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l\.,ll:\ tmU UJ/IJIJ4 

I, Ines Monica Wefriberg de Roca, Pre-Appeal Judge in this case, 1 

NOTING the pending "Urgent Motion by Paul Bisengimana for Leave to Appear as Amicus Curiae 

in Lau.rent Semanza' i:: Case on Appeal" filed on 19 February 2004 by Paul Bisengimana, an accused 

currently awaiting tr.tal at the International Tribunal ("Applicant" and "Application"),2 in which he 

seeks to participate as amicus curiae in the appeal against the Semanza Judgement; 

BEING SEISED OF the "Deman.de de delai supplementaire pour preparer la replique a la 

riponse du Procureur a la requete urgente de Paul Bisengimana aux fins d'obtenir l 'autorisation 

d'intervenir en qualNe d'amicus curiae dans la cause en appel de Laurent Semanza" filed 15 March 

2004 ("Request for Extension"), in which the Applicant Bisengimana seeks an extension of time to 

a reply to the parties' responses to his Application on the grounds that: 

1. He was se:tved on 9 March 2004 with the "Reply of Laurent Semanza to Paul 

Bisengimam1.''s [Application]" filed 23 February 2004; 

He was serve,,d on 10 March 2004 with the "Prosecution Response to [Application)'' filed on 

1 March 200,;~; 

3. He requires f1.uther time to obtain and to undertake an in-depth study of all documents filed 

in the Seman:ia appeal; 

CONSIDERING th1:: "Prosecution Response to [Request for Extension]" dated 1 March 2004 but 

filed on 16 March 2004, in which the Prosecution opposes an extension of time; 

CONSIDERING thi:· "Reply by Semanza's Defence to [Request for Extension]" filed 17 March 

2004 ("Prosecution Response''), in which the Appellant Semanza does not oppose an extension of 

CONSIDERING th,:: "Replique a [Prosecution Response]" filed 18 March 2004, in which the 

Applicant states, inte.,. alia, that he reserves the right not to wait for the decision of the Appeals 

Chamber because he will be in a position to study the briefs and to file his reply five days after the 

receipt of the responses of the Prosecution and Semanza in the French language; 

NOTING that paragraph 12 of the Practice Direction on Procedure for the Filing of Written 

Submissions in App:::al Proceedings of 16 .September 2002 ("Practice Direction") provides tJ1.at 

"[t]he moving party :i:1ay file a reply within four days of the filing of the response" and that Rule 

' "Order of the Presiding J ildge Replacing the Pre-Appeal Judge", 15 July 2003. 
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116 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence ("Rules'') provides that "(t]he Appeals Chamber may 

grant a motion to ex:t<:ind a time limit upon a showing of good cause; 

NOTING, however:, that the Practice Direction defines the "moving party" as "a party wishing to 

move the Appeals Chamber for a specific rnling or relief" and does not refer to the particular 

circumstance of a non-party seeking to intervene as amicus curiae in appeal proceedings; 

FINDING that the .P1.pplicant does not have standing to request an extension of time; 

NOTING further that even if the Applicant had standing he has not demonstrated good cause for an 

extension beyond 15 !.1v1arch 2004~ which is four days from the late service of the responses; 

HEREBY DENIES the Request for Extension. 

Done in English and French, the English text being authoritative. 

Done this 23rd day of March 2004, 
At The Hague, 
The Netherlands. 

2 Case No. ICTR-00-60-1 
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