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i, FAUSTO PO&i( Preaid!,,,; 111dp al thee AppW. C'.hmm= of Ii," Tntemati<mal Oi:rninll 

Trlbw:ull. for the Proaeoo.tion of Pel:sOll8 bspoDdbJ,, fm: G.mocide and Other Seri= Vwl.a.!!Cll.O, of 

hum:l.l.lional Humani"-dm Law Qmnnittc,d in !he Tmitoty of Rwan.da and Rwandan Otiu:nt 

'R"esponsiliie for Ge.noc:!de and Olllcc S\11:h v;oh'iOQS Omnni•tr.d in the TcrritOiy ofNc!ghbonrl.o.g 

swes Between l Jamwy a:.1 31 Decttnher 1994- CTclbl!nsl") and lff-A;lpeal Jud&o In Ibis cue, 

NOTING lbllt Trial Chamber I of the Trllmnal. d.ollVflred lb Jndg,m:,mit qalnlt ~ Knrt:r~ <>n 

7 De<,:eriibor 2007 and lswed ill reuons in !!nglil.h cm 14 Pe,cen,b,r1007 (''Trl,,I Tn,Jgeme,,t'): 

_ N011NG lhc "Mhnalr, d',:,ppd (Arlkk 24 di. !ildut, Rl.gle 111 d.i Reylenwu ik Prodd:m n de 

Pn,o,vel' filed on 28 March 2008 (''Appellant'• Brld'') by l'wl,;.,11 Karen. (K Appelllnl"J: 

BEING SEIZED OF lhe KRequtr:r, autm,,mu,: IIIJ,.,,W, tk la de/nlff tk Kan,a aw: J1tu de 

dif"'Ssomvnt a.. l'IDmhN limik M ""'tr rArtic!,,s s et (i dA la Dln!Cftlle Pw1liq= Reli:ilm d ,Id 

Longueur du Mhzolns el du ~ .,. Ap)Mll' filed by !hc .App,,!lant an 28 Matclt 2008 

(''MQtion''), in which !he App~ nquest:i tlu: Appeals Chamber to d8clan: a, validly filed hi.! 

Appelbult'~ Brld despite llli ll<Dl-compliance witb. !he p:res.ribcd word limit;1 

NQTIN:G the "Reaponse [Jl<:J du Procumlr l I& ~ Re,pdle c:trfm8m8nt 1111mte ck kl dq4Nt tk 

Kan,,a aw:jlns tk rl,/JXJJS"1!Wll du. """"'"' lb11Uo dA mm:, (Arncle~ J or 6 de la ~ ~ 

Ro/aliw a !II u,ng11.,,,. des Mlmofru er du bq,,lus ,.,, Appol) ,.n, filed by the Pmr;=rtir:,n on 2 
Aprll W08 ("Pm=tkm R.t.pona,"). I.a -..bi,;h the Pm,OCtltion oppo<CII chc Mollon and roquc.,ts 

lilfl A~ Chamber to onkr th~ Appallmt 10 file an Appcllmt'• Brief ncnhiinlng"" mom than 

. ' 30,000 words, 

CO~ERING that, plll'S'llllllt to Reic 108bl.l" oi the Rules of. Procedwe ,md Evideuce of !be 

Tribwial, tho Pre-Appeal Judge, $hall easure tllat the procoedi!lgs am !IOI. ondnly delayed 11M shall 

[flkc any Dll:UPIC tclal'ed to proecdma1 llllllU:[!; wlth a. view to preparing the ca,ic for a. fair and 

ezpcdllio\ls bearil>s; 

NOTING that paragraph C(l)(a) of the Practice Direction on the l=gth ofBrld'.a and Motions on 

A!'l'eal., ~led 3 December 2006, ("Prac!!ox P~Oll") provide.! !hat ''the brid of an appellllllt on 

appeal fmtn a fmal judpm=nt of a Ti:1111 Cbambel: ..ul uot IJ;<CDUI 30,000 w<m!o; I .. ,f'; 
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-GO~ERING- that 11u, Ap,pdlant't Brlc,f ""<:eed! Ill,; wml liolit impo,cd by the Ptaoticc 

Direction by approximately 7,000 words:' 

COX'ilDEIUNG 1h21, punwmt 10 pamgraph C(5) al. Ina Practice Dlrectiell, a party intending .,_, 

fi[e -, cloc117Doffl which ""ceeds the "'0'ld limit p,:esaibcxi by !he Practice DircctiOll "rm!llt sRI::: 

adtharlzatiott iD ,dvance from 11w Appeala Owobc OT !hc "-Appeal ~ 1 ... J am! lllllSl p,m~ 

all explanaliOII of!hc exceptiDDal OircUmstances Ill.I.I 11ecess1ta1e Ifie o~,:zsizcd filint'; 

CONSIDERING that 1lu, Molion md the Awell,ul'& Brie! were subrnim:d for flliD& and wa:e 
' . liledot1 the =date,11omely,UI Marcb2008; 

FiNDING thci"efote that the Appellaot hal falkd to ooinply with bii obligllion to lcdt l!dvillce 

authorisation to exceed tM wml limit; 

NOTING FURTHER !hat !hc AppeUant submiu Ill.I.I ex.:epoional clrcumsauicu Ju$tif'y thc 

ove:rsl=I filini, in particubr the fa<:I Ill.I.I the Appellmt'! Bcld l& wntten in Prcn<:b;' lhe llll!llbQ

