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I, THE ODOR MERON, Judge of the Appeals Chamber of the International'Tribunal for the 

Prosecution of Persons ResponsIble for Senous Violations of International Humanitarian Law 

Committed In the Terrilory of the former YugoslaVIa SInce 1991 ("Appeals Chamber" and 

"Tribunal", respectively), and Pre-Appeal Judge In this case; 1 

BEING SEISED OF the "Motion for Setting a Time LImIt for Filing an Appellant" s Brief and for 

an Extension of Word LimIts", tIled by Zdravko Tolimir ("TolimIr"') on 2 May 2013 ("Motion"), by 

whIch Tohmir seeks (1) leave to exceed the word limit for hIS appeal brief by 112,000 words, and 

(ii) an extension of tIme for the fIhng of his appeal bnef no later than 135 days from the day of the 

filing of the translation of the Judgement;2 

NOTING the "Prosecution's Response to Tohmir's Motion for Setting a Time LImIt for Filing 

Appellant's Brief and for an Extension of Word LImits" filed by the Office of the Prosecutor of the 

Tnbunal ("Prosecution") on 10 May 2013 ("Response"), m whIch the Prosecution opposes the 

Motion,3 but requests that if the Motion is granted, the Appeals Chamber (i) grant the Prosecution 

an equivalent leave to exceed the word hmlt for Its response bnef: (11) hmit the extension of tIme 

for Tolimir to file his appeal brief to no later than 14 June 2013;4 (IiI) and grant an extensIOn of time 

for the filing of the Prosecution response brief equivalent to that granted to Tohmlr:5 

NOTING the "Reply to the ProsecutIOn's Response to Tolimir's MotIOn for Setting a Time Limit 

for Filing Appellant"s Bnef and for an Extension of Word LImits" filed by Tolimir on 14 May 2013 

("Reply"), in whIch TolJmlr, inter alia, requests that certain new circumstances be taken into 

conSIderatIon;6 

NOTING Tolimlr's submission that good cause and exceptional circumstances exist for granting 

the Motion in light of, inter alia, (1) the size and complexity of the case,7 (ii) the length of the 

Judgement, and the fact that. as a single accused, the entIre judgement relates exclusively to him:x 

(iii) the large number of legal and factual fmdmgs IdentifIed, which he IS required to address "in a 

~ Order Deslgnatmg a Pre-Appeal Judge. 27 December 2012 
Mohon. para 28. See also ProveclItor v Zdravko Toll/III/'. Ca~e No IT-05-88/2-T, Judgement. 12 December 2012 

(publIc wIth confIdentlal Anne'( C) ("Judgement"") 
3 Response. paras 1-10 ~ 
4 Response. paras 9-12 
'i Response. paras 11-12 
6 Reply. paras 11-13 It IS submltted m partlCular that the ne\v CIrcumstances mclude an unpredlctable amount of hme 

that WIll have to be spent on legal work m relahon to a deCIslOn on a motlOn to subpoena Tohmir for testImony m the 
case agamst Radovan KaradJ:Ic (Reply. para 12, refernng to ProveclItor v RadoVGIl KaradZt{. Case No IT-95-5/18-
T. DecislOn on Accused's MotlOn to Subpoena Zdra\,ko TolImiL 9 May 2013) and the unexpected mabIhty of 
Tohmu's legal adnser to attend planned meetmgs wIth hlm and to temporarIly work on the case (Reply. para 13) 

7 MotlOn. para 8 See also Mohon. paras 13-16. 18.22-23. Repl\'. paras 8. 17-20.22 
S M otlOn. paras 11-12. . 
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clear and unambiguous manner":\) (iv) the unavaIlabIlIty of the Judgement m a language that he 

understands as of the date of the filing of the Motion, the fact that he IS self represented and the 

presence of only one legal advisor to assIst him in the understandmg of the Judgement: 10 (v) the 

need to submit his appeal brief simultaneously m EnglIsh and B/C/S: 11 (vi) and the continuous 

obligation on hIS part to reVIew "new materials", includmg "disclosure from other cases"; 12 

NOTING the Prosecution's submissIon that Tolimir has failed to demonstrate that exceptional 

circumstances and good cause exist because: (i) neither the length of the Judgement. number of 

grounds of appeal, or SIze of the evidence at tnal constItute exceptional circumstances; 13 (ii) the 

translation of the Judgement is expected to be flIed at the end of May 2013: 14 (iii) Tolirnir was able 

to file a sophIsticated notice of appeal wIthout the B/C/S translatIon of the Judgement; 15 (iv) and 

Tolimlr will have an opportumty, pursuant to Rule 108 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence of 

the Tribunal ("Rules") to seek an amendment of his notlce of appeal or appeal brief; 16 

NOTING that. pursuant to Section (C)(l)(a) of the Practice Direction on the Length of Briefs and 

Motions,17 an appellant's brief on appeal from a final judgement of a Tnal Chamber shall not 

exceed 30,000 words: 

NOTING that, pursuant to Section C(7) of the Practice DIrectIOns, a party must seek authorizatIOn 

in advance from the Chamber to exceed the word limits in the Practlce DIrectIOn and must provide 

an explanation of the exceptIOnal circumstances that necessItate the oversized filing; 

RECALLING that unlike a trial brief, which must address all issues in a case, an appellant's brief 

deals only wIth the narrow range of matters that fall wIthin Article 25 of the Statute of the Tribunal 

("Statute"): 1 x 

RECALLI~G that the quality and effectIveness of an appellanfs brief does not depend on the 

length, but on the clarity and cogency of the arguments presented and that, therefore, excessively 

long briefs do not necessanly facilitate the effIcient admmlstratIOn of justIce: 19 

