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1 MOHAMED SHARAIIUDDEEN, Judge of the Appeals Chamber of the International Cnminal 
' Tribunal for the Prosecution of Pctson< Responsible for Genocide and Other Serious V10lations of 

lmemational Humamtarian Law Committed in the Territor;; of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizens 

Responstb\e for Genocide and O!l1er Such Violalions Co:nmiUed in the Territory of i'eighbouring 

States. between 1 Jan:.Jary and 31 December 1994 ('Thbunal"), and Pre-Appeal Judge' in thil case; 

NOTING that Trial Chamber m pronounced tiS Judgement ("Trial Judgement'') in the present case 

on 13 December 2006, and is~ued a I'C'asoned npinion m writing on 19 Dccanber 2006; 

NOTING that the Appeals Chamber iss~~ of apreals filed by both parties in this ca~e;' 

BEING SEIZED of the "E:1:t!'<'mely Urgent Motion for Extension of Tim~ for Filing of Defence 

Brief in Reply to th~ Prosecution R~spondent's Brief Disclosed to the Defence on 13 June 2007 m 

Engli"h in Rc•pect of the Most Relevam Part ("Monon"), filed by Athanase Seromba CScromba") 

on28June20U7: 

:\'OTI?'i:G that the Prosecution has not ftled a response to the Motion;' 

NOTING that the Pro~~mion filed 1ts Respondent's Brief to Seromba's Appellant'> Brief in this 

case on 12 June 2007 ("Prosecution Rcsp<}lldent 's Brief");
4 

NOTING that Seromha was reqmred to file a Reply Brief, if any, m the Prosecution Respondent's 

Brief prior to or on 27 June 2007;' 

NOTING that Seromba submits in his Motion that he is not in a position to reply to the Prosecution 

Respondent'~ Brief boca use pages 25 to 66 of this Brief, comprisii1g 2D paragraph:;, are in English, 

which is neither the working language of Seromba nor that of his Coumel;
6 

NOTING that Seromba requests an ~"tension of time 10 reply to the Prosecution Respondent's 

Bncf until after me Defence has b""n served with a complete French lranslation of it;' 

CONSIDERING that pur:;uant to Altide 31 of the Statute of the Tribunal, the working languages 

of th~ Tnbunal a:r~ English >l!ld French~ 

COKSIDERL"\'G that Seromba's Counsel work solely m french~ 

' Soe Ordcr D<:>igoatir,~ n l'no·Appeol Judge, 12 M>roh 2007. 
' See AcW d' awol J'AII•a1o=e SaamM, 19 Jarmary 2007; Prosecutor's t-;oli<t of Appc.J. 11 JMUOI)' 2WI. 
'The!irn< hmil fol' filmg a Tespon••to SeromUa'• Mol ion expirod on 9 July 2007. Sw Proct10e Dirootio.n ou Proe<:dure 
for the Filing ofWnttrn Submimons irl Ap~<al Proooedi"lj.S Sefo" d>< Tnbunal. S Decem !>or 2006, pan. 13. 
' J>ro.oculion Rc,ponde«t's Bticf, 12 Juoe 2Wl. 
' Seo Rule l \3 of the ftulos ol PcoccdU'"' anti Evo&.,<c "f <he T' 1hun:ll ("R\Ues"J 
'Mulion, par». 2, 3, S =d p. 3. 
'Mot<on, p 3. 
Co." "'o ICTR-2001-60-A 2 12 Jul~ 2007 
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CO>'SIDElUNG that under Rule ll6(.A.) of the Rtllcs, the Appeils Cha.nber or the Pre-Appeal 

Judge may grant a monon for an extenswn ot time if good cause io shown; 

CONSIDERL"'G that Rule 116(B) of the Rules provides that '"[w]h<= the abiluy of tile accused to 

make full answu ami Defence depends on the availahi\ity of a d&ision in an officiallansuage other 

than that in which it was originally issued, Ihat cu·cumstance shall be tmn into account as a good 

cause under the present Rule"; 

CONSIDElUNG that altMugh Rule 116(B) of the Rules lS not directly appllcabl~ in this case 

because the MotiOIJ was made in respect of a respondent's brief rather than a decision.' Seromba 

and his Counsel clearly r<'']Uire access tO the French translation of the Prosecution Respondent's 

Brief in order to mU;e a full answer to il:• 

FINDING, rherefore, that the so!V\ce of the Prosecuti.on's Respondent's Brief partly in English 

when Serornba rmd his Coun&el work solely in Frea~h constitme> good cause for an extension of 

time pursuant to Rule J16(A) of the Rules llnti.l fifteen days after the receipt by the Defence of a 

compkted French translati.on of the Prose<:ullon Respondent's Brief;'" 

FOR THE FOREGOIKG REASONS, 

HEREBY GRANT the Mutinn; and 

ORDER Seromba to file his Reply, if any, to Ute Prosecution Respo~dent's Brief w1thin ftfteen 

days of the receipt bv the Defence of a completed French translation of the Pro.<ccution 

Respondent's Brief. 

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

Doted tllis 12tll day of July 2007, 
The Hague, 
The Nelherland~-

" So< Dedmm OL1 ' !a 
pwcur<ur inutulte. 
k fow:lcmoM ct" .,.,;de• 
(Semmt>a Dc<:.~SIOD ~! S M•y 
Deci""" on "Requaoo ur~M1 
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' Cf s,,,fx, Doc.sion OJ S :>by 
Doc•"OD on Rcque" [O! E~LcnS>on 
/'m.<t:wror v lllo=•'d K~•~moro" 
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Janoat}' 1006. 90'"- 4, Ndimlobalol!i Deru>on. p. 

Co!~ :-<o. tcrn.-2001-66-A 

~u dtl"-' de d<pOt <1e r~ rtpm"c ~ Ia "'q"et<- d" 
F,l,~g S.romba '< IJ.pp•lanrs B'lej » '"' 

Statur ~u Tnbnn•l". S May 2007 
·' • l'roJ•er~or, c.,e No. TCTR-01-71-A, 

ROpliquG de I' Appelont", 21) June 2000 

, Cnse Nn 

11 July 2007 


