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DECISION ON HASSAN NGEZE’'S MOTIONS OF 25 FEBRUARY 2003 AND
6 AND 19 MARCH 2008

The Avplicant The Office of the Prosecntor

Mr. Hassen Ngeze, pro se Mr. Hassen Bubacar Jallow
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“FHE APPEALS CHAMBER of the Int=mational Criminal Tribunal for the Prosecition of Persons

Responsible for Genocids= and Other Serious Violations of Imemarionsl Humanitedenm Law

Commmired in the Territory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizens Responsible for Genocide and Other

- Such Viclaions Commiged in the Terrtory of Neighbouring Stetes between 1 January and
31 Dezember 1954 (*Appeals Chamber” and *Tribunal”, respeciively).

BEING SEIZED OF five motions fled by Hassan Ngeze (“Motlons” and "Applicant”,
respectively):

- “Prisoner Hassan Ngeze's Motion Befare the Appeals Chamber Requesting Clarification
gz the Compositian of the Bench of Appeals Tudges to Hear His Case of Reviewing the
Case with Other Upcoming Prisonexr Hassan Ngcze's Matters 10 Be Placed Before the
Appesl Chamber [sic)”, Hled on 25 Fetouery 2008 (“First Modon™);

- “35 years Senlcnce Priscner Hassan Ngeze's Motion Befare the Appeals Chamher
Requesling the Appetls Chember Not 10 Decide hils Motion Faled by Fom as Layman Until
the Modon Are Filed by His Profegsional Fawyers, Chadha Bharat and D=v Nath Kepoar
Who Are Available for That Duties in the Tnt=rest of Justice and Fair Trial {sic]”, hlad on 6
March 2008 (*Second Motion™);

- “‘Prisgmer Hassan Ngsze's Motion Before (he Appeals Chamber Fequesting to Be Served
wi_ﬁ: ‘Enplich Judgement of Mcdia Cast Rendered on 28® November 2007 Which Wil
Ensble the Process of Motion to Review tha Media Case Part Denling wvith Hassan Ngeze
15ic]”, filed on 6 March 2008 (*Third Motion™);

= "35 years Sentence Prisoocr Hascan Ngeze's Extremely Motion Befare the Appeals
Chamber Seeking Additionsl Time o Respond To The Proascution Respomse Filed on 3
March 2008, and Purther Request the Appeals Chamber to Allow That Response o Be
Drafterd Supported by Adeusete Research and Filed by His Professional Lawyers, Chadha
Bharat and Dev Nath Kapoor Who Are Aveilable Far That Duties in the Interest of Justice
and Fair Trial [sic]", filed on 15 March 2008 (“Fourth Motion”y;

- "Prisomer Hassan Ngeze's Motion Before the Appeals Chamber Seskiyg Permissian of
Me=ating His Counsels for the Purpose of Discussing the Lega! Meaning of tha Judgement of
28® November 2007, and Step to Be Taken Further Once the English Version Is Made

Available by the Registrar [sic]”, filed on 19 March 2008 (“Fifth Motion™);
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NOTING that the Prosacurion has not filed a response to the Motions;'

CDNSEER]NG that in the First Motion the Applicent seeks clarification regarding the
'nslﬁgnrnum.t.i: 2 Bench of & request for review which has not been filed;

CONSIDERING that the Presiding Judge of the Appeals Chamber only assigns snbmissions to &
Bench when they are filed;

ﬁﬂmﬁ‘r ther in his Second Motion the Applicant requests the Appeals Chamber not to decide cne
of his motions untl the molion has bezn re-filsd by Bhamat B. Chadhe and Dev Nath Kapoor, his
counsel al the &nd of the appeal proceedings;

' CONSEDERING that the Applicant does not clearly identify the motion which the Appeals
C.hﬂmb:r should refrain from deciding and that, in any ‘case, all morians previously filed by (he
~Applicant have been decided;?

