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I THEODOR MERON, Judge of the Appeals Chamber of lhe lntemational Tribunal for the 

Prosecution of Persons Re ponsible for Se1ious Violations of lnternati nal Humanitariru1 Law 

Committed in the Territory of the former Yugoslavia ince 1991 ("Appeals Chamber" and 

''T1ibunaL", respectively) and Pre-Appeal Judge in tbi case; 1 

NOTING the judgement rendered in French by Trial hamber Ill of the Tribunal on 29 May 2013 

and the English translati n thereof filed on 6 June 2014;2 

BEING SEISED OF the 'Motion to Reconsider Decision n Defence Motions to "Xtend Time 

and/or Exceed Word Limit for ppeal Brief: and Pro ecuti n Motion ,for Exten ion of Time t 

File Resp ndent' Brief", filed by Valentin ~ori ("Coric") n 29 Augu t 2014 ("Code Motion"): 

BE G FURTHER EISED OF the "Prosecution Moti n for Recon ideration f Deci. ion 

Denying Requested xtension of Time'\ filed by the Office of th Pr ec.:ut r ("Pr ecution") n 

29 August 2014 ("Pro ecution Moti n"); 

BEING FURTHER SEISED OF "Slo odan Praljak's Moli n for Recon ideration Concerning 

Time Granted to Defen e for Filing of Appeal and Respon e B1iefs', filed with ne public and tw 

confidential annexes by Slobodan Praljak ("Praljak:") on 1 September 2014 (''Pntljak Motion"); 

BEING FURTHER SEISED OF (i) ''Bruno Stojic' · Joinder t Coric Motion to Recon ider 

Deci sion on Defence Motion to Extend Time and/or xceed Word Limits for Appeal Briefs and 

Prose uti n Motion f r Exten ion f Time to File Respondent's Brief " filed by Bruno St jic n 

2 September 2014 ("Stojic Motion")· (ii) "Jadranko Prlic's Joinder to Valentin Corie's Motion to 

Rec n ider Deci ion on Defence Motion to Extend Time and/or Exceed Word Limits for Appe l 

Briefs and Pro ecution' Motion for Exten ion of Time to File Re pendent' Briefs and 

Prosecution's M tion for Rec n ideration of Decision Denying Requested Extension of Time", 

filed by J d.ranko Prlic (''Prlic'') on 2 September 2014 (''Prlic M tion"); iii) 'Milivoj Petkovic · 

Joinder to Coric' M tion to Recon. ider Deci ion oo Defence Motion to Extend Time and/or 

Exceed Word Limits for Appeal Briefs and Prosecution Motion for Extension of in1e to File 

Re pondent's Briefs", filed by Milivoj Petkovic on 3 September 2014 ("Petkovic Motion'); and 

(iii) ''Berislav Pusic' Joinder to Defence Motions to Recon ider Decision on Defence Motions to 

Extend and/or Exceed Word Limits for Appeal. Briefs and Prose ution ' Motion for Extension of 

Time to File Re pendents Brief: . fi led by Be1islav Pusic on 4 Septemb :r 2014 (''Puvic M lion' 

1 Order Designating a Pre-Appeal Judge, 19June2013, p. 1. 
1 Prosecutur v. Jadranko Prlic et al., Case No. IT-04-74-T Judgement, 6 Jone 2014 (Fr nch original filed on 
29May2013) (''Trial Judgemenl" . 
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and collectively with the Coric, Praljak., Stojic, Prlic, and Petkovic Moti ns the "Defence 

Motions"); 

RECALLING that in the "Decision on Defence Motions to Extend Time and/or Exceed Word 

Limits for Appeal Briefs and Pro ecuti n Moti n for Exten ion of Time to File Rep ndent' 

Brief", i sued n 22 August 2014 ("2014 Deci i non ten ions'') I granted 15 adilitional day to 

all partie in this case for the filing of their Appellant's Briefs and 15 additional days to the 

Pr :,;ecution for the filing of Respondent' brief: ; 

OTING Colic su missi n that (i) the additional time granted in the 2014 Deci i n on 

Exten ions is "unrea enable and insuffici nt'' in light of the size and complexity of the Trial 

Judgement and the time extensions granted to other mega-trial " at the Tribunal with le. 

voluminous judgements, and that (ii) the need for a barm.oni ed briefing bedul and effective case 

management i sues di cussed in the 2014 Deci 'on on Exten ion bould not take p1i rity over the 

