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THE APPEALS CHAMBER of the Interngtiona] Criminal Tribunal for the Proseculion of Persons
Responsible fur Genocide and Other Serious Yioiations of International Humanitanan Law
Committed in the Termitory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizens Responsible for Genocide and Other
Such Violations Committed in the Termitory of Neighbounng Swes Berween 1 Janvary and 3]
December 1994 ("Appeals Chamber” and “Trbunal”, respectively),

BEING SEIZED of an cral motion submitted by Frangois Karera (“Appellant”) at the hearing of
his appeal on 28 August 2008 ("Motion™), in which the Appellant requesls the Appeals Chamber lo
recognize ps validly filed his Appeal Book and Beok of Authorities (“Appellant’s Books™),
submitted on 4 Angust 2008;

NOTING that the Prosecution does not oppose the Motion,?

RECALLING that Rule 11755 of the Rutes, setting out the obligation upon an appellant (o tile its
Appellant's Books four weeks before the date set for the hearing of an appeal, was repealed at the
Tribunal’s plenary session of 7 July 2006 and that this amendment to the Rules entered into force
on 10 November 2006,

NOTING :hat, on 4 August 2008, Counsel for the Appellant addressed a letler 1o the Presiding
Judge m Lhis case in which she requested permission (o file the Appellant’s Books on 4 August
2008 and therefore less than four weeks before the hearing of the appeal;

NOTING that, on 5 Avgust 2008, the Presiding Judge informed Counsct for the Appellant that
Rule 1178is of the Rules had been repealed at the Trbunal's plenary session of 7 July 2008 and

thal, accordingly, the filing of the aforementioned documenls was no longer required,

NOTING the Registry’s submission that it had refrained from distributing the Appellant’s Books

since the filing of the aforementioned documents was no longer required;”

CONSIDERING that the Tribunal's Basic Docurnents, published by the Registry on 10 November
2006, erroneously included a refersnce to Rule 117his in its able of cunlents, and that the
subsequent version of the Basic Documents, dated 15 June 2007, emoneously contained the text of
Rule 1175is;*

VAT 29 August 2008 p. 29. The Appellam erroneoualy refers o 2 August 2008 as the date of filing.

3 AT 28 August 2008 p. 30, The Prosccution merely contonds that the disribution of parties’ books is no longer
tequired by the Rutes of Procodure and Evidence of the Tribupal (“Rules''),

+ AT. 28 Aupus| 2008 p. 30.

* This obvivis mistke way only comected in the latest edition of the Tobunal's Basic Documents reicased on 14 March
2008. The Appeals Chambor has ne informalon as Lo whelber the Appellant has been properly informed of this
COrTeelion. 4
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CONSIDERING thal parties have no right to make filings outside the time and word limite
provided for in Rules 111, 112 end 113 of the Rules in order 1o supplement their briefs on appeal;

FINDING that in the circumstances of this case, in panticular given Lhe ambiguity created by the
Basic Documents which erroneously relemred to Rule 1176is of the Rules following its repeal, it is
in the interests of justice to consider the filing of the Appellant’s Books as validly done, subject 1o

their strict compliance with the provisions of the former Rule 117bis (A) and (8) of the Rules;
FOR THE FOREGOING REABONS,
GRANTS the Mouon;

ORDERS the Registry o disuibule two copies of the appellant's Books to the Appeals Chamber
and one copy 10 the Prosecution:

EMPHASIZES that the present decision dogs not foreclose a ruling on the admissibility of the
Appellant’s Books.

Donc in Bnglish and French, the English text being avthoritalive.

Nt a

Judpe Fausto Pocar
Presiding

Dated this 22nd day of Seplember 2008, AN
at The Hague, The MNetherlands.
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