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JJ,e Prosecuwr v Casimir Bmmungu er.al , Case No. !CTR-99-SO-T 

INTRODUCTION 

J. On 24 June 2008, the Chamber issued an Order limiting the number of pages 
for each party's Final Trial Brief to 300, including annexes.' The Page Limlt Order, 
however, exphcitly pcmiitted any party unable to comply with the hmitation to seek 
authorisation from the Chamber to vary the length of its brief . 

. • 
2. The Defence for Justin Mugenzi (the "Defence'') moved twice for 
reconsideration of the Page Limit Order;2 both motions were denied.

3 
In the Second 

Motion for Reconsiderallon, as an alternative form of relief, the Defence, consistent 
with the Page Limit Order, sought leave to file a 700 page Final Trial Bricf.

4 
The 

Chamber reserved judgment as to whether, and to what extent, it would permit such 
an extension until the Prosecution filed its Final Trial Brief and the Defence had 
completed an initial draft of its Final Trial Brief.' 

3. The Defence now moves the Chamber for further relief under the Page Limit 
Order, this lime requesting that 11 be permitted to file a Final Trial Brief up to 450 

pages m length." 

4. The Prosecutor does not object, but in his response notes that the number of 
pages sought by the Defence is excessive, especially in light of the fact that the 
Prosecutor's Final Trial Brief dealt with all four of the Accused withm the directives 
prescribed by the Page Limit Order, whereas the De fence's brief only involves one.' 

DISCUSSION 

5. The Page Limit Order explicitly permits parties to seek leave from the 
Chamber to vary the page limit for its Final Trial Brief, and provides that any such 
variation "will only be granted if the Chamber is sallsfied that the circumstances 

'Promu/ar v C'~s,mrr Bezim,mgu el al., Ca,e No. tCTR-99-50-T, "Further OrderS Regarding the 
Hhng of Closing Br,efs". 24 June 2008, para. I (the ""Page Limit Order"), 
1 ""Justm Mugenzi's Motion for Recons,derotion of lhe Chamber•, Further Orders Regarding the F,lmg 
of C'losmg Bncf,", filed by the Defence for Justin Mugenz1 on 27 June 2008 (the "Firsl 
ReconS1deratLon Motion"); "Juslln Mugenz1's Composite Mouon for 1) Reconsideration of the 
Chamber's DeciS1on of Justin '4ugenzi's ).1ot10n for Rccon,iderat,on of the Chamber's Further OrderS 
Regarding the Filing of Closing Bnefs, 2) Certificatlon for Interlocutory Appeal of the Decision on 
Justm Mugenz1 ·, Motion for Recons,dcration oft he Chamber's Further OrderS Regard,ng the F,hng or 
Cl?sing Bnefs; )} Reliefynder Paragraph Ill of the Chambers Order, Regarding the Filing of Closmg 
llrLefs of 24 June 2008, filed by the Defence for Justin Mugeru1 on 31 July lOOS (the ""Second 
Re<ons1dcrat1on Motion"}, 
' Biz,mung,, et al., DceiSlon on Jus<in Mugcnzi"s Motion for Re<ons1derat10n of the Chamber', Further 
OrderS Regardmg the Fihug of Closing Bnefs (TC), 23 July 21)()8 (the "First Reconsideratwn 
D_ecis,on"); Bi:::imung,, et al, Decision on Justm )Augenz,', Composite Motion Concerning Page 
L,m,t, on Closmg Bnefs (TC), 2 September 2008 (the ··second Reconsideration DeciS1on"). 
'Second Re<onsideration Monon, para. 54. 
'Seco1>d Reconsideratlon Decision, para. 16. 
•_ "Jus(m Mugenzi's Monon for Relief under Paragraph Ill of the Chamber's Orders Regarding the 
hlrng of Clos mg Bnefs of 24 June", filed by the Defenee for Justin Mugirmza on 13 October 2008 
(the "'Extension Motl on"} 
'"Prnsccu(or's Response 10 Justin Mugenzi's Motion Under Paragraph lll of th< Chamber's Order, 
Regarding the Fihng of Closing Briefs of 24 June 2008", filed by the Prosecutor on 17 October 2008. 
para. 3 
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~!'t~'1' 
nccess .ate an increase in the aforementioned limitations.',1! likewise, the Second 
Recon: i<leration Decision authorised the Defence to renew its rcq~est for extension, if 
neccss ry, after taking additional steps to reduce the length of its l'inal Trial Brief.' 

(,_ As noted above, the Defence asserts m its Extension M:,tion that it has now 
largel: completed the first draft of its Final Trial Brief. 

10 
The Defence notes that it 

has "i :rupulously" followed the directives of the Second Reconsideration Motion, 
specif ;ally the Chamber's request that final briefs omit "l(ngthy summaries of 
witne, ; testimony or exhibits. __ " 11 Notwithstanding these effort,;, the Defence argues 
that it ,annot do justice to Justin Mugenzi's case without an incmasc in the page limit 
to 45( pages. Tliis is exacerbated, the Deference asserts, by its Jeed to respond to at 
least 1 )7 separate factual allegations presented in the Prosecutor s recently filed Final 

Trial l ,nef '' 

7 The Chamber notes in this regard that the instant request is substantially lower 
than he Defencc's original request of 700 pages. The Ch;unber, recalling the 
stand, rds set forth in the Page Limit Order and consistent with .ts powers under Rule 
54 of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence,n finds that the Defence has made a 
suffic em showing of necessity to warrant a variation in the pa:,.e limits for the Final 
Trial !ncf. Thernforc, the Defonce will be permitted to file a Fina! Trial Brief that is 
up to 450 pages in length. The Defence is reminded that the brief must otherwise 
confo m to the guidelines set forth in the Page Limit Order. 

FOR rHESE REASONS, the Chamber 

GRA ~TS the Extension Motion; and 

PERJ 1ITS the Defence for Justin Mugenzi to file a Final Trial Brief up to 450 pages 
m len ;th. 

Arusl a, 24 October 2008 

J6 ~Iida Rachid Khan 
Presiding Judge 

' Pag, Lmnt Order, para III 

:,s~~; :,~:::"'~!~:~~,";;~o~on, para. 16. 

:: id >ee a/so Second R<eonSLdera!!on Motion, para, 17, 
· tnl rgement Monon, para. 3. 

l'or · don behalf of 
E.mile Francis Short 

Judge 

'.' Ru': 54 provides, "At the request of either party or praprio motu, a fo;lge or Trial Chamber may 
tss\le uch orders .. as may be necessary for the purposes ofan investigati<>n, or for the prcp•ranon or 
cond1 ;o of the trial." 
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