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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"), 

CONSIDERING that Counsel for the Accused Stojic ("Stojic Defence") and the 

Office of the Prosecutor ("Prosecution") requested the admission of 291 and 42 

exhibits, respectively, related to the testimony of Witness Bruno Pinjuh ("Proposed 

Exhibits(s)") who appeared on 23 and 24 February 2009, 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber has examined the objections formulated by the 

Prosecution3 to the admission of certain Proposed Exhibits from the Stojic Defence, 

CONSIDERING, moreover, that the Chamber notes that Proposed Exhibits 2D 

00567, 2D 01370, 2D 01485, P 00767 and P 10783 have already been admitted by the 

Chamber4 and that, consequently, the request is moot in their regard, 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber has examined each of the Proposed Exhibits on 

the basis of the admissibility criteria set out in the Decision on Admission of 

Evidence, rendered by the Chamber on 13 July 2006 ("Decision of 13 July 2006") and 

the Decision Adopting Guidelines for the Presentation of Defence Evidence, rendered 

by the Chamber on 24 April 2008 ("Decision of 24 April 2008"),5 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber decides to admit into evidence the Proposed 

Exhibits indicated "Admitted" in the Annex attached to this Decision since they were 

put to Witness Bruno Pinjuh and bear sufficient indicia of relevance, probative value 

and reliability, 

CONSIDERING that the Chamber decides not to admit into evidence the Proposed 

Exhibits indicated "Not Admitted" in the Annex attached to this Decision since they 

are not consistent with the instructions of the Decisions of 13 July 2006 and of 24 

April 2008 for the reasons given in the Annex attached to this Decision, 

1 Ie 00930. 
2 Ie 00931. 
3 Ie 00932. 
4 Proposed Exhibits 2D 00567, P 00767 and P 10783 have already been admitted by the Order 
Admitting Evidence related to Witness Slobodan Bozic of 6 March 2009 ("Order of 6 March 2009"); 
Proposed Exhibits 2D 01370 and 2D 01485 have already been admitted by the Order Admitting 
Evidence related to Witness Davor Marijan, 25 February 2009 ( "Order of 25 February 2009"). 
5 Guideline 8 regarding the admission of documentary evidence through a witness. 
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FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS, 

PURSUANT TO Rules 54 and 89 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence, 

PARTIALLY GRANTS the request for admission by the Stojic Defence and the 

Prosecution, 

DECLARES MOOT the request of the Stojic Defence with regard to Proposed 

Exhibits 2D 00567, 2D 01370, 2D 01485 and P 00767 and the request of the 

Prosecution with regard to Proposed Exhibit P 10783 for the reasons given in the 

Annex attached to this Decision, 

DECIDES that the Proposed Exhibits indicated "Admitted" in the Annex attached to 

this Decision should be admitted into evidence, 

DENIES by a majority the request of the Stojic Defence with regard to Exhibit 2D 

00847 for the reason stated in the Annex attached to this Decision, AND 

DENIES in all other respects the request for admission of Proposed Exhibits by the 

Stojic Defence for the reasons given in the Annex attached to the present Decision. 

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

Done this tenth day of March 2009 

At The Hague 

The Netherlands 

[Seal of the Tribunal] 
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Annex 

Exhibit Number Party Proposing Admitted/Not Admitted! 
Admission of Exhibits Marked for Identification 

(MFI) 
2D00567 Stojie Defence Moot (already admitted by the 

Order of 6 March 2009) 
2D00847 Stojie Defence Not Admitted by a majority 

(Reason: the name of Jadranko 
Prlie appears at the end of the 
English translation of the 
document, but does not appear in 
the BCS original) 

2D00927 Stojic Defence Admitted 

2D00995 Stojic Defence Admitted 
2DOlO23 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D 01199 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D01206 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2DOl209 Stojic Defence Admitted (English translation 

2D71-0189) 
2D0121O Stoiie Defence Admitted 
2DOl223 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D01224 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D0l225 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D01232 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D01233 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D 01234 Stojic Defence Admitted 
2D 01239 Stojic Defence Admitted 
2D 01240 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D01364 Stojie Defence Admitted 
2D 01370 Stojie Defence Moot (already admitted by the 

Order of 25 February 2009) 
2D 01485 Stojic Defence . Moot (already admitted by the 

Order of 25 February 2009) 
P 00767 Stojie Defence Moot (already admitted by the 

Order of 6 March 2009) 
P 01550 Stojic Defence Admitted 
P 01553 Stojic Defence Admitted 
P 01587 Stojie Defence Admitted 
P 01831 Stojie Defence Admitted 
P 01880 Stojie Defence Admitted 
P 02647 Stojie Defence Admitted 
P 06234 Stojic Defence Admitted 
P07433 Stojie Defence Not Admitted (the Stojie Defence 

has not given the pages of the 
documents that it wishes to have 
admitted into evidence as 
required by paragraph 30 of the 
Decision of 24 April 2008). 

P 00020 Prosecution Admitted 
P 10336 Prosecution Admitted 
P 10783 Prosecution Moot (already admitted by the 

Order of 6 March 2009) 
P 10851 Prosecution Admitted 
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