SEISED OF “Bruno Stoji¢’s Joinder to Cori¢ Motion to Strike or for Leave to
Reply”, filed confidentially on 27 May 2015 (“Joinder Motion™), in which Stoji¢ joins the Motion,
arguing that the Prli¢ Response Brief also impermissibly contains submissions on the Stoji¢ Appeal
Brief,” and requests that: (i) paragraphs 58(f), 96-97, 116-117, and 123-127 be struck from the Prli¢
Response Brief; or, in the alternative, (ii) Stoji¢ be granted leave to reply to the Prli¢ Response

Brief:?

NOTING the “Prosecution Response to Valentin Cori¢’s Motion to Strike, or in the Alternative,
Request for Leave to Reply”, filed confidentially on 1 June 2015 (“Prosecution Response™),” in
which the Prosecution: (i) concurs that the Prli¢ Response Brief contains submissions on other

appellants’ appeal briefs, contrary to the Practice Direction; and (ii) requests an opportunity to

' Prosecutor v. Jadranko Prlic et al., Case No. IT-04-74-T, Judgement, 6 June 2014 (French original filed on
29 May 2013) (“Trial Judgement™).

? Bruno Stoji¢’s Appellant’s Brief, 12 January 2015 (confidential) (“Stoji¢ Appeal Brief”); Appellant’s Brief of
Valentin Cori¢, 12 January 2015 (confidential) (“Cori¢ Appeal Brief); Prosecution Appeal Brief, 12 January 2015
(confidential) (“Prosecution Appeal Brief”). See also Corrigendum to Appellant’s Brief of Valentin Corié,
12 January 2015 {confidential).

? Jadranko Prli¢’s Respondent’s Brief, 7 May 2015 (confidential) (“Prli¢ Response Brief”).

* Motion, paras 4-15, p. 7, referring to Practice Direction on Formal Requirements for Appeals from Judgement,
1717201, 7 March 2002 (*Practice Direction™), para. 5.

3 Joinder Motion, paras 1-2, 8-16.

® Joinder Motion, paras 9, 17-20, pp. 6-7.

7 Notwithstanding the confidential status of the Motion, the Joinder Motion, and the Prosccution Response, the Appeals
Chamber finds no reason to render the present decision confidentially.

Case No. IT-04-74-A 1 22 July 2015



17180

respond to any new argument, should Cori¢ and Stoji¢ be granted leave to reply to the Prli¢

Response Brief;8
NOTING that Prli¢ did not respond to the Motion or the Joinder Motion;

NOTING that the contested paragraphs of the Prli¢ Response Brief make submissions on the merits

of certain arguments advanced in the Cori¢ Appeal Brief and the Stoji¢ Appeal Brief;’

RECALLING that paragraph 5 of the Practice Direction provides that the “opposite party” shall
file a “Respondent’s Brief”, the content of which “shall be limited to arguments made in response to

[the Appellant’s Brief]”;

CONSIDERING that the “opposite party” means the Prosecution when the appellant is a convicted
person, and a defendant when the appellant is the Prosecution, and that arguments made in response

must be limited to those raised by the relevant opposite party;

CONSIDERING that the Appeals Chamber will only consider the arguments raised in the Prli¢
Response Brief to the extent that they respond to the arguments raised by the Prosecution in its

appeal against Prlic;

FINDING that to the extent that the Prli¢ Response Brief contains submissions on the merits of the
Cori¢ Appeal Brief and the Stoji¢ Appeal Brief, the Appeals Chamber will disregard these
submissions for the purposes of adjudicating the Prosecution’s appeal against Cori¢ and Stojié,
without prejudice to any possible similar arguments advanced by the Prosecution in its appeal

against Cori¢ and Stoji¢;

FINDING, as a result, that it is unnecessary to strike any paragraphs of the Prli¢ Response Brief,

nor grant Cori¢ or Stoji¢ leave to reply to the Prli¢ Response Brief;
FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS,
DISMISSES the Motion and the Joinder Motion as moot.

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

Done this 22nd day of July 2015, Q‘\\M \E\/\ A~

At The Hague, Judge Theodor Meron
The Netherlands. Presiding
[Seal of the Tribunal]

¥ Prosecution Response, paras 1-2. The Prosecution does not adopt a position on the question of whether the paragraphs
in question should be struck out. See Prosecution Response, para. 1.
? Prli¢ Response Brief, paras 58(f), 96-97, 116-117, 123-127 (St0jic), 142-146 (Coric).
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