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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 (“Chamber™);,

BEING SEISED of the “Defence Rule 94bis Notice, Objection and Motion to Bar Relative to
Proposed Prosecution Witness Richard Dannatt” (“Motion”) and the “Prosecution Response to
Defence Rule 94bis Notice, Objection and Motion to Bar Relative to Proposed Prosecution Witness

Richard Danna‘[‘[”;1

NOTING that in the Motion, the Defence requests that witness Dannatt be disqualified as an expert

and the Prosecution barred from presenting his report (“Report”) as expert evidence at trial;

NOTING that in the alternative, the Defence requests that the Report not be admitted into

. 3
evidence;

CONSIDERING that the Report contains opinions and assessments related to various topics and
that, while the Chamber is not convinced at this stage that witness Dannatt is in fact an expert in all
of these fields, it does consider that he may have some expertise with respect to the topic of military

~ command structures;

FURTHER CONSIDERING that the Chamber requires further information to determine whether

witness Dannatt qualifies as an expert in relation to the subject matter of the Report.
FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS

PURSUANT TO Rule 94bis of the Tribunal’s Rules of Procedure and Evidence,
HEREBY DENIES the request to bar the Prosecution from presenting the Report at trial;

DEFERS its decision on whether witness Dannatt qualifies as an expert in relation to the subject

matter of the Report; and

Defence Rule 94bis Notice, Objection and Motion to Bar Relative to Proposed Prosecution Witness Richard
Dannatt, 2 July 2012 (Public with Public Annex A); Prosecution Response to Defence Rule 94bis Notice, Objection
and Motion to Bar Relative to Proposed Prosecution Witness Richard Dannatt, 4 July 2012. :
_ Motion, para. IV.

> Ibid.
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DEFERS its decision on the admission of the report.

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

Judge\Klﬁho s Orie
Presiding Juydge
Dated this fifth day of July 2012

At The Hague
The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]
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