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The Pca,ecu1ar ,._ Edouard Kareme,u. Ma1h,ee Ngirumputs~. Joseph Nz,roreru, Case No. ICTR-98--14-T 

Ded;,o,i nn Defence Molio,i., fer Ewens/On of lime 5 Seplernber !007 

I. At the Status Conference uf ! Augu~t 2007, the Cbarnber ordered the parties to submit 
no later than 23 August 2007 their observations on the following two issues: whether the 
Chamber should reconsider the exclusion or Proseeuticm Witness GA Y's [csumony, on the 
one hand, and. on the oUler hand, whether the Chamber should reconsider the admission of 
the written statements of the 16 sexual violence witnesses' ("Order of 16 August 200T'). 

2. On 20 August 2007, the Defence for Joseph )<zirorcra prayed the Chamber to grant it 
an cxten~ion of lime to aUow it to obtain a copy of the statements in question.' In its :,.lotion, 
the Defence explained that 1t could not have access to the hard copy of the documents 
disclosed to it, and that the said documents were located in Arusha; that ne,crthelcss, the 
Registry had to communicate the said >tatemcnts via express courter. Accordingly, the 
Defence prays the Chamber to grant it a 5-day extcn,ion of time from reception of the said 
documents by Co1.1nsel for tbe Oefen~e to submit its obscrvatlons purnuant to the Or<ler of 
16 August 2007. 

3. In his Response af20 August 2007, the Prosecutor indicates that he is not opposed to 
such a request, but prays the Chamber to render its decision as soon as possible on a pending 
Motion by Joseph Nz,rorcra to dismiss Count 5 against the Accused in th.e instant case.3 He 
indicates that, where applicable, the Chamber should grant additional time to the parties to 
enable them to submit t!¢ir observations pursuant to the Order of 16 August 21}l}7, after the 
Chamber must ha-e ruled on Nz,rorera's Motion to dismiss Count 5. 

4. On 22 Augu~r 2007, the Defence for Mathieu Ngirumpatse equally filed a motion 
before the Chamber for extension of time to file !IS submissions pursuant to the Order of 
16 Augus! 201}7.' The Defence prays the Cham~er to grant it an extensi<;,n ofllme to enable ll 
to receive the French translation of the Prosecunon Motion for cemfication to appeal the Ora! 
Decision of the Chamber excluding the testimony of Witness GAY,1 the Prosecutor's 
obscrvat10ns entitled "Prosecutor's Submissions Pursuant to Trial Chamber Ill Order of 
15 August 2007 concerning Sexual Violence Witnesses",6 as well as Joseph Nzitorera's 
Motion to dismiss Count 5 of the allegatioru. agamst the Accused and the Prosecutor's 
Response to this Motion.' The Defence submits that it 1s extremely important for it to have 
these documents in French in order to avoid any misintcrpretauon in the responses it intends 
to submit and w1lh a view not to compromise the mterest; ofMa!hieu Ngirumpatsc. 

' l'l,e Prosecmor v. tdor,ard Karemera. Ma/1,,eu Sg,rompa1se and Jo,,ep" Nz<rorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 
(Karemera el al ), lnlcri,n Order to the Parties 10 File Submisswns Regarding Recon,ideratinn of the Chamber's 
faclusr-0n of Witnes, GA.Y's Tc,,.mony •nd 1he A.dmissio" of Wnncn S1atemen1> of the 16 Sexual Violence 
Willlc,scs Pursuant to Ruic n b,s ( )'rial Chamber), 16 August 2007, 
''-totion for E,.tcnsion of Tim<e to Comply with lnlarin, Order to ihe Panic.s of 16 Augu" 2007, filed on 
20 ",ugw;t 2007. 
' Pro,ccu!or'., Rcspru,se flied nn 20 August 2007, 
' N~irurnpot>Os MoOLon for hxtenston of uine io Con1ply WLth Tnal Ch.<mbcr Ill Order of 10 ",uguSI WOJ 
Concerning Sexual V,olencc Witnesses, filed o" 22 August 2007. 
'Prosecutor's ,\ppbcatl~n for CertificatLon hi Appeal the Oral Decision on N,irorera', Mo,10n to Preclude 
Tescimony of Witness GAY, fjlcd un 6 Augu-'l 2007 
6 ObservatLons filed on 15 August 2007. 
'Joseph :,/morera's Mo"on 10 DtsmLSS Count Fi,e, filed on 25 June 2007: 1hc Prosecutor's Ro,pon>e wa.s filed 
on2July2007, 
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5. The Chamber notes that since the Defence fikd the above Motions, the Chamber ha,s 
ruled on the \fotion lo dismiss Count 5' and that the documents m question have indeed 
reached the Defence, a!lld that Counsel for Joseph )17_,rorera has filed his observations 
pursuant to the Order of 16 August 2007 within fhe working days after recci~ing the 
documents.9 In the interests of justice, the Chamber will consider these observations in its 
upcoming decision on reconsideration of exclusion of Witness GA Y's testlmony and the 
admission of written sta1ements from some Prosecution witnesses in lieu of their live 
tesllmony. 

