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INTRODUCTION 

l. Tho trial in thi' case >larted on 19 September 2(){15 before Trial Chamber Ill 

compo<ed or Judges Dennis C. \1. Ryron, presidmg. Emile Franci' Shurt and Gbcrd•o 

Gu>lave Kam. On 19 January 2007. Judge Shorr withdrew from the case. 

2 l:nJer Rule 15 bis (D) of the Rnlcs of l'rocedure and b•1Jence ("Rule>"), the 

remaining Judges decided on the continuation of the proceeding< w1th a substitute judge.' 

That Decision "''"'affirmed by the Appeals Chamber in April 2007' 

3 Although Judge Vagn Joen•en ""'appointed on 2 May 2007 as >ubotil\ue judge m 

the prc1cnt ca<e. he first had to ccnify that he had familiari<ed himself wLth the record <>f the 

pmcccdings before JOinmg the Bench.' 

4 :..teanwhile, according to the authori7ation gi,en h; the President of the Tribunal to 

the Trial Chamber composed of Judges Dennis Byron and Gbcrdao Gustave Kam, to conduct 

routine matters under Rule 15 bh (F) of the Rule>.' the remaining Judges dcli,·ercd dcci'i'"" 

in the abscm;c ufthc substitute judge 

), Rct\\een 14 March 2007 d!\d 10 May 2007_ 11 dccisiot1s \\ere delivered """'"Jingly 

by this Chamber composed of Judges Dennis Ryrot1 and Gherd:w Gu>tavc Kam_ l!o"c;cr, 

the Dcf~nce for Nzirorera lodged atl ap[>eal against one of the<e decisions. argumg, among 

othor things, that the remaining Judges exceeded thcu authonty under Rule 15 hi,l (r) of the 

Rules because the Motion on wh1cl1 they dehberatcd "as not a mutine matter' In its 

Dwsion of 31 :-.1ay 201)7, the Appeal' Chamber granted thlS appe:>) and ~acatcd the 

' Pm,<e<·ul"r v tdoua>d l:aremua, Mml•icu ,\'~"umpmse . .IO$<pl• ·''"'"'" u (' Koremer~ et nl "), Ca« t-o 
l('TR-'IR-44- r. lkci''"" on Cnotinuauon ofth< Pn><<e<ling> IT('), 0 ~1arch 2007 
' Kc.mn<ro d ~1 1-'<:cbi"" on il~p<als l'or>u,nt <o Rul< 15 h" (Ill (Al \, 20 Aptil 2001 
''>cc Rules of l'm..:..:dl'r< ""d h·idcn<e, Rulo llh" (D) 'It, in the meum"'"'" mcmioncJ in ttl< Ia>! sco1<r>ce 
uf ("lCOg.-aph {C)_ !he """"'d wiLhhuld> h" '""'""· the rcmammg Judgo; m.l} I>Onc1hde<s J<<O<k W conl<n<'< 
ohc w•cced'"~' !><fore, T"ol Cl!omb<o ""h a <uh<laut<o Judge" takong all the''"""""'"'' inLo account. 
ohcy dotetminc ''"""'m,n»l; that dnmg "' Mul<l ''""' the onomsLs of JU>L<c< ll1is dcciswn L< '"hjw I<' app<.;l 
dn-,<tl) t<> a full to<nc~ of1h< App.:al> Ch.<ml><r b) oithot pa!t) If no •PI''" I "tal-.cn or ohc Appe.ol< Ch,mPc• 
.<fficm' ohc d<d,.on of ohc !ri'l Ch""'""· <he Pro,dom ,nan"'"&"'" th' e>.i>Lin~ bcn,n ,, Judge, "ho 
hcmC>e'f c'" join tho l>ench onl; aflec he· m >he ha< cor1ii1o<l th" he '" _,he• ha, famil'"'"'" h,m,<]f <'! l>m<lf 
v.iLh th< record ut tho l''"""ding<. 0"1) 01>C >Ui»liLl't<on "ndeo <h" P"'agroph "'')'be mark 
' Sec- Jnt<roftico '>l«nnra,dum fn>m the PrcSJ<l<nL W )u<lgc Elymn. tiled on 1 J M.itclc 2007_ Rul" of P<Qdduoe 
and b-idcncc. Rule 15 biS IF! "111 ""' ofiltn"' w-an untilled """"'Y o• "' >n•· oth" >irnd;u- ci.-e"""'"""" 
tho l'e<"dcm "'"''• if ,,J.,fied '"'" " ;, m the '""'<-<' ~r J""'"' "' o1o '" """"'""a Cham"'' tu c'011duco 
mu!H~' mal!m, '"'" " ol" doli><" ot Joo.,iOI>I, i'l !he 'h"ne< "f one "' more <>I "-' mcml'<"< ' 
~" tntomm,c ~kmman,1um ,-,,d, tho Prc,idcm 10 )u,Jge R) ""' til"'! on ll '>Jorch 2007 

