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14 j""""'Y 2008 

!Nl RODUCTJON 

I. Oil 25 Octolxlr 2007, Human Righ1s Watch ('·HR\\"") filed a request for leave to 
appear a.s ami,·a, cur,iae in thJS case pursuallt !o Ruic 74 of the Rules of Procedure and 
F.vickncc ("~he Rule$''!.' On k '.Jvvcmb<:r 2007. !his Chamher grant<.-d HRW leave w 
appear a., aml<"u., curlue.' 

2. On 26 Novcnjhcr 2()(17, HRW requested an ~xtcnsion oftim~ 10 subm11 its ""'in«· 
curia~ brief due 10 I an error by the Rcgistr,· of the ]CTR in sending the com:c1 
documentation to H~W 1 On 29 November 2007. this Chamber gramed HRW an 
e,lension of time to ~hm,1 it., amicm curia<' hricf.'' 

3 On 4 Januiuj 200K 1/RW likd its anun,s curiae brief m oppo:;ition to th~ 
proposed Rule 11 bi,·!1ransfcr.' 

4. Ong January ~008, the Pm,;crn!m fi!ed an ur~cnt roqu~s\ fo, 3ll extension of time 
to rcipcm<l to the amJ,·u.1 wn'ae brief filed by HRW. The Pn>SCCulor rcqucslc~ a f'<'riod 
of21 days from !he dftc HRW filed its amil"lls curiae brief to lile its Rcspon.se.' 

5. Jn this rcqU<:~i the Pruse<:Ulot submincd that neither the frial Chamber's Decision 
of8 Novcml:>er 2007 granting HRW leave to fil~ the amic~.,· curiae brief nor the Decision 
,,r 29 November 2007 extending the time for filing, specified the time frame within 
which the Prosecutor should lilc it,, Rcspcrnse.' The Pr".,eculm fu11hcr submitted that as 
Ru!c I J bL< docs lf>I sp()Cificall} lay dO¼'ll time flames for filin~ Response~. the 
Prosecutor', Respon1: would normally be due for filing wilhm five days of receipt of the 
am1<·1,, curioJ~ bncf. 'I Howc~er. the Prosecutor submitted thlll p;ivcn that llR w· s amicu., 
,·.,r,ae brief was cxteh5ivc and contained se,·eral relerences that needed lo be pe.rused by 
the )'rn~ecut.,r, they would need an extension <>f time to file their Response.'" 

DISCUSS IOI'' 

6. The Chamhcrk,bscrvcs that Ruk 11 hi., of the Rules do,,s not specify a time frame 
"ithin which the Pllos<:eutor muM file a Respunse to ao amicu.< curiae brief. The 
Chamber. ma;·, then::~re, cxerdse ils discretionary ?O"er 10 manage proceedings to set a 

· I Ill w·, R<quo'1 for Le•te lo llpp,or a, Am,rus Cuna, Pursuant to R.,1 0 74 ofll1e I(' fR Rules 01 
Pn1C«lure ootl E,id<:oo:, lS G<lober 2000. 
'Ooc;,oon uo th< Requostlh)- HRW for L<»c 10 llpp<«r<1> Am1<-.., Cw,ae ;n tho Proeoo:d;ng, for Rofon-al 
of<ho lndictmenl Ag,Uist ~·ulgen<:<- K.nyi,hecna to R1>and,c 8 No,otnb<r 2007_ 
,· flR 11-··, Roqw>1 for Exlonsion of"/",mc w Filo .4m,c•s 1 W"u1e Supportmg IJriof, <'6 N~vember 2007, 

1).;rn,on oo Iii< Request I>} 1-1 R W fm b1<11>,on ofTimc to Hie Am1=1 /'uroa,• ~upponffig Briefin tl>e 
l'ro«e<Jing., r,,, Refen-.1 ~f the lndiclmcn, Again,i Fulge,.ce Kayi,hema w R"and•. !9 Nr,,oml,c1 W07. 
' 13ocf of flRW as Amic«jCwi"c in Opposllion 10 Ruic 11 /,,, f ,an.,f«, 4 Jan""ry 2003, 
' l'ruse<;utor'.s \Jrgenl R."'I ,rn for ~x,,n.,ion <>f I ,,.,.,, ,u R"'l"'"d to the llnef J-ot,~ by I IR W, s Jam,al)' 
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tim · frame for the ~ubrnission of lhe Prosecutor's Response rn HRW's arnicus curiae 
bri, f. 

7. The ChamlJtr recalls that it granted the Prosecutor 15 days from the date ii 
rec ivcd the amicif curwe briefs of the lnt<:matinnal Crimi1·al Defence Attorney's 
As: ;,cial<Qn (1CDA* )" and 1he Ki~ali Bar Association (K.l-lA)" tn file its Response. 

M. ln light oftlje issues raised by l!RW that Ilic Pro~eculor rnay wish to respond to, 
"'" the deadline:, fot submission ofo Response thal 1l granted tllc Prosecutur in respect of 
the <Jmin,., curiae 1· riefs of the ICDAA and the KBA, the Ch1.mber is satisfied that a 
pe1 od of 15 days f om the date the Prosecutor received HR W's ~m1cu.,· curiae brief is a 
n,a onablo dcadline1ror .submission of its Response. 

JI() R THt: FORE~OlNG REASONS, THE CHAMBER: 

I. GR<l.!'iTS 4'e Prosecutor an extension of time to respo,,d to the amicus curiae 
brief filed bt HR W; 

I. DECIDES ~tat the ?rosecutot should file its Response t,, the amicu, ~uriae brief 
of HR W wiU, the Registry of the Tribunal wi(bin l 5 dayi from 1be date of receipt 
of HR W's a,,,icu, curiae brief; 

1-1. REQUF.STfi the Rtgistrar to notify, without delay, 1he pre~nl Decjsion to the 
Ptosecutor. 

Ar sha, 14 

In ·s M. Wcj,cbefg Ue Roca 
Presiding Jw.l!:e 

: igned in Bueno$ Aires 
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