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THIS TRIAL CHAMBER of the International Tribunal for the Prosecutiof Bersons
Responsible for Serious Violations of Internatioralmanitarian Law Committed in the Territory

of the former Yugoslavia since 1991 (“Tribunal”),

BEING SEISED of the Accused’s “Motion For Extension of Time t@$pond to Motion to Re-
Open Prosecution Case and"@isclosure Violation Motion”, filed on 13 March 28, whereby
the Accused requests that the Chamber issue an graeting an extension of time to respond to
the “Motion to Re-Open its Case with Public Appendi and Confidential Appendix B” filed by
the Office of the Prosecutor (“Prosecution”) on Zdamh 2014 (“Request for Extension” and
“Motion to Re-open”, respectively), an order foretdisclosure of certain items relevant to the
Motion to Re-open, and for a finding that the Poogi®n has violated its disclosure obligations
pursuant to Rules 66(B) and 68 of the Tribunal'$eRwf Procedure and Evidence (“Rules”) by the
late disclosure of a report of an unsuccessful mdtion at Tomasica (“89Disclosure Violation

Motion”);*

NOTING that in the Motion to Re-open, the Prosecutiorksee introduce “fresh evidence”
which, with the exercise of reasonable diligentelaims it could not have identified and produced
during its case in chief, and that in the RequesEitension, the Accused claims he does not have

in his possession the information he needs to respmthe Motion to Re-open on this issue;

NOTING Rule 126bis of the Rules provides that a response to a matiatl be filed within 14
days of the filing of the motion and Rule 127, whiarovides that the Chamber may enlarge any
time prescribed under the Rules upon good causg lséiown;

NOTING that the Accused has access to all of the matdeaProsecution currently possesses and
proposes to tender as part of the Motion to Re-opaeiuding witness statements and expert

reports®

NOTING that, on 11 March 2014, the Prosecution provided the Aeduin part, with further
material he had requested on 7 March 2014;

Request for Extension, para. 1,

Motion to Re-Open, para. 11; Request for Extangpara. 4
Request for Extension, Annex B; Motion to Re-gpsara. 8.
Request for Extension, Annex B.
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CONSIDERING therefore that the Accused has sufficient matenidlis possession on the basis
of which to respond to the Motion to Re-open arat therefore no good cause has been shown to

extend the deadline for his response under Ruleof #¥e Rules;
PURSUANT TO Rules 54, 126, and 127 of the Rules:

DENIES the Request for Extensio®RDERS the Accused to submit his response to the Motion
to Re-open by no later than 18 March 2014, &TAYS its decision on the &9 Disclosure

Violation Motion pending reception of the Proseonts response.

Done in English and French, the English text beinthoritative.

Judge O-Gon Kwon
Presiding

Dated this fourteenth day of March 2014
At The Hague
The Netherlands

[Seal of the Tribunal]
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