~'-"'- J<>«ph :-<mocc.o'< lnlool"'"'"') ilpp<al ol ll<"""" ''" Obtaimng Pr1or Statomtn1> of P"-'""'"''"" 
1\'JI!OO'"" ,\1\cr Jh';- H"'' fc-!Lil«l' filed oo It Apnl 2007. "b" Dcti,.oo "" Dclm:c MoLion foe 
Cerl1fLWI100 <O Appeal t),n,] ~n1 .. 11t>n W ()h<dm Sta\Cmcntl d Wit!OO>"'< Al.(i O<>d GK ( I C). ·l April 2007 



Impugned Decision.' lt also laid down ;tandards and print-iples defining what should be 

con"dered a rout me matter under Rule 15 b1s {F) of the Rule<_ 

6. On 4 June 2007. as a result of the Apreals Chamber's Oecisi<m. the Defence for 

Nzirorcra moved that fLve decisions delivered by the Chamber composed of Judges DennO> 

Hyron and Gberdao Gustave Kam he vacated.' It also requested that these Jt~dge' d"qualify 

themselves from all f\1rther deliberations on the concerned deetsion>. includ mg the Impugned 

Ike is ion that""' ''acated by the Appcab Cham her on 3t May 2007.' 

7 The issue of the di,qualif<caticm was refcrre<:lto the Hureau itt accordance wtth Rule 

1) (B) of the Rules." On 14 June 2007. the llureau composed of the Vice-President of the 

Tribunal and the Presiding Judge> of each T nal Chamb<r denied :-,'7iroreta 's application for 

disqualification of Judges Denni> Byron and Gb<rdao Gustave Kam of any further 

dclib<r•uons on the prior dcci>ior" he seeks to b< vacMcd. 10 It held tiM! 

rho po>Sibilit) th•t. havmg previously decoded !he rdevunt issue. on !he merits, Judges 
Byron and Kam aro prc-di>p<l<Cd In apply the law and as"''" !he facts In the •arne manner i.> 
insufficrent "' a maner of law to dJSplacc the presumption of impart1aliry and show bias, 
Ctthcr actual or rca-onabl; apprehended:' 

8. In addition to :'-lziron;ra "s Motion f<Jr vacating some of the prior Decision< deli>ercd 

under Rule 15 his (F), it mu't be noted that in the Decrsron of 10 May 2007. the Chamb<r 

composed of Judges Dennis Byron and Gberdan Gnsra,•e Kam also noted the appeal lodged 

by the Defence fnr Nlirorcm against a pnor deci>ion delivered under Rule 15 b.s (F). Wh1lc 

consideritrg that the application at stake was a routme maner fallmg ,,[thin the "mbit or ih 