Appeal Chamber' duty to ufeguard the fairness of the proceeding ;4 

NOTING Praljak submis ions that (i) while the 2014 Decision on Exten ions correctly noted that 

Praljak wa not repre ented by counsel between 28 April and 6 Augu t 2014, it did not take int 

account that he wa. likewise unrepre ented and unas isled by coun el between 25 July and 

25 eptember 2013, and that (ii) from 25 eptember 20~3 onward , Praljak's c unsel assisted him 

on a pro-b no ba is and only in relation to procedural matters a a re ult of which no work bas 

been done on the preparation of hi AppeJlant' brief since 25 July 2013;5 

NOTING the Pro ecurion' ubmi ion that the 2 14 Deci ion on Extension did not give 

appropriate weight to the foll wing factor that will have an impact on the Prose ution obligation 

to imultaneously prepare jx Re ·pondent's brief i .. : (i) the c mplexity f the case; (ii) the 

practical problems posed by the Engli b translation f the Trial Judgement; (ill) the length f the 

Appellant' brief and the nwnber of ground of appeal; and (iv) the impact of taff attrition n the 

Pro ecution' re ource ;6 

OTING FURTHER the Prosecution' ubmi ion Lhat the briefing cbedule envi aged by the 

2014 Deci ion on Exten ·ion "makes it impossible for the Pr ecuti n to di charge jts profe ional 

responsibilitie as a party t tbese pr ceeding ', as it allows the Pro. ecuti n Senior Counsel 

3 2014 Deci ion on Extensions, pp. 4, 5. 
4 Coric Motion, parns 7-16. See also Stojic Motion, paras l-3: Prlic Motion, p. I· Petkovic Motion, para. 3; Pu~ic 
Motion, paras 4-5. 
5 Pralj11k Motj n, paras. 5-13. 
~ Prosecution Motion, para. 4. 
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assigned to the case very limited time for each of the 168 grounds of appeal and virtually no lime I 

ensure consistency a r ·s the Proseculion's ix Respondent' btiefs;7 

NOTING that reconsideration is pennitted if the reque ting party can demonstrate that the 

impugned decisi n ntains a lear error of reas ning r that "particular circwu tance ", whicb an 

be new fac or arguments, ju tify its reconsideration in order to avoid a mi carriage of ju ti<.:e; 8 

NOTING that the principle of finality dictates that the power to recon ider previous decision 

. hould be excrci ed sparingly and a party mu t therefore meet a high thre hold in order t ucceed 

in it motion£ r recon iderati n·9 

REITERATING that all partie have a'JJ:ea y been granted ex ten ions of time t file either their 

otice · of Appeal or Appellant's briefs ba ed on, inter alia, the exceptional length of the Trial 

Judgement and the complexity of the i ue , ed t} · 10 nta1n 1ere1n· 

ONSIDERING that Praljak ubmitted hi notice of appeal on 28 June 20 l3 11 but hi 1 ribunal

remunerated counsel was not withdrawn until a month later, i.e., on 25 July 2013; 12 

CONSIDERING FURTHER U1at by declaration filed on the rec rd n 27 September 201 

Praljak stated that hi coun ·el ha agreed to repre ent him on a pro bono ba ' is with "limited 

authority", but that the tenns of Praljak' s agreement with hi coun el did not preclude preparatory 

