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1. Application of Cote d’Ivoire

1. On 14 February 2014, the Republic of Céte d’lvoire (hereinafter the ‘National
Jurisdiction’) submitted to Pre-Trial Chamber 1, an Application to file supplemental
documentation in support of it’s Challenge to the Admissibility of the case of

The Prosecutor v Simone Gbagbo™.

2. The National Jurisdiction submits that the supplemental documents number

‘une quinzaine’ and cover the period from April 2012 to February 2014.

3. In support of it’ s request, the National Jurisdiction submits that Pre-Trial Chamber 1
has stressed that it ‘may at any time request the Chamber to be authorised to complement

it’s Admissibility Challenge and provide additional evidence, if it so wishes. *

4. Whilst this is correct in so far as it goes, the Chamber’s attention is respectfully drawn
to the more salient citation from the paragraph, overlooked by the National Jurisdiction.
On the Prosecutor’s request that the National Jurisdiction submit a (further) number of
documents before receiving Observations on the Admissibility Challenge from the parties,
the Chamber considered it < more appropriate to receive observations from all parties
and participants as required........ before determining whether or not it would be in the
interest of justice, taking into account all prevailing interests, to request further

information from Cote d Ivoire in relation to the Admissibility Challenge.*

! Demande d’Autorisation de la République de Cote d’lvoire aux fins de Deposer des Documents
Complementaires a I'appui de la Requéte de la République de Cote d’Ivoire sur la Recevabilité de I'Affaire,

Le Procureur c. Simone Gbagbo, et Demande de Sursis a exécution en vertu des Articles 17, 19 et 95 du Statut
de Rome. 14 février 2014. No :1CC-02/11-01/12.

% Ibidem p.3, para5

* Pre- Trial Chamber 1, ‘Decision on the conduct of the proceedings following Cote d’Ivoire’s challenge to the
admissibility of the case against Simone Gbagbo’, 15 November 2013. ICC-02/11-01/12.p.4, para 6

* Ibidem p.6, para 14 -continued to p.7
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11. Defence Position

5. The Defence does not oppose the Application of the National Jurisdiction, per se.

6. However, the Defence endorses the above cited opinion of the Chamber, for the following

practical reasons;

(i) Should the Chamber decide to grant the Application, the Defence submit that this
would necessitate the filing date of 24 February 2014 granted to, inter alia, the

Defence, being vacated.

(if) In that event, the Defence would require an extension of time of at least six weeks
to allow sufficient time for Counsel to take instructions on the proposed new
documentation, warranting travel to meet with Mme. Gbagbo in Odienné, Cote

d’Ivoire.

(iii) As before, it is likely the ICC, in co-operation with the UN, would provide the

necessary security and travel facilities to the Defence.
(iv) They require one month’s notice to prepare any such engagement.

(v) On return, adequate time would be required to prepare the Defence Observations.

For all the above reasons the Defence respectfully submit that

-the filing date of 24 February 2014 granted to the Defence, Prosecution and Counsel for

Victims be allowed to stand as heretofore.

-the Chamber adhere to it’s earlier Decision as cited at paragraph 4 above.

S o o Caatly

O
(Slylviaéelaghty.‘l

Lead Counsel to Mme. Gbagbo.

Dated this 18" day of February 2014.

At Dublin. Ireland.

> Pre-Trial Chamber 1.”Decision on the Defence Request for Extension of Time’, 17 December 2013. ICC-02/11-
01/12-24
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