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Dexisin e Mot for Firtier Extension of dme 3 finher 2007

1. On [6 Aupust 2007, the Prosecutor Fled s motiom for reconsideration of the
Chamber’s Oral Decisions of 25 June and 3 July 2007 denying the admission in evidence of
Prosecution exhibils marked 1-P-005 and 1-P-006 {Prosecutor’s Motion™).'

2 On 20 August 2007, Joseph Nzirorera filed a motion for extension of time until 22
Octoher 2007 for filing his response ta the Prosecutor’s Motion in arder 1o investigate on the

provenance of the exhibits and to discuss them with his Counsel

3 On 24 September 2007, the Chamber ordered that the respanses of the Accused be
filed not later than § October 2007

4, On 1 October 2007, Joseph Nzirorera filed a second motion mequesting the Chamber
t¢ be given further extension of time until 22 Oetober 2007 to file his response to the
Prosecutor's Motion.* He alleges that his Counsel was not able, despite ol his best eAons, to
have access to the RFE archives in Rwanda. He submits that his Counsel is planning to remurn
to Rwanda on 12 October 2007 in order to conduct appropriate investigation to determine
what his response would be. He explains that be has no recoltection of seeing the documents
and rhat the detrer would have been Kepi at the Kabaga building where the RPF archivist
sugpests it was found. He therelore conends that there remain questions as 1o the authenticity
ol the docurents sought to be entered as exhibits and he. therefore, requests an opporunity

o resplve those questions before the Trial Chamber rules oo the matter.
5. 'The Prosecution renews its objection to the exiension of tinue sought,’

5. The Chamber notes that in ils motion filed on 16 August 2007, before this present
Motion, the Defence for Nzirorera requested the same relief on similar grounds.” In its
Decision on that first metion, the Chamber found that considering the interesis of justice and

the rights of the accused, an extension of time uniil § October 2007 was sufficiznt in arder o

' Mryseowtor's Metion for Hecensideration of Qral Decisiors of 25 June 2007 and 03 hily 2007 coneerning
Admiszion in Fvidence of Docwments marked T-P.005 and 1-P-004, filked on 16 August 2007,

* wionion for Fxtension of Tinee 10 Respond w Freseoution's Reconsideration Mation Re Admissiun of Exhibits
Falawed w fean-Bosco Twakirwa, filed oo 20 Aggose 2007 {First Defence Mation™).

U Prarecutor v Eokord Keremere, Matfww Negtrwmpaise, Jnzepk Neirorera ("RKaremera e gf™), Cage No,
ICTR-FR-44-7T, Dvbzision relalive aux demnandes de la Défense b prorogation de délai {1C), 24 September 2007,
* Motion for Further Extension of Time 10 Respond o Prosecution’s Reeonsideration Motion Be Admission of
Lxbibils reiated 1o Jean- Bosce Twahicwa, liled on 1 Oclaber 2007,

" Prosecutor's Response ke Mzrorera's Secend Motion for Extension of Time to Respond to Motion fog
Reconsideration of Oral- [eclsion - Pwefiirua documents, fled on 1 Ogtober 2007,

® Firet Delence Motion,
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Flspucic 7om Mfatice o Further Exchmionof tin 3 Cictober 2007

file 11eir responses.” The Defence does not show any Aew cirumstance justifying a

recot sideration of that Decision.

7. The Chamber further recalls that while a Chamber always retains the competence
unde Rule 89(D) to request veriflication of the zuthenticity of evidens:e abtained out of cour,

“10 1 quire absolute proof of a document's authenticity bafore it could be admitied would e

to re¢ Wire 3 far more stringent test than the standard envisioned by Sud-rule 89 (C)"1
5. IRk view of these sircumstances, there is no reason To grant Joo:ph Mzirorera additional
time o file its response to the Prosecutot's Motioh.
9. The Chamber recalls that it expecrs thal the Defence shall ref-ain from filiog frivelous
moti- ns or mations that could be considered as an abuse of the process.”
FOR THESE REASONS, THE CHAMBER
DEMES Joseph Nzirorea’s Motion for further extension of time,
Arus s, 3 October 2007, done in English,
Jennis &M, Byron CGhendac Gustave Kam Vign Jocjsen

Fresiding Judge Judge Judge

? Kar e e @f., Decision Relative aux Demandes de 1s Défonse ¢n prorogation de Diélai {1T), 24 Seprenber
07

E g rmern or 2f., Decision on Admission of UNAMIER Doecoments (T, 21 o, ember 2006, pare. 3 refeming
o P wecltor v Delahe omd Delic, Decision on Applicalion of Defendant Zajn: Delalic Ry Teave o appoal
Agai st the Deeision of the Trie] Chanteer of 19 January L9498 for the Admissibil v of Evidence (AC), 4 March
1998

* Ryl : 75¢F3 of the Rules,

The | remeciuer v Edorerd Karemera, Mathleu Ngirumpatte aned Josph ATiroresa, Cac: Mo, IC1R-28H-T LR
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