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1. On 18 December, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (“Jordan”) filed a notice of
appeal of the Pre-Trial Chamber’s decision in this case under article 87(7) of the
Rome Statute on the non-compliance by Jordan with the request by the Court for the
arrest and surrender of Omar Al-Bashir; or, in the alternative, leave to seek such an

appeal.]
2. On 21 December, the Prosecution filed a response to Jordan’s notice of appeal.”

3. Pursuant to regulation 24(5) of the Regulations of the Court, Jordan requests leave
from the Chamber to file a reply to the Prosecution’s response.The main purpose of
the reply would be to challenge new points raised in the Prosecution’s response,
which Jordan could not reasonably have anticipated, especially the assertion that

Issues 2 and 3 meet the standards for an appeal, while the inescapably linked Issues 1

and 4 do not.
A M
Ambassador Ahmad’ Jalal Said Al-Mufleh
on behalf of
The Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan
Dated 28 December 2017 i 5, |
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