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Decision on Defence Motion for Setting of Timetabie 11 April 2011
INTRODUCTION
i By a motion filed on 23 October 2010, the Accused, Jean Uwinkindi, requests the

Chamber to make such an order as is necessary to set a timetable for: (1} the disclosure of
non-redacted statements of Prosecution witnesses; (i1) the disclosure of any material which
may suggest Uwinkindi’s innocence or mitigate his guilt; (iil) the holding of a pre-trial
conference; and (iv) the commencement of trial.! The Prosecution responded on the same
day, stating that the Motion is premature, frivolous and vexatious.”
DELIBERATIONS.

2. The Chamber recalls that on 4 November 2011, the Prosecutor filed a request for the
referral of this case to the courts of the Republic of Rwanda.’ That request is currently
pending before the designated Trial Chamber and its outcome, as well as the outcome of any
subsequent appeal, will determine whether Uwinkindi’s trial will be conducted at this
Tribunal or before the courts of Rwanda. The Chamber therefore considers it premature to set

the timetable requested by Uwinkindi at this time.
FOR THESE REASONS, THE CHAMBER

DENIES the Motion in its entirety.

Arusha, 11 April 2011, done in English.
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' The Prosecutor v. Jean Uwinkindi, Case No. ICTR-01-75-PT, Defence Motion for the Setting of a Timetable
for Disclosure, and for the Fixing of a Pre-Trial Conference and the Start of the Trial (Rules 54, 73 and 73bis of
the Rules of Procedure and Evidence), 25 QOctober 2010 (the “Motion”); and Reply to the Prosecutor’s Response
to the Defence Motion for the Setting of a Timetable for Disclosure, and for the Fixing of a Pre-Trial
Conference and the Start of the Trial (Rules 54, 73 and 73bis of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence), 27
October 2010 (the "Reply ™).

 The Prosecutor v. Jean Uwinkindi, Case No. ICTR-01-75-PT, Prosecutor’s Response to “Defence Motion for
The Setting of a Timetable for Disclosure, and for Fixing a Pre-Trial Conference and the Start of the Trial,”25
October 2010 (the “Response™).
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s Reguest [or the Referral of the Tase
of dean-Dosco feic) Uwinkindl to Rwanda pursuani to Rule T1&iy of the Tiihunal™s Ruoles of Procudure and

Evidence, 4 November 2010 (the “Referral Request”).
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