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INTRODUCTlON 

J Apr,/ JIJ08 

L The Proserntion has requested that Mr. Hategekimana's case. currently in the pre­
f rial phase before the Tribunal,' be referred lo the authonl!os of Rwanda for adjudication 
before the appropriate Rwandan coun pursuant to Rule l) his of the Rules of Procedure 
and Evidence.' Jn accordance with Rule I! bis {A),1 the President designated a Trial 
Chamber to decide (he Referral Request, comprising Judges Kha!ida Rachid Khan, 
presiding, Asoka de Silva, and Emile Francis Short.' 

2. On 20 March 2008, !he Chamber ,ssucd a Decision granting, m/c1· c,!,a, (i) the 
request of Assoc,ation des Avocats de la Defence ("ADAD") to file submissions as 
arn,cus curiae; (ii) the request of Human Rights Watch ("HRW') to file submissions as 
arnirns cumw; and {ui) Mr. Hatcgekirnana's requcs\ to resp<:>nd to the arn,cus 
submissions of the Republic of Rwanda.' 

3. l11e Chamber accepted the brief anne:<ed to HR W's motion, and requested that 
HRW file additional infommtion on five specific issues: and ordered that all amicas 
submissions be filed within !4 days of the 20 March 2008 Decision.' ll authorized "the 
Prosecution and the Defence to respond to the am,cus subnussions, 1f they so wish, but 
ordcr[ed] that lxith parties shall limit their responses to a single document, divided into 
separate sections addressing each oft he amici,s filings that \hey wish{ed] to respond lo." g 
Each party's response is to be no more than 30 pages, and is lo be filed wi\hin 7 days of 
(he filing of the am/ms submissions, or, in the case of the Defence. within 7 days of lhe 
translation of the am,c"s subrrmsions inlo French, as necessary. The Chamber's order 
that the responses of the parties be limited to a single document included any response by 
Mr. Hategckimana to the submissions of the Republic of Rwanda, fi!cd on 10 January 
2008.' 

4. 011 l April 2008, ADAD requested an extcns1on of time 10 file its anucus 
submissions, allcgmg that ii had not been served with the 20 March 2008 Decision LO 
HRW also requested an extension of time to file submissions in compliance with the 20 

' On 9 November 2007, Mr Hategckimana made a fonhe-r appcara1'ce folklwing the r,J;ng of •n Amended 
lndie1metu "'1 l October 2007 
' Pro,cc"tor's Roques< fo, the Referral of lhe Case of [delphonse Halegeldmana to Rwanda PurSuanc lo 
Ruic 11 bee of the lnbunal', Rules of Procedure and Ev,dence, !ikJ 7 September 2007 ("Referral 
Request"). 
·' Unless sp.::<1fied olhcrwise, •11 Rules referred to ;., this Decmon arc from the Ruic, of Procedure •»d 
Evidence 
'De,;igna1ion of 4 Trial Ch,mbcr for the Referral of the Case Qf ld<lphonsc Hategek,'m•n• co Rwan& 
(President), 2 October 2007. 
' Dccmun on Amicus Request< a,id l'endrng Defence M,,nons and \),de, for further Submi8'1on1 [TC). 20 
Ma"·h ;'()OS (lh< "20 Match 1008 D«ision") 
'{bid, parn 30. ~ 
' lb,d 
'lb,J, para.JI 
'Am,cus Cuiiae 13nef of the Republic of Rwanda in the Matier of•• Application for the Reforral of the 
aboee case to )l.wand• pursuant to Rule I I b'-'", circula1M 10 January 2008 ("Republic of Rwaoda's Brief'). 
"Morion fo, Enlargemen1 of Time in wh,ch to ResponJ to this OiamW's Drc,s,on of Morch 20, 2008, 
filed I /.,pnl 2008 ("ADAD Motion") 
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Dec mm, on /1.equcu, for Extension ofTm,e a,rJ Onie, <onc·emmg lhe Defence', 
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March 2008 l)e,;1~ion, n.o1ing that the person responsible for responding to the Cb.amber's 
request was on vai:a!ion over the Eas\et holiday and did not receive the 20 March 2008 
Decision un11I ! April 2008. '' 

5. On 2 Apn\ 2008, Mr. !fatcgekimana filed a response to the amicus submissions of 

the Republic of Rwanda." 

6. !n accordance with Rule 73 (A), Judge Klialida Rachid Khan, prc5iding, decides 
this motion on behalf of the designated referral bench in the absence of Judges Asoka de 
Sil"a and Emile Francis Short, who arc both currently away from Awsha, the scat of lhe 

Tribunal. 

