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1. On 7 March 2011, the Prosecution filed two Motions each asking for an eJ1tension of 

time to respond to a Defence Motion. 

2. The first Motion asks for an extension of time to respond to a Defence Motion asking 

for disclosure of records or receipts of expenses paid to Defence Witness Jean•Maric 

Vianney Mporanzi. 1 The Prosecution asserts that it is willing to disclose the records 

requested but that they are not in "lhe immediate control of the Prosecution team.''2 It 

requests leave of the Trial Chamber to file its Response on 18 March 2011.3 

3. The second Prosecution Motion asks for an extension of time to respond to a Defence 

Motion asking for leave to vary the Defence Witness I ,ist and enter 15 witness statements 

into evidence pursuant to Rule 92 bis.4 The Prosecution submits that it requires an extension 

of time in order to have the statements at issue, totalling 65 pages, translated from French 

into English.' Based on an estimate of the time required for translation, it requests leave of 

the Trial Chamber to file its response on 15 April 2011.6 

4. On 9 March 2011, Lead Prosecutor Paul Ng'arua sen! an email to the Trial Chamber 

stating that the finance Unit in Kigali informed the Prosecution that it would not be ahle lo 

advise the Prosecution before 15 March 2011 whether the records sought by the Defence 

were available. Be furlllcr noted that translations required in order to respond to the second 

motion would be available on 3 l March 2011. 

5. The Trial Chamber considers that the Prosecution has shown good cause fur seeking 

the extensions of time requested, and that granting the extensions will cause no prejudi~e to 

the Defence. Therefore, it sets !he deadline for the Prosecution to respond lO !he first Motion 

by 16 March 2011. In that response, the Prosecution should state whether the records are 

available, and if so, when they can be disclosed to the Defence. The deadline for the 

Prosecution response to the second Motion is set for 6 April 2011. 

' Prosecuror v r'allixte Nwbvn/mana, Case No. ICTR-96--4411• 1 • Prosecutor", Motion for E,tensinn of 
June to Respond to Nzabunirmrna' s Urgent Motion for Inspection and Di,cio,urc ol Evidence Pel"l:U ning 
to Mr. Mporan,i's Recall ("E~penses );lotion'), 7 );larch 20 11. 
'Expenses Motion, paras. 5•6, 
'Expenses Motion, para. 8, 
' Prosecutor v Callrxte Nzabonima"a, Cose },"o, ICTR.98-44D-T, Prosecutor's l.'rgcnt Mouor, for 
F.xtcntion of Time to Resrond to N,abonimana's Motion for lhe Admission ofWiruess Statements 
("Translation Motion'"), 7 March 201 J, 
'Translation Motion, paras, 6·8, 
'Translation \fotion, para 8, 
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FOR THESE REASOl\'S, THE TRIAL CHAMBER 

GRANTS the Motion. 

Arusha, 10 March 2011, done in English. 
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Solorny Balungi Bossa 

Presiding Judge 
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