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We have noted a clerical error in paragraph 30 of our “Decision on Defence Appeals Against Trial
Chamber’s Decision on Reconsideration of the Trial In 4 bsentia Decision” of 1 November 2012,

which requires correction.

FOR THIS REASON;

THE APPEALS CHAMBER;

ORDERS that paragraph 30 shall read as follows:

Moreover, the required knowledge is not limited to the charges in the mdlctment Rather, it
must also relate to the consequences resulting from the accused’s failure to appear.'

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

Dated 6 November 2012,
Leidschendam, the Netherlands

N %W"'

Judge David Baragwanath
Presiding

! Sejdovic v. Italy, para. 87 (holding that “before an accused can be said to have implicitly, through his conduct, warved an
important right under Article 6 of the Convention, it must be shown that he could reasonably have foreseen what the
consequences of his conduct would be”); Demebukov v. Bulgana, para. 48; see also ECtHR, Jones v UK, App. No.
30900/02, Decision on Admissibility, 9 September 2003. It should be noted that the guaranteed right to a retrial,
notwithstanding whether the accused knew about the proceedings available at this Tribunal, provides an additional
safeguard of the rights of the accused to that existing in some of the domestic jurisdictions to which the ECtHR cases
relate.
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