6. The Chamber further holds that Mathieu Ngirumpatse's 'vlotion for c,:;tension of time 
is not founded. 

7. The Chamber recalls the jurisprudence of the Appeals Chamber requinng a showing 
of good cause by the applicant requesting an cxten~ion of time and, in particular, a showing 
that acce~s to the translation of certain documents into his language is needed to enable him 
to respond to the initial motion.'° Failing this, the ext.:ns,on of time is denied him." The 
Chamber also recall, that Counsel ha,e the duty to represent the Accused in proceedings 
before this Tribunal. Filings must first be understood by Counsel, without infringmg the 
rights of the Accused as enshrined in Article 20(4) of the Statute and interpreted by !he 
Jurisprudence of this Tnbunal. 12 In this regard, the Chamber notes the Tnbunal's practice of 
having Defence teams with bilingual counsel or legal assistants in order to reduce delays in 
the proceedings caused by inability to obtain translat,ons." The unavailability of a procedural 
document in the a~cused's language should not be used as a pretext for c,:;tending the time 
hm11 of proceedings, particularly when counsel are capable of a~sisting the accused 
sufficiently. 

8. In the instant case, the Chamber is no! persuaded that the Defence for Mathieu 
Ngirumpatse needs 10 have the French translation of the above motions in order to file its 
observations pursuant to the Order of 16 August 2007. First, it appears that part of the 
Prosecutor's submissions of 15 August 2007 repeats the content of a Yiemorandum by the 
Prosecu1or, the French translation of"' hich alN:ady exists. '4 Second, the Chamber notes that 
the Defence for Mathieu :"Jgirumpatse is requesting the translation of a motion by Joseph 
Nzirorera that it had already joined in lhc past." [1 seem,; to be inconceivable that his Counsel 

' Karemera er al., Dedsion oQ Joseph J\7.1rorera 's ~lo,ion lo Dismiss Count 5 (Trial Chamber), 21 August 2007. 
' Joseph KL1rorcra Subm,sswns on Rcconsidorat,on of Admission of \\Inness Statemcnl> of Se,ual Assault 
Victims, riled on 3 September 2007 
" Karcmera e< al., !Jec1,,on on Request for fa tension of T,mc (AC). 27 January 2006, para 5; Decision on 
Request for htcnSLon of Time (AC), 24 March 2006, para, , Decision on ~douan:l Karemcra 's Request for 
htenscon of Time to Respon~ to the Prusec"11on 's lmerlocutory Appeal (1\C), 4 Apnl 2006, para. 3. 
"Idem. 
"Karemeta el al. D<icwm, relam·o O la requJte de la DJJe,..,e ea exw,.;wa de de/a, (Tnal Chomhe,, Fronch 
onl)'), 5 Ocwber 2005. 
"See, tor •~•mrk, The f'm,ecular ,_ Aloy., Sm1ba, Case Ko. !CTR-01-76-l, Doc1S1on on Defence Request for 
Prmection of w;tne»es (Trial Chamber), 25 Aogosi 201)4, para I , 
" Prosecutor's Mcmorandu!l'. filed on 7 Moy 21}()7 [s,cj (Shonl,st of prospective Prn,c<ution "ilne~,c, for 
ur.oming tnal se»ion,) 
' Mirnoi,epou, M Ngirw"P"'·'~ .<ur la Joseph Nrnureta ·, Motion W Dlsmi,s Count five, filed on 2 Jul} 2007 
(F,ench only) 
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Dec1.11rm on Defence Motwns for Exr~ns,oi, of lime 5 Sep/ember 2007 

filed a motion for ajoinder without having understood the substance thereof. It should iimher 
be noted that the Chamber has already rendered a decision on the motion m question, 
dismissing the Defence request.'° Lastly, the Chamber notes that Y!athicu Ngirumpatse's 
Defence team 1s composed ofa kgal assistant who is bilingual in French and English, and 
that Lead Counsel as "ell as Co-Counsel undersrnnd English and arc capable of working in 
thal language. 

FOR THESE REASONS. THE CHAMBER 

I. Grants Joseph NLirorera"s Motion for extension of time but notes that it ha~ become 
pointless; 

II. Dismisses Mathieu Ngirumpatse's Motion for extension of time; and 

HI. Orders Counsel for :vlathieu :',;girumpatse to file his observations pursuant to the 
Chamber's Order of 16 Augrn11 2007 no later than IO September 2007. 

Arusha, 5 September 2007, done in English and French, the French being authoritative. 

[Signed] 

Dennis C. M. Byron 
Presiding Judge 

[Signed I 

Judge Gberdao Gustave Kam 

[Signed] 

With the agreement and 
on behalf of 

Judge Vagn Joensen 
(absent at 1he time 

of signature) 

"Karemera et al, Decision on Jo,·ep!r Ncrrorera·, Mv1,o11 10 Dismiss Co"nr 5 (Trial Ch,mber). 21 Angust 
2007. 
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