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The Prosecutor v. Casimir Bizimungu et al., Case No. ICTR-99-50-T

THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL FOR RWANDA (the
“Tribunal”),

SITTING as Judge Emile Francis Short, designated by Trial Chamber II, in
accordance with Rule 73 (A) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence (the
“Chamber”);

SEISED of “Prosper Mugiraneza’s Motion for Extension of Time to file Reply to
Prosecutor’s Response to His Motion for Judgement of Acquittal Pursuant to Rule 98
bis”, filed on 16 August 2005 (the “Motion”),

CONSIDERING the “Prosecutor’s Consolidated Response to Dr. Bizimungu’s, Mr.
Bicamumpaka’s and Mr. Mugiraneza’s Motions for Extension of Time Within Which
to File Their Replies and Request for Urgent Translation of the Prosecutor’s Response
Pursuant to Rule 98 Bis”, filed on 17 August (the “Response”);

HEREBY DECIDES as follows:
INTRODUCTION

1.  On 16 August 2005, the Mugirananeza Defence filed a Motion requesting an
extension of time until 31 August 2005 in which to file a Reply to the
Prosecution’s Response to the Accused’s Motion for acquittal pursuant to Rule 98
bis of the Rules. The Defence has requested this extension of time, in light of the
significant length of the Prosecutor’s Response, which consists of a 97-page text
and an annex of 202 pages, and the voluminous evidentiary references cited in the
Response. The Prosecution does not object to the Defence Motion’s for an
extension of time to file its Reply.

DELIBERATIONS

2. On the basis of the Defence submissions, and considering that the
Prosecution does not object to the Defence Motion, the Trial Chamber

GRANTS the Defence Motion for an extension of time until 31 August 2005 to
file its Reply to the Prosecution’s Reponse.

Arusha, 19 August 2005

Judge

[Seal of the Tribunal]





