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1. Further to its filing requesting that notification of the appeal be mated as the
day when lead counsel receives a translation inli#ngf the Article 74
judgement and Mr Katanga receives a translation into Frevfcthe dissenting
opinion, or alternatively that the defence is gednfurther time to have such
translations provided, the defence for Germain Kgda(“defence”) now wishes

to provide the following information.

2. Firstly, provision of further resources, to inclué® associate counsel, was
confirmed on Friday 28 March 2014, and associate counsel will be appginte

later this week.

3. Secondly, a French translation of the dissentirigiop® has not been provided to

Mr Katanga yet.

4. Thirdly, lead counsel has still to receive a tratish of the Article 74 judgement.
Counsel is concerned that the decision of the Algp@hamber has not yet been
provided, particularly given the straight-forwarcature of the application,
provided three weeks ago, and given little timeai® before the 30 days period

for notice of appeal expires.

5. The defence wishes to further inform the Chambat thremains the defence’s
carefully considered view that it is impossible fbto conduct a review of the
Article 74 judgement of the Trial Chamber unlesd antil a French translation is
provided to Lead Counsel who has not, as yet, atiednto read the French
version, knowing that it is beyond his capabilities do so. It is wholly
insufficient that some team members speak Frenchthes speaking and
understanding French is not an adequate substifate Lead Counsel
understanding the judgement. They cannot conveyarig reasonable and
practicable degree, the content of the judgememingits length and complexity.

11CC-01/04-01/07-3440, Defence Application regarding Translation and Notification of the Article
74 Decision or, alternatively, for an extensioritadf time limit to file an appeal, 13 March 2014.
21CC-01/04-01/07-3436,Jugement rendu en application de l'article 74 dat& 7 March 2014.

% 1CC-01/04-01/07-3436-AnxI, Minority Opinion of JudgChristine Van den Wyngaert, 7 March
2014.
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6. The defence respectfully renews its earlier requést a much force as it can and

in the hope of a speedy and favourable decision.

Respectfully submitted,

David Hooper Q.C

Dated this I April 2014
The Hague
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