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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”);

NOTING the Order on Modalities of the Hearing of Expert Witness Milan Cvikl,
rendered publicly by the Chamber on 10 December 2008 (“Order of 10 December
2008™),

CONSIDERING that on page 5 of the Order of 10 December 2008, the last

Considering reads as follows:

“CONSIDERING that with regard to the cross-examination conducted by the
Praljak, Petkovi¢ and Stoji¢ Defence, the Chamber follows the same principle that in
the absence of any specific and reasoned request pursuant to paragraph 16 of the

Decision of 24 April 2008, it will adhere to the Chamber’s practice of allotting to™

CONSIDERING that the Chamber notes that an error slipped into the last
Considering on page 5 of the Order of 10 December 2008,

CONSIDERING that the last Considering on page 5 of the Order of 10 December
2008 should read as follows: '

“CONSIDERING that with regard to the cross-examination conducted by the
Praljak, Petkovié and Stoji¢ Defence, the Chamber follows the same principle that in
the absence of any specific and reasoned request pursuant to paragraph 16 of the
Decision of 24 April 2008, it will adhere to the Chamber’s practice of allotting to the
Defence teams for their cross-examination half the time allocated for the direct

examination and re-examination,l”

CONSIDERING furthermore that footnotes 10 and 11 of the Order of 10 December
2008 read as follows:

“% Bruno Stojié’s Notice pursuant to Rule 94 (B) to Cross-Examine Prli¢ Defence
Expert Witness Milan Cvikl, 10 November 2008 (“Stoji¢ Notice™)” and

! Decision of 24 April 2008, para. 15.
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“11 prosecution Notice Pursuant to Rule 94 (B) regarding the Accused Prli¢’s Expert
Witness Milan Cvikl, 26 November 2008 (“Prosecution Notice™),”

CONSIDERING that the Chamber notes that two errors slipped into footnotes 10 and
11 of the Order of 10 December 2008,

CONSIDERING that footnotes 10 and 11 of the Order of 10 Décember 2008 should

read as follows:

“ Bruno Stoji¢’s Notice pursuant to Rule 94 bis to Cross-Examine Prli¢ Defence
Expert Witness Milan Cvikl, 10 November 2008 (“Stoji¢ Notice™)” and

«“! prosecution Notice Pursuant to Rule 94 bis regarding the Accused Prli¢’s Expert
Witness Milan Cvikl, 26 November 2008 (“Prosecution Notice™),”

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS,
PURSUANT TO Rule 54 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence,

ORDERS that the last Considering on page 5 of the Order of 10 December 2008 be

amended as follows:

“CONSIDERING that with regard to the cross-examination conducted by the
Praljak, Petkovi¢ and Stoji¢ Defence, the Chamber follows the same principle that in
the absence of any specific and reasoned request pursuant to paragraph 16 of the
Decision of 24 April 2008, it will adhere to the Chamber’s pracﬁce of allotting to the
Defence teams for their cross-exanﬁnation half the time allocated for the direct

examination and re-examination,””

ORDERS that footnotes 10 and 11 of the Order of 10 December 2008 be amended as

follows:

“19 Bruno Stoji¢’s Notice pursuant to Rule 94 bis (B) to Cross-Examine Prli¢ Defence
Expert Witness Milan Cvikl, 10 November 2008 (“Stoji¢ Notice”)” and

2 Decision of 24 April 2008, para. 15.
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«l! prosecution Notice Pursuant to Rule 94 bis (B) regarding the Accused Prli¢’s
Expert Witness Milan Cvikl, 26 November 2008 (“Prosecution Notice™),”

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

Isigned/

Judge Jean-Claude Antonetti

Presiding Judge
Done this nineteenth day of December 2008
At The Hague
The Netherlands
‘ [Seal of the Tribunal]

Case No. IT-04-74-T 4 19 December 2008





