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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”), 

PROPRIO MOTU, 

NOTING the “Decision on Jadranko Prli}’s Request for 1) Clarification of Judge 

Prandler’s Association with Victor Andreev and 2) Public Hearing”, rendered 

publicly by the Chamber on 26 July 2010 (“Decision”), 

CONSIDERING that the penultimate paragraph on page 2 of the Decision is worded 

as follows: 

CONSIDERING that the Prli} Defence claims that the importance of 

this information, revealed by Judge Prandler himself during the hearing 

of 8 March 2010, and an appearance of potential bias on his part,  came 

to light when the Prli} Defence read extracts of the R. Mladi} diary 

revealing Viktor Andreev’s position on the conflict in the RBiH 

disclosed by the Prosecution on 14 April 2010, 

CONSIDERING that this paragraph ought, in fact, to be worded as follows: 

CONSIDERING that the Prli} Defence claims that the importance of 

this information, revealed by Judge Prandler himself during the hearing 

of 8 March 2010, and an appearance of potential bias on his part,  came 

to light when the Prli} Defence read extracts of the R. Mladi} diary 

revealing Viktor Andreev’s position on the conflict in the RBiH 

disclosed by the Prosecution on 14 April 2010, 

CONSIDERING that the third paragraph on page 3 of the Decision is worded as 

follows: 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber observes that the Prli} Defence 

had only realised the extent of the “potential appearance of bias” by 

Judge Prandler, resulting from the fact that he is “acquainted” with 
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Viktor Andreev, after the Prosecution disclosed the R. Mladi} diary on 

14 April 2010, 

CONSIDERING  that this paragraph ought, in fact, to be worded as follows: 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber observes that the Prli} Defence 

had only realised the extent of the “potential appearance of bias” by 

Judge Prandler, resulting from the fact that he is “acquainted” with 

Viktor Andreev, after the Prosecution disclosed the R. Mladi} diary on 

14 April 2010, 

 

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS, 

PURSUANT TO Rule 54 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence, 

ORDERS that the penultimate paragraph on page 2 of the Decision be amended as 

follows: 

CONSIDERING that the Prli} Defence claims that the importance of 

this information, revealed by Judge Prandler himself during the hearing 

of 8 March 2010, and an appearance of potential bias on his part,  came 

to light when the Prli} Defence read extracts of the R. Mladi} diary 

revealing Viktor Andreev’s position on the conflict in the RBiH 

disclosed by the Prosecution on 14 April 2010, 

 

ORDERS that the third paragraph on page 3 of the Decision be amended and be 

worded as follows: 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber observes that the Prli} Defence 

had only realised the extent of the “potential appearance of bias” by 

Judge Prandler, resulting from the fact that he is “acquainted” with 

Viktor Andreev, after the Prosecution disclosed the R. Mladi} diary on 

14 April 2010, 
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Done in English and in French, the French version being authoritative.  

 
            /signed/ 
_______________________ 
Jean-Claude Antonetti 
Presiding Judge 
 

 
Done this thirtieth day of July 2010 
At The Hague (The Netherlands) 
 

₣Seal of the Tribunalğ 
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