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Document to be notified in accordance with regulation 31 of the Regulations of the Court to:
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The Registrar of the International Criminal Court (“the Court”);

NOTING article 68(3) of the Rome Statute, rule 89(1) of the Rules of Procedure and

Evidence, and regulation 86(5) of the Regulations of the Court;

NOTING the Decision on the Prosecutor’s Application for Summons to Appear for

William Samoei Ruto, Henry Kiprono Kosgey and Joshua Arap Sang;!
NOTING the Decision Designating a Single Judge;?

NOTING the First Decision on Victims’ Participation in the Case (the “First

Decision”);?

CONSIDERING that between 18 June 2011 and 20 June 2011 the Registry received
approximately 1800 applications for participation and/or reparations which may be

linked to the present case;

CONSIDERING that after a brief assessment, the Registry believes that many of the

1800 applications may be incomplete;

CONSIDERING that the Registry faces resource constraints which will prevent it
from redacting and reporting individually on all 1800 applications before the

deadline of 8 July set down in the First Decision;

TRANSMITS to the Chamber the following request for instructions on the

processing of victims” applications.

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

2 ICC-01/09-01/11-6.
3 1CC-01/09-01/11-17.
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1. Between 18 June and 20 June 2011 the Registry received approximately 1800
applications for participation and/or reparations which appear, from
preliminary reviews, to be related to the present case. The Registry notes that
although the receipt of a large number of applications had been anticipated,
the number actually received significantly exceeds the estimates that had been

given by the intermediaries providing the applications.

2. The Registry has not yet been able to review all of these applications for
completeness. However based on preliminary assessments, it is estimated that
as many as approximately 800 applications might be complete. Considering
the limited resources available to the VPRS, the Registry calculates that it
could redact and provide individual reports on no more than 400 complete

applications by the deadline of 8 July set down in the First Decision.

3. The Registry notes paragraph 18 of the First Decision of the Single Judge
whereby the Registry was ordered, in cases where applications are incomplete
and supplementary information requested has not been received within a
reasonable time, to “submit those applications to the Chamber for the Single
Judge’s consideration.” However the Registry also notes that it was ordered to
submit “complete applications” for participation in the present case and “no
later than Friday, 8 July 2011.” In light of the recent intake of a very large
number of applications for participation, the Registry requests the Chamber’s
guidance on whether to process all applications irrespective of completeness,

or to prioritize applications assessed as complete.
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4. The Registry respectfully recommends that it reports on and transmits to the
Chamber, the parties and participants, only those applications assessed as
complete. In instances where it is unclear whether an application is complete
or not, the Registry would propose to report on and transmit such
applications in order that they can be the subject of observations from the

parties and a decision from the Chamber.

! _—

Dated this 24 June 2011
At The Hague, The Netherlands
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