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INTRODUCTION

1. Cm 25 Octabar 2007, Human Rights Watch ("HRW™) filed a request for leave o
appear as amicus ctifice in this chse pursuant to Rule 74 of the Rujes of Procedure and
Evidenee (“the Rulegt' On 8 November 2007, this Chamber granuwd HRW leave to
APPCAT Us amicus cur ke,

2. O 26 Novemher 2007, HRW requesled an extension of time: o submit its amics
curiae briel due 1) an error by the Registry of the ICTR in sending the comect
documentation to HRW ' On 29 November 2007, this Chamber gramed HRW an
exiension of time o suimit il amicus curice brief.*

5. (in 4 January 2008, HRW fHed its amivus curioe briel in opposition to the

proposed Hule 11 .!:-1'.*.'!1ratm:f'::r.1

4, On & January ROGR, the Prosceutor filed an uegent request Tor an extension of time
to respond (o the amgers carice briel filed by HRW.” The Prescculor requested a period
of 21 days from the dpte HRW filed its cmicus curige brief to lile its Response.”

. In this request, the Prosecutlor submined that neither the Tnal Chamber’s Decision
ot 8 November 2007 granting HRW leave w file the gmicus curiae brief nor the Decision
wl 29 Novemnber 27 extending the time for fling, specified the time trame within
which the Prosceutor should file its Response.? The Prosecutor further submited that as
Rufe 1) bis docs ot specifically lay down time frames for filing Responses. the
Brosecutor's Response would normally be due for fiting within five days of receipt of the
awmiicus crrice brief”| However, the Prosecutor subsnitted that given that TIRW s amicur
curiae brief was extehsive and comained several references that needed (o be perused by
the Prosecator, they would need an extension of ime tn file their Response, '™
) DISCUSSION

. The Chamber pbserves that Rule 11 Ais of the Rulus does not specify a time frame
within which the Poosceutor must file a Response 10 an wmicus curige briel, The
Chamber, may, therehore, exercise ils discretionary power 10 manage proceedings (o st a

"TIRW s Request For Eeade o Appear a3 Amicus Cwriae Porsaznt to Rule 74 of the 1CTE Buales of
Procedure and Evidence, 35 Qclober 2007,

" Decision vn the Requestiby HIRW for Leave 10 Appear as Amicas Chrige in the Procesdings for Referrsl
of the Indictment Apainst Fulgencs Kavisberna ro Rwande, § Movembeor 2007,

“HEW s Request for Extansion of Time o File dinions Cweize Supporting Hrief, 26 November 2067,

* Iveision on the Request by HRW for Exiension of Time o Filo Apricus {'wristet Supporiing Briel in the
Proceedings for Referral af the Indictment Against Fulgence Kayishema to Rwenda, 1 November 2007,
* Briel of BRW a5 Amricus Crerire in Cpposilion 1o Rube 11 Rir Transfer, 4 January 2008,

" Prosegutor's Vrgent Rﬁ.‘:]:cs-t for Bxtensinn of Tine w Respond to the 3nief Filed by HRW, 8 January
.

“1bid, p.2.

YIvid, p.2.
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tim: frame for the submission of Lthe Proseeutor’s Response te HRW s amicus curiae
brie f.

1. Thi Chambfr recalls thar it granted the Prosecutor 15 days from the dale #t
rec ived the amicys curige briets of the Imwernational Crimiral Defence Anomey’s
Ag aciation (CDAAYY and the Kipali Bar Association (KBAY? 1 [ile its Response.

i tn ight of te issucs raiscd by ITRW that the Prosecutor may wish 10 respond to,
wit the desdiines for submission of & Reyponse that it pramed the Prosecutor in respect of
the umticuy curice ?riefs of the ICDAA and the KBA, the Chmber is satisfied thal a
per od of 15 days fiom the date the Prosecutor received HRW?s amricuy curige bnefis a

rez onable deadiinel for submission ol its Response.
F( & THE FOREGQING REASONS, THE CHAMBER:

I. GRANTS the Prosccutor an ¢xiension of time to respond to the wwdcus curiae
bricf filed by HRW,

1L DECIDES Jhat the Prusecutor should file its Respanse to the amicus curiae brief
of HRW with the Registy of the Tribunal within 13 day: frem the dote of receipt
ol HRW's armicey ctrige briel)

1‘L. REQUESTR the Registrar to notify, without defay, the present Decision to the
Prosecutor.

Ar sha, 14 jamuary 2008,

& With the consent and on behalf of
In s M. Weinttfz He Roca Lee Gacuiga Muthoga

Presiding Judge :

» igned it Buenog Alires

hudge

1 egision on lhe Reqjast for Pemission 1o Filo an dmfcws Cerice Brief, International Criminat Defence
At wrney’s Assoclenen {ICDAA} Concemning the Prosecutor's Request for Batertal of the Case of Fulgence
K.8 sishema 10 FwandalPorseant 10 Rule 1] 8is of tha Rules, & Decamber 2007, p.5.

8 wegision on the Applecation by the Kigali Bar Association fiar Leave to Appesr o8 davcer Cirfoe, §

Dw ernber 2007, 1.4,
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