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1. The Aweals Cba!l'lber of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persons 

Responsible for Genocide and Other Serious Violatious of International Humanitarian Law 

Committed in the Territory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizens Responsible for Genocide and O!her 

such Violations Committed ill the Territory of Neighbouring States, between l January and 31 

December 1994 (''App~ Chamber'' t1IJd ''Tribllllal", respectively) is seized of a request filed by 

Mr. Andre Rwamalruba for an extension of time to file a respome brief.1 Toe Registry bas indicated 

that it will not file a rei;ponse, and no further submissions 011 this ReqW$t for Extension of Time 

have been te<=eived. 

2. On )2 February 2007, Mr. Rwamakuba filed a notice of appeal against a decision taken by 

Toal Chamber m.~ In addition, on 28 February 2007, the Registrar filed a notice of his Intention to 

wake submissions pursuant to Rule 33(B) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence of the Tribunal 

("Rules") agalost lhe Impugned Decision.• On 18 April 2007, the Appeals Chamber allowe.d the 

Registrar to rnake sub!:nissions on all aspects of the Impugned Decision and set forth a briefing 

sche.duie.1 Mr. Rwamakuba and the Regi,nrar timely filed their initial briefs on 2 May 2007.1 

3. Accrn:ding to the Scheduling Order, Mr. Rwamakuba's respouse brief should 00 filed no 

later than 14 May 2007. 7 In the Req11est for Extension of Time, Mr. Rwamakuba's Counsel request 

1he Appeals Chamber to e7,tend the time for filing the response brief by three days \JJltil 17 May 

2007.8 Counsel s11bmit that they received the Registrar's initial brief by ''internet" ou 4 May W07.9 

In addition, Counsel note that Mr. Hooper is currently involved in a traming session offraqi judges 

in Dubai and that Mr. O'Shea is appc:auing before the Special Court fur Sierra Lcone.10 

Accurdingly, Mr. Rwamalcuba's COuru;el state that they will be ''harope=i by poor communication 

and research facilitiei;" until Mr. Hooper returns to the United Kingdom on 13 May 2007. 11 

4. Rule 116 of the Rules provides that the Appeals Ouunber may allnv.r for =tensions of fune 

upon a showing of good cause.12 The Appeals Chambi:.r is not persuaded 1hat the competing 

' Applioollon l,y Dofooe« fort Furtturr T±m~ 10 Filo Respon$e, 7 May 2007 ("Request for Exiension of Time''). 
' Mone,, Nollce of Appeal of D,,ci,ion dated 31 Januory Z007, I1 February 2007. 
' Th,: P,o,,cu/or v. Amiri Rwil111alasba, ca.., No, ICIR.~8-MC-T, Doc!"1on on Appropriate Remedy. 31 Jonuary 2007 
j"lm!'l';aal Decision~). 
lb, ReCi,sna,•, NoUce of Intention oo Mllm SubmisslOilS 10 the Appe.a.lo Chltmbe!' Pursuant 10 Rttl~ 33(B) Qf the Rule, 

of Prooed""' an<l Bv!denc,, or, ln the Altorn3li,te, the Re~stn,•, Nollce of Appeal R.cgardilli tho Trial Clwnbor's 
Dcc!J;lon oo AJ'l'<OFriate Romedy of3 l Janua,:y 2ocn, 28 Fcbtoa,y 2007. 
' Decu!on on ProsccntiOl!'s Notice of Appeal and Sel!edufu,g Order, 18 Aprll 2007, pans. 7, ~ (''Schedu!u,g Order''), 
' De!ffloo Bnt.! on Appeal Coruoernlbg ,._ppn,priate Remedy, 2 May UJITT; Rt.gislra.'s Submission in Req,cot <If the 
Trial c:lllwlboT Jil OQ AP!'<0pdoto Remedy of 31 lonuo,y 100?, 2 Moy 2007. 
'Scll<dulu,' Ordc.t", par&. 9{.ii)(''Rupo,,s~, if any, <b,JJ be filed no Wor than ten (JQJ day, from !he ,;lat,: or lhe fllin~ or 
Ibo Initial. briefs")-
• Roqut,t for E,;tension ofTil-ne. pan. 4. 
' R,,qne,1 for Extension of Time, pan. i, 
" R,,q,,:,s.t for fatension of Time. pmo.. 3. 
" R~ucst for S><tellS:ion or Time.. ~""- 3, 4. 
" S..e Rule 1115(A) or the Rules. 
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professional coUUDitments of Counscl consti.rute good cause.n The brief delay in rec~ving the 

Registr;lr"s initial brief, however, waa.mts the sbort ex1ensi011 of time requested. In addition, the 

Registr;lr bas not opposed the Reqlle5t for ExtellSion ofT~, ;u,.d the limited delay that may re.s1.1lt 

from the extension of time to file the response will not impact the overall timing for the 

consideration of thfa appeal. In the circumstances of !his case, and given tile nature of th,; appeal, 

the Appeals Chamber therefore finds good cause for an e;,;ten>ion of time to file the n:sponse 

brief." 

5. For the foregoing reasons, the Request for Extension of Ti= is GRANTED. Counsel for 

Mr. Rwamakuba wrn be pr.rmitted 1U1til 17 May 2007 to file the response brief. 

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

Done this I 0th day of May 2007, 
At Th1> Hague, 
The Netherlands. 

Judge Fausto Poe.ix 
Presiding 

"s,-, ,.g., MJl:tu/i Muhfmana v. The Prosocu,o,. Case No. ICTR-9~-lB-A Dcculon "" the Admissibility of Cho 
Appollant's Brief in Reply, 11 /anuocy 2007, J)'J'a. 8 (''Where eollh<e\ J, inu,.vailabk du,, lo other oommi,tment.,, U,!; 
c~raiot CMS~lute g<>od cau,o os on~ in Rule l 16(A} of the Rulos."), 
" s.,, •·I·• Pcot<Ps zj&iranfa=,, v. Th• Pr=•cu,or, Ca<., No, JCIR-01 -73--AR73, Oe.oislon on Reqnest fo. Ext<t,slon 
of Time lo Fik Reply, 3 Inly 2006, pon,,. 2. 3 (l!ndUl.1! ~ood cause OM allowing a Iln'ee day o,;tc"""°" of ti""', folor 
aH4, given tile impotW!Ce al hb4rli>g !be l'ffiY on lhe 1Js1>< and the lack of Ol>j""lion by the l'roso<;utl.on), 

case No. lC'IR-98--44C-A ' JOM,.y200'l 




