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I. Introduction

1. On 18 September 2013, at the order of the Trial Chamber, the Prosecution, the

defence for Mr. William S. Ruto (“Defence”), the defence for Mr. Sang and the

Common Legal Representative made their respective submissions on the issue

of whether the resolutions passed by the Kenyan Parliament earlier this month

concerning the Republic of Kenya’s continuation as a party to the Rome

Statute should be taken into consideration in the Trial Chamber’s evaluation

of applications for in-court protective measures.1

2. The Defence hereby submits as an annex to this filing an article from the

Nation newspaper dated 7 September 2013, entitled “date nears and Ruto

disowns motion”. The Defence respectfully submits that this article contains

information relevant to the Trial Chamber’s determination on the above

described issue and prays that the Trial Chamber takes the article into

consideration when deliberating on the issue.

3. The relevant portion of the article, which was issued prior to the

commencement of Mr. Ruto’s trial, is excerpted below for the Trial Chamber’s

convenience:

Deputy President William Ruto has distanced himself from Thursday’s

motion by MPs to withdraw Kenya from the Rome Statute. Reacting to the

motion moved by his key ally, Leader of Majority in Parliament Adan

Duale, Mr Ruto said he respected the doctrine of separation of powers and

had no control over decisions taken by Parliament. “What happens in

Parliament is not under my jurisdiction,” Mr Ruto said through an aide. On

the impact of the motion to his trial which begins at the International

Criminal Court (ICC) at The Hague on Tuesday, the Deputy President

maintained that he has competent lawyers.

1 ICC-01/09-01/11-T-32-CONF-ENG ET.
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Respectfully submitted,

____________________________________________

Karim A.A. Khan QC
Lead Counsel for Mr. William Samoei Ruto

Dated this 20th Day of September 2013
At The Hague, the Netherlands
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