authorit}'. the said Chamber Indicated that 

" t;arenn·ra <1 ~1 Case "'''- tCTR-98-~4AR7.l,9, !J«'''"" on '·Jo>cph t'<il\.-.:ra·, lorerlocuror) ~pp<al "f 
llc"''"" 011 Ob101mn~ prior S'"""""" ofP"'"'"'''"' Wi'""''" alicr rh'; ""'' ""'tied" lAC), 11 \Ia)' 2007 
'Joseph ~llrorcrn 'Mor,on 10 VacaiO ik«<ions and For rl'"l'"hfo"'''"" (It l«~g'·' ll)'ron :md Kam filod on 4 
Jun' 2007 ("\'ziwrcm"< \ln,oo"] . .cc .'ll•o "'" Repl) filed on II Jnne 2007 tn additi,ln '" tllO J)omn•n on 
llcfcnoo Mouo11 foo Coopcra<iun ot Rwanda ro OMam ~taecment< of Wtmo«o< Al.G. C.K •nJ t;JJ "hkh "" 
•·aoorcd by the Appe•l, ( hamb<r, the Defence ""'' 1h00 the followmg Demt<>ns b<: ,·,;cote.!, Deci>ion on 
Dcf<nco Moe'''" tor C<nif<c•tton w .\ppeal lJecr>ion on .\pp<"l> ( 'hamb<r Kcmand of iu.lic•ol 'Jori<ce (l(). 11 
\l.llch 21m?, th""""' "" i'ro"'"'"', Mvti<>n for '" Ord<:r w hie l'o<lco nf Attbi ( tn n \la.ch 2<107· 
[Joe"'"" ''" [)<fence Mn1tnn h C<r1iti<.o1ton 1<' -~PP''I lk•:ision ''" f'ol'c I e>ltmon;· (I C). 2l Ma.ch 2tl07· 
~cileduling OnJ" fN the "-"""'P""" of rho T•iat (T('). 2 \!a)' 2007; [)<c,siGn on l>cfcncc Morhn f<>r 
Suhr<'""" 1o Proscc«tion W•tn~<"s iTCl. 10 ~la; 2007 
'Nmorera·s Mouvn and Rcrly 
• lt>tcrvmcc Mcm••randum from Judge Dcnnos B)!''"· l'rc<id,ng Judge "' the '""' a.1d Pcostc\:nl of t!tc lnOu""' 
"' ludgc Kholid' Rae hod Khan. V<ot·l'rc<Ldcnl d;"d II June 2007_ 
" A> noted in rile B1'reau'< lkc.,ion Ju<l~c ll;ron v.ho "al>o roc PJO$tdcm ~r 1hc Tribunol had"""""" 
him<clf from «>n,iot<ratn•n of Joseph N;irorom'' Morinn f,, d"quohfio.llt"" 'tnco rho •hi<ion a1 '"u' 
'"'"l><d n,m .. ('"' Ka'<'mer-tJ e/ al • D<:<i""" "" \1"""" '" V ""-Ale Tleci'i""-' .mJ For llh~ulllifio,.ion of Ju,lge.. 
Jlp•m anJ K•m (Burea.,), 1-l Ju"' 2001 r"'" I]. 
" Kumr-"m « al • D<c.,.on "" ),1.,,.,,. k> V "'"'" lleci"""-' ""J F"r Di'q""ldic"L'~" ul!u<lge> B;rc>n o11d Kam 
(Buroau) 14 June 2007, J)<lrfi ll_ 



Should the Appeals Chamber Ia~ out standard> and prinorpks m the rmerpreflliJon of rhe 
phra>e "to conduct routine matters". the Chamber wLII then determine whether 
rccansideratlon of the dcmion' rendered purs!!ant to it> Rule 15 bi< (F), onduding thJ> 
Decr>Jon, "warranted in lrght oftheso >tandard< and principle>." 

9. In view of those cin;umstanccs, the Chamber, now fully composed, is r~ady 10 rule on 

N?irorera's Motion to vacate prior decisions as well a; re,·icw other decisions deli,ered 

under Rule 15 b•s (F) for which the [).efencc for Nzirorera does not seek vacation, 

con,idcring the Appeals Chambers principb set out m the Dcciston ofJ I May 2007_ 

I 0 It mu'l he noted that the Ikfence for Ngirumpatse joins in part the appltcalion made 

b}' the Defence for Nziroreta to \'acate \orne prior dcci5JOns. H The Prosecution docs not 

object to the Chamber \acating thtee of the prwr Decisions a' '"4U<\Ied b)- the Defence for 

:\zirorera." 

DISCUSSION 

II. In its Deciswn of 31 May 2007. the Appeab Chamlx:r considered that 

routine matters, "'thin the meaning of Rule 15bt.< (I') of the l!.ules. arc generally 
matter< of a regular and standardised nature_ such as the convemng of a starus 
conference to organise exchanges bet,.een the parltes. pursuant to Rule 65bi> of the 
Rules. Other matters, both of a >uh;tantive and procedural nJture. aro gencrall)- non
routine, for the p1lrposc of Rule 15/n\ (f) of the Ru]e,_1' 

The AppcR]s ('llambcr also took into account the fact that a matter was subject to exten<h·e 
htigation and judicwl exerci'e "' indicati,·e of it< non-rontmc nature."' 

