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Submissions

1.  Mr Ntaganda requests an extension of 10 days to file his Sentence Reply, that is,
by 2 June 2020 instead of 22 May 2020.! Ntaganda submits that the current appeal
briefing schedule (with two other filings due this week) and the restricted working
conditions caused by the COVID-19 pandemic constitute ‘good cause’ justifying the

extension.?

2. While the reasons provided by Ntaganda may justify a moderate extension of
time, an extension of 10 days appears disproportionate. Ntaganda has had ample
time to conduct research on the issues arising from the Prosecution response to his
sentencing appeal brief. The Prosecution filed its response on 14 April 2020—more
than one month ago.®> Moreover, on 28 April 2020 Ntaganda requested leave to
reply.* By then, Ntaganda would have been expected to have conducted most of the
necessary research informing his Sentence Reply. Otherwise, he would have not
been able to conclude that a Reply was warranted. Notably, and as Ntaganda himself
acknowledges, the Sentence Reply relates to only two issues and should not exceed

15 pages of length.’

3. Further, the Prosecution provided yesterday (18 May) the relevant extracts of
the three academic sources requested by Ntaganda. The Prosecution also attaches the

extracts to this filing.®

4.  Based on the foregoing, the Prosecution respectfully submits that an extension

of one week to file Ntaganda’s Sentence Reply (that is, by 29 May 2020) is reasonable.

1 1CC-01/04-02/06-2532 (“Extension Request”), para. 21. On 15 May 2020, the Appeals Chamber granted the
Defence leave to reply to two issues: ICC-01/04-02/06-2530.

2 Extension Request, paras. 16-19.

¥ 1CC-01/04-02/06-2509-Red.

* 1CC-01/04-02/06-2521-Conf.

® Extension Request, para. 20.

® See Annex A. See Extension Request, fn. 23.
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Conclusion

5. For the reasons set out above, the Prosecution does not oppose a moderate

extension of one week for Ntaganda to file his Sentence Reply.

Fatou Bensouda, Prosecutor

Dated this 19* day of May 2020
At The Hague, The Netherlands
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