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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”);

NOTING the “Decision on Petkovi¢’s Appeal on Jurisdiction”, rendered by the
Appeals Chamber on 23 April 2008 (“Decision on Jurisdiction™),

CONSIDERING that in the Decision on Jurisdiction, the Appeals Chamber first
finds that “any reference, either explicit or implicit, to such mode of liability /’co-
perpetratorship”/ in the Indictment should have been struck out, specifically, the third
sentence and the last two sentences of paragraph 218 as well as the last sentence of
paragraphs 224 and 2257,

CONSIDERING that in the Decision on Jurisdiction, the Appeals Chamber adds that
since “aiding and abetting JCE” is not a valid form of liability, “paragraph 226 of the
Indictment should have been amended so as to exclusively refer to ‘aiding and

abetting persons who participated in [systematic joint criminal enterprises]”’,2

CONSIDERING that in the Decision on Jurisdiction, the Appeals Chamber “orders
the Trial Chamber to direct the Prosecution to amend the Indictment” in accordance

with the Decision on Jurisdi(:tion,3

! Decision on Jurisdiction, para. 21.
2 .. N

Decision on Jurisdiction, para. 21
3 .. T

Decision on Jurisdiction, para. 22.
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FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS,
PURSUANT TO Rule 54 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence,

INVITES the Prosecution to be informed of the Decision on Jurisdiction and to take

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

Isigned/

Judge Jean-Claude Antonetti

Presiding Judge
Done this twenty-second day of May 2008
At The Hague
The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]
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