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199/H 
I, MOHAMED SllAHABUDDEEN, Judge of the Appculs ChamOOI'. of !.he Interna1ional Criminal 

Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persoos Responsible for Genocide and Other Serious VJolaliun.s ot 

Jnternauonal Hmnanit.arian Law Co:tnmitted in che Territory of Rwand'.l. and Rwandan Citizens 

Responsible for Oenoc,de and Oilier Such V1oblions Committed in the Te:mtOJ)' of Ne:ighbouririg 

State.\, between 1 Januury and 31 D<::cemkr 1994 ("Tribunal"), and Pre-Appeal Judge' in this ea.1e; 

BEING SEIZED of the "Prosecutor's Urgent Motion Objecting to the Filing of Athana1e 

Seromba's Appellant's Brief', filed by the Prosec:ution on 20 Apnl 2007 (uProsei::utio11 Motion"); 

BEING SEIZED of rhe "Requ~te de la Defense aux fins de prorogation du d6lai de d6p6t de la 

rtponse li I.,, w;iuttB du procureur intitulee ~ PrQsecuwr's Urgent Motion Objecting to the Filing of 

Atlumase Seromba •~ Appelam's Brief » sur le fonderuent des articles l 16 du RCglement de 

procedure et de preuve et 20.4 du Sta tut du Tnbunal", filed by Achanase Seromba ("Appellant") on 

26 April 2007 ("Reques!''); 

NOTING that the Prosecution has not filed a response to tb~ Request; 

NOTING that the) Appellant was required lO file a resp011sc, if any, 10 the Pmsecution Motion 

within ten days of the filing of that motion, or by 30 Apnl 2007;2 

NOTl!>.G that the Appellant oubmits in his R,;quest that he is not in a posillon lo respond to the 

Prosecution Motion because it was filed in English, which is neitbe,: tbe working language of the 

Appellant nor of his Counsel;' 

NO'fD,IG that the Appellant n,quests the Appeals Chamber to rule tha1 in filing the Prose<::ution 

Motiou ill English, the Prosecution commit!ed "a serious breach of the rights of the Defence, as well 

a,; the Televant pi-ovisions of Rule l 16 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence {of the Tribunal 

("Rules")] and Article 20(4) of the Statute of the /Tribunal ("Statute"))";' 

NOTING that the ApPellant further requesl5 an extension of time to respond 10 the Prosemnion 

Motion until after the Defence has been ,;uved w,th a French trnnslation of that motion;' 

NOTING that the French tr;inslation of the Prosecution Motion ww. served °'' the Appellant and 

his Counsel on 4 May 2007; 

'Su On.ter Dosignarjn~, Pre-Ap!)<al JO<Jie, 12 March 2007. 
'See Pi,et,e~ Diroerion on P,ocodure for the Filmg ofWriu<:n Submi,sioos in Appeal Procccdin,s B<:f01c tf,o Tnbumtl, 
8 Do,;omber 2006, paar,,grapb 13. 
'Requc:;t, p>1a, 5. 
; Rcq=n, p. 3; ,., also Jbid.,potll 5. 

Rt quest, p 3. 
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J98/H 
CONSIDERING that pursuant to Miele 31 of the Statute, the workm.g languages of the Tribunal 

are English and French; 

CONSIDER1'1G chat the Appellant's Counsel work solely in French, 

CO!',SlDERING, howeve:r, I.hat neither Al.tick 20(4) of the Statute nor Rule 116 of the Rules 

requires the Pro;;ecution to file subJlllssrnn~ in the working language of the Defence; 

FINDING, therefore, that the filing of the Prosecution Mot.ion in Eoglish did not violate the 

Appellant'~ rigbts under the Statute Or Rules; 

CONSIDERING lhat under Rule ll6(A) of the Rules, the Appeals Chamber or the Pre,Appeal 

Judge rnay gram a motion for an extension of time if good cause is shown; 

CONSIDERING rhat Rule 116(B) of the Rules provides that "[w]here the a bi lily of the accused to 

make full answer and Defence dq,ends on the availability of a decision ju an official language other 

tho11 that in which it was originally issued, that ci1cWI1stanc<' shall be taken into aceount as a good 

cause under the present Rule"; 

CONSIDERING that although Rule ll6(B) of the Rule& is not directly 3pplicable in this case 

because the Reque~t was made in relation to a motion rather than a dccision,6 it is clear th.at the 

Appellant and his CoW1Sel require access to the French tmnslation of the Prosecution Mallon in 

order to IIl1lkc a full answer to the Prosecmion Motlon;1 

FINDING, therlo'Jor~, that the fact that the Af'P"llant and his Counsel work in French and not in 

English constitutes good cause for an extensiou of time pursuant to Rule 116(A) of the Rules until 

ten days after the receipt by the Defence of !he French translation of the Prosecution Motion;5 

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS, 

HEREBY GRAJ',,'T the Motion in part; antl 

ORDER the Appellant to file his response, if any, to the Prosecution Motion on or before 14 May 

2007. 

• So,, E,noouo/ NdO,,i,,l>a},l,j v. Th~ Pmsecu/or, Caso No. lCTR-01-71-A, Decision on "Roq\l<:tc mgon, aW< firu de 
rro,og•tioo de ,;le.Joi pour le dtp,lt de la Rq,lique de l' Appolont'', 28 June 2005 ("Ndfadabahu:r. Decision"), p. ). 

Cf Prosecu1o, v. Edauwd ;;,,,.,,,,era er tll., c .. , No, ICTR..98-44-;\Jl.,73.7, Docia100 OD Roqu""' for Extcn,sjoo of 
Time, 2.4 March 2006 ("Ka,•mera Dee,.ion 004 _',,,la,cl, 2006"), para, 2, Pro,,cufor v £:!Quar~ K=en, <I al., C,sc 
No. fCTR-98-44-AR 1 \ 6, C>ecis,on <rn Rcqu¢Sl for fa:tens!on <>f 'rime, n Jamwy 1006 ("Ko,eme,o Dee;>1on of 27 
1 •• 111,ary 2006"), I'""' 4, 

CH• Xo. JCTR-200 1-60-A 8 May 2007 
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Done in En.glis\l and Frellcll, tb.e Engli~h text being authoritative. 

Dated this Stb day of ).fay 2007, 
Th,, Hague, 
The Netherlands. 

Mohamed Shahab'Jdd=n 
Pre-Appe~I Judge 

,11004 

197/H 

' q Korom,,o D.,cis,on of 24 Morch 2006, pan. 2, Karef "" Dccis,on of 27 Jaousry 2001i, P""'- 4, NdiMabohi..·i 
Decision, p 2. 
Cos, No. !CTR-2001-66-A 4 BM~}' ;001 




