
I t...tlt,• 'I&- l.fll-f 
0 3- 10- 2,.oC>'l' 

(31443-31441) 

@@ International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda 
Tribunal penal International pour le Rwanda 

"""'""'"' s,D'>'"' 

Before Judges: 

Registrar: 

Dare: 

TRIAL CHAMBER Ill 

Dennis C. M. B}ron, Presiding 
Gberdao Gustave Kam 
Vagn foensen 

Adama Dieng 

3 Octo\>er 2007 

THE PROSECllTOR 

Edouard KAREMERA 
Mathieu NGIRUMPATSE 

.Joseph NZIRORERA 

Ca.<e N11. JCTR-98-U-T 

OR:ENG 

DECISION ON NZIRORERA'S MOTION FOR FURTHER EXTENSION Of TIME 

Rules 73 oft/1e Ru/es of Pr1JCedure and Evidence 

Office oflh• Prosecutor: 
Don Webs1er 
Alayne Frank5on•Wallace 
lain Morley 
Smdou N'Do" 
Gerda V1.Sser 

Stmkarie Ballah-Conteh 
Takch Sendze 

Defence Counul for Edouard Karemera: 
Dtor Diagne Mbaye and Felix Sow 

Defence Counsel for Mathieu Nglrum~atse: 
Chantal Hounkpatin and Frederic Weyl 

Defence CoQosel for Joseph Ntirorera: 
Peter Robinson and Paukk Nimy Mayidika Ngimbi 



D,,,,,,,,, "' ,\foi,on far Fun!._,, b:te'1<Jon ,:f """ 3 (,\:/ob,, 2007 

1. DTI 16 August 2007, the Prosecutor Filed • motion for reconside,ation of the 

Chamber's Oral Decisions of 25 lune and 3 July 2007 denying the admission in evidence of 

Prosecution exhibit, marl<ed l-P-005 and J-P-006 {"Prosecutor's Motion''). 1 

2 On 20 August 2007, Joseph N~irorera filed a motion for extension of time until 22 

October 2007 for filing his response to the Prosecutor's Mol!on m order lo investigate on the 

pro,·enance af1he exhibir,; and to discuss them with his Counsel.' 

3. On 24 September 2007, the Chamber ordered that the re,ponses of the Accused be 

filed not later than 8 October 2007.' 

4. On 1 October 2007, Joseph Nzirorera filed a second motion requesting the Chamber 

to be given further cxtens,on of time until 22 October 2007 to file his response to the 

Prosecutor's Motion' He alleges that his Counsel was not able, despite of his best efforts, to 

have access to the RFP archives in Rwanda. lie submits that his Counsel is planning to return 

to Rwanda on 12 October 2007 in order to conduct appropriate investigation co determine 

\\hat hjs response would be. He •~plains that he has no recollection of seeing the documents 

and rhal !he letrer would have h<,en kept at the Kab11ga building where the RPF archivist 

suggests it wa< found He therefore contends rhat there remain questions"-' to !he authenticity 

or the documen1s s<>ught to be entered a, e.,h1bit, and he. therefore, request, an opportunity 

ro resolve those questions before rhe Trial Chamber rules on the ma1ter. 

5. The Prosecution renews ,ts objection to the extension oftime sought. 5 

6. The Chamber notes that in its motion Filed on 16 August 2007, before this present 

Moti,m, the Defence for Nzirorera requested the same relief on similar grounds." In its 

Decision on that firs, motion, the Chamber fou11d that considering the interests of justice and 

the rights of the accused, an extension of time until S October 2007 was sufficient in order to 
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file , ,eir responses 7 The Defence does not show any new cii-,umstance justif)'ing a 

rec or ;ideration of that Decision. 

7. The Chaml>cr further recalls that while a Chamber always retains the competence 

unde Rule 89(D) to request verification of the authentic,ty of evidem:e obtained out of court, 

·•10 n quire absolute proof of a document's authentic it)' before it could be admitted would be 

to re, uire a far more stringent test than !he standard envi,ioned by Su;,.ru[c 89 (C)".' 

8 In view of these circumstances. there is no reason to grant Joc,,ph Nzirorera additional 

time o file its response to the Prosecutor's Motion 

o. The Chamber recalls that it expects that the Defence shall ref·ain from filing frivolous 

mo!> ns or motions that could be considered as an abuse of the proce-s.' 

FOJI THESE REASONS, THF. CHAMBER 

DEl'1ES Joseph Nz1rorea 's Motion for further extension of ttme. 

Am, \a, 3 October 2007, done in English. 
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