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INTRODUCTION

1. The Prosecution, pursuant t¢ Rules 4, 54, 73, and 89 (b) and (¢} of the Rules of
Procedure and EBvidence (the “Rules™, moved the Chamber to conduct a site visil in the
Repubfic of Rwanda.' At the time, the Defence responded with a request that the Chamber
suspend its decision until the Defence case was well advanced and the issues i the case have
been clarified. The Defence submitted that it would be making additional submissions on the
sites 10 be visited.

2 Om 3 Qctober 2006, the Chamber ordered the Delence to file its submissions on the
sites presented in the Prosecution Motion and siles that the Defence may wish to add 1o the
itinerary.” At a status conference with the Partics en 13 April 2007 the Chamber announced
that it would like the site visit to take place during the week of 12 November 2007, On 20
April 2007, the Registry invited the Partics ko {ile a consolidated itinerary for plasnning
purposes. The Parties, having agreed on the locations to be visited, filed a consoliduted
itinerary on 23 Aprif 2007

DELIBERATIONS

3. In its Order of 3 October 2006, this Chamber, following other Chambers of this
Tribunal, staled tha:

|.-.] the need fur a site visit must be assessed in view of the particular cirgumsiances
of this casc. A request to carry oul a site visll should be granted when the visi wiil be
instrurnental 1o the discovery of the truth and determination of the matter before the
Chamber? Chambers of thizs Tribunal have granted site visits al different stages of the
proceedings, such as al the end of the Prosecution and Defence cases, and during the
presentaticn of cvidence by the Defence.”

4. Wwhile site visits are not expressly provided for, Rule 4 of the Rules provides that “{a|
Chamber or a Judge may excrcise their functions away from the Seat of the Tribunal, if so
authorized by the President in the interests of justice™

3. The Chamber is persuaded by the submissions of the Parties on the need for it w
trave! to Bwanda to visit the relevant sites, The Chamber has also reviewed the conselidated
itinerary and is satisfied that the proposed sites are relevant to the charges against the

“Proserulion Motion for 3 View ol the Locos in Quo™, filed an 17 Auguast 206 ithe “Prosecution Molion™).
D wRespande to the Prosecution Motivn for a View ol the Locus in Quo™ fled on 21 August 2006 (e " Delence

Respemnse ™.

b i}ﬁdcr Far Tiling Sulanissions O The Progeeution’™s Motien For A Wiew Of The Locws In Quo. 3 tetoher
20 {Orcder ol 3 Opteaher 207)

* Prasocutor v Bagosera of al, Decision oo Prosecutas's Mation for Site Visit in the Repubtic of lwanda. 29
Seplember 2004 para. 4; Proseemtar v fuamekeba, Decision on Pelense Molios fora View Lovus in Qu, 14
December 2K, pary 61 - Rwasradicha Vecison™).

Y Ner fwamcbuhe Decision: see Prosccutar v Athanase Serombo. fRcision derite refaiive d lo requéie o
Pravurenr pour ey vivie de sites aw FBweanac, 34 March 2006,

Tha Pravecutur v. Mfentaie dgiramsireco, Cage No, TUTR-HEL-T3-T 23
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accused md will be mstrumental in the discovery of the truth and detetmination of the matter

before th - Chamlber,

FOR TE E ABOVE REASONS, THE CHAMBER
I. REQUESTS the President to authorize the Chamber’s exercise ot its function away
from he Seat of the Tribunal. pursuant to Rule 4 of the Rules; and [ such authorization is
grant =1;
1I. FE£QUESTS the Registry to make all the necessary arrangeme IS to visit the relevant
sites during the week of 12-16 November 2007, and to liaie with the Partics and
Char ber, to facilitaie the implementation of this decision,

Arusha, 9 June 3007, in English.

Inés M mica Weinberg de Roca ™~ Khalida Ractid Khan 1:3¢ Gaoliiga Muthoga

Presiding Judge _— Sk I Judge
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