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I. PI~OCEDURAL HISTORY AND SUBMISSIONS 

1. On 16 July 2012, the Chamber granted the provisional release of the Accused Jovica 

Stanišić ("Accused") from 20 July to 4 October 2012 ("Decision").! ln the Decision, the Chamber 

ordered the Accused to remain within the confines of the city of Belgrade? The Chamber also set 

conditions for monitoring, tt'eating, and reporting on the Accused's health, which included that the 

Reporting Medical Officer ("RMO") should put questions to the Accused by telephone once every 

three weeks. 3 

2. On 24 August 2012, the Chamber granted a request from the Accused allowing him to travel 

outside of the city of Belgrade on one day in August 2012 to visit his father's grave in Bačka 

Palanka town in the Republic of Serbia ("Serbia,,).4 

3. On 24 September 2012, the Chamber granted a request from the Accused to extend his 

provisional release and ordered the Accused to return to the Tribunal on or before a date to be set as 

soon as the scheduling of the closing arguments is finalized ("Return Date,,).5 On 7 December 

2012, the Chamber set the Return Date at Thursday 24 January 2013. 6 

4. On 10 December 2012, the Stanišić Defence applied for a variation of the conditions of the 

Accused's provisional release ("Request,,).7 The Stanišić Defence requested that the Chamber allow 

the Accused to leave the city of Belgrade for one day (for approximately eight hours) so that he can 

visit his father's grave in Bačka Palanka town in Serbia, with police escort, on account of an 

upcoming religious holiday on 19 December 2012.8 The Stanišić Defence submitted that the 

Prosecution indicated that it would not oppose the Request.9 

\ 

4 

6 

Order Issuing a Public Redaeted Version of the Confidential Decision on the Stanišić Defence Request for 
Provisional Release of 16 July 2012, 7 November 2012; Decision on the Stanišić Defence Request for Provisional 
Release, 16 JLily 2012 (Confidential), paFas 15 (3)(a) and (c). 
Decision, para. 15 (3)( d)(i). 
Decision, para. 15 (2)( e). 
Decision on the Conditions orthe Accused Stanišić's Provisional Release, 24 August 2012. 
Decision on Stanišić Request for Extension of ProvisiOnal Release, 24 September 2012. 
Order in relation to the Provisional Release of the Accused, 7 December 2012. 
Urgent Stanišić Defence Application to Vary the Conditions of Stanišić's Provisional Release Decision of 16 July 
2012,10 Deccmber 2012 (Confidential). 
Request, panIs 3, 5. 
Request, para. 4. 
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II. APPLICABLE LAW AND DISCUSSION 

5. The Chamber recalls and refers to the applicable law governing provisional release as set 

out in its previous decisions. 10 

6. The Chamber considers that granting the requested variation would not alter its assessment 

regarding the criteria of Rule 65 (B) of the Tribunal's Rules of Procedure and Evidence ("Rules"). l I 

Further, granting the requested variation is unlikely to disrupt the conditions for monitoring, 

treating, and reporting on the Accused's health set by the Chamber. Having reviewed the recent 

reports on the Accused's health,\2 and in view of the reasons for the Accused's travel outside of 

Belgrade set out in the Request, the Trial Chamber finds it appropriate to grant the Request. 

III. DISPOSITION 

7. For the foregoing reasons, pursuant to Rules 54 and 65 of the Rules, the Chamber GRANTS 

the Request, AMENDS the Decision, and ORDERS that as an exception to the conditions of the 

Accused's provisional release set in the Decision: 

(i) the AccLlsed may travel outside of the confines of the city of Belgrade on one day (for 

approximately eight hours) in December 2012 to visit his father's grave in Bačka Palanka 

town in Serbia; 

(ii) the Accušed need not report to a local police station on the day of his visit to his father' s 

grave in Bačka Palanka in December 2012; 

CLARIFIES that all other conditions set in the Decision remain in force; 

INSTRUCT S the Defence to consult with the Registry in determining the day on which the 

Accused will travel to Bačka Palanka, so as to ensure that the visit does not interfere in any way 

with the RMO putting questions to the Accused; and 

10 Decision on Simatović Request for Provisional Release, 13 'December 20 ll, paras 6-7 and the decisions cited 
therein. 

II Decision, para. 7. 
12 RMO reports of20 September, 27 September, Il October, 31 October, and 22 November 2012 (Confidential). 
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INSTRU CTS the Registry to inform the Government of Serbia at least two days in advance of the 

dayan which the Accused will travel to Bačka Palanka. 

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

Dated this Twelfth day of December 2012 
At The Hague 
The Netherlands 

[Scal of thc Tribunal] 
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