9 MotlOn. paras 14-17 
IO MOllon. paras 21-24 See aim Reply. paras 4-7 
II Motion. paras 22. 25 
12 Mollon. para 22. 
13 Response. paras 1. 3-5 
14 Response. para. 2 
I, Response. para 2. 
16 Response. paras 2. 7-8. 
17 IT/184 Rev 2. 16 September 2005 ("PraCtice DirectlOn") 
IX ProseclItor v Nlkola Salllov/( et al. Case No IT-05-87-A, DeclSlon on Sreten LukIc's MotlOn to ReconSIder 
DeclSlon on Defence MotlOns for ExtenslOn of Word LImIt. 14 September 2009 ("Satll(}\'IC' Appeal DeclSlon"). p 2 
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CONSIDERING that the length of the trial judgement. the number of exhibits admitted at trial,2o 

and the number of grounds and sub-grounds of appeal21 do not per se provide sufficIent reason to 

enlarge the word limits prescnbed by the Practice DIrectiOn; 

CONSIDERING, however. that it is m the interests of justice to ensure that the partIes have 

sut1icient space to prepare meaningful appeal briefs in full conformity wIth the relevant provisions; 

CONSIDERING the length and the complexity of the Judgement;22 

FIl'IDING therefore that exceptional circumstances exist which Justify mcreasing the word limit for 

Tolimlr's appeal brief, not exceedmg 10,000 words; 

COl'lSIDERING that the PractIce Direction permits the respondent to file a brief of the same 

length as the appellant's brief:23 

FINDING that it is m the interests of Justice to grant the ProsecutiOn an equivalent increase in the 

word limit for its response brief, not exceedmg 10,000 words; 

NOTING that, pursuant to Rule 111 of the Rules, an appellant's bnef shall be flIed within 75 days 

of the fllmg of the notice of appeal: 

NOTING that, pursuant to Rules 127(A)(i) and 127(B) of the Rules, the Pre-Appeal Judge may, on 

good cause bemg shown, enlarge the time limits prescribed under the Rules; 

RECALLING further that a Chamber must ensure that the proceedmgs before It are fair and 

expeditious pursuant to Article 20(1) of the Statute: 

RECALLING that, pursuant to Rule 108 of the Rules and the Appeals Chamber·s junsprudence,24 

the Appeals Chamber may. on good cause being shown, authorize a variation of the grounds of 

appeal and subsequent amendments to the notice of appeal and the appellant's brief; 

19 Sal/IOVlC' Appeal DeCISIOn. p 3 See alw Pro5eCl/tor v lv/oll1{Ilo Pen§/c'. Case No IT-04-S1-A. DeCISIOn on MomcIlo 
Penslc·s MotIon for Leave to Exceed the Word LImit for the Appeal Bnef. 30 January 2012 CPen§/(; Appeal 
DecIsIOn··). p 3. Prosecutor v Na5er Onc'. Case No IT-03-6S-A. DeCISIOn on Defence MotIOn for ExtensIOn of \Vord 
Limit for Defence Appellant" S Bnef. 6 October 2006. p 3 
20 Prosecutor \. Ellver Hadzilzawno\'/c' alld Anllr Kuhllra. Case No IT-01-47-A. DeCISIOn on Defence MotIon on 
Behalf of Enver Had:hhasanoVlc Seekmg Leave to Exceed the Word LImit for the Appeal Bnef. 22 January 2007, p 3 
21 Prosewtor v Vu/adlll Popo\,/( et al. Case No IT-OS-SS-A. DeclSlon on MotIOn for ExtensIOn of TIme and for 
PermIssIOn to Exceed \Vord LimItatIons. 20 October 2010 ("POPOl'Ic' Appeal DeclSlon··). p S. Prosecutor v Nlkola 
Sall1onc' et ai, Case No IT-OS-S7-A. DeCISIOn on Nlkola SamoVlc·s and DragolJub OJdamc's Jomt MotIOn for 
ExtensIOn of Word LImIt. 11 September 2009. p 3. 
22 See generally Judgement 
23 PractICe DIrectIon. para (C)(l)(b) See also Per/flc' Appeal DeclSlon. p 3 
24 Poponc Appeal DeclSlon. p. 4. 
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CONSIDERING therefore that Tolimir will have the opportunity pursuant to Rule 108 of the 

Rules. if he so wishes. to request any vanation or amendment to hIS notlce of appeal or his appeal 

brief after receiving the B/C/S translation of the Judgement: 

FINDING that the length and complexity of the Judgement constitute good cause for granting both 

Tolimir and the Prosecution an extensIOn of four weeks beyond the tIme allotted by Rules 111 and 

112 of the Rules in WhICh to file the appeal briefs; 

FINDING that the new circumstances advanced by TolImIr in hIS Repll5 do not necessItate an 

extension beyond the four weeks granted; . 

PURSlJANT to Rules 111,112.113,127 of the Rules and Sections (C)(1) and (C)(7) of the 

PractIce DIrection; 

HEREBY GRANT the Motlon, in part, and 

ALLOW: 

(1) TolImir to file an appeal brief totallIng no more than 40,000 words, no later than 21 June 

2013; 

(2) The ProsecutIOn to file a response bnef totallmg no more than 40,000 words no later than 

26 August 2013; 

(3) Tolimir to file a reply brief totalling no more than 12,000 words, if any, no later than 

13 September 2013. 

Done m English and French, the English text being authoritatlve. 

Done this seventeenth day of May 2013. 
At The Hague. 
The Netherlands. 

Judge Theodor Meron 
Pre-Appeal Judge 

[Seal of the Tribunal] 

25 See supra, footnote 6 
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