('28) of g,owu:ls of awtw;~-the nacm:., of the aD,:gcd errors;' tho ~SIY ~ ad bee 

Ttl.bllllall!' c:ue I.aw;' as w&1I u lhe br.t lhu !he ~Uant appmv"'1 lbr Aw,llont'• Brlcf on 28 

Mlln:h 2008,,after lt bad air<,,dy bocn ~ 1y rrdnced in l,:ngth llld that rubt"'!m,nllY Cc\lllffi. 

fa,: ·Iha Appdlant wu .anllble ID =:ntact the Appallallt to obtain hl.s ~I on a fmlhc,,: 

rodn~tiwi;' 

(,Xl~ERING tho.t the App~l'!i olaiJn Ill.I.I wrltul& in Fn:nch rrqulm moni wmdo U:nw ill 

En_Sfi!b is i=levurt, rince lhe Appollmt's Bdef ii not a trans!atio11., 8M, 1n my c:ae, the veracity 

ofllill !Ubmltal17D has IICI bWl ~ by tbe Appellant;"' 

CONSIDERING that pr,,ofllllln& mu,,eroos ground,, of appW is net llllcnn'lIIlllll '<ll<i do,;, wt UI. 

itself ainov.nt tc 1111 cw:eptioual drmm..,,DA" J<IStifyinJ an av=ized lilill&; 

O n.e. Pro-Appall Jll<lao - aot <aka lato - lb, 01--r IOb!oh, a, on 4>i 10-, ja - Ibo. p,mibod vcr,! 
lli:mt (l'nio,r,., lli=li<>0, po:m. C(4)). 
'~ Mn1 b)' Ibo Appoll,w'o COttDJo1 10 !ho Rt;ishy co 28 Muol, lOOI ,.....,.inmg .,_ Motion w,l llio 
A'-"■n<' ■ Brio! (lndo:,: mbor \WA). 
'"ModOll, p&l'O< ~.!, Tho Apt>fil■N "f'P"l'> IO ,obinl1""' ...:lrn'.l;f; In ,n,nob ""[111,e<"""" W<>'lis llmo b, 11,,llio)I. 
'Moll<m,paro. u. 
'Mclloi,,,fl'M 63"'6.J. 
1 'J"o!' .'<pp<llanl Ulo <lalml; ""-' 1><- drculod lO rqm,<1- °'«■l"■ tmm tho ,:uo llw Ill !us t.idfo, lho> SW, '4olmll)', 
Mo~'"',p,,,a.6.4. 
'Mot!on, paRO 5,6"'6,7_ 
"Mellon. para. 6.l udfn. l, _,,,. tllobub<>f1pop-J&Ll><rlhu1wo,d o,,o,i0, ll>,,olhoE,,pi,<lll&} 
vud<Jl1 afbM,qmur,,. 41. APP<0,1~1131\1, lmlp, !ban Ibo Fr=:h .,...;'"'_ 
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-CONSIDElUl!IG·Chat allega!ion1 o( = in assuSlllll the evidrocc d<> 11ot auwmaticailly call for 

e,:i..~rlVf. ~tatlom from rn.di'lntlary matcrW ill tb~ iwdn body of llll lj)pCllanl:'• brief;'' 

-co~G that denwn~ the c,ajsl:IICC oflega,} = n:quiies the pm,;nl:llion or scund 

·;;,gu.ments rupported by ipcclftc md a=rata ref_,,.., lo th$ !&e'liilt law &l1d jurisprudc=e 

*lhan Ieu'1DY qllQcadons or llic «d /we Trlbunali' case law; 

·coNSIDElUNG, finally, !hat tho. fact tbat, sftcr approvhlg tt,~ App,Jlmt'I Brief In tile mom1n& of 

28 l,fnd, '2008, tlle AppeUaiu could not bt n:achcd ~lliiectly'' by hi; Coumd fo; approval of a 

~'Vo,:sioll ls not imfl'icient 10 ,,.tahIW, exceptiwJal drcllw!IIUl<=CII jllillfylng ;r, n1nlJron of tM . ' 

-""' 
CONSIDElmiG tho.I the Appellant bu 110< WOWll 1hAt tho. px,1c.ibcd wmd limit ls lnsuffi.ieat lo 

~hi, pOIWds of upped; 

FINDING COfls,.qwmlly that fbc Apfc1llult bas not d~ !he e&ltam of -,epliOCIB.l 

~ ihat wculdjmtlfy an 11vcnizcd tili.ng; 

FOR THE ·FOREGOING REASONS, 

DJSMISS th~ MQtiQn; 

REJEC'I'tlleAppellallt'sBlief:and 

OIWER th~ Appell111t ID :m-filc his Appcll&nt'1 Brid of PO mo= than 30,000 WOl:dl by 7 April 

:ZOCiS, 
0

before. 17;~0 local ti=, III Ille ICU of the Trihmlal in AnuhL 

Dooe UI Enslish and l'rt:llch, the Btlglilb vmlon bDills ~ 

lswed this 3ni day of April 2008, 
Jud£,, FlmllD Pocar 

l'rl,-,App<,al 1-adgl, 

" ...,, oppollant -,- mbmlt wlll, bi, "l'P.u..,,•, Wm _,,,a1, "'1Dl'<inh)I; "-.....,.,""""' m,tndm, I,.... 1nm 
lhc=-o,d,QCblb!11,mdolborrol_,,.,~va,naltldt,\"{Pw:llu,rutodloo,pata.C(4)). 
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