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THE APPEALS CHAMBRER uof the International Crimina' Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persens

Responsibie for Genocide and Other Serious Violations of Iniernational Humeritarian Law

Committed in the Temtory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citzens Responsible for Genocide and Other

Such Violatons Comumitted in the Territory of Neighbouring Staws berween 1 January and

31 December 1994 (“Appeals Chamber' and “Tribunal”, raspeclively),

BEING SEIZED OF the following motions filed by Hossan Ngeze in person (“NMotions™ and

“Applicant”, respeclively).

“35 Years Scepteneed Frisoner Hassan Nieze's Molion Secking Clarification Defore (pe
Appeals Chamber Regarding What Would Be the Fate of His Case, in Case It [s Admined and
Re-Considered Based on Review Process (New Facts Which Should Have Revised the Verdict,
and thy Cowld Not in Any Way Have Been Avwailable During the Trizl Phase and
Appeals’stage) at the Time the Tral Chamber Will Have Closed as It Stated in the Pregent Set
Up of Completion Stralegy, Noling that if the Review Is Granted, the Case Will Be Rescnt To s
Tiial Chamber Fort [sic] a Be-Tdal”, filed on 21 May 2008 (“Fitst Moton™;'

“Prispner Hassan Ngeze's Motion of Extrems Urgent [5ic] Seeking the Urgent Appointment by
the Regismar Counsel John Floyd I of United States of Amerea Washington DC, as Peo Bono
Counsel, to Defend My Cose Before the ICTR Tribunal, ang Request the Appeals Chamber 1o
Deal the Present Motion Alongside the Similar Previons’s Motions Filed un T Apri), and 2§™
Aprl 2008 that Were Requesting the Appointment of 8 New Defense Tearmn Under Pro-Bono
System [sic)”, Aled on 21 May 2008 (“Second Motion™);?

“Prisoner Hassan Ngeze's Motion of Extreme Urgent [sic] Asking the Appeals Chamber With
the Registrar to Remove Lthe Wond Used on Previouns Motions Regarding the Assignment of
Inhn Floyd as a Pro-Bono Coynsel and Use the Word Lawyer of Hassan Ngeze Who Will
Speak on FHis Belialf and Act us His Atlomey in Any Part of the World™, filed on 21 May 2008
("Third Motion™);

NOTING that the Prosecution did not file a response to the Motions;

NOTING that the Applicant 15 serving his sentence in the UUNDF;

" While the Muotion was received by the Unitcd Wadons Detention Fasility in Amsha Tanzenia (“UNDEF") oa 15 May
2008 it wak filed with the Begisoy of the Tribuna) on 21 hiay 2008,

? Whi'e the Motion was received by the UNDF on 16 May 2008 it was filed wilh We Registey of the Tritunal ag 21
5ay 2003
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NOTING that Mr. Dev Nath Kapoor has been pro bone Counsel for the Applicant since 25 April
2008;

CONRSIDERING that in the First Meticu the Apolicant, who submits that he is “currently under
process” of filing a motion Jor review of the Judgement rendered by the Appeals Chambar on
28 November 2007 in Ferdinand Nehimana et ol v, The Prosecutor, Case No. ICTR-99-52-A
{*Apped Judgement'™), requests that the Appeals Chamber clanify which Trnal Chamber would hear
his casc on “re-ifal” if Lhe review mation were granled, “[being] aware that, with the ¢omplelion
sategy, the ‘Lrial chamber [sic] should or might close its work by December of 2008, and the
Appeals Chamber by 20107

CONSIDERING Lhat the Applicant has not yet filed any request fon review,;
F1INDING therefare that the Applicant’s First Molion is premagire,

NOTING that in the Second Motion the Apphicant feqoests the “appoinunent™ or the “agsigiunent™
of Mr. Jobn Floyd 1N as counsel;?

CONSIDERING that a comprehensive reading of the Second Motivn and its annex shows that,
rather thon seekang the assigmment of Mr. John Flayd I as counsel nnder the legal assistance
scheme pursuant 10 Rule 45 of the Rules of Procedure and Bvidence of the Tribunal (*Rules™), the
Apphicant instead reguests the Repisrar to acknowledge the appointment of Mr. John Floyd 110 as
Lead Counscl,

CONSIDERING thas, pursuant to Rules 4(A) and 45bis of the Rules, it is the responsibility of the
Repfistrar o acknowledze receipt of the power ol altorney fled by a counsel and to verify his or her

qualification;
TINDING therefore rhat the Szeond Motion should have been addressed wo the Regisirar;

CONSIDERING that while the Third Motion relales 1o the First and Second Moticns in that it
seeks the removal of the words “pro bere counsel” from these submissions, it does not explain this

reqnest;

¥ Sce Power of Amocney of M. Dev Nath Kapoor signed tv Mr. Hassan Ngeze, 17 Apil 2004 and Statement of
Availabiliny sigmed by Mr. Dev Nath Kapoor, 25 April