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"1, ANDRESIA VAZ, Iudgc of the Appcals Chamber of the Inlemanonal Crirnigal Tribunel for the
Pmsccutlon of Persons pronmble for Genoclde and Other Serious Violations of Intcmanonﬂ.l

: -Humamtanan Law Commlttcd in the Temtory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizeps R&sponmble for

| Genoc-lde and Othe: Such Violatioris Cm:nm1tted in the Territory of chghbounng States, bctween

i Ianuary 1994 and 31 December 1994 (“Appcals Chamber“ and “’I‘nhunal" respectwely) and

: PrcAppealJudgcmthmcase f_ P B S s

BEING SEIZED OF two monons ﬁlcd by Hassan Ngezc (“Appellant“) on 19 J’a.nuary 2006,% in
which he Tequests the A.ppcals Chambcr to grant him “an hour of bemg heard on a possible status
s oonference tobe held in Arusha on 87 Febmary 2006™;°

: NOTING ﬂ:a.t thc Pmsecuhon has not ﬁled a rcsponse o the Appcuant’s 19 January 2006_
"-Mouons. L X ' :

NOTING that the Appe].lar.l:t :equcsts convemng a status con.t‘ercncc pursuant to Article 20(4)(c) of -
the Statute of the Tribunal and Rules 73, 107 and 115 of the Rules of Procedure and Ew.dence of
the Tribunal (“Rules”) without proﬂdmg any further details on the matr.ers that he wishes to raise,

and subrmt‘i that an- oppo:tmty granted to him 10 address “his pmblems“ t]JJ'Ough a status
. conference would bemthe mterests of j Jusnce ‘

,Nom_m that the Appellant refiors’ to the Séheduling Order of 6 Japuary 2006, in the case of
- 'Em}nan‘uel-Nd:'ndabihizi v' The Prbsec':utar cmrenﬂypend.mg on appeal;’ whié:h orders that a status *
_conference be held before the Prc-Appeal Judge in that case in the. presence of Emmanucl
/ ”Ndmdabahm and his Lead Counsel o0 8 Februery 20063

CONSIDER]NG ﬂ‘.lat pursuant te Rule GSbIS(A) of the Rules, thc pmpose of a stams confere.nce

is “tu organise excbange.s bctwee.n the pamcs S0 25 o ensure expedmous tnal proceedmgs

! Order of the Presiding Judge D::ugua.ung the Pte-Appeal Tudge, 19 Avgust 2005 Comgendum tp the Orde.-r of the
Presiding Judge Designating the Pre-Appeal Tudge, 25 August 2005. . . )
? “The appellant Hassan Ngeze in Person makes an extremely urgent motion to the Appca]s Chamber requesnng an -
cijual ireatrment, similar to the one given to Co-detaines Emmanue]l Ndindabahizi in the matier regarding the Gramt of
. status. conference anly, and fusther, re-submns a request of himng an henrr of being heard on a possible status
. * couference to be held in Arusba on 3® February 2006, as it is a routine in Emmanue] Ndindabahizi case (Crse ‘
No.ICTR-01-71-A)", 19 January 2006 (“First Motion™), and “The Appellant Hassan Ngeze in Person further submits
'his additional request of being included in the Appes] scheduling arder of 8* Fehrnary 2006 if his request of being
- given similar rzatment like those given to Emmanuel Ndindabihizi (Case NO.ICTR-01-71-A).) in the matter only

. _ regarding starus conference is granied”, 19 January 2006 ("Second Motlun or “19 Jmunry 2006 Mouuns » jointty).
~ * Pirst Motion, p. 2; Second Motmu p- 2.

" * First Motion, p. 2,
+ 3 Thid.,p. 3.
S tdem. -
? Case No. ICI‘R-OI-TI-A R

§ Emmauue! Ndindabahizl v. The Prosacutor, Case No. ICTR-01- 71-»A, Scheduling Order, 6 Jenuary 2006, p. 2.
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CONSIDER]NG also tha: 1t is thc preroganvc of thc Appeals Chamber and/or thr: Pre- Appeal
 Judge to convcno a status confcrce given the cucumstancns of cach pa.rnculn: case;

RECALLING the Pre-Appeal Judge’é “Dccxsmn on Hassan Ngezc 5 ‘chuest of an Extremcly |

: Urgant Status Conferencc Pursuant to Rule Gsbrs of Rules of Procedure and Eﬂdcnce‘“ of 20 .
September 2005 (“Decmmn of 20 Sepiember 2005") and “Decision on Hassan Ngcze 5 Request |

. t'or i Status Conferenc.e of 13 Deccmbcr 2005 (“Dec:swn of 13 December 2005, oth denying

. the Appcllant s mqunst to uonvenc a status conference 10 dxscuss the maners subm:.ttcd by him,
inc‘luﬂlug dpeer u-'m, l_tlm rc-ntnouvo MCAFULSO ampoud on th- .A.ppe].‘lmt

" CONSIDERING ﬂ:mt, in h:s 19 I anuary 2006 Mouans thc Appellant does not prmnde any details
concnmmg t’ne ma:ters that he w:shcs to addms dlmng & status confenance, '

‘ CONS]DERTNG that thc Appellzmt has mt shown that 8 sratns con.t‘erence would famhtata

Cl cxped.ltlous proceedmgs on appeal at the pme:nt stage

F[NDING therofore, that the.rc is no need to convenc 8 status confcrence in th:s case on 8 h
FcbmaryZOOG ' '

. corwsmmnmc that in ight' .:'.f' the_abovomentioned pm-.qpﬁcal Judge’s Décisions of 20
" Septerber and 13 Decémber 2005, the rcqunst of the Appeuam o have a status conference

convmed op & Febnmy 2006, without suhstmmmg the requ.est is i'nvolous

3 R.ECALLING tha’t a coumel asugned to an accused “shall deal with all stages of pmoedure and
 all matters ansang out of the rcprcscntanon of thn [- ] accused or of the conduct of his Defence™; o

T 'CDNSIDERING th:refore, that it was meroper for the Appellant's Counsel to 51mply ‘

“forward™'? the 19 anuary 2006 Monons o the Appea.la Chamber wh:le they were clearly
lpn:pamd by the Appellam hunsclf- -

"+ ® Decision of 20 September 2005 P. 3; D-eciswn of 13 Dec.-.mbcr 2005 p. 4,
¥ See also, idem.

" Directive on the A.-.sngnment of Dcﬁmce Counsel of § Im:um'y 1956, as emended, Asticle 15(A). .
1 See-Lemers from the Appellant’s Lead Counsel addrassed to the Coordinator of the Cuu:t Mamgcmcnt Se:tnnn of
the Appeuls Chamber and wcnmpnnyi.ng the 19 Janvary 2006 Mouons .

CaseNo. ICTR99-52.4 ~  + . 13

P
1

13 December 2005








