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THIS TRIAL 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 (“the International Tribunal™),

BEING SEISED of a confidential “Prosecution’s Request to Call Witness C-063”, filed on

20 January 2004 (“Motion”), in which the Prosecution seeks permission to call this witness,

CONSIDERING the Trial Chamber’s ruling subsequent to the filing of the Prosecution’s
pre-trial material for the Croatia and Bosnia part of these proceedings that it would only

allow the admission of additional material by the Prosecution on good cause being shown,'

CONSIDERING that this witness appeared neither on the Prosecution’s final witness list,

nor in its omnibus motion for the admission of certain witnesses,’

NOTING that despite the witness agreeing to testify on 10 December 2003, this Motion was
not filed until 20 January 2004, a matter of weeks prior to the close of its case, in
circumstances in which the Accused had been put on notice by the Prosecution of its
intention to call a number of substantial and important Prosecution witnesses, and that the
witness whilst identified as a potential Prosecution witness was not scheduled to testify in its

confidential “Witness Schedule to End of Prosecution Case”,

CONSIDERING that, in all the circumstances, the Accused has not been given a sufficient

opportunity to prepare for the testimony this witness could give,

CONSIDERING the Trial Chamber does not, therefore, accept that the Prosecution has

shown good cause such that the witness should be added to the witness list,

! “Decision on Prosecution Request for Agreement of Trial Chamber to Amend Schedule of Filings”, 18 April
2002, p.3.

2 “Decision on Prosecution’s Fourth Omnibus Motion for Leave to Amend the Witness List and Request for
Protective Measures”, 21 November 2003.
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PURSUANT TO Rules 54 and 73 bis of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence

HEREBY DENIES THE MOTION.

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

f—

Patrick Robinson

Judge
Dated this cighteenth day of February 2004
At The Hague
The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]
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