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l, MOHAMED SHAHABUDDEEN, Judge of the Appe~ls Chamber of !he lntemal!ona1 Crimmal 

Tribvnal for the Prcse(:Ulion of Persons Respcmsibk for Genocide and Oth.,.- S~rious ViolatioM of 

International Humanitarian Law Cmnrnined lfl th~ Territory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizens 

Respon>ible for Genoc1de and Other Such Violations Co011nittc:d in the Territory oi Ke,ghbourin& 

Slll\e~. between 1 January and 3 l DecembeT 1994 ("'Tribunal"), and Pre-Appeal Judge 
1 

lll this ca.~e; 

NOTING that T1;a1 Chamber lli pronoun<;ed its Judgement in the present case on lJ D<::eernber 

2006, and i>"Ued a reo.snned opinion in writing on 19 December 2006; 

NOTING that the Appeals Chamber is sdzed of appeals filed by both parties i.r1 th.Js ca.>e;
2 

BEING SEIZED of the ''Defence Motion for Extellsion of the Time-Limit for Filmg Athanse 

Seromba'> Respond~t's Brief Under Article 20(4)(A) of the Statute, in Place of !he Initial Motion 

for the Si!IDe Purpose, Dated 5 April 2007. Which Unfortun~tely Never Reached !he Chamber and a 

Copy of Which is .J\ttached Hereto" ("Motion"), filed by Athanase Seromba ("Seromba") on 26 

JL.lne 2007; 

NOTING that the Prosecution has not flled. a response to !he Mot10n;
3 

NOTING that the Prosecution filed its Appellant's Brief on 26 March 2007;
4 

NOTING that Seromba was rcq,uired to file a Re>pondent's Bdef, if any, to the Prosecution's 

Appe\lat~t' s Brief ("Prosecution Appell!Ull'S .Brief') p1ior to or on 7 May 2007 ;
5 

NOTING that Seromba requests in his Motion an extension of time to respond to the Prosecution 

Appellant's Brief until aftr:r the Defence has been served with a Fwncb translation of tt;
6 

CONSIDERJNG that pursuant 10 Article 31 of the Statute of the Tribll!lal, the working l.wguages 

<.>f the Tribunal are English and French; 

CONSIDERlNG that Seromba's Cormscl work solely in French;' 

:SOTING that !he Frot1ch translation of the Prosecution Appellant's Brief WBS transmitted to 

S~romba'~ Cm.ln>el ot1:Zl May 2007; 

NOTING that S~romba filed h.is Respondent's Bnef out oftirne onl. July 1.007;" 

1 Soo Order Dosi~•aling o Pro·Appool Judge, 12 ~lltoh 2007. 
1 Su f\Cte d'oppd d' Alhana>o SetQmb>, 19 Jonuory 2007; Proseculo<'' Notico of ApP""i, 11 Jonuar)' 2007, 
' The lim• limtt foJ filtog o r•opon•t ro Sororuha '• Motiot> e<pl•ed on 6 July 2007. See Prnccio< Din:onOtt on Procecturo 
for tho fUmg ofWl'ittoo Submi,.;ou; in Appeal Proccedios• Bdore th.o TnbuJlal, B Dcoemb" 2006, P'"- l3, 
' Pn>•ecuti~n Appo\lm1\'' Bnef, 26 NfltCh 2007. 
' Soo Rule 1 \~ o( tho Rllles Dr Procodurc ant! f.; vidence of tho TriturW ("Rul.,"), ~~~ "ho Rule 710r(B) or tne Rule• 

' 
12 July ZOU7 
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CONSIDERI!"'G that under Rule ll6(A) of the Rules, rhe Appeals ChambeT ur the Pre-Appeal 

Judge way grant a motion for an extension oftitne if good cause JS sho'Mt; 

CO!SSIDERING that such a motion should be filed prior to eXpiry of the relevant lime linut;
9 

CONSIDERTI\"G that Serornba failed !.0 file a mOtion for an cXtC!Ision of time for tlte filing of Ins 

Respond(.nt's Bnef prior to or on 7 May 2007; 

CONSIDERI!'<G that the alleged "rnalfunction of the computer system in the office of Seromba's 

counsel",'" does liN excuse the late filing of this Motion; 

CONSIDERL,..,-G, however, that tbe Appeals ChambeT or the Pre-Appeal Judge may "re<.:ognize, as 

~alidly done any act done after the e)(pu:ation of a time lirnit";11 

CONSIDERING that Rule 116(B) of the Rules Provides tbat "[w]here the ability of the accus~ to 

Tl1llke full answer and Defence depend~ on the avo.H~bility of a <J,dsioo man officiallonguage other 

than that in which it was originally issued, that circumstance shall be taken into account as a good 

cause under the present Rule"; 

CONSIDERL"'G that although Rule 116(B) of the Rules is not directly applicable in this case 

becau$e the Monon was made in respect of an ap~Uam's brief rather than a decision,n Seromba 

and his Counsel dearly required access to the French trllllslation of the Prosttlltion Appellant's 

Brief in order \0 mal::e a full a~1swe1 to it; 11 

FINDING, therefore. that the service of the Prosecution Appellunt's Brief m English when 

Seromba and his Counsel work solely m Frencb constitutes .good c~use for an extension of lime 

'MQ\ion, p. 3 
' Al'lidc :ll of !ho Statll!O of !bo Tribunal. 
0 !Mmoilo ~n 1CpO<lse de l'>ntime Atbiiii•Se Sewmb.o, Z July 2JfJ?. 

