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l, WOUGANG SCBOWURG, a Judge of the Appeals Chmber of the 'hrmational llZbunal for 
the Prossudon of Pwons Respo~sib~c for Saious Violations of Jnfemationd Humaoitarian Law 
Comrnittcd in the T d t o r y  of I~IC Porma Yugoalavia a h @  1991 ("htemstioiul Tribunal"); 

I 

1 

NOTING the 'Ylrtier AqsignZng JUdges to a Ciac Beforp th Appab Ebamber and ~ ~ o i n t l n g  a W- 
l 

Appeal ludge'', filcd on 26 October 2006 

NOTING the "OrQ Rcusigning a Re-Apped Judg in a Case Before the A p p l s  ~hambw", filed on 
2 Novembm 2006, which asdgned me as Re-Appcd Judga in thi~ cW;  

BEING WIZED of MomZi10 Krajilinik's ("Applicm'" '"Rquest for Certification en Apped Against 
rhc Oral Decision of Pre-Appeal Judgo Schomburg Afhning the Regism's Decision to As~ilpi 

Counsel ta Mr- Krqjianik,' ("Requost"), filed on 18 Decembar 2006; 

NOTïNG th@ the Applicmt in his Repvsst argues th& st the atatus conferencc on 11 Decsmber 2006 
the Pre-Appsal Judge "issued an oral decision co~fiJming rhe reasonablewa of the Registrac's decisicm 
to assign counsel"' ta che AppUcant; 

W?f'ING that the Applicant rcqlrests the Prc-Appeal Judge to "grant a certificate pumuant to Rulcs 107 

and 73(B) to enable th6 filing of an ~ntor10cutory appeal in relation to l-tis oral decisian of 11 D-mber 
2006";~ 

NOTmG thai: the ~rosecution has indicated today by e-mail to the se ni^ kgal Officer of the Apped8 
Chamber thot it will not fi.b a rasponse; 

N O m G  that the Trial. Judgcment in this case was delivered an 27 Scptembsr 2006; 

NOTING that in his Decision on Rqucst for Extension of Time to File Notia of Appd,  filed on 26 
October 2006, thc then PreAppcai Judge oxdared the Applicant to ".file bis notice of appcal no later 
thsn 30 days aftsr the assignment of counsel to him";' 

NOTING t î ~ t  In hici Decision, filad on 8 Decembar 2006, the Registnï~ assigned MT. Colin Nicholls as 
permanent coumsel to the ~ ~ ~ l i c a n t ; ~  

NOTmG that in the statu8 conferoncr; of 11 December 2006, the Fre-A& ludge, in the intarests of 
justice, extondcd. purs- to p,rior ~ M S ~ N & D C ~ '  tha Applicanr's fillng c&Wnes ta 5 Fehuary 2007 
for the Notice of Appeal srid thc Mponse fo the ProseniIion Appal ~ d e f , ~  and to 15 Fekuary ZûO'7 for 

I Request, para, 3. 
Z Request, para. 1 1. 
' ~rosrcuror W. MomCilrr Kroji.?ni&, Cam NO. IT-w-39.A, Decisiod on Rciquegt f~ blensloa of Tima ta Fil<: N0tJec of 
Appeat, 26 Oçrober 2006, p. 2. 

Prosecufor v. MoyrttftIo Kmjiinik, Ga No. R-ûû-39~A. Declsion, 8 Dac~nber 2916, p. 2. 
See Pros'c~utor V ,  BkoJtvtd and 3 1 u ,  Case No. lX-ûZ40-A. Decialon on Vidoja Blagojwi<o's E x d t e d  Molion for 

Exwnslon of Time ln W h  CO Pile Mis NO&& crY Appcal. 14 Fabniary 2005, 
%&tus C d m c c ,  11 Docembcr 2006, Transcript, p. 18. 
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the respnuie to the ':Moiion by Mido Stnnigid for Access to AU Cofidentil  Matetia1.s in the 
Krajiénik case" 

NOTING that should no Notice of Appad be filed by the Applisatit thro~gh a s s i ~ d  corniel or, if 
necd may be, by the Applicant hLnself Mm 5 Febuary 2007, ths Appeals Chamber will be seized in 
this case only of ï h  Prosecution's Apal , ;  

CONSIDERING Rule 6i&r(J) of the ru le^ which stipulates that "[tlhe pre-xntal Judge shall hep the 
Trial Chamber reyluly informed, particularly where iyws ara ia dispute and may refm 6üch disputen 
t~ the Trial Chamber"; 

CONSDERING that Rule 107 of the Rulee provides that ''[tlhe rules of ptocedwe and ovidence.that 
govsm pmmediogs in the f i a l  Chambers s h d  app],y muaPns muMndir to pocecdings in the A p p d  
Chamber; 

lVlVD;CNG that there is a difipute as stîpdated by Rule 65ter(I); 

1. The Request is r c f d  to the mdre bench (a) by tmn8mitti.ng all the underlyiog documents to tbL 
President, nt the aamc lime Presïcüng Judgc in this casa,< to rake th8 nccessary stcp~; and (b) by 
transmitting dl the unôerlyïng docuxneN.6 to the other mcmbns of the Wnch. 

2. nie Appli~ant Le, Mr. MomGlo ~ i W  md his assigned coun~el,~ is imnlnded tha( this order 
leaves imdisnitbcd the t i , ~ h e $  set by the h-Appeal Sudge in the ststw conferenCC of 11 
December 206 accordirig to which the Applicmrl05signd counaal has ta file, if he so wants, a 

Notice of Appeal and a r~igpmse ta the Prosecution Appad Brief no latm than 5 Fe- 2007, as 
well as a response to the "Motion by Mido StaniliE for Access to Al1 Canfidential MacMials in the 

I Krajianik Case" no lattr than 15 February 2007. 

1 

Done in EngSLtsh and French. the English text being ~uthoritative, 
1 

1 Dated this wmtieth day of December 2006, 
I At The Hague, Tho Netherlmds. 

~ d ~ e  wolfganB $cbcm@g 
Pr-e -Appeal Judge 

[Seal of the Inttxns~onal Tribundl 

Ibid, p. 20, ' See Pro$ecuto~ ir. Mom& XrajiSnlk, Case No. IT-00-39-A, Orda RaoigoMg A Pre-Appaal Jvdgt; in a Case Boforc the 
Appeds Chamber, 2 Novemher 2 W .  
$w, w # l s  mhmdIs, Rule 2(A) of Lhe Rules. 