" IA.-c<>ic>n ,.,, lktCr>ec '10t'"" ''" '""P"'""' «> Pr"'"'"'i"n 1\ itn<'''" ('I() I 0 ~ia)- 2007, P"" 9. 
- If< mom.- pour .11 _\'~muhf'<II.'C .<w Ia Jo<ef>h .bm"m ',< ,\/Nio" to l"acate I!.'Wum, f<lcd "" II Juno 2001 
I"' DetCnc. fu1 ~·grmmpall< mov<> the n,mbcr tc> "''-""- Dcoision on Defence \1<Hiun r,~ Cc~<floati''" to 
Appoal D'"""" on Apj>e;als Chamber Remand ~f Judrcial ~oHec: Dcmion on lkfoncc Motwn for 
('e<Jili<oli"n tn Appoal Ilee"ion on F•l" lc><rmon;, Schcdulmg Order for 1he Rc,umplion of the l'rJal It 
nbioo« to tho CJ<"nbe• vocmin~ lite Dcc!Ston on Prose<u1Dr'< Mo1io:> fo1 011 Order oo hie >lot ice of .~hbr 
,. !'"""""" > R<>J)oo:.c to Joseph "'irorcra's Motion to Vaea<c IJemi~n' and for DrMt<"lilici11ron of Judgos 
ll)n>n ""d K.,m. p.o10. 2 Inc l'w"cutron do<> not object to th< Chamber 'acat.ng '" ordc" with <egatd 1o 
De"""" <>n lkf<nce M'""'" for lcrtil\catiun to App<al llecr<ron ''" Appoob Cham~cr Rom,nd of ludodol 
N""'"· Dcu""" on Dcfe<><e ~Jorion fo• (<<tifi''''on 10 ~PP"'I llocisit>n on I 'I"' l'c"'""'"~' !)"'-"'"" "" 
Dolence Mot>o11 li'f ~U~P<'"""' '" P"'"'""t"'" W''""""-
-' K~"'"'"ra ,,, ul.. L"'< NoL IC II\-9~·4MR7l 9. D<c<>nm on "'Jo.<epto ~'"""'"'' Inlet locutor)- Appc.l of 
!)'"'""" "" Ob""""'~ P""' S"1emcn1> of Prosecution Witncs>e> aftet the-' ha>e ""•fied · (A('). J I M•) 2~<>1, 
rw• to. 
" Sec K"'''"'""' "' al .. C:>So '"- I(" rR.q8.HAR7J.9. ll"i""" "" "'J,.,ph "'''""'"'' lnteJioxuwy Appeal of 
Do"<i<ln on Obtarning p1i01 S"temen" ol P"'"''-"ti"n Mtnc_,,," after rhc~ have le<tilicd ' (A C). J I ).Ia; 2001, 
Ot p,,,,_ Ito "'The Arr<al< Cbamb<;r '' 0f the ''''" thO! !he h'>!O<}' d th" moUe!. includmg the cWn>!''C 
lotrgotron rolatcJ "' ''· '' '"•ltcati'< of"' non·tc>Utmc ""ur<. · 
s._-e at p.-~r•gr•ph 11 I f0t>tnotc< om!ttodl: 

In ,ddit!on, the r<maming Judge> t"o" imn ,,,,,idcrotLon Article 28 "f the rnhunal < Stmute. as ~>oil 
» !il< Jl!I!Sprt<dcnoc of both <h< Tdhunal and tOe ICTY '"d oc~no~ I edged that WH1\CS<OS AL (;, l:l\ 
,,nd (,K "''"' p.o~ ,( tl>o 11>irt;-·><'<" Prol<""i"n ";'""~"" h whnm !he lnol Ch:lmb". on ll 
Fehru-";< 2006. rcqucw;d obc morer<l«m ,r !h< R"""""' Authmi1Lc. m furni>h!!1>' their s!.Lt<ment>. 
'lhL) rc»onod tl>ot." <hal <Loge LhL AJlill"'"' hod sm!Siicd tl>e rcquircmcnr< h teque<!'"~ rho 
coopcmtk•n of th< Rw;mdan A"thont101 t" dr>cl<>>< tlle>e ci<><umcnl5. but the '"'""''""''" ha>L >!!ICC 

'" 
\ \ . I 
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12_ The Chamber note< that. concem"'l'- two pnor deci<>ons, the "'"e oh,ilether routine 

matter<; were concerned- and whether thc,c decision' <hollld therefore be vacated- j; now 

moot 
17 

The Appeals Chamber has already ruled on the i<.mes in connection with the 

Decision on Defence Motion for Ccniftcation to Appeal Decioion "" W1tness Proofing and 

tile Chamber. ading under Rule I 5 bis (F)_" The Cham bet is al_<o of the ,jew that the matter 

m connection "ith tho Decision granting disclo,ure of closed session transcripts to the 

Canadian Authorities is now moot as those documents were disclosed. 19 In that respect. it 

must be recalled that the f)efence for Nzirorern did not object to such disclosure'" The 

