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1; :FAUSTO ~6-  idin in^ Judge of t i c   pieis is Chamber c f the Inkma r i d  criminal 

~ribbnal for the Proseculion of Persona Responsible for Genocide and Other Saious ~iolations:of 

hilanational Humanitadan Law Camnitled in the Territory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizms . . 
R'&*o&& for h o c i d e  and Other Such Violatiom Comorimd in the Terrirory of Neighboudng 

' Stat; ~ e e  1 J& and 31 Dcwmbcr 1994 ('Tribunal'') and Prr-Appeal Judge in this case, 

NOTING thut Trial C!hamba I of the Tribnnal delivered its Judgement against R q o i s  Kiucra M 

7 ~ & & e r  2007 and issued its reasons in English car 14 December 2OO7 ('Trial Judgffaeot"); 

B E ~ G  SEIZED OW the "Re@uCte &rmanuU urgetue & la @em & Karerrr lurs JW de 

@&ernen! ~54 mmbn limite de mok (Articks 5 et 6 de la 'Direc~ive Pmtiquc Rehive &.la 
J&wur des Mimoins ct &s Rquttes en AppeIy' M by the Appellant on 28 March 2008 

~ ~ ) ,  in which the Appellant rq~f i l t s  the Appeals Chambn. to declare as validly filed hi8 
' ' ~ p p h a k s  Brief despite its u o n ~ l i a n e c  wirh the p~escribed ward limi$' 

. i , . 

NOTO. the "Response [sic] dn Procureur ir la a R e M t e  d m e m e n i  urgent@ & la &fense & 

Kurera auxfinr de a'kpsemenl du mmbrc limite de mots (Arricles 5 er 6 & la Dincriw Prcuique 

Relative &a Longueur des Mdmains et des Re@tes en Appel) u", filed by the Roseartion on 2 

Apa 2008 ("Rosecution Rcsponsc"), in which the Rwccution opposes the Motion and rrcqucsts 

the Appeals Chamber to order the Appelht ta file an Appellant's Brief containing no morc than 

30,000 

CONSIDERING . . .  that, pursuant to Rule 108bis of the Rulcs of Procedure and Evidence of the 

Tribunal, the Pte-Appeal Judge shall cnsm that l t ~ e  pmccedings are not unduly delayed and &all 
any measure dated to proccdural mama with a vicw to preparing the casc for a fair aud 

expeditious hearing; 

NQTING that paragraph C(l)(a) ofthe Practice D h i k m  on the Length of  Briefs and Motions on 
Appeal, dated 8 December 2006, ("wee Dinction") provides that 'the brief of an appenant on 

appeal from a h a 1  judgement ofa Trial clhambcr will not e.xcued 30.000 words 1.. .I"; 

' prosecution Aecprmre, para. 10. 
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C O M ~ E R I N G  that, pursuant to paragraph C(5) of the Practice Dimtian, a pmty inrending to 

file ,a document which ex& the word limit pmscdbcd by the Practice Dircstiw "mnst seek 

dth,orization in ad- from the Appeals Chamber or the %Appeal Judge [. . .] aad nwsr pmidc 

& expladatiw bf the excepthd that newsitate the ovcrsizcd fibs"', 

CONSIDERING that the Mation and tbe Appellant's Brief were submitted for filing and were . . 
fiik on the same date, namely, 28 ~ a r e h  2008;' 

F ~ D I N E  tkefore that the Appellant has failed to comply with his obligation to seek advance 

authdation to exced the word limit 

N O F G  FUR- that the Appellant submits that exceptional oiraunstauas justify the 
oversized filing, in part iah  the fact that the Appellant's Bfief is wzitten in Pmoch? tho number 
(28) .of grounds of apped;6.the natrm: of the Aged  errors;7 t b  increasingly extemh ad huc 

Tdbunals' case law;' rw well as the fact fhat the Appetlanf approved the A p p d h t ' s  Brief on 28 

I&& 2008,.affer it had shady been significantly rcduced in length and that 8ubsequcnUy C o d  

f ~ . t h e  Appellant was .unable to contact tbe Appellant to obtain his agcemmt on a further 

'reductimp 

. , 

COWERING , ,,. that the Appellapt's alaim that Writing in French requkes more words than in 

hglish is irrelevant, since the Appellant's Brief is not a banshion, and, in any me, the veracity 

of tLh submission has not been demonstrated by the ~ppdI&O 

CONWERING that presenting mnnerous grounds of appeal is not rmc~mmon aud does not in 

itself ainount to an exceptional drcumstance justifying au aversized filing; , . 

' k F A ~ I  JJUdg &m not hka inm -mu the Olosray which, .s m qpmdlx. B nntsida dm prunibod w c d  
liinit @adcc Dincrim, p$ C(4)). 
' Facsimile snm by the App314nrr Caunsml lo rho Registsy on 28 Mneh 2CQ8 mnrmi&g the Motion and h e  
$ y l h t ' s  Bdd(1ndcx numbor 1SWA). 

Motion, pan. 6.1. The Appsllanr rppcm to mbdt it wdhg in r q u h  mme wards than in hash. 
' M o t h ,  para. 6.5. ' Motion, .ps  626.3.  ' W AppeW also claims rhaI he decided to rcproduc= acxcape fmm the m e  law in his brief for the sake of dmicy, 
Matian. pnrp 6.4. 
'Motion, pms 6.6-6.7. 
'Plulotion,puqb.l a n d h  1 , r u e ~ p o n ~ h e b a r i r p ~ ~ ~ ~ m a o a d o o m u ,  batrhcEnglirhI~~1 
d o n  oft& Ntugcncrn rr aL Appeal Judgvmmtis 31% longer dm hr, FFrmsb d m .  
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-CO~sf~~Rl l?lG- lhat  . .. allegations of mu18 in assessing tlre evidence do not aufomnticaUy call for 

extensive quotations from Evidenthy material in the main body of an appellant's brief;" 

. . 
WNSmERING that mt Appellant has not shown Wt the prasodbcd w d  limit is kisuff~cicnt to 
&& gmrmds ,,f appae 
, , 

. ~ I N G  consequently that the Appellant has not demonshaled the hemcc of exceptional 
&C+SWICCS that would justify an oversized f ig ;  

. .  , . 

FOR $!3F, FOREGOING REASONS, 

DpWlSS the Motion; ... . ,. 

R&JkCT the Appellant's Bri& and 

.ORDER the Appellant to his Appellant's Brief of no morc tban 30,000 w d  by 7 Aprll 

206g, befare 17:30 local time, at the seat of the l k h n a l  in Arusha 

Dqne in English and French, the English v d o n  being aufhoriblivc. 

" An appdht  may submlt wim hia appcllmr's hid m appendix ummiihg "rdcrmar, raam mawdab. lamr fmm 
Ihc mrd, &iia, md o k  rd0y.n~ ~n-nrg~msnmtive marerial" Practice Dinctios. pm. C(4)). 
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