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TRIAL CHAMBER III ("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 

("Tribunal"), 

SEIZED of J adranko Prlic' s Motion for the Admission of Documentary Evidence, 

presented by Counsel for the Accused Prlic ("Prlic Defence") on 5 December 2008 

("Motion"), in which the Prlic Defence requests that the Chamber admit several 

documentary exhibits ("Proposed Exhibits"), 

CONSIDERING that, having read the Motion, the Chamber finds that two points 

ought to be dealt with now, before the Office of the Prosecutor ("Prosecution") and 

the other Defence teams file their responses to the Motion, 

CONSIDERING, firstly, that the Chamber notes in the Motion that the Prlic Defence 

states that for several Proposed Exhibits, it has replaced the name of the document 

source by a pseudonym on the ground that these documents were provided to it on 

condition that the source not be revealed, 1 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber recalls that the Prlic Defence did not seize it of a 

motion for protective measures for these documents and explain why such protective 

measures would be necessary and pursuant to which rule of the Rules of Procedure 

and Evidence ("Rules") they could be requested, 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber recalls that Guideline 9 of the Decision Adopting 

Guidelines for the Presentation of Defence Evidence of 24 April 2008 ("Guideline 9") 

requires that the party requesting the admission of documentary evidence in a written 

motion, must, inter alia, provide the source of the exhibit of the document requested 

for admission and a description of its indicia of reliability, 

CONSIDERING that in the present case, the fact that the Prlic Defence has not 

revealed the sources of some of the Proposed Exhibits prevents the Chamber and the 

other parties from evaluating their reliability, 

1 Motion, para. 4. 
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CONSIDERING, consequently, that the Chamber holds that the Prlic Defence must 

seize it of a motion for protective measures for the Proposed Exhibits for which it 

wishes to protect the source, and not redact the source on its own initiative, 

CONSIDERING, secondly, that the Chamber notes that, although the Prlic Defence 

has done substantial work in classifying the Proposed Exhibits according to subject 

matter, almost 400 Proposed Exhibits, however, are classified in extremely general 

categories (Municipality: general (275) and HVO HZ H-B: general (121)),2 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber finds that the Prlic Defence must classify these 

Proposed Exhibits in more specific categories, such as done in the Motion for the 

other Proposed Exhibits, by referring to the relevant paragraphs of the Amended 

Indictment of 11 June 2008 ("Indictment"), 

FOR THESE REASONS, 

IN ACCORDANCE with Rules 54 and 89 (C) of the Rules, 

ORDERS as follows: 

(1) the Prlic Defence shall file a motion in due form by 6 January 2009 at the 

latest for protective measures for the Proposed Exhibits for which it does not 

wish to reveal the source, AND 

(2) the Prlic Defence shall classify the ca. 400 Proposed Exhibits into specific and 

non-general categories, by referring to the relevant paragraphs of the 

Amended Indictment by 6 January 2009 at the latest. 

2 Motion, para. 5. 
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Done in English and in French, the French version being authoritative. 

Done this nineteenth day of December 2008 
At The Hague 
The Netherlands 

/signed/ 

Jean-Claude Antonetti 
Presiding Judge 

[Seal of the Tribunal] 
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