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I, Ines Monica Weinberg de Roca, Pre-Appeal Judge in this case, 1 

HAVING RECEIVED a document entitled "Appellant Hassan Ngeze urgent letter to the Appeal 

Chamber requesting the rescheduling time of appeal brief, until I get a new counsel, under 

exception circumstances & good reason" filed 4 May 2004 ("Motion") by Appellant Hassan Ngeze 

("Appellant") personally, in which he requests the admission of new evidence pursuant to Rule 115 

of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence ("Rules") and an extension of time for filing his 

Appellant's Brief; 

FINDING that the Motion does not conform to the Practice Direction on Formal Requirement for 

Appeals from Judgement dated 16 September 2002 ("Practice Direction") and, in particular, fails to 

comply with the requirements of paragraph 7 of the Practice Direction relating to the filing of 

additional evidence on appeal and paragraphs 9 and 10 of the Practice Direction relating to general 

requirements for all filings; 

FINDING, moreover, that the wording of the Motion is unclear and ambiguous and that the relief 

requested in the Motion should properly be addressed by way of two separate motions, one 

requesting the admission of additional evidence and the other requesting an extension of time for 

filing his Appellant's Brief; 

HEREBY, pursuant to paragraph 19 of the Practice Direction, 

REJECT the Motion as currently filed without prejudice to the Appellant's right to re-file in 

accordance with the Rules and the Practice Direction. 

Done in French and English, the English text being authoritative. 

Dated this 5th day of May 2004, 
At The Hague, The Netherlands. 

J-

Judge Ines Monica Weinbe~ca 
Pre-Appeal Judge 