DlSCUSSION 

ADAD 's Reques1for F_x/ension 0JT1mc 

7. As a preliminary malt er, the Chamber notes that ADAD seems to have omitted 
one page of its request. Nonetheless, the Chamber considers thal the g!Sl of ADAD's 
request is clear, and will pTOCeed to aJjuJica!e !his matter based on the partial 
submissions before it. 

8, ADAD submits that it was not served with !be 20 March 2008 Oecls1on, but 
learned ofit informally on 28 March 2008, and therefore requests that the 14 day limit for 
filing its submissions not begin to to!! untt! formally served Mth it.0 ADAD further 
submits that it was able to obtain a copy of the 20 March 2008 Th:cision and has 
commenced effons lo provide the Chamber with the requested submissions as of 28 
March 2008 

9. The Chamber's inquir,es with the Court Management Section ("CMS") of the 
Regis1ry reveal that the 20 March 2008 Decision was cireulat<.ld electronically to the 
designated representative of ADAD on the date of its signing. Nonetheless, subsequent 
atiempts by CMS to contact ADAD's representative via e•mail have, to dace, been 
unsuccessful, and the Chamber considers that it 1s possible that ADAD did not receive 
official service of the 20 March 2008 Decision as a resull of an unic.lentilied technical 
problem, Moreover, the Chamber notes tha! !he mfomw.tioo ii has requested ADAD lo 

provide will assist it in determining the Referral Request. As such, the Chamber 
considers thal it is in the interests of ju.st ice to grant ADAD's Motion in part, and orders 
ADAD to fi!e its submissions no later than Thursday, lO Aprit 2008, which is l4 days 
from 28 Mareh 2008, the date on which ADAD submits it commenccc.l effons on its 
am,cus brieL 

"Request for Ex(cns,on ofTi;;;e for lcav< to Appem as Amicus Conae Pur,man, ,., Ruic 74 of the !CfR 
Rules of Procednrt and Evidence, filc<I 2 Apnl 2008 ("HR W Request"). 
'' Reponsc de la Defe,,sc au Mtmoirc Am,cu, Curiae du Rwand• Prodmt le 10/01120-08 en Souhen a la 
Rcquete de Monsieur le Pm;ureur ea, Dale du 07109/2007 Rcloiive au Renvo1 de l'act< d'accusotion de 
!'Accuse lldephonse Hategebmana au Rwand•, fllc<l 2 Apnl 2008 ("Defence Response to Rwanda', 
Subm,ssions"). 
"Af)AD Molim,, p01a,. 4-5 
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!O HRW requests that 1t be granted an extension of time to provide !he additional 
information requested by the Chamber in its 20 March 2008 Decision The Chamber 
notes that it specifically requested additio11al 1nfmmalion from HRW, which had already 
filed ,ts am1C·us brief, am! that this additional information will assist it in determining the 
Referral Request Therefore, taking into consi,kration the public holiday that followed 
the filing of the 20 March 2008 Oo,cision, the Chamber cons1dc1s that it is in the mtercsts 
of justice to grant HR W's request for an extension of seven days from !he J April 2008 
tiling deadline, until Thuraday, IO April 2008. 

The Defence Respo".<e 10 the R.ep~blic of Rwanda 

1 l. The Defence Resp-0nsc to Rwanda, filed on 2 April 2008, consists of 25 pages. 
The Chamber recalls that in its 20 March 2008 Decision, ii ordered the Defence {and the 
Prosoculion) to file a consolidated rosp-0nse 10 any of the amicus submiss,ons to which 
that party wished to respond, and that any such response be limited to 30 pages." The 
Chamber further recalls that it granted the Defence request to file a resp-0rne to amicus 
suhmissiorn by the Kigah Bar Association." The Chamber notes that, to the cxtenl the 
Defence wishes to also respond to the Kigali Bar Associalion or to any of the other 
a,mcus submissions, it must withdraw the Defence Response to Rwanda, and file a 
consohdated response in compliance with the 20 March 2008 Decision. Of course, should 
the Defence no! wish to respond to the submissions of any of 1he other amici curwe, ii 
need not withdraw the Defence Response to Rwanda. 

CONSIDERING THE ABOVE, THE CHAMBER 

GRANTS the ADAD Motion; 

ORDERS ADAD to file its submissions by JO April 2008; 

GRANTS the HRW Request; 

ORDERS HRW to file its submissions by 10 Apnl 2008; 

ORDERS the Defence for Mr. Halegekin,ana to file lts consolidated response to all 
amicus submissions in compliance with the Chamber's 20 March 2008 Decision; 

• · ZO March 2008 De<,s,on. rar•. 31. The Chomber exp«<Sly ""(ed Iha! 1hc Defence request 10 respond to 
the Republic of Rwand• was ltmi!ed by paragraph 31 of the 20 March 200S DttiOwn. 
'' 20 Morch 2008 Dccisk>n. para. 10 
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