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TRIAL CHAMBER II 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 (“Tribunal”);

BEING SEISED OF the “Urgent Joint Defence Motion Seeking Extension of Time for
Application for Certification to Appeal Decision on Joint Defence Motions Requesting the
Translation of the Pre-trial Brief and Specific Motions Dated 24 May 2006 (“Motion”), filed by
the Defence Counsel of seven Accused (“Defence”) on 31 May 2006;

NOTING the “Decision on Joint Defence Motions Requesting the Translation of the Pre-trial Brief
and Specific Motions” (“Decision”), issued on 24 May 2006, wherein the Trial Chamber, inter alia,
denied the request for an order for translation of the pre-trial brief into a language the Accused

understand;

NOTING that the Defence submits that: (i) it is considering a request for certification in order to
appeal the Decisionvsolely with respect to the request for translation of the pre-trial brief; (ii) while
it agrees with the Trial Chamber’s holding that it is the Indictment that shall appropriately inform
the Accused, in a language they understand, of the nature and cause of the charges against them,
“the Prosecution in its Response to the Defence Preliminary Motions stated several times,
responding to the Defence allegation that the Indictment is vague, that it might provide further
details in its pre-trial brief”;' (iii) as it has not yet received a decision of the Trial Chamber on the
Defence Motions challenging the Indictment pursuant to Rule 72 of the Rules of Procedure and
Evidence (“Rules”), it cannot determine whether it would request certification to appeal the
Decision and specify the reasons for such request; (iv) it therefore seeks an extension of time for the
request for certification for a three-day period of the date a decision on the Defence Motions

challenging the Indictment pursuant to Rule 72 of the Rules is filed;

NOTING that Rule 73(C) of the Rules provides that requests for certification shall be filed within

seven days of the filing of the impugned decision;

NOTING that pursuant to Rule 127(A)(i) of the Rules, a Trial Chamber may on good cause being

shown by motion, enlarge any time prescribed;

CONSIDERING that the Trial Chamber is satisfied that by its submissions the Defence has shown

good cause;

! Motion, para. 5.
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NOTING that the “Decision on Motions Challenging the Indictment Pursuant to Rule 72 of the
Rules” was filed on 31 May 2006;

PURSUANT TO Rules 73 and 127 of the Rules;

HEREBY GRANTS the Motion and ORDERS that if the Defence decides to file a request for
certification to appeal the Decision, it should do so by Tuesday, 6 June 2006.

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

Dated this second day of June 2006

At The Hague
The Netherlands
i/
Judge Carmel Agius
Presiding
|Seal of the Tribunal]
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