' So' Ordc< Con=<Wn~ Notice ol Appeal, 22 Martb 200'J (''S,rmll/xl Order ol22 M01ch 2007"), p. 3. 

" Mo~on. P>n'- l. 
'' S« !'rnC\l<c Dli'e<<><m on Fonn~l Roquhmeots f<>< Aproals from J\1d~etnM!, 4 JuLy 2005, P~'"'' S, l2 S•e a{,.,, 

SorOf>J/xJ Or dill' of 22 M""'b 2007, p 3, Mike.,/, Muhimana v. Tlte Pr~securnr, Case ~o. ICJR-95- lB-A, O«Jer 

Con=nn~ <he l'1liDg ul 1ho NOtice or Ap["'.J, :n Fcob<u>try 2006, p. 3. 

" S<e Dccis;~n "" "Req""'' a~ Ia' Diilon.s~ .~x £in> M pre<Oga~on du <lO.J.i Je de~~~ do 1~ rOpome n la requi!<o On 

procureur mtitulOe " Pro.,ocu<or'.< Urten< Marion Ohjt<rmy ft> tlr<: Fi/i~!,' ~1 A rhan<t;< S<mmixl '.< App.i<>lU'r fJriof ~ '"' 

te fomlement des .,!ides 116 du Rtg lemont de procOdure et do preuve et 20.4 au SlaLUt du Tribunal", & M•y 2001 

(Ser~m!Ja Dec,rM ol g Moy 2007"), p. 3; Emcmud Ndu,d~!xJ./u." ,. Tho PuHeCJ<fOI, Coso :O:o. JCTR-OJ·'Jl-A. 

Deci,on on "Re~"~'• urgM< ~u~ flo. de pwrogntion de d<hu pour lc MpOt do la ROphque de !' Ap])<'lll!ll", 28 Juae l()(J5 

("NJ;MaNiliD Decision"), P- 2_ 

"Cf. S"""'ba D<ei•lon of 8 Ma} 2007. p 3; fro,c<:<tJOr v i!:d~uard Karem~ra <t a/, C;c>o No_ lcrR-98-44-AR73 7, 

D«>s;~n M R~q"'" fw Exte<»LOn of Timo, Z4 Morch 2006 ("KMemern Dee><,on of 24 March 1-006"), po:ro. 2; 

frn•couwr L' f;do"ard Karenr~"' <t ~L, C'-'e 1"1<1. lc::TR-98-"4-ARll6, Doci,Qn on RoqucS< for Exton""" of Tim<, 27 

Ianat~ty 2006 ("Kor<m<r<L De<";"" Qf27 lMmLry 2Q()ci"), para 4_ 

C.Se :-lo. ICTR-2001-611--A 3 12 July 2007 
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pllfsuant w R~le 116(A) of the Rules unul forty days ufu:r the r=ipt by the Defence of U French 

trans\Htion of the Prose~uuon Appellant'> Bnef; '
4 

RECALUNG th.at Seromba filed his Respondent's Brief on 2 July 2007, which was the first 

working day to fall forty day~ after Sccomba's receipl of the Fr~ch \rllflSlanon of the Pros.'-Cution 

Appcllam's Bri~f; 1' 

:fiND that Serornba has ~stablished "good cause:" within tU.. meaning of Rule 116 of !he Rules for 

!he \ate filing; 

HEREBY ORDER that the filing of the Re~pondcnt's Bridbe recognized ao vahdly done. 

Done in Engli:;h and Frc:n<.h, the English text beinz authoritative. 

Dated !his 12th day of July 2.007, 
The Hague, 
The t-;etherlands. 

' 

I 

" Cf Soromha Dod•ion of 8 May 2007, p. J; K~roonoru Doorno" of 24 Mo:rcb 2006, P"'' 2; Kom>~<"' Decisi<m of~' 
h•m'-'Y 2006, P"''- 4·. Ndmd"i:>ah<ci Deomon. D· 2. _ 
" Soo Rulo 7<or\B) Md Rule 112 of th~ Rules. 
Cas< ::>lo. ICTR-200!-G~·A 4 12 Ju\~ 2007 