work on Praljak ' s AppellanL' s brief; 13 

'1 Prosecution Motion, para, 7(i)-(v) . 
~ P1wec11tor v. Mico Stant le and Stojan Z11pljanin, Case No. IT-08-9 J-A, Deci ion on Mifo tanmc' Meli o eeking 
Reconsideration of Decision on Stanisic s Motion for Declaration of Mistrial and Zupljanin's Motion 10 Va ate Trial 
Judgement, 24 July 2014 ("Stanisic and Zuplja11i11 Decision"), para. 11 (citations omitted) , 
~ Stan/sit! and Zupljanin Decision, para. 12 (citations omitted). 
,.o See 2014 Decision on Extensions p. 3- Decision on otions for Extension of Time to File Appeal Brie[ and f r 
Amhorization to Exceed Word Limit, 22 August 2013 ("2013 Decision on Extensions"), para. 15; Decision on Motions 
for an Rxlension of Time to ile Notice of Appeal and tber Reuef, 21 June 2013, p. 3. 
11 Slobodan Praljak's Notice of Appeal, 28 June 2013. See also Corrigendum Lo Slobodao Praljak' Notice o( Appeal 
with Annex, 29 July 2013 . 
12 See De ision on lobodan Praljak' Motion for Review of the Registrar's Decision on Means, 25 July 201 (whereby 
the Appeals Chamber confirmed th Registrar's Deci ion on Mean of 22 Augu t 2012, which found that Pra.ljak wa 
able to fuUy remunerate counsel and pursuant Lo which LheRegist:ry withdrew Praljak' s Tribunal-pa.id counsel). 
13 See Prn.ljak Motion, Annex 1 ("They will file submis ions concerning all procedural issue in particular the extension 
oftime limits translalion e pense , the issue of paying the defence, and everything ei.fe that has w be done so that I can 
start defending myself if no solution i found for financing my defence" (empha i added)). See also lobodan Praljak' s 
Urgent Motion for Stay of Procedure with Confidential Annexes1 3 October 20131 para. 13 (in which counsel for Praljak 
ubmits that, Inter alia, they accepted to represent Praljak on a limited basis Lu "assure protection of his i.mmecliate 

inleresls and to enable him to take over his Defence in proper conditions if no solution i found for their 
remuneration"). 
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REITERATING that lhe deadlines for the filing of briefs dictated by Rule 111 (A and 112(A) f 

th Tlibunal s Rules of Procedure and Evidence ("Rule·") are es ·ential to ensuring appeaJ 

pr ceedings are conducted in a fair and expeditiou · manner 14 

CONSIDERING that none f the prutie have demonstrated that the 2014 Deci ion on Extensi ns 

c ntained a lear en-or of reasoning or that new fa ts or argument ju tify i reconsjderation with 

respect to the deadline for the filing of Appellant' briefs; 

CONSIDERING, however, that in supp rt fits reque t f r re on ·ideration f the extension of 

tirne to file its Respondent' briefs, the Prosecution raises valid concerns over the impa t of taff 

atttiti n on itJ re ources 15 a well as th is ue of limited staff availability ver the winter judicial 

recess, which bas been recognized a a factor warranting an extension f filing deadlines; 16 

CONSIDERING that these circumstance presented by the Pro e uli n justify a rec n ·id rati n 

the 2014 Decision on Extensi ns with respect to the deadline for the filing of the Prosecution' 

Re pendent' brief( ); 17 

NOTING that pw-suam to Rule 113 of the Rule an appellant may file a bri fin reply within 15 

day of filing of the Respondent's brief aod that, pur uant t Rule 127 f the Rule , a Chamber may 

on good cause being hown by motion enlarge or reduce any time pre cribed by r under the Rule ·; 

CONSIDERING that the argument presented by the Pro ecution in relation t extension of the 

de dline for the filing of its Respondent' briefs also constitute go d cause for a limited exten i n 

f the deadline for the filing of Reply brLcfs in this ca e · 

RECALLING, finally. that it i in the intere t of effective ca e management t How £ r a 

harmonized bd efing cbedule; 111 

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS, 

BEREB.Y DENY th Defence Motions; 

GRANT the Prosecution Motion in part; 

RECALL that all Appellant's briefs hall be filed 110 later that 4 November 2014; 

14 P,-osecutor v. Viiiadi11 Popovi6 et al., Case No. lT-05-88-A, Deci ion on Motions for Extension ot' Time and for 
Permission to Exceed Word Limitations, 20 October 2010, p. 5 (citations omiltecl), 
15 See Prosecution Molion, para. 4(iv) and fn . 6. 
16 See e.g., Prosecutor v. Milan L11kil! and Sredoje Luki<!, Ca e No. IT-98-32/1-A, Decision on Milan Lukic's Moti n 

eekingExten I n of Time Lo File Appeal Bri f and Motion for Stay of Proceeding 30 October 2009, para. 12. 
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ORDER that (i) the Defence and Pro. e ution Respondents b1ief(s) shall be filed no later than 

13 February 2015 and (ii) the Defen e and Prosecution's Reply briefs be filed n later than 9 Marcb 

2015. 

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

Done this 5th day of September 2014, 
At The Hague 
The etherland . 

11 See Prosecution M tion, para. 8. 
18 2013 Ded ion on Bx:ten ·ions, para. 15. 
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