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THIS TRIAL CHAMBER of the International Tribunal for the Prosecutiof Rersons
Responsible for Serious Violations of Internationdimanitarian Law Committed in the
Territory of the former Yugoslavia since 1991 (‘uinal”) is seised of the “Supplemental
Submission: Second Motion for Admission of SuppletakStatement of Rule 9&s Witness
Andja Gotovac”, filed by the Accused on 19 April12Q (“Submission”), and hereby issues its

decision thereon.

1. On 5 March 2010, the Chamber ordered that the gstretatement of Ala Gotovac,
together with the transcripts of her prior testimmam the Dragomir MiloSevé and theMonvilo
PeriSic cases, be admitted into evidence pursuant to B2lbis of the Tribunal's Rules of

Procedure and Evidence (“Rules”).

2. On 7 December 2010, the Accused filed the “Motion Admission of Supplemental
Statement of Rule 9bis Witness Andja Gotovac” requesting the admissiomsypant to
Rule 92bis, of a supplemental statement which was recordethglan interview conducted
with Anda Gotovac on 23 November 2010 by members of hiendef team, at which a
representative of the Office of the Prosecutor ¢&ecution”) was presefitHaving heard from
the Prosecution on the matfahe Chamber issued a decision on 11 January 2éxylirdy the
Accused’s request, on the basis that it was nafiat as to the probative value of the statement

tendered, and considering that the basic requirenarRule 89(C) had not been satisffed.

3. On 1 March 2011, the Accused filed the “Second btofor Admission of Supplemental
Statement of Rule 9is Witness Andja Gotovac” (“Second Motion”) explaigithat, following

the Chamber’s findings in its 11 January Decislos,defence team re-contacteddanGotovac

on 21 February 2011, and that they intervieweddgain in the presence of a representative of
the Prosecution. He then requested the Chambairit the statement attached to the Second
Motion as supplemental information to the witnessstimony? The Prosecution did not
oppose the requet.On 3 March 2011, the Chamber issued an oral idecigranting the

Decision on Prosecution’s Motion for Admission of Statemants Transcripts of Evidence in lieu\diva Voce
Testimony Pursuant to Rule 8% — Sarajevo Siege Witnesses, 5 March 2010, paras. 56, 66) {V){Qv).

Motion for Admission of Supplemental Statement of RulebB2Witness Andja Gotovac, 7 December 2010,
paras. 1, 3 and Annex “A”.

Prosecution Response to ‘Motion for Admission of SuppleateBtatement of Rule 9Bis Witness Andja
Gotovac’, 21 December 2011, paras. 1-4.

SeeDecision on Motion for Admission of Supplemental StatenwériRule 92bis Witness Andja Gotovac, 11
January 2011 (“11 January Decision”), para. 7.

Second Motion for Admission of Supplemental Statement of BRbis Witness Andja Gotovac, 1 March 2011,
paras. 5-6.

SeeProsecution’s Response to Accused’'s Motion for Adimis®f Supplemental Statement of Rule B2
Witness Arta Gotovac, 2 March 2011.
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Accused’s request, and admitting into evidence ghpplemental statement, subject to the

completion of the attestation procedure set oftife 92bis (B) of the Rules.

4, On 19 April 2011, the Accused filed his Submissiequesting the Chamber to admit
into evidence Ada Gotovac’s supplemental statement, on the bast tte attestation

procedure in relation to the witness had been ceteg!

5. The Chamber has outlined the requirements for FAXebis(B) attestation in its
9 July 2010 “Decision on Prosecution Motion to Falim Admit the Certified Rule 9bis
Statements of Sarajevo Witnesses” and will not @@gain heré. Bearing those in mind, the
Chamber has examined the attested statementd# Sotovac to determine if it adheres to the
formal requirements of Rule 98s(B). A Presiding Officer appointed by the Registod the
Tribunal witnessed the attestation of the witness&dement. Ada Gotovac declared that the
contents of the statement are true and accurdtetbest of her knowledge and belief, and was
informed in a language which she understands thatmsight be subject to proceedings for
giving false testimony. Ata Gotovac is identified by her name, date of bigthd place of
residence, and the attestation provides the date pdace of declaration. Therefore, the
Chamber is satisfied that the attestation procedfluréhe above statement fulfils the formal

requirements of Rule 92s(B) for its full admission into evidence.

6. Accordingly, the Chamber, pursuant to Rules 89 8Rdbis of the Rules, hereby
ADMITS into evidence the document with Rule &6 number 1D03483 andEQUESTS the

Registry to assign it an exhibit number.

Done in English and French, the English text bainthoritative.

4

Judge O-Gon Kwon
Presiding

Dated this third day of May 2011
At The Hague
The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]

" SeeT. 12908-12909 (3 March 2011).

8 Submission, paras. 2-3. The Accused adds that the supplestargatent has been uploaded into eCourt as
document with 6fer number 1D03483; Submission, para. 2.

° Decision on Prosecution Motion to Formally Admit the CextifRule 92bis Statements of Sarajevo Witnesses,
9 July 2010, paras. 4-5.
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