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142/H 
THE APPEALS CHAMBER of the International Crimlnal Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persons 

.Rc:s~ible for Genocide and Other Serious Violati0ll$ of Intomational Humanitarian Law 

c,;ID1Ilitted iu the Territory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citi= Responsible for Genocide and Other 

Such Violations Committed in the Tei:ritory of Neighbouring State& between l January and 

31 December 1994 ("Appeals Clmmber" and "Tribunal", respectively), 

BElNG _SEIZED OF five motions filed by Ha.%an Ngew (''Motim,,;" wd "Appli,;ant'', 

respecti,,ely): 

- "PrisClller Hassan Ngeu's Motion B..tore the Appeals Chamber Requesting Clarification 

ou !he Composition of the Bench of Appeals Judscs to Hear lEs CB.lie of Reviewing the 

Case with Other Upcoming Prtsone;r ltasi;an Ngi:.z.c's Matters to Be Placed Before tM 

Appeal Chamber [sic)", til=d on 25 February 2008 ("FlrSt Motion"): 

- "35 years Sentence Prisolll!l' HasSII.D Ngeze's Motion Before WC- Appeals Chamber 

Requesting the Appc:als Chamber Not to Decide hi~ Motion Filoo by ffim as Layman Uutil 

the Morion Are Filed by His Prof!SSlonal Lawyers, Chadha Bharat and Dev Nath Kapoor 

Who Are Available for That Duties in the Intmist of Justiet1 and Fair Trial [sic]". filed on 6 

March 2008 ("Second Motion''); 

- ',!Pri1oner Hassan Ng='s Motion Befote the Appeals Chamber R.cquestin& to Be Se!'l'ed 

with -English Judg!:lllCD.t of Media Case Rendel'ed on 28'° November 2007 Which Will 

Enable-the Process of Motion to Review the Media Case Part Dealing with Hassan Ngezc 

Lsi.::]", filcd on 6 Marcli 2008 ("Third Motion''); 

• "35 years Sentence Pri$0Der Hiuisan Ngc.:e'& Extremely Motion Before ths Appeals 

Chamber Seeking Additional Time to Respond To The Pr=tion Response Filed Oil 3"' 

M=:.b 2008, and Furth= Requ..,1 the Appeals Cbamber to Allow That Response to Be 

Drafte.d Supported by Ade<l.uate Resclllcl:J, and Filed by His Professional Lawye:rs. Chadha 
Bharat and Dev Nath Kapoor Who Are Availabfo For That Duties in the lllteresl of Justice 

and Fair Trial (sic]", filed 011 19 March 2008 (~Fourth Motion"); 

- ''Prisoner Hassan Ngeze's Motion Before the Appeals Chamber Seeking Pf!I'!Dissioo of 

Meeting Hi~ Co\llL'lelS for th& Purpose of Dlscwsing the Le_glll Mr:l'DiD& of the Juds:emect cf 

2g11a November 2007, and Stc,p to Be Taken Further Once the Eu,g!ish Vers:ion ls Made 

A vailllble by 1M Registrar [sic]", filed on 19 March 2008 ("Ftftb Motion"); 
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141/H 
NOTING !hat the Pro$8CUt:ion has not filed a response to the Motions;' 

c,;>NSIDERING that in the First Motion the Applicant s~ks clarification I'l'garning the 

as~gnrnent to aBeneh of attqu~t for I'l'view whieh has not been~ 

Cl)NSIDERING ,that the Presiding Judge of the Appeals Chamber ouly assigns snbntlssions to a 

Bench when they are filed: 

NOTING that in bi& Second Motion the Applicant requests the Appeals Chamber not to decide one 

of his motions until thc motion has beea re-filed by Blrnal: B. Cbadha JJ1ml Dev Nath Kapoor, his 

counsel at the end of the appeal proceedings; 

CONSID!Dl(NG that the Applicant does not elearly identify the motion which the Appeals 

Cllamber should refrain from deciding and that, in any ·case, all motions pR'viously filed by the 

Applicant have.been decided.;1 

·FJ;NDING' therefore !bat the First and Second Motions do not necessitate any action on the part of 

!He Appeals Chamber; 

NOTING that in bis 'Third Motion, the Applica:D.t requests an English tranS.!atiaa of the Judgement 

rendered by the AppeW Chamber on 28 November 2007 ill Ferdfnarnl Nahimana a aL v. The 

Pro$eCutor, Case No. ICI'R-99-52-A ("Appeal Judgement") bc:ca~ Bhw:at B. Chadba and Dev 

