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THE APPEALS 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 (hereinafter “the International Tribunal”);

NOTING the Motion of the Defence of the accused Zoran Vukovi¢ for presentation of additional
evidence, filed on 6 November 2001 (hereinafter “the Motion™), in which the Appellent seeks
authorisation from the Appeals Chamber to present additional evidence in the form of “the birth
certificate of Marijana Vukovi, the accused Zoran Vukovi¢’s daughter,” pursuant to Rule 115 of
the Rules of Procedure and Evidence (hereinafter “the Rules”),

NOTING the Prosecution's response to the motion of the defence of the accused Zoran Vukovié
for presentation of additional evidence, filed on 16 November 2001 (hereinafter “the
Prosecution’s Response), in which the Prosecution asserts that the Motion is groundless and
should be rejected,

CONSIDERING that Zoran Vukovié¢ did not file a reply to the Prosecution’s Response in the
time-limit set out by the Practice Direction regarding the procedure for filing written appeals
before the International Tribunal (IT/155),

CONSIDERING that Rule 115 sets out that a party may apply by motion to present before the
Appeals Chamber additional evidence which was not available to it at the trial, and that the
Appeals Chamber shall authorise the presentation of such evidence if it considers that the

interests of justice so require,

CONSIDERING that the interests of justice require additional evidence to be presented if it is
relevant to a material issue, if it is credible and if it is likely1 to demonstrate that the finding of

guilt or the sentence was unjustified,

CONSIDERING that the Appellent has not demonstrated that the evidence in question was not
available to him at the trial, and that in any case, the interests of justice do not require that its
presentation be authorised,

- ! The Prosecutor v. Kupreski¢, IT-95-16-A, Appeals Judgement of 23 October 2001, paragraph 68.
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REJECTS the Motion.

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

Done this thirtieth day of November 2001

At The Hague
The Netherlands
(Signed)
Claude Jorda
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