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1.  In respect of its appeal against the corrigendum to the Decision on Prosecution
Request for Admission of Prior Recorded Testimony,' the defence for Mr. William
Samoei Ruto (“Defence”) today, 11 September 2015, filed a request before this
Appeals Chamber for an extension of: (i) the page limit for its appeal brief to a
total of 60 pages; and (ii) the time limit to file said brief of an additional 14
days, so that the brief would be due on 5 October rather than 21 September
2015 (“Request”).

2. Since filing the Request, Trial Chamber V(A) has rejected the Defence’s
application for a modification of the current schedule for the submission of any
‘no case to answer’ motion.? The effect of this decision is that the Defence is
required to work simultaneously on two complex and important substantive
filings, namely the appeal against the Decision which covers seven issues and

the ‘no case to answer’ motion.?

3. The Defence submits that it is unduly burdensome and a serious strain on
defence resources to have to work on both filings simultaneously, particularly
given the import and complexity of both. In these circumstances the Defence
modifies its original Request and requests an extension of the time limit to file
its appeal brief of an additional 21 days, so that the brief would be due on 12
October rather than 21 September 2015.

Requested Relief
4. For the reasons set out above, the Defence respectfully modifies its original
Request in respect of the time limit for filing its appeal brief and requests an
extension of 21 days so that the brief would be due on 12 October rather than
21 September 2015.

' 1CC-01/09-01/11-1938-Conf-Corr; ICC-01/09-01/11-1938-Red-Corr.

?1CC-01/09-01/11-1955.

® The Prosecution closed its case yesterday, 10 September 2015. See ICC-01/09-01/11-1954. In terms of
paragraph 37 of 1CC-01/09-01/11-1334, the Defence is required to file its ‘no case to answer’ motion “no later
than 14 days after” the last day of the Prosecution’s case.

No. ICC-01/09-01/11 3/4 11 September 2015



ICC-01/09-01/11-1957 11-09-2015 4/4 EC T OA10

Respectfully submitted,

(e

_——

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

Dated this 11* Day of September 2015
At The Hague, Netherlands
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