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TH!IS TRIAL CllilfflER of he lniltemational Tribunal or the Pro ·ecutilon of Person' 

Respon ·ibl for Serious Violations of International Humanitarian w ommitted in the Tenitory 

ot· the Fonne.r Yugo lavfa ·me l 991 r'Tribun.aJ"), 

BEING SEIZED of h oral reque-·t ubmitted by th Pro ·eclllion on 16 Apri] 2004 that 

D. Bennett Blum b allowed to give evict nee by vidooaconfe.rence li.n.k from a federal facility in 

Tucson, Arizona in the United States 'Req_ue~t' ) ; 

NOTING the ••oefen ode~ and Confidential Anne . ., • fi]ed confidentially lby llhe Defence for the 

accu ed on 2 February 2004 ("'Defence Report''); 

OTING the "Defence M tion to Terminate Proceeding · , fiJed confidootiaUy 

on 12 February 2004 • 

NOTING th · "Prosecution' S bm:i ·sion of Medical Report.", filed confideatia:Uy 

on 22 March 2004 ( .. Pro· ecution Reporf'); 

NOT G the oral deci io rendered' by the Trial Chamber on I April 2004 lh.at the author of the 

Defence Repon. and at le , t one of the authors ot' the. Pro. ecution Report shou1d be c llod to give 

e idence and lttat chi evidence may he giv n by . ideo-conference liink: 1 

NOTING Rule 71 bis of the Rules of .Procedure and E idence ('·Ru]e. ''), \ hich pr vides that "a 

, rial Chamber m y, in the intere t . of ju: tice ordm· that t tim n be recejved via video~ 

conference Hnk' , 

NOTING the decision d:a ed 25 June 1996 in the Tadii ase2 setting out guidelines for the giving cf 

evidence by video-confi r; nee l~nk., 

CONSIDERING that in the pre ent ase, the Prosecuti n ha . indicated th3:l the witn s was unable 

to tra ve1 to The Hague to testify due to fonaiiy iUn 

CONSIDERING that the Trial hamber find it to be in the interests of j stjce to hear thls ~'ilness 

via v"d.eo-conference link. 

FOR THE FOREGO G REASONS 

P RSUANT to Rule-71 bis of th Rules 

1 T. 4324-4325. 
~ Pros cutar ~. Da.flw 'Jadic, e o. lT-94- l-T, Dl;-ci iori, ori I.he Defonce Motions to ,mnmon an _ Protect Df:fon.ce 

irnes. . ~nd on the Oivin of vid!mc b Video-Link. 25 June 19%, pam. 22. 
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