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I, THEODOR MERON, Presiding Judge of the International Criminal Tribunal for the
Prosccution of Persons Responsible for Genocide and Other Serious Violations of International
Humanitarian Law Committed in the Terntory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizens Responsible for
Genocide and Other Such Violations Committed in the Territory of Neighbouring States, between
1 January and 31 December 1994 (“Tribunal™), and Pre-Appeal Judge in this case;’

RECALLING that Trial Chamber I of the Tribuna! entered convictions against Justin Mugenzi
{(“Mugenzi”) and Prosper Mugiraneza (“Mugiraneza’) in The Prosecutor v. Casimir Bizimungu et

al. on 30 September 2011, and sentenced them each to 30 years of imprisonment;’

BEING SEISED of Mugiraneza’s motion, which requests: (1) a 30-day extension of time to file tus
notice of appeal from the date his counsel receives the writien Trial Judgement (“First Request™);
and (i1} leave to amend his notice of appeal in the event the Office of the Prosecutor (“Prosecution”)

submits a cross-appeal (“Second Request”);’
NOTING the Prosecution’s response, which opposes the Motion in its entirety as premature;“

NOTING that Mugiraneza received the Trial Judgement on 21 October 2011, and that Mugiraneza
filed his notice of appeal on 21 November 2011;°

CONSIDERING that the 30-day time Limit to file a notice of appeal runs from the date of the filing
of the trial judgement® and, consequently, that the deadline for filing a notice of appeal in this case
was 18 November 2011;

CONSIDERING that, in accordance with Rule 116(4) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence of

the Tribunal, an extension of time may be granted upon a showing of good cause;

" Order Assigning a Pre-Appeal Judge, 30 November 2011

? See T. 30 September 2011 pp. 13, 14. See also The Prosecutor v. Casimir Bizimungu et al., Case No. ICTR-99-50-T,
Judgement and Sentence, dated 30 September 2011 and flled on 19 October 2011 (“Trial Judgement”), paras, 198%,
2021, 2022,

* Prosper Mugiraneza’s Motion for Extension of Time w File Notice of Appeal, 12 October 2011 (“Motion™), paras, 3
10, See aiso Prosper Mugiraneza's Reply to the Prosecutor’s Response to Mugiraneza's Motion for Extension of Time
1o File Notice of Appeal, 19 October 2011, paras. 3-8,

* Prosecutor’s Response to Prosper Mugiraneza’s Motion for Extension of Time to File Notice of Appeal, 14 October
2011.

5 Prosper Mugiraneza’s Notice of Appeal, 21 November 2011 (“Mugiraneza Notice of Appeal”). See Mugiraneza
Notice of Appeal, para. 2. The Prosecution does not challenge this assertion.

& See, e.x.. Pauline Nyiramasuhuko et al. v. The Prosecuwor, Case No. ICTR-98-42-A, Decision on Motions for
Exiension of Time for the Filing of Appeal Submissions, 25 July 2011, para, 4; The Prosecutor v, ldephonse
Haregekimana, Case No. JCTR-00-558-4, Decision on ldephonse Hasgekimana's Second Motion for Exiension of
Time for the Filing of the Notice of Appeal, 28 February 2011, para, 2; The Prosecutor v. Yussuf Munyakars, Case No.
ICTR-97-36A-A, Decision on Yussul Munyakazi's Motion for an Extension of Tune for the Filing of the Notice of
Appeal, 22 July 2010, para. 4; The Prosecutor v. Ephrem Setake, Case No. ICTR-04-81-A, Decision on the
Prosecution’s Motion 1o Dismiss Ephrem Setako’s Notice of Appeal, 2 fuly 2010, para. 12,
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CONSIDERING that a Pre-Appeal Judge has the discretion to recognize as “validly done any act

done after the expiration of a time-limit so prescribed”;’

CONSIDERING that the delayed service of the Trial Judgement to the parties constitutes good

cause for a limited extension of timf:;8

CONSIDERING that Mugiraneza’s Second Request is moot as the Prosecution did not file a notice
of appeal;

CONSIDERING that, in the interests of justice, the relief accorded to Mugiraneza should also be

extended to Mugenzi;’
FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS,

GRANT Mugiraneza’s First Request, and CONSIDER as validly filed the Mugiraneza Notice of
Appeal and Mugenzi Notice of Appeal; and

DISMISS the Motion in all other respects,

Done in English and French, the English version being authoritative.

Done this 30th day of November 2011, o @\-\Cv\/\ \S\'\ AV
3

At The Hague, Judge Theodor Meron
The Netherlands. Pre-Appeal Judge

[Seal of the Tribunal]

7 Practice Direction on Procedure for the Filing of Written Submissions in Appeal Proceedings Before the Tribunal,
& December 2006, para, 19.

¥ Augustin Ndindiliyimana et al. v. The Prosecutor, Case No. JCTR-00-56-A, Decision on Request 10 Reconsider
Decision on Motions for Extension of Time for the Filing of Appea! Submissions, 15 July 2011, p. 2.

¥ See Justin Mugenzi’s Notice of Appeal, 21 November 2011 (“Mugenzi Notice of Appeal”™).
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