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TRIAL CHAMBER III (“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

(“Tribunal”);

SEIZED of the Prosecution Motion for Admission of Documentary Evidence, filed
by the Office of the Prosecutor (“Prosecution”) on 28 November 2007 (“Motion”), in
which the Prosecution asks the Chamber to admit, pursuant to Rule 89 (C) of the
Rules of Procedure and Evidence (“Rules”), 78 documents (“Proposed Exhibits”), to

which two annexes are attached,

CONSIDERING that in its Motion, the Prosecution holds that all the Proposed
Exhibits are relevant and have probative value; that they are all admissible with regard
to well-established Tribunal jurisprudence and practice; that Annexes 1 and 2
presenting, inter alia, the Proposed Exhibits are consonant with earlier Prosecution
written submissions; and finally that “conducting a further review of its documentary
evidence and checking what has been tendered to date”, the Prosecution considers that

the Proposed Exhibits should be requested for admission,'

CONSIDERING that in its decision of 29 November 2006 on the conditions for the
admission of evidence by written motion,’ the Chamber authorised the Prosecution to
seize it of written requests for the admission of evidence not presented to a witness at

trial, so long as it concerns a municipality in its entirety or a specific subject,

CONSIDERING that in the present case, the Chamber notes that the Prosecution

filed the Motion without its referring to a any municipality or a specific subject,

CONSIDERING consequently that the Chamber must note that the Motion is not
consistent with the Chamber’s instructions regarding the admissibility of documentary

evidence,

i Motion, paras. 1, 2 and 3.
- Decision Amending the Decision on the Admission of Evidence Dated 13 July 2006, 29 November
2006 (Deccision of 29 November 2006”).
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FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS,
PURSUANT TO Rules 54 and 89 of the Rules,
DECLARES the Motion inadmissible, AND

INVITES the Prosecution to submit a new Motion consistent with the Decision of 29

November 2006.

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

Isigned/
Judge Jean-Claude Antonetti
Presiding Judge
Done this fifth day of December 2007
At The Hague, The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]
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