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L Inés Monica Weinberg de Roca, Duty Judge of the Interational Tribunal for the Prosecution of
Persons Responsible for Serious Vieolations of International Humanitarian Law Committed in the

Territory of the Former Yugoslavia since 1991 (“International Tribunal™),

BEING SEISED of (i} a “Motice of the Accused Slobodan Praljak Regarding Immediate Execution
of Trial Chamber 30" July 2004 Decision on Provisional Release” filed on 5 August 2004, (ii) a
“Request for Reconsideration of the Order on Prosecution's Motion o Stay Orders on Provisional
Release of 4 August 2004 filed on behalf of the accused Jadranko Prli€ on 5 August 2004, (iii} a
“Request for Reconsideration of the Order on Prosecution’s Motion to Stay Orders on Provisional
Release of 4™ August 2004" filed on behalf of the accused Valentin Corid on 5 August 2004, and
{iv) “The Accused Slobodan Praljak’s Urgent Request for Immediate Implementation of 2 Aogust
2004 Trial Chamber's Order on Provisional Release” filed on 5 August 2004 (collsctively,
“Defence Motions™), requesting that the Duty Judge to reconsider the “Order on Prosecutor’s
Motion to Stay Orders on Provisional Release™ issued on 4 Aungust 2004 (“Initial Order™),

NOTING that the Prosecutor filed before the Duty Judge on 3 August 2004 a “Prosecutor’s Motion
to Stay Orders on Provisional Release Concerning the Accused Jadranko Priié, Brune Siojid,
Siobodan Praljak, Milivoj Petkovi¢, Valentin Cori¢ and Berislav Pugi¢ Pursuant to Rules 65 and
127" {"Prosecution’s Motion"™) for an order to stay the decisions of Trial Chamber I, issued on 2
August 2004, granting provisional release to the Accused Jadranko Prlid, Bruno Stojid, Slobodan
Praljak, Milivoj Petkovié, Valentin Cori¢ and Berislav Pugi¢ (“Impugned Orders™),

NOTING that, in the Initial Order, T considered that it was not appropriate for me, acting as a single
Judge, to consider the Preosecution’s Motion and accordingly remitted the application to Trial
Chamber [ for determination,

NOTING the “Decision on Prosccution's Motion for Stay of Orders on Provisional Release of
Accused” issued by Trial Chamber I on 9 August 2004 (“Decision of Trial Chamber I™) rejecting

the Prosccution’s Motion,

CONSIDERING that, in light of the Decision of Trial Chamber I, the relief sought in the Defence
Motions has ipso facto become moot,

"The Accused Berislav Pusid filed a notice of joinder to the “"Request for Reconsideration of the Crder on Proscoution”s
Motion 1o Stay Orders on Provisional Releass of 4 Augunst 2004 filed on behalfl of the accused Jadranke Prlic and the
“Request for Reconsideration of the Order on Prosecution’s Motion to Stay Orders on Pravisional Release of 47 August
204" filed on behalf of the accused Valentin Coric on 3 August 2004,
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NOTING the “Order on the Prosecution’s Motion for a Stay™ issued by the Appeals Chamber on
10 August 2004 granting a Prosecution’s application for a stay of the Impugned Orders until a
decision by a bench of the Appeals Chamber on the Prosccution’s application for leave to file an
interlocutory appeal in respect of the Impugned Orders (“Decision of the Appeals Chamber™),

NOTING FURTHER “the Accused Milivo) Petkovid's Motion for Clarification of the Legal
Status of the Accused in Respect of the Trial Chamber’s Decision on Prosecution’s Motion for Stay
of the Orders on Provisional Release of the Accused and the Appeals Chamber's Order on the
Prosecution’s Motion for Stay” filed before me on 11 August 2004 (“Motion for Clarification™,”
seeking clarification on the effect of the Decision of the Appeals Chamber,

CONSIDERING that the same Motion for Clarification has been filed before the Appeals

Chamber, [ therefore dismiss it,
PURSUANT TO Rules 28 and 54 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence of the Intemational

Tribunal,

HERERY DISMISS the Defence Motions and the Motion for Clarification.

Done in both English and French, the English text being authontative,

Judge Inés Mdnica Weinberg de Roca

Duty Judge
Dated this iwenticth day of August 2004
Al The Hague
The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]

* The Accused Slobodan Praljak filed on 12 Aupust 2004, a notice of joinder 1 the “The Accused Milivoj Petkovi¢'s
Motion for Clarification of the Legal Status of the Accused in Respect of the Trial Chamber’s Decision on
Prosecution’s Motion for Stay of the Orders on Provisional Release of the Accused and the Appeals Chamber's Order
an the Prosacution's Motion for Stay” filed on 11 August 2004,
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