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THIS BENCH 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 that, on 22 September 2009, the self-represented accused Radovan KaradZic filed a
motion requesting that Judge Melville Baird be recused from the Trial Chamber assigned to hear his

case;!

NOTING that the Prosecution responded to the Motion to Recuse on 25 September 20009;*

NOTING that, on 25 September 2009, the Presiding Judge in the KaradZic case issued a report to

the President on the Motion to Recuse;3

NOTING that, on that same day, the President assigned Judge Mehmet Giiney to consider the

merits of the Motion to Recuse;*

NOTING that, on 28 September 2009, Mr. KaradZic¢ filed a request for a panel of three judges to
report on the merits of the Motion to Recuse pursuant to Rule 15(B)(ii) of the Rules of Procedure

and Evidence (“Rules”);5

NOTING that, on 30 September 2009, Judge Giiney appointed this Bench to consider the merits of

the Motion to Recuse;6

BEING SEIZED of a “Motion for Leave to Reply: Motion to Recuse Judge Baird”, filed by Mr.
KaradZi¢ on 5 October 2009 (“*Motion for Leave”);

CONSIDERING Mr. Karad?i¢’s arguments that he has not yet had an opportunity to file a reply to
the Prosecution’s Response, and that good cause to do so exists because he can distinguish the
Celebici Appeals Judgement, as well as address matters relating to Judge Baird’s appointment by

the Security Council, issues discussed in the Report and Decision;’

FINDING that, in the particular circumstances of this case, it is in the interests of justice that Mr.

KaradZi¢ be given the opportunity to reply to the Prosecution’s Response;

! Motion to Recuse Judge Melville Baird, filed 22 September 2009 (“Motion to Recuse”).

2 Prosecution Expedited Response to KaradZié’s Motion to Recuse Judge Melville Baird, filed 25 September 2009
(“Response™).

* Report by Presiding Judge to President on Motion to Recuse Judge Baird, 25 September 2009 (“Report™).

* Order Assigning a Motion to a Judge, 25 September 2009, p. 2.

> Request for Appointment of Three Judge Panel, filed 28 September 2009.

8 Decision on Radovan Karadi¢’s Motion to Recuse Judge Melville Baird, 30 September 2009 (“Decision”).

? Motion for Leave, paras 2-3.
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PURSUANT to Rule 54 of the Rules;

FOR THE FORGOING REASONS,
GRANTS the Motion for Leave; and

ORDERS Mr. Karad?i¢ to file a reply to the Prosecution’s Response within 5 days of the date of

this decision.

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

e A

-

Carmel Agius
Presiding
Dated this 9" day of October 2009,
At The Hague, The Netherlands
[Seal of the Tribunal]
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