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The Prosecutor v Casimir Bizimungu et.ol, Case No. ICTR-95-50-T

INTRODUCTION

1. On 25 February 2008, the Defence for Justin Mugenzi (“Defence”) filed a Motion
asking for funther certificated disclosure from the Prosccution pursuant to Rule 63 (A) of
the Rules of Procedure and Bvidence and that either (i} the Prosecution make cerlain
admissions of fact based on four statemenls recently disclosed and on any related Future
disclosures, or (i) Justin Mugenzi be granted leave to re-open his Defence.

2. On 2§ February 2008, the Prosecution filed a request for an extension of tirng 1o
respond to lhe Mugenzi Motion.? The Defence does not object to the Prosecution

request.”
DISCUSSION

3 The Prosccution submirs that an extension of time is warranted for three reasons:
(i) the annsxures ta the Mugenzi Motion are lengthy (230 pages); (it} Annex I is an
indictment issued by a Spanish investigatory magistrate, wrinien in Spanish, which is not
a working language of the Tribunal; and {iii) the nature of the Mugenzi Motion wili
require the Prosecution team to consult with other teams from the Office of the
Prosecutor, some of which are eurrently facing time pressures of their own.

4. The Chamber notes that {i} Spanish is not a working language of the Tribunal;®
(ii) the Defence has not applied for leave to use Spanish;® and {iii) the Defence suggests
that its purpose in annexing the Spanish indiclment to the Mugenz Motion was not 10
persuade the Chamber by its contents—the Defence acknowledges “that allegations
against other persons cannot, of thernselves, have any impact upon the guilt or innpcence
of the Accused in the instant rial™--bur rather to contrast the twenty-lhree witness
statements summanzed therein with the four witneas statements on relaled subject matter
disciored by the Prosceution to the Defeace. Therefore, the Prosecution is not expected 1o
be able to respond to, or even to read, Annex 1 to the Mugenzi Motion. As such, the
Chamber is not persuaded that the length and language of Anncx 1 to the Mugenzi
Motion justify extending the time for the Prosecution o respond.

5. The Chamber is persuaded, however, by Lhe Proseculion's submission that a
complete answer to the issucs ratsed by the Mugenzi Motion requires the Prosecution
teamn in s case to consult with other teams in the OfMice of the Prosecutor. Given the

" Iustin Mugenzi's Motion For Further Certificaled Disclosure and for Leave to Heapen his Defence, filad
25 Febniary 2008 ("Mupenzi Motion™).

? Prosecutor's Motion for an Extension of Time within which 10 File 2 Response to Justin Mugenzi's
“otion for Further Certificaied Distlesure and for Leave o Reopen his Defonce, filed 28 February 2008
{"Prosecution Mohon'™).

* Justin Mugenzi’s Response to the Prosecutor’s Motion for an Extension of Time within which 1o File a
Response 1o Justim Mugenzi's Motion for Further Certificated Disclosure and for Leave to Reopen his
Defence, filed 29 February 2008 {“'Mugenzi Response™).

* Rule 3 [A) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence (“RBules™)

' Rule 3{C1of the Bules.

* Mupcnzi Motion, parz. 16.
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nature of the Mugenzi Motion, the Chamber concludes that granting the Prosecution an
extensior of time to respond is in the inleresis of justice.

FOR T ESE REASONS, THE CHAMBER

GRANTS the Motion;

ORDEF § the Prosecution 1o file its Response to he Mugenzi NMetion no later than
Wednes lay, 12 March 2008

Arusha, 4 March 2008 7

Bl Francis Short
Presiding dge Judge

4 Ma h 2008 3





