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Document to be notified in accordance with regulation 31 of the Regulations of the

Court to:

The Office of the Prosecutor

X Legal Representatives of the Victims
V44

O Unrepresented Victims

The Office of Public Counsel for
Victims

O States” Representatives

REGISTRY

Counsel for the Defence
D29
D30

O Legal Representatives of the
Applicants

O Unrepresented Applicants
(Participation/Reparation)

O The Office of Public Counsel for the
Defence

O Amicus Curiae

Registrar
M. Zavala Giler, Osvaldo

O Victims and Witnesses Unit

O Victims Participation and
Reparations Section
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O Counsel Support Section

O Detention Section

O Other
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L. INTRODUCTION

1. The Common Legal Representative of Victims of the Other Crimes (the
“CLRV”) request an extension of 20 pages for their consolidated response to the
Prosecution’s and Defence’s Appeal Briefs and Mr Yekatom’s application for

additional evidence.

2. The CLRV submit that the number and complexity of the issues pertaining to
the interests of the Victims raised in the three appeal briefs justify the requested
extension in order to be able to fully address the views and concerns of the Victims.
Said reasons constitute exceptional circumstances within the meaning of

regulation 37(2) of the Regulations of the Court (the “Regulations”).

II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

3. On 24 July 2025, Trial Chamber V, in its prior composition, rendered the

/Il

“Judgment”.

4. On 25 November 2025, the Prosecution, the Ngaissona Defence and the
Yekatom Defence filed their respective appeal briefs against the Judgment and the

Sentence.?

5. On 8 December 2025, the Appeals Chamber extended the time limit for the filing

of the responses to the appeal briefs to 27 February 2026.3

1 See the “Judgment” (Trial Chamber V), No. ICC-01/14-01/18-2784-Red, 24 July 2025 (the “Judgment”).
2 See the “Corrected Version of the “Yekatom Defence Appeal against the Judgment, ICC-01/14-01/18-
2784-Conf, 24 July 2025’, ICC-01/14-01/18-2848-Conf, 25 November 2025”, No. ICC-01/14-01/18-2848-
Conf-Corr A, 18 December 2025. A public redacted version was filed on 19 December 2025, No. ICC-
01/14-01/18-2848-Corr-Red; the “Corrigendum of the "Ngaissona Defence Appeal Brief against the Trial
Judgment", 25 November 2025, ICC-01/14-01/18-2847-Conf”, No. ICC-01/14-01/18-2847-Conf-Corr,
25 November 2025. A public redacted version was filed on 19 December 2025, No. ICC-01/14-01/18-
2847-Corr-Red; and the “Prosecution Appeal Brief”, No. [CC-01/14-01/18-2846-Conf A,
25November 2025. A public redacted version was filed on 28 November 2025, No. ICC-01/14-01/18-
2846-Red).

3 See the “Decision on the ‘Prosecution request for an extension of time to respond to the Defence appeal
briefs”” (Appeals Chamber), No. ICC-01/14-01/18-2858, 8 December 2025.
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6. On 10 December 2025, the Appeals Chamber set the modalities of victim
participation in the proceedings and determined that the CLRV may file a consolidated

response to the Prosecution’s and Defence’s Appeal Briefs not exceeding 140 pages.*

III. SUBMISSIONS

7. Regulation 37(2) of the Regulations provides that a Chamber may grant an

extension of the page limit in exceptional circumstances.

8. Asrecognized by the Appeals Chamber, in its Decision extending the time limit
for the filing of the Prosecution’s consolidated response, the present appeal raises
numerous and complex issues.> Moreover, in granting an extension of page limit to the
Yekatom’s Defence, the Appeals Chamber has already ruled that the length and
complexity of the Judgment, and the fact that the arguments address both the

conviction and the sentence in one document, are exceptional circumstances.®

9. The CLRYV are cognizant that the Appeals Chamber, in providing 140 pages for
their consolidated response, took into consideration the extension of pages afforded to
the Parties for their submissions.” However, in the course of the drafting of the
response, it appeared that said page limit is not sufficient to fully present the views
and concerns of the Victims, particularly in light of the interconnection of several
arguments which require more extensive developments than originally foreseen
because of their direct impact on the interests of the Victims, namely on the targeting
of the Muslim population and their displacement, and the evidence provided by dual

status individuals.

4 See the “Decision on the modalities of victim participation” (Appeals Chamber), No. ICC-01/14-01/18-
2859, 10 December 2025.

5 See the “Decision on the ‘Prosecution request for an extension of time to respond to the Defence appeal
briefs””
¢ See the “Decision on the Yekatom Defence’s request for a page limit extension for the appeal brief”
(Appeals Chamber), No. ICC-01/14-01/18-2836 A, 5 November 2025, para. 20.

7 See the “Decision on the modalities of victim participation”, supra note 4, para. 5.
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10.  In this regard, the Appeals Chamber has already determined that the novelty
and complexity of the issues on appeal, coupled with the need for the legal
representatives to fully address the Victims’ views and concerns, can represent

exceptional circumstances within the meaning of regulation 37(2) of the Regulations.®

11.  In addition, the CLRV is also required to respond to the Yekatom’s request for

additional evidence, for which the Prosecution was granted a 10 pages extension.’

12.  Therefore, the CLRV submit that exceptional circumstances exist for a limited
extension of 20 pages for their consolidated response to the Prosecution’s and

Defence’s Appeal Briefs.
IV. CONCLUSION

13.  For all the above mentioned reasons, the CLRV respectfully request the Appeals
Chamber to grant an extension of 20 pages for their consolidated response to the

Prosecution’s and Defence’s appeal briefs.

Wbwelpmods. T (Loberdekie A—

Paolina Massidda Elisabeth Rebesandratana Yaré Fall
%‘ < 7 ’7
Abdou Dangabo Moussa Marie Edith Douzima-Lawson

Common Legal Representatives Victims of Other Crimes

Dated this 6" day of February 2026
At The Hague (The Netherlands), Bangui (Central African Republic), La Rochelle

(France) and Dakar (Senegal)

8 See the “Decision on the OPCV’s request for an extension of page limit for its observations” (Appeals
Chamber), No. ICC-02/11-01/15-1323, 4 April 2020, para. 10.

9 See the “Directions on the Yekatom Defence’s application under regulation 62 of the Regulations of
the Court” (Appeals Chamber), No. ICC-01/14-01/18-2835 A, 5 November 2025, para. 7.
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