NathiC.apoor work in EnJ:)i&h and 1101 in ·French; 

CONSID~G that, at present, the Applicant has no appointe.d cOUDscl, eilber ,rt tbe expense of 

the Ttibunal3 or Oil a pm bono w priviuly-funded basis, and a.ccordingly there is no coUllSel upon 

whom a II'llnslation could be 8crved; 

NOTING that a translation of the Appe.81 Judgcro=tia currently being prepared and will be &c:;rved 

on the Applicant as soon as it becomes availabW; 

FINDING therefore that the Thiro Motion does not m:ccssitate any actiori on the part of the 

Appeals Chamber; 

' On 3 M&ch :was, !he l'r=!i= oq,Uoltly -~"" ll>ult did noi. -~"' tbo firnl Motion (su Hu,#ln Ne=¥. 
Th, l'ra,,cuJ.or, C...C No. ICI'R-99--52--R. Pm=tor'• Rc.,,onu IO "Pris= Hasu<> Ngat'• uiolicn before the 
ApPl'al> Cb&mbe, n,gmdinJ cl>ltifJCllti°" of""" apcclflo pom, wttich....,. uot part af clu1rge, 'by tbo Trl\nmal, 'abotlin;! 
a,,d ..... ~ of ,;ol))UIXHIOO of arr~ of (ellocide"'", '.I Marci, 2008, pm,_ 8). 
',Su Ha.,S/l.1',_Ngtz.~ v_ .n,. p,..,.«u.U,r, Col• ,No. ICl'R•99--52-R, Docloion on ~ ?,!g.:zc's Motlon.s and Re~ 
rola0<! to P=oosl~<>n, 31 TIIIUSI)' 2008; H<W<11> Npu v. 77,., Fro.stollt<>r, Cose No. ICIR-99-~Z.'R, Decisl0t1 on 
H>!Wlll N11="• Motion tc Obtai.TI A"5isinnoe. from COUllSd, 28 Pebntacy 2008 ("Decialan ol 28 Fobrunry 2008'')". 
D<,ci,ioo-<>n.JJ: .. ..,,. N1ezo'• Moli<in-91' 25 Febn>ll}' 2008, 3 Mn<.h 200S-("Dcci<ion-,,f3 Mmcii 2.008"), 
'S•• Deolsioo of21! ~b:ruary 200S. 
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140/H 
CONSIDERING that in his Fourth Motion the Applicant requei;t:; an cxtc:nsion of time and 

-assistance of coUD.Sel for tlu:: purpose of drafting II reply rega:rdlng a motion which has already bei::n 

.. d~ by the Appeals Chamber;' 

FINDING therefm,e chat !be mibstance of the Fourth Motion ha& been overblken by the Decision of 

3M,m,.b.2008; 

NOTrn'G that in his Fifth Motion the Appli=t .-equests the Appeals Cluunber to grant his request 

to ~t with Bharat B. Cbadlla and Dev Nath Kapoor ''for the purpose of discussing the legal 

meaning" of the Appeal Judg=ent a.s well ai; "step[s] to be taken further once the English version 

is made 11vailable by the Regi.Jtrar"; 

CONSIDERING that Rule 65 of the Tnl>unal'g Rules Covering the Detention of Persons Awaiting 

Trial or Appeal Before the Tribunal or Otherw:ise Detained on the Authority of the Tnbunal C'R.ules 

Covering Detention") provides that "[e}acb. de.tll.inee shall be entitled to commurrlcate fully and 

witllout =ai.nt with his Defonce Collll5d": 

CONSIDERING chat, at present, Bharat B. Chadba and Dev Nath Kapoor are DOI the Applicant's 

. C()unsc] and that the Applicant bas consequently no right to privikgod communication with them 

pmsuant to Rule 65 of the Rules Coverirrg Detention;' 

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS, 

DISMISSES the Motions.. 

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

Done this ll <ti day of Ap:til 2008, 
Ar Toe Hague, The Netherlililds. 

' s.~ Dccis!OD of3 March 2008. 
' '11,e Appeal, Chambor note, that ir, wdu to be oo:ooldfftd by 1hc R"l,i<!<}' os pro b.,no 0011mol tbt jhr. Appllcant. 
-Bharal 1:1. Clladha mtd -L>ov Natt, -kpll<lr mu! nu:liQ<O lo tho Regislfar tlm they an willinj,; ID act os OOU1100I fur Che 
Applica!lt on • p,o bo,w b,..;,, ond me lb<:irpovrer, ofattomey J)lll"fnml to R.ul• 44(A) me! 4Sbf.r ofelle Rule,. 
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