FIND]NG hegefore that the First and Second Morians do not necessitale any action on the part of
. the ‘Appeals Chamber;

" NOTING thar in his Third Motion, the Applicant requests an English translation of the Judgement

rpndurc.d by the Appeals Chamber on 28 November 2007 in Ferdingrd Nakimang et al. v. The
Prosecutor, Case No, ICTR-99-52-A (“Appeal Yudgement™) becausa Bhamat B. Chadhe and Dev

- Nath Kapoor work in Englich and not in French;

CONSIDERING thal, at present, the Applicant has no sppointed counsel, eifher at the expense of
the Tritamal® or om a pro bonop or privately-funded besis, and accordingly there is no counsel upon
whem a ranslation covld be served;

NOTING that a branglation of (he Appesl Judgement is currently being prepared and will be served
on the Applicant as som as it becomes available;

FINDING therefore that the Thind Mobion does not pecessitale eny action on the parl of the
Appeals Chamber;

' On 5 Mezch 2008, the Proseoutics expliciily siaed that it did Do mesposd o the Firsl Motion (ree Hessan Nyeze v.
The Praseculor, Cesc Mo, ICTR-99-51-R, Protecutor's Responrs w “Privcmer Hassan Mpexe's motion before the
Appeals Chamber regerding clavification of one spocific polot wiich was nol part of chargrs by the Tribomal, ‘abetting
#nd assisling of commissan of affenoe of genocdde'”, 3 Mach 2008, poa ).

. t,Sne Hasgan Npere v The Proszcutor, Cage No. ITTR-39-52-B, Decision an Hassan Ngeze's Motions and Requests

related to Reconsidaration, 31 Tanuary 2008, Hassar Npeze v. The Prosecutor, Case No. ICTR-%9-52-K, Decision on
Husgan Wgeze's dotion 1o Obtain Assistonce From Covnsel, 28 Pebruary 2008 (*Dwcisicn of 28 Februery 2008,
Decisiog-en-Haszan Npeze's Moo of 25 Febpury 2008, 3 March 2008 Decision-of 3 March 20087}

* See Decision of 28 Felonary 2008,
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ﬂhNSIDER]HG that in hiz Fourth Motion the Applicant requests an exiepsion of wme and

| -as;si:st'a'hce llzuf counse] for e purposs of drafling & reply regarding a metion which has already been
 decidod by the Appeals Chambez*

k FINDI'HG therefore that the subsience of the Fourth Moticn has been ¢vertaken by the Deaaion of
3 Mﬂ:n:h 2{}08

: m)'Im_G that in his Fifth Moton the Applicant requesls Lhe Appeals Chamber to grant his request
o mf.r.t with Bharat B. Chadha and Dev Nath Kapoor "for the purpose of discuszing the legal
meaning” of the Appeal Judgement as well as “step[s] to be taken further once the English version
.is made available by the Registrar,

. CONSIDERING that Rule 65 of the Tribunal's Rules Covering the Dstenrion of Persons Awaiting
Trial or Appeal Befors the Tribunal or Onherwise Detained on the Authority of the Tribunal (“Rules
Covering Detention™) provides that '"{elech detainee shall be entitled to commumicate folly and
without restraint with his Defence Counsel”;

CONSIDERING that, at present, Bharat B. Chadha and Dev Nath Kepoor &e oot the Applicant’s
. - connee] and that the Applicant hag consequenty no right 0 mivileged communication with them
pursuasit to Rule 65 of the Rules Covering Detention;’

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS,

DISMISSES the Motions,

Done in English and French, the English version being guthoritative.

Done this 11 day of April 2008,
AL The Hegue, The Netherlands.

* See Desislon of 3 March 2008,

* The Appenls Chamber notes that murdnmbtmnuiduadhyﬁ.:hgltry 85 pro bono coumasl for the Applican,
Bharal B, Chadha amd Dev Math Fapoar ot -iudicas o te Regiswar that they soe willing tn act a5 geumsel for te
Applicant on a pro home basia and fle their powers of atomey purent to Rule 44{A) snd 4356 of the Rudes.
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