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THE APPEALS CHAMBER of the International Criminal Tribunal fur the Prosecution of Persons 

Responsible for Genocide and Other Senous Violallons of International Humanitarian Law 

Committed in 11,e Territory of Rwanda and Rwandwi c,tttens Responsible for Genocide and Other 

Such Violations Connnitted in the Territory of Neighbouring States between l January and 

31 December 1994 ("Appeals Chamb(>;f" and "Tribunal", respectively), 

RECALLlNG that Appellant Hassan Ngeze ("Appellant") filed both his Notice of Appeal' and his 

Appellant's Brier' confidentially; 

RECALLING the Appeals Chamber's Order to Appellant Hassan Ngeze to File Public Versions of 

his Notice of Appeal and Appel!ant's Brief rendered 011 30 August 2007 ("Order of 30 August 

'.WOT'); 

NOTING that on 27 September 2007, the Appellant publicly filed the following document,;: 

"Amended Kohce of Appeal (PursLL1nt to the Order oftbe Appeals Chamber of [sic] dated 
30 Augu5t 2007 to Appellant Hassan Ngeze To File Public Version ofhis Xotice of Appeal 
and Appellant's Brief)" ("Public Notice of Appeal"); 

"App~al Brief (Pursuant to the Order of the Appeals Chamber of [sic] dated 30 August 2007 
to Appellant Hassan Nge:ie To File Public Version ofh.is Notice of Appeal and Appellant's 
Brid)" ("Public Appellant's Brief"); 

RECALLING that, pursuant to the Order of 30 August 2007, "any changes to the confidential 

ve,'Sions [must] be limited to necessary redactions of confidential information, includmg the 

identities of protected wimesses, and not consist of any additions, deletions or 01her amendments"/ 

FL'RTHER RECALLING that the Appellant was insllllCled "'to clearly mark the redactions in the 

text of the pubhc versions of his Nob.ce of Appeal and Appellnnt's Brief w to file a confidential 

annex thereto identifying all redactions paragraph by paragraph";' 

NOTI:-IG that the Public Notice of Appeal i5 enl!re\y identical to the Confidential );"otice of Appeal 

and contains no si~ of redactions; 

CO:-ISJDERING 11,at the Public Kotice of Appeal contains no information that would require 

confidential status; 

' Confidcnnd Amended Norie<, of AJ>pcol, g May 2005 ("Confldenii&l 1'otice of Appeal"). 
' Confu/en110/ App•ll•nt"s Brief (Pur,;u•nt to Rule 111 of the Rules of"Procedure ond Evidence), 2 May 2005 
(""ConMont>al Appellant'• Bnef'), 
'O,d.cof30A~t2007,p 2, . " 
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J',OTJNG thdl th~ Public Appellant's Brief cont.a.ins a large number of discrepancies, both ~itorial 

and substanl!ve, in comparison to the Confidemial Appellant's Brief/ 

CO!','SIDERING that, despite the above-mentioned instructions of the Appeals Chamber, the 

Appellant has not marked these amendments in any way and that, in any case, these changes do no! 

appear to be justified by !he pWposes of redacting confidential information; 

fll',"'DJNG, therefore, that the Appellant has not comphed with the Order of30 August 2007, as far 

as the filrng of the public version of the Confidential Appellant's Brief is concerned; 

CO~SIDERING that filing of the Public Appellant's Brief in violauon of clear and specifi~ 

instructions of the Appeals Chamber constitutes an abuse of process and of the resources of the 

Tribunal; 

FINDING, therefor,::, that, pursuant to Rule 73(F) of the Ruks of Procedllr<l and Evidence of the 

Tribunal, th~ payment of fees in relation to the said filing should be withheld; 

NOTING that the only redactions made by the Appe!lant to his Confidential Appellant's Brief 

concem Anne;,;es 4 and 5 thereto; 

CONSIDERING that these redaction:; ro-e Ju~tified; 

