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l he l'nH·ecutor 1·. BugiJ.\oru, kabdtgi. Nwliuku:e und Nsen~ ',"llllll 'u. Case No. ICTR-98--11-T 

THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL FOR RWANDA 

SITTING as Trial Chamber L composed of .Judge Erik M0se. xesiding, Judge Jai Ram 
Reddy. and Judge Sergei Alekseevich Egorov: 

BEING SE.IZED OF the Ntabakuze Defence "Ancillary Motion for Extension of Time'', 
tiled on 18 May 2006; 

HEREBY DECIDES the motion 

! . The Ntabakuze Defence has flied a motion for exclusion <:·f evidence fa lling outside 
the scope of the Indictment of the Accused. 1 The Prosecution has ti led its Respons; 2 and an 
annex thereto:' On 15 May 2006. the Ntabakuze Defence replied tc' the Prosecution Response 
and its annex. indicating that a further Ntabakuze reply would b;: forthcoming on 22 May 
2006.-~ The Ntabakuze Defence now notifies the Chamber that, due to logistical 
cornplications. the reply will require tour days longer than originally anticipated. In the 
alternative. if the Cham her believes that the Rules of Procedure and Evidence (''the Rules") 
prescribe a deadline for tiling a reply, the Ntabakuze Defence req .. ests an extension until 26 
May 2006 to tile its reply. 

2. The Rules make no mention of replies and their consider: tion by the Chamber is a 
matter of discretion. There is no basis to request extension of a dea:lline which does not exist. 
However. the Chamber has taken cogntzance of the situation dl:scribed in the Ntabakuze 
noti tication. 

FOR THE ABOVE REASONS, THE CHAMBER 

DENIES the motion. 

Arusha. 19 May 2006 

Erik M0se 
Presiding Judge 

~~{Reddy 
Judge 

Sergei seevich Egorov 
Judge 

1 Ntabakuze Defence motion for the Exc lu sion of Evidence of Allegations F< ling Outside the Scope of the 
Indictment. 28 March 2006. 

Prosecutor' s Response to Ntabakuze Defence lVlor'1on. etc., 8 May 2006. 
Pan Ill Annex to Prosecutor's Response. etc .. 12 May 2006. 

~ N tabakuze Reply to Prosecutor 's Response. etc .. IS May 2006 . 
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