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1. Introduction:  

  

1. On 13 November 2006, the Prosecution filed a request for an extension of a page 

limit, in which it submitted that the brief filed in support of the Defence challenge to 

jurisdiction exceeded the applicable page limit, and in turn, requested an extension of 

the page limit for its brief.  

 

2. Submissions:  

2. The Defence has no position on the Prosecution request for an extension of the page-

limit for the following reasons.  

3. Regulation 38(1)(c) provides that the page limit for challenges to the admissibility or 

jurisdiction of the Court shall not exceed 100 pages.  

4. In light of the fact that the regulation does not distinguish between the Pre-Trial, Trial 

or Appeal Chamber, the Defence submits that the regulation applies equally to 

challenges to jurisdiction filed as of right, under article 82(1)(c), to the Appeals 

Chamber.  

5. This interpretation is further supported by the following. 

6. Appeals filed under article 82(1)(c), are further governed by Rule 154, which 

stipulates that Rule 150(3) and (4) shall apply mutatis mutandis. 

7.  Regulation 57 of the Regulations of the Court was enacted “for the purposes of Rule 

150”. Regulation 58 refers to appeals filed in accordance with regulation 57, and 

stipulates that documents filed in support of the appeal shall not exceed 100 pages.  

8. Although Regulation 64 limits and excludes other aspects of regulation 58 (i.e the 

deadline for filing the document in support of the appeal), it does not expressly 

exclude the page limits for such appeals. The Defence therefore submits that further to 

Rule 154 in conjunction with Rule 150, and Regulation 57, the page-limit for 

documents set out in regulation 58(5) is applicable to appeals challenging jurisdiction.  

9. The Defence therefore submits that its appeal brief in support of its challenge to 

jurisdiction did not exceed the applicable page limit.  

 

Relief Sought:  

 

10. For the reasons set out above, the defence requests the Honourable Appeals Chamber 

to disregard the submissions of the Prosecution pertaining to the page limit of the 

document in support of the Appeal. 
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_____________________________ 
           

Jean Flamme, Counsel for the Defence 

 

 

Dated this 13th day of November, 2006 

At The Hague, The Netherlands 
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