Chamber further flOtcs that the DeiOnce lor Nz1rorera does not <;eek vacation of any of the 

abovc-mem,oned two decisio"'-

13 In ,jew of the Appeals Chamher's STandards. the Cham her con<Jdors that the prinr 

Orders for the tran.<fer of Prosecution Wnne<.>es from Rwat1da a; well "'the pr~or Det"i""' 

granting an e.xtcnsron of time to respond to a Prosecution Motion mmt be considered as 

dcalmg with routine matte<' "ithin the meaning of Rule 15 bis (Fl of the Rules." The 

Cham her fUrther notes that the Ikfe<\ce for N~iTOrera doe> not seck the vacation of these 

decision> and that the Defence for Karemera and Ngirumpatsc had "rbrnirted that extension 

of time for filing •ubmissions is a routine matter." There is therefore no need to vacate tho>e 

decisiom_ 

14. The Chamber also recalls its oral Decision of 12 June 2007, "here it fouttd that m 

v1cw of the Appeal> Chamber standards, a schedllhng order is " routine matter for th~ 

purposes of Rule 15 bis (F) of the Rules." In roaching thts conclusion_ the Chamber held 

that 

changed, OS the ~lotoon filed l>di'!c <he 1"'1 Chamber conocmed Pro<Ocutoon wionc"" v.On hav< 
<lrc•dr te.stLtlcd in th< Applicant's tnal. I he App<all Ch•mt><r i> of Lh< "'"" tho< thl< j\ldi"al C\crc"c 
(U(!I>c~ rcfi<el> rho no'l-f\>O\lmO "'"U"' Mthc '"""' oulcJ upvn "' ohc lmpugnod Dcci>ion. 

" llocl<o<>o "" Llcfcncc MuiiM for CcrtifiC.1LM •o Apf><ot ilO(cc>eon ''" \l'otne» Pr<>oling (1 (). r ~ March :>Om; 
lleo"k>n no [)<[en" 'futoon foo Ccrtdicati<m tO App<at Denial M \1o>lo\l<l 1\l Ohoain Stato"""'' ut \\· """'"' 
ALG and GK (I C). 4 April 1007 
'Ko"'mem cl a/. Coso ~o 1CIR-9H·-14AR7l H \J<ei>lOil on Jnocrlocmorr 1\ppeo\ Regardon~ Witno" 

l'roofing<Al'J. I I \1ay 2007 
'tkc""'" "" l'"""'"tion'< \1ot1on to Unseal and Di"lo>e to the Caruod1.m Authontb th' Iran""P" <>f 

Witnm (1-.~ ( I'Cj. n March 20G7 
"/Ood. P""'- -I_ 
" Of<ler for ohc T '"";tor ot Pro;eeution Witnesses from Rwand' {TCJ, 26 -~rnl 2001. Dc<ision S"pp!cmo"ti"g 
tl>o Cl10!tohec'1 Pcior Order l·c" '11lo 'lrJJl'fer Of l'romution Witnesses Foom R."'"d' (TC), 8 ~la) 2007: 
l!ecwo" accordu'~ """ prorog~lhm d, <A· lor d.• n•pol1« a"'"' '<Q"ilc du hoc!ire!ir lTC). 10 Ma)" 21107 
"Sec· Diciswn "'"'ordam """ pm·ogaiWn d<· d<'lm ,/,>"'-""~''a"'"' T<'q!Wtc• du l'rm_u,..,- (](') \0 ~1") 
~,007. P""' o 
- 1 ll r,o>olii<P. I'P 17-t! 

5•7' \ 
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tkd.<lrm on \lotro'll 10 l'acal< l).z, rSIOit.! 17 .lui) 211117 

nte conunencorncnt of a tnal h based on olhc'T f•ctors than 1hc ,oheduling order iJself lhe 
goal of the "'he<lulmg order is to pro, ide lite partie< and al'o the Regoslrar, ond other organs 
of the rnhnn•l concented, by jndici•l organi:<at1on. an advance notice a> to "hen the !rial 
'"'"on will lake place_ In lhese cLrcurn-'tances, the trial sc>Sion could hove ru<lll1ted today, 
even if a ""hednlmg order had ttul been made_'· 

fhe Scheduling Order nf 2 May 2007 is therefore maintained_" 

15. Conversely, Ln view of the >tandards set out by the Appeals Chamber and in particular 

the fact that the issues at stake were .<ubjee! ro extens,;e litJgalton, the Chamb~r find, that the 

