
The law enforcement agencies shall serve the Order for Arrest on the'TJč'fendant and request 

him to accompany them. If the defendant refuses to comply, the law enforcement agencies shall 

compel him to appear, pursuant to Article 175 (4) CPC. 

Upon his arrest, the defendant will be informed of the reasons of his arrest in a language he 

understands pursuant to Article 175 (6) CPC. The defendant shall also be informed of his rights 

pursuant to Articles 166, 167 and 168 (1) CPC. 

After the arrest, the law enforcement agencies shall immediately bring the defendant before the 

undersigned judge, pursuant to Article 175 (7) of the CPC. 

REASONING 

On 25 July 2014, the Prosecutor filed with the Court an Application requesting the Pre- Trial Judge 

to issue an Order for Arrest against Stevan Vulovic, who is under the investigation for the above 

listed criminal offences and has failed to appear after being duly summoned by the Prosecutor. 

Pursuant to Article 175 (1) CPC, a pre-trial judge may issue an order for arrest, inter alia, upon the 

application of the state prosecutor "...if the summons could not be duly delivered and it is evident 

from the circumstances that the defendant is avoiding the receipt of the summons." 

It is clear from the Prosecutor's Application and the accompanying documentation, consisting of 

the summons and police report, that a summons for the defendant was duly issued by the 

Prosecutor requiring defendant to appearfor a pre-trial examination at the Prosecution Offices and 

that despite various attempts to serve the summons on the defendant the summons could not be 

duly delivered and that it is evident from the circumstances that the defendant is avoiding the 

receipt of the summons:  



3 

 

summons to the defendants in 

regard to this criminal 
4. Specifically, on llth July 2014 the prosecution office sent 

Stevan Vulovic and Slavisa Ristic to be intervievved investigation. 

5. The intervievvs of both defendants were planned for 17th July 2014. 

6. On 16th July 2014 the Kosovo Police - Zubin Potok station reported that they were unable to 

deliver the summons to both defendants. 

7. On that same day police officers had spoken to the spouse of defendant Vulovic, Mrs. Todorka 

Vulovic, and informed her about the summons. Mrs. Vulovic informed the police officers that 

her husband was on duty trip to the Republic of Serbia and that he would be back in 3 to 4 

days. She would try to telephone her husband and inform him about the summons. 

8. Thereafter, but still on 16th July 2014, the same police officers went to the residence of 

defendant Slavisa Ristic. Mr. Ristic was not at home, but the police officers were able to talk to 

his brother, Dragisa Ristic. Mr. Dragisa Ristic was informed of the summons in regard to his 

brother. Mr. Dragisa Ristic informed the police officers that defendant Slavisa Ristic was 

currently in the Republic of Serbia undergoing medical treatment in a spa resort. He would 

inform his brother as soon as he would come home. 

9. In view of the above, the prosecution office sent new summonses to both defendant Vulovic 

and Ristic. The interviews were rescheduled for 22nd July 2014. 

10. On 21st July 2014 the prosecution office requested the acting Kosovo Police station 

commander in Zubin Potok, Jugoslav Bogavac, to inform by phone, on top of the written 
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on 22nd July 2014 in the prosecution office - Mitrovica court house. 

11. On 21st July 2014 the brother of Mr. Vulovic as well as Mrs. Adriana Hodzic came to the 

prosecution office in the EULEX Logbase Mitrovica in order to plead in favor of defendant 

Vulovic. Their main concern was the fact that Mr. Vulovic might face detention on remand. 

12. On 22nd July 2014 Mr. Bogavac responded that he was unable to reach defendant Ristic 

( ) and defendant Vulovic (i ') by phone. 

13. On 22nd July 2014 none of the defendant showed up to be interviewed. The current Mayor of 

Leposavic showed up in the prosecution office - Mitrovica court house in order to plead in 

favor of defendant Vulovic. Once more the main concern of the Mayor of Leposavic was the 

risk that defendant Vulovic faced of being detained on remand. 

14. On 22nd July 2014 at 14:59 hrs. the prosecutor contacted defendant Vulovic (“‘ 

). Mr. Vulovic stated that he had been on his way from Belgrade to Mitrovica in 
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order to be interviewed, but that due to an unspecified medical condition he had to be 

hospitalized in Cacak. After examination he had to be transferred to a hospital in Belgrade, but 

after one or two days he would be able to be interviewed in Mitrovica. He also stated that he 

would be available at any time on phone number I 

15. That same day at 15:08 hrs. the prosecutor tried to contact defendant Ristic ( 

! ). His phone was switched off. 

16. On 23rd July 2014 Ljubomir Pantovic, lawyer, came to the prosecution office in the EULEX 

Logbase Mitrovica. He stated coming on behalf of Mr. Vulovic and handed over medical 

documents to the prosecution.



11. On 23rd July 2014 the prosecution had various telephone contacts (at 14:14 hrs., 14:53 hrs.( 

15:07 hrs., 15:33 hrs., 15:38 hrs., 15:40 hrs. and 17:10 hrs.) with Mr. Pantovic in order to 

facilitate the interview of defendant Vulovic either on Friday 25th July 2014, either on Monday 

28th July 2014. 

12. During these phones conversations the prosecution received conflicting information in regard 

to the fact whether or not Mr. Vulovic would show up for an interview. 

13. On 24th July 2014 the prosecution was presented with extra medical documents in regard to 

defendant Vulovic. 

14. On 24th July 2014 the prosecution office had one last telephone contact with the Defence 

Counsel of Mr. Vulovic. During this phone conversation the Defence Counsel announced that 

"due to the health condition of his client" Mr. Vulovic would not be able to attend any 

interview for an unspecified period of time. 

15. In addition to the information above, the Prosecution has provided the Court with the 

"medical records" referred to as having been provided by the attorney for the 
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defendant. The court finds that these records are completely insufficient to justify the 

defendant's failure to appear and make himself available for service of summons and 

interview. 

16. Further, it is evident to the court from the sequence of events set out above that the 

defendant is avoiding the receipt of summons.

 

 

Judge Basic Court Mitrovica 



23. Therefore, the above ORDER FOR ARREST AGAINST STEVAN VULOVIC is issued. 
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LEGAL REMEDY: The Parties have forty eight (48) hours from the receipt of the order to file an 

objection, in accordance with Article 24 of the CPC. The objections must be filed with the Basic Court 

of Mitrovice/a and will be adjudicated by a review panel of the same court. 