'Among tli, ctwnges mad, to 1he Public App•llant's Brief. tho A~peals Chamber notes th< full owing: 
- pora, I: th, ls.t ••nronce has 1,cen delete<! from the Confidential Appellant's Brief, 
- page 4 is exactly the sfil?le as pogc 3 (llrn rmill> ilH change m page numbenng); 
• Iii 3· the v,ords "Triol Judgement'' hove been deletoll; 
. P"-"'- 79: in the Confident)~\ Appcllont't Brief, the refer<mee to the decision~ givim in o footnote (tlti,; also results in 
, change in footnotes numberiJlg); 
- p..-. I Z3: the footnote at the end of tln., p>ragraph has bcrn deleted; 
- fn 37, lhe 1efo:rence lo the page number i, missin~ (compat<: to In 39 of the Confidenl!al AppellOllt'S Brief); 
- P"'"· 145 the foomore at the end of the parag:r•ph nas been delel<:d, 
- po,, 150· the foomo~ ot the ond ofth, p,u-agraph ha.; bccn deleted; 
- para. 171 the la.st two s,nt<:nces ofthl• paragraph differ from those in the Confidential Appellant', Brief: 
• !ii 91: differ, £,-om fn 95 Ill the Confidential Appellant's Brief: 
- pan,, n I· the foornore ,1 the end of the 'P""S<aph bas been deleted: 
• para 27:\ 1he quote is difforent; 
- P"" 277· the pan,grnph" djflhenl ,rnd the two foUowrng pa,agrnph> h•v• bee,, deleted (thls ,l,o ,ffect, paragraph 
numbcnng), 
- P'"' ;l95: the last word 1' di!Tertnl (comp•"' to pua 297 of the O,nfidenrial Appellant'! Bne!), 
- paro. 30G rn the first sentence, ch• word "when" is used in.,'°"d of "by"' and the last sento,,ce Is <hlkrcnt (coll'.IPore to 
para )08 of the Confidential Appellant's Brief), 
• fn 105: this,., new foomo,e, 
- P""'' 333-342, the,o ~•g:r•ph, diffe, from p= 335-0~5 Oflhc Canfidenciol Appellant's Bncf; 
- pora, 349. th, la,1 two line, have been deleted (con,pa,e w p•u. 352 of the Confidential Appellant's Briel), 
- fn !24: th• nm !me"' ,lightly dlffo1<mt (compare to fn 129 of the Coofodu:inal Appellant'; Brief), 
- GrO\lnd 8 (p. 97) the t1tlo is d,lI""cnt; 
· para. 484 the foot!lotc has beon moved from the third sont~noe ond its contcn! ba, been deleted (comp ore to p,ra. 467 
or the ConfidemioJ Appoll.nt's Bl"iel), 
ln oddinoo, there.,,"""'"" differcnec,, thro\,~bou, the text,>< 10 whot" b,ghlighted in bold 
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CONSID£RIJ••G that, in the absence of any claim to the contrary from the Appellanr, the 

remamder of the Confidential Appellant's Brief does !101 contain ilIIY seositive or protected 

mformation that would justify its confidential status; 

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS, 

DECLARES the Public Ap~llwrt's Brief inadmissible, save for the redacted Ann~es 4 and :i 

thereto; 

LIFTS the confidentiality of the Confidentinl Appellant's Brief, save for Annexes 4 and 5 thereto, 

DECLARES that the redacted Annexes 4 and 5 constitute the public version of Annexes 4 and 5 of 

the Appellant's Brief; 

DECLARES the ?ublic Nollce of Appeal validly filed; 

DIRECTS the Registrar to withhold the payment of fees, if claimed, in relation to the Public 

Appellant's Brief. 

Done this 4th day of October 2007, 
A! The Hague, The Nethe:rlands. 

Caso !',o. lcrR-99- 52-A 

Fausto Pocar 
Presiding Judge 

;,('.1'R • 7' , 
[S . 

(,~\ /_ ·' ', -' c- .ill ,s;,..__. 

4 October 2007 