Lkfettce Monon for Certification to Appeal Decision on Appeals Chamber Remanrl of 

Judicial Notice and the Dc1Cnce Motion for Ceniticalion I<J Appeal Decl<ion on False 

Testimony could not be constdered as routine malter< upon which Judges Ryron and Kam 

could rule in the absence of the third Judge_ Consequently, the prior DccJSions nn the;e 

motions arc to be vacated, "' rcque,ted by the Defence for :--<znorera and the Defence for 

"ig1rumpatse" 

16 ,.O,s alrcad)' indicated for >imilar "'"'om, the Chamber also finds that the pnor 

OecJSion on Defence Mo!Lon for Subpoenas to Prosccntioll Witncsoc> n~ed-' to be vacated_" 

17. The Defence for l'girumpatse oppo>e> that the DeeisJOt1 on Prosccutm'' Motiot1 for 

""Order to File !'once of Al!bi be vacated_" It suhmtts that "idrorera has no mterest on 

claoming that this Deci,on be \'acated, and that iflhe Prnsecutor was not sati>fled with tho~ 

DeciSion, he could have applied for a c~rtiftcali<ln t<1 appeallhe Dec is ion. 

18 'llte Chamber doe' not agree witll this submiS<ion ln view of the Appeals Chamber 

standard< in the Decision of 31 May 2007. the issue of filmg a nol!ce of alibi cannot be 

comidered "' a routine mat1er. It <lne" not have a regular and standardlSed nature and it 

certainly rai<.- extensive litigation hetween the rartie,_ Therefnre, having found that the 

Chamber compo>ed of Judges Hvron and Kam acting under R\llc 15 hi.< (F) of the Rule' 

committed an error of Ia\<, this Chamber has the mherent po"er to reconsider prior decisions 

"1'12Jun,lUU7p_t! 
" &hodul1ng OrJ" fm '"' Ro"'mpo;<'ll <>f '"' I "'I (I(',_ 2 Mar ZOOT_ 
''· Dcci»un nu lkfonoo :\-loMn fi>r C<rtJiicaiJon '"'Appeal Doc"'"""" App''"' Chamb<r R<mand nr Judicial 
~o1i<' (TCJ. n March Ztltll. 1Jcc1>ion on Ll<fcn•<: Motion h l',~il1coMn 1o /\weal Ll<ci>nm "" Fahe 
1"1imc'") (lC), 23 ~rch 2007. Sec Noltor<ra\ Molion, P""'· 1, N~""'"P"'''"' Mo1100, Jhlr"'-1' <he 
I'P"'''"''"" docs no1 oppose thl> reqne>L tSoo !'~"'"'""""'> Rc>pon><. par.;. I 1, 
"Ll"-i"''" on Tlckncc ~j""''" f"r S"bp<><:nl'> '" Pm>"'"'""' \\'""'-""' (Tf"), tfJ Mo.> 11101, ''"' T tJ June 
2007, l'P- 5-6 and D'm•on' on '"''Ph ;;oimr<"'> .\inl1""' w V,teole 100 Doc"i<ln "" [),;fence Monon tOr 
SnOP'"'"" '" Pr,»ccullon W•one"""· '" hc[,,.J, th' T "''""'")' nl """"'-"" A Mil, ANI :. ~ W[J_ A WE. FH 
and KGV. an.J to P""P""' the !<~om on; of Wi111c" .~l-<l: (TC). 14 hmc 2(1117 
" Dccieiun "" l'Mcculor < Mollon for an Urdcr lo tile ~olicc of Alib1 (TO. 22 ~1ar'h 2~07. Ngi•umpat<e'< 
Mmi>ln, P""" 3·> 

\ •\ \' . I 



in hf tt oft he Appeals Chamber's prmciples "The Cbamber further .ole; that smcc then, the 

Pros< ;utioo fikd another motion for enforcement of a notice of alit by the Defence with a 

broa< :r scope than the tmt1al motion which was dcctded on 22 ).lar<:h 2007 by the t"o 

rem a lling Judges."' In vtew of thC\C c ~rcumstonces, the Chaml>er finds tltat the Decision on 

Pros< 'LLtor'> \olotion for an Order to File Notice of Altbi mLlSt al<v be vacated. 

