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TRJAL CHAMBER J, SECTION A, (''Tl'ial Chamber") o the International Tribunal for the 

Pro ,e,cution of Person Respons ible for Se:riou:s Viofa.tions of International Hunmnit.a.rian Law 

Commined in the Territory of the Former Yngosfavia since 1991 (''Tribunal''), 

BEING SEJSED OF Prosecution• Motioll for Admi ·sion of Witness tatemer:its and Prior 

Te imony pursuant to Ruh:: 92 bis aud incorporated · 1otion Jrr .limine to Admit Related Bxhibits, 

filed urnl r sea I. on 1 . ebruary 2003 , "firs Motion ), and of Prnsii: ution s Motion to Arnend 

Witn ss Li t aIJd ln orporateid Motion o Admit Evidcn e under Rule 2 bi :file under seal on J 0 

June. 2003 (''Second · o:tfon '), 

O'flNG the :r ·. ponse of the t11 '0 accused Vidoje Bl:agoje ic and Dragan Jokit1 to the First 

NOTING tha the Prosecutor, pursuant ti.) Rule 92 bis (D) of the Ru]e.s, through the Fitst Motion 

see to have admitted in itten fonn tbe te tim.ony of itn ··s ·s W91, W92, \ 794, and W95; 

including the exhibits admitted during the · te. timony as detailed by the Prosecutor in a list 

provided to the Ttfa:I hambel', da ed 21 October 2003 ancl through the Second Motion seeks to 

have admi ed in wr itten fonn the testi ony of witness 'W81, 

OTl G he "First Deci ioo on Pros uti:ori 's Motion. for Adm·iss1on of\ .ttness Statemen, and 

Prior Testin10ny Pur:suanl to RuJe 92 bis", .rendere.d by the Toa] Chamht:r on l 2 June 2003. in 

which the Trial Chamber co -idered the j urispnidence in relation to Rule 92 bis f the Rule · of 

Procedure and Evidence (''Ru]es") in detail 

CO SIDIERING that the prior test1n1ony of wiu1es · 81 i cumulative 111 nanrre, 

CONSIDERJNG th.at the prior te. imony of witness 91 is cumulative in mihlre; that of the eleven 

intercepted convcr ations f intercepts') tendered with thi testimony, all. except one , ha e been 

di,cu se.d by live witne ses and are the focus of a . :ubsequent decision on i.nteisce.p ; and th~t this 

one exhibjt doe not ha e p.robative valu~ under Rule 89( ') ofthe Rules. 

CONSlDERI G th t the p ·or ,e · ·imony of witness W92 is emu fative in nature ; that ,two3 of the 

exhibi,ts tendered with this testimony are rek: ·. ant to the ptes nt ca,se, ha e probative value under 

1 idoje Bl g jevic'$ Response to he Ptost:cution's Molfon Concernin Rule 92 bis, filed 31 M.ar,ch 2.003, and Dra~ 

Jokic's R~ponse l.o "r ·~i.;ution's MO{io.n fo.r dm \:;.:;ion of Prior TeS:timony and Witness s, tem.ents p~sillan.t 10 Rule 

92 b{1; and IncOl1)oratr,;d otioa /11 Ltml'ne to lmrc,c:lu:oe Related Exhibits'', filed 3 1 March 200,J. 

~ P22 · c for ideritificaiion pU1iJ>Oli11i.! , 111;165 1e1· number. 
Exhibit r] 9 a r, jdentifi · itlion purposes, nu 6.5 f r m1:m r, rid .t>20 1/11. for idemific.uio11 purposes, 6:5 {e r nL1mncr 

9!4. 
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Rule 89' C) of tbe: R fos, Md do not go to th acts or conduct of the accused; that one intefcept~ i 

cunm1ative in nature; hat three intercepts~ tendered through this i ness h ve been discussed by 

live witn s s and are the focus of a subsequent deci ion on int,ercepts; and that three exhibitsiS are 

already in evidence, 

CONSIOERI.NG ,that tlhe prior testimony of wine" W94 is cumu1ati e in natur · tha one 

'ntercept' tendered with th:i estimony is r~[evant to the present cas , has proba i e value under 

Rule 89 , C) of the Rules:, and doe. not go to the acts or conduct of the accused; lhat another 

interceipt does not have probati · e value under Rule ·9(C) of the Rules; .and that the remaining 

interc: pt9 has been di.sens ed by live witnesses a11d 1 the focus of a subsequent deci ion on 

interoepts, 

CON IDERI G that the prior tcUimony of witnes W95 is cumulative in natm·e; and that both 

interoepts10 t . ndered through th.is witnes are re]evant to the present case, ha e probative value 

under Rule 9 (C) of the Rules, and do not go 10 the acL or conduct of the accused; 

CON HlERl G that tht: handwriueri intercept notebook tendered with the written testimony of 

wimesses W9I , W92. W94, and W9511 do not in their pr,esent untransfated fonn itave probative 

va ue under Rule 89 , C) of the Ru] , 

FOR THE FOREGOING REASON 

PURSUANT TO Rules 54 and 92 bis (D) of the Rules 

HEREBY GRANTS tie First and Second Motions in so far as they request the admissio into 

evidenoe of 

l .. the testimruw of witness W 92 together with exhibits P .\ 96/a and P201 /a, 

2. the te.stimony of · itness W94 together with e, hibi t P2 U /a and 

3. the testilnon. ofW9'5 together with exhibits P307/a and ?308/c, 

4 Sxhlbill Pl9'7/ .1 for i .~ntifica1i011 purpose1>,. 65 mr 11umbt!T 909_ 

i fu lrt ibl! P 194/a, P20 ta, fl!ld 2 l a ( 65 ru num,bers 907, 9'11, lld 926, re~eco. \•cly)_ 

~ lhl1ibits P3 l 9. f>32(l , 011d ?346, 
7 li 1;J1ibit P2 2(a for i ~!!lifi lion purpose • 65 se.r- number 9:2.5. 
8 • hibit l'238111 for icienlifh::~.tion (l\Jr~o.s , 65 ter mrmlx:r 952. 
9 hibit P245/k for idan6 lic~tion pt1rp,oses, mi 65 ter 111.um betr, 

L!) fu.h ibll P 307/ll ant.I P30 c for 1d~11tiflcatiol'I pLllJ)ose (65 fer- 11 mbers 1021 and l 022, .respe<::tively)_ 

u Htllr:tdwritten 1 □ ,ierc~pt m:ileboo!ks n m er.. . , 21, 24, 29. O, n, ,md 231 (e:xilibits P 22, P326, 1'32 , PD I PJ32, 

P 334, and P.344, respectively for ide11li.fi Mioo pu.f]Xlsi:1> . 
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REJECTS the Fir it and Second Motions in . ·o far as they request he admission into evidenc of 

witnessesS W8l and W91,. and of e hibits Pl97/a, P225/c and 

RES:ERVE:S its decision on tile foUowu1 exhibits: Pl79/a,. Pl85/a, PH16/a, Pl88/c, Pl89/a, 

P]9 l/a, Pl93/a, P194/a, P203/a, P206/c, .P20 la, P ~ 16/a, P213 /a, and P245l ' ; respecti e]y for 

identification purpo es., 

DISMJSSES the ·irst and S,econd Motions in so far as they request the .admt sion into evidence of 

exhibits Pll 9, P:320, end P346_ 

Don in English and French. tbe .nglish el's ion being authoritati e. 

Dated this eventeenth day of December 2003, 

At The Hag!lle 

The Nethedands 

Pres.iding 

I Seal or the Tribunal] 
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