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I, Kimberly Prost, Pre-Trial Judge of the International Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persons 

Responsible for Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law Committed in the Territory 

of the Former Yugoslavia since 1991 ("Tribunal"); 

BEING SEIZED OF the "Prosecution's Motion for Extension of Time", filed on 19 September 

2006 ("Motion"), by the Office of the Prosecutor ("Prosecution"), seeking an extension of time by 

one week to file its replies to the Responses, filed by the Accused Ljube Boskoski and Johan 

Tarculovski ("Accused" or "Defence"), to the Prosecution's Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth Revised 

Motions seeking admission of written statements of witnesses in lieu of viva voce testimony 

pursuant to Rule 92bis ("Responses"); 

NOTING that the Defence of Ljube Boskoski indicated in its Response that it does not oppose the 

Motion.I 
' 

NOTING that the Prosecution has advised that the Defence of Johan Tarculovski agreed not to 

oppose the present Motion;2 

NOTING that the Responses were filed confidentially on 18 September 2006;3 

NOTING that Rule l26bis of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence ("Rules") provides, inter alia, 

that a reply to a response shall be filed within seven days of the filing of the response; 

NOTING that Rule 127(A)(i) of the Rules provides, inter alia, that a Trial Chamber or Pre-Trial 

Judge may, on good cause being shown by motion, enlarge any time prescribed by or under the 

Rules; 

NOTING that the Prosecution submits that, pursuant to Rule 126bis of the Rules, in a period of 

seven days it should reply to the eight Responses dealing with fifty five witnesses;4 

NOTING that the Prosecution further submits that "it is imperative that it files its [r]eplies with 

thorough care and detail by analysing their - at times, multiple - written statements";5 

1 Boskoski Defence Response to Prosecution's Motion for Extension of Time, filed on 20 September 2006. 
2 Motion, para. 5. 
3 The Defence filed the Responses on 18 September 2006, pursuant to the order given by the Pre-Trial Judge in the 
"Decision on request to declare the envisioned deadlines invalid and defence counsel motion seeking new deadlines", 
filed on 16 August 2006. 
4 Motion, paras 2-3. 
'Motion, para. 3. 
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NOTING that the Prosecution finally submits that such an extension of time "shall serve the ends 

of international justice inasmuch as the Trial Chamber will be better assisted by the Prosecution's 

thorough [r]eplies addressing all the factual and legal issues raised in these eight Responses";6 

CONSIDERING that the Prosecution's replies need to address eight Responses dealing with a 

considerable number of witnesses and respective statements, and that the Trial Chamber would be 

assisted by the Prosecution's replies; 

CONSIDERING therefore that "good cause" has been shown for the requested time extension; 

PURSUANT to Rule 127(A)(i) of the Rules; 

HEREBY GRANT the Motion and ORDER that the reply to the Defence Responses be filed by 

the Prosecution no later than Monday, 2 October 2006. 

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

Dated this twenty-first day of September 2006, 

At The Hague 

The Netherlands 

[Seal of the Tribunal] 

0 Motion, para. 4. 
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