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THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL FOR RWANDA (the “Tribunal™),

SITTING as Trial Chamber II composed of Judge William H. Sekule, Presiding, Judge
Arlette Ramaroson and Judge Solomy Balungi Bossa (the “Chamber”);

BEING SEISED of the “Prosecutor’s Confidential Extremely Urgent Motion for Order for
Extension of Time ta File a Consolidated Response to Defence 98 bis Replies and for Official
Translation of Defence Replies — Rule 73 of the Rules” of 29 November 2004;.

CONSIDERING the Statute of the Tribunal (the “Statute”) and the Rules of Procedure and
Evidence (the “Rules”) in particular Rule 73;

NOW DECIDES the matter pursuant to Rule 73(A) on the basis of the written submissions
~of the Prosecutor; '

HAVING DELIBERATED

CONSIDERING the Prosccution’s submissions that it would be in the interests of justice,
economy of resources and clanty for it to file a Consolidated Response to the various
Defence Replies. The Prosecution requests that it be allowed to file a Consolidated Response
to the Defence Replies five (5) days after it has received the official translations of all the
Defence Replies; ' '

WHEREAS the Chamber recalls that with regard to the Defence Motions under Rule 98bis,
the Registry issued deadlines, upon the Chamber’s instructions, within which the Prosecution
should file their Responses and thereafter, the Defence may, if they wish, file any Replies to
the Prosecution Rtasponses.l In that regard, no deadlines were set within which the
Prosecution was required to file a Response to the Defence Replies;

WHEREAS, the Chamber finds that the Prosecution request to extend timeframes for filing a
Consolidated Response, or any form of Response to the Defence Replies, is misconceived;

WHEREAS the Chamber is of the opinion that hearing the Parties.,i_s limited to ‘Motions,
Responses and Replies, if any” when raising matters before the Chamber and that for Parties
to file submissions beyond these would be against the interests of judicial economy;

WHEREAS the Chamber observes that this manner of hearing Parties has been the usual
practice at the Tribunal and it sees no reason to depart from its usual practice;

ACCORDINGLY, the Chamber denies the Prosecution request.

! See the Facsimile Transmission of 27 October 2004 to. the Parties with Reference No. ICTR/Jud-11-6-2-

04/153 from Mr. John Kiyeyeu, Court Management Section.
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THEREFORE, THE TRIAL CHAMBER

DENIES the Motion.

Arusha, | December 2004

| S
William H. Sekule Arlette Ramaroson Solomy Balungi Bossa
Presiding Judge - Judge




