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- I, Clande Jorda, Pfc~Hearing Judge on appeal inthe i_ﬁstant case,
CONSIDERING the Judgement Trial Chamber I pronounced on 7 June 2001 in the instant case ;

CONSIDERING the Notice of Appeal filed on 9 July 2001 by the Prosccutor (respectively “the
Appeal” and the “Appellant”) ;

CONSIDERING the Prosecutor’s Appeal Brief (Further Reduced Version), filed by the Appellant
on 19 December 2001; ' S

CONSIDERING the Respondent’s Brief in Reply a.ﬁfdthe Erratum to the Respondent’s Brief in
Reply, filed by Ignace Bagilishema (“the Respondent”):respet:tively on 7 and 8 February 2002;

CONSIDERING the “Prosecution’s Reply Brief’ (ﬁae “Reply”) filed by the Appellant on 25
February 2002; | ’

CONSIDERING the Motion for leave to produce a Réjo‘inde.r to the Prosecution’s Reply Brief (the
“Motion”), filed by the Respondent on 13 March 2002; |

WHEREAS in his Motion, the Respondent contends that “in criminal procedure, it is the
Accused’s right to have the lust word” and that it would thus be * conrrarv i the Respcma'em s
fundamental rights not to be a!fowed to pmduce a Rejomder zf the need arose [ ] after having

been ucguainted with the contents c)f the French verszau oj the {Reply]”;

LO‘«‘SIDERI\I(, that the Rules of Procsdure and Fwdence ‘make no room for a Rejoinder in

respect of appeals against Judgem ent;

CONSIDERING that the Appeals Chamber may at it%s discretion, allow a written subrnission not

provided for by the rules to be made, where such is Waffanted for a proper conclixsion of the appea},

CONSIDERING, however, that the Respondent has not acquamtc,d himself with the contents of the

Reply, still being translated, and therefore not in a posmcn 1o show that a Rejomdcr is called for in

the instant case;

FOR THESE REASONS,

' , The Motion, p.2.
* Idem
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DISMIAS the Motion.

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

[signed]

Claude Jorda
~ Pre-Hearing Judge
Done at The Hague, The Netherlands, 20 March 2002,

W
NES
{Seal of the Tribunal]
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