FOR THOSE RE.<\SONS, THE CIL\MilER 

I. GR<\NTS in pm1the \:lvtion> of loscph ~zirorern and MathiL J Ngirumpatsc: 

II. AND DECIDES to vacate the followmg: 

Dcctston on Defence 'vl<ltion for Ccrtillcation to Appeal Decision ot1 ApP<'al, 

C mmber Remand of Jud1cial Notice, 22 Ylarch 2007; 

2 Deci,icm on Defence Motimt for Coopera1iqn of Rwm1da 1·: Obtain Statement' of 

\1 itne""' ALG, GK and UB, 22 March 2007; 

3 Deci,ion on Pro;ccutoTs Morton for an Order to fjle '\oticc of Alibi_ 22 March 2007; 

4 Deci,ion on Defence Motion for Certification to Appeal Oecis on on false T e"timony. 

2 March 2007. a<~d 

s: Dec1sion on Defence Motton for Subpoenas to Prosecution WillteS<es, 10 May 2007 

IlL DllNIES the remainder of J oscph 1\zirorera 's atld Mathieu N1:irumpatse's Motions 

A1 •>ha, 17 July 2007. done in Enghsh_ 

" 
Presidh1g Judge Judge 

" A<e cJ'"3 ~' Lito ""'hl;,l>cd JU"I~wdellCO. "Ch,Lmhcr ha:, tbe mhorenl po\\O' LO cetOll,d<r LIS Jc.oi>LOTI' 
"'"'" { 1 • now 1"-1 h" l'>oen d'«<»cred I hOI"'"' not knov,n '''the U1ambor Ot lhO t"ne It mO<ie 11> ongin•l 
0«1$« 1. 1"1 tilm has b<on a motor;al 'hangc ;, "''"m"""'" ""'';,mud< 11> ct gino]])"""'"· or(") lhe" 
1< '"''' 1 to Oobc'c t>10t i" o<ig'",d t>uiSL<On ""' erroneou< or con<ILtU<Od an aOu" ofpov,cr 0" tOe p1U1 ,,frhc 
Cl>,mt , , ><>uiHng '" mju"u LOereby ""''""tillg the ""'l~ion'l remedy of'"''" ;,decal"'" Sec K"""'"~ N 
a!, c.._ , ;;, JCTR·~8·44·P f. Oc<;,;on on tbe Ocfcnce Mo,on' fm Rocon><dc""" of l'rotcct.ve MeoourO> ''" 
l'r<•>ec uon Wlt<tCSS", l~ -\ug\1, 200l, I'"'" S. Ka"m"" era!. Ca.,, :<o. t<:IK·93·44·L Ocmoo<t on 
Detenr MoHon for Mo<.Ho.tiun of Prolecllve Order· I '"""g or [)'"'"'"''· -" Oo<~b" )00~. p.~a. J. 
K,,,, '" <1 "I, Ca<e J\\t_ tCrll·98·44·T, D<mwn un M0uun [Qr Reoon>id;rauo or Cemlicatlon "' Ap.,..,al 
)leci'" 1 ~" \!mion for Order .-\llo\IWg )lloor~r~g ~"1' Defence \\'itno~,, II Oelob<J 2005, par• 8 (""" a!<o lh< 
ou•Oo" "' c;IOd "' loo.no«< coollo'n<J ",tom '"" P'"~>""Ph) 
"- P~x '"'"'' Cm".)ll"""" 1-'c Enforcement of Rceiprocol Dhclocurc Plmu.mt ID Rule <il, OleO on I~ J.,nc 
lOll'. 
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TRANSMISSION SHEET 
FOR FILING OF DOCUMENTS WITH CMS 

(Art 27 of"'" D '"'' vo fm ltoo Reg""> I 

" 
" 

,, 
li I 0 Submoss"" from noo-parttes 

D Subm15Sion from pan••• 
Publtc 0 Accu...:i partoculars 

Filtng Pany hereby submits only the origmal, and will not submit any translated veroron 
0 Reference maiM ailS provtded '"anne< to facilttate lranslation_ 

" 

Filtng Party 

' " 
Flltng Party will 
EngliSh 

" 

' 

Normal 

tr I 1 
for lranslalion to: 

Sect1on of I he ICTR I Arusha_ 
t ICTR/TI1eHague 

I i , see defatls below_ 

tli 

1n due ~ourse in the followmg language(s) 
O Ktnyarwanda 

Name of contact person. 
Name of S!!rvtce 
Address 
E-ma1l I Tel. I Fax. 

ir date 

"" 

NB' This form rs av<~~obl<> on. http 1/www Jctr org/ENGLISH/cms/cmsl dO<; CMS1 (U~alod on'!'! February 200!;) 



Date 

~om 
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International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda 
Tribunal Pilnallnternational pour le Rwanda 

e 0 B<>< 6010, A'""''· '""""" - B P 6016, A<u>M C;>n""" ""'''""'"' 
"" """""' l<l '"57 "><>01-, """'-"" I ,, "" "" F>< ,., 57 .. 000016""' oc 1 2>2 \Hl3 '"""' 

PROOF OF SERVICE- ARUSHA 
PREUVE DE NOTIFICATION- ARUSHA 

17 July 2007 - - Case Name I Affaire· The Prosecutor ~s. 

Case No/Affair& No_- ICTR-98-44-T 
I 0 TC1-- recewed by I roqu par 

o JoOg< E ~"" 
0 JuOgoJ R Re;;y 
0 MO< S A Eg<>'<" 

0 J•Oge F R A"<y '"'""' '"''""" D ;;,o 
0 Co-o<Ooo"" 
0TC2 
D Jocoew H Sekc~e 
0 Mg< A """''0000 
0 Moe K R Koao 
0 MgeA J NOeS'"' 
0 Judo• s B """ INy.c'm""""'" ""'! 
D Judgol (; """'"'l' (B"'m"'"'" <r 01.} 
0 Moe E C ShM {8"''"""11'"' •!! 
0 '"'"" T H•>meliMocll')"m'"" or ol I 
0 JOOge s • P"' (N~oo,.>y~m•o•or>f> 

0 M "''"' SLO 
0 A Le1o' Co-ooJ """" 

0 k """"" '''""""''Co-'""'-"''"' 
D W Rom'"'· ""'o<meol """''"'"'"" 
[2J TC3 
0 Judge p_ c_ M_ By.-on. Pro<ldent 
0 Judgo K. R. Khan, Vloe "'"'~ent 
0 Jud~e 1. M_ wo;no..-g do Roc.> 
D Judgol. G. Muthogo ''"'~"""") 
0 Judge F R. A""Y ''·''""' 
D Judgo G. G. Kam '''"'"""" " """'~'"""! 
D Judgo R. Fremr ,._..,,,, -"'~""""' 
D Judge V. JoonS<In ''"'"~'"' • J 
0 , ,SLO 
D c. Den I•. Co-ort<Jnow r<~=•" ~" • 

"'"'m"'O"I 
D H. Gogo, c,.,,d;noto• 
[2J OTP I BUREAU DU PROCUREUR 

ALO: 
0 

8 
0 

0 

~ 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

-Joseph NZIRORERA 
-Mathieu NGIRUMPATSE 
-Edward KAREMERA 

---- --
recetved by I rer;u par 
s Ho"'"'' 

L """" • 0~ 
• A«ooll 

l M~oo, .. 
M AoO"'"'"'" 
0 "'"""'""" 
J. G""'"'""'"' 
v """ 
s """""'""" c o,,.,. 
a ze•ooo.-
" Na<ayao'" 

(V•c•nt) .. _ 
o_ Klnno<:<>me 
C_R.,.,i., .. 
S. Unnlkri>hnon ... 
K_ A.-.tault --- ........... . 
M. I. Mbodinga 
;vaoantj ... - ............ .. 
P.Mot~IOm .. 

D Sen1or Tr~al ~J<eJ"In charge ot case 0. Webster recewed by 
r2] DEFENSE 1'f>_ '_:>->{l 1 ? • (;1' ';).Q.'[ , 
D Accused I Aocus6 J. Nzirorera, M. Ngirumpatsa & E. Karemera 
D Lead Counsell Conse11 Principal_ P, Robinson, C. Hounkpatln & D. Olagna 

D In 1 a Arusha Arusha ···'"'"'~"' D by fax'"""''"'""""" '""'"""'"" 
D Co-Counsel/ Conseli Adjomt. P. N. M. Nglmbi, F. Wayl & F. Sow 

D In I i1 Arusha Arusha 

A!l DeCISIOns· D Appeals Chamber Un1t, The Hague D S Chenault. Jurist Linguist 
__ All Deci_G:I~ns & \mf'ortant Puhlic Do"-'!___m"nt,.; D___!'_!ess & Public_ Affairs D Lega~brary 
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''"•' OMS; 
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, "'"'""'a~ II') 
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0 WVSS 0 DCDMS 0 0 0 P Enow 

Subject K;~·dly find atta~~e~ tho followin~documenl(s)r Vouille~-;,uvec 1m annexo lo(s) d~umenl(s) sui.an;(s): -'-- I 
Oh)'''- 1 _ _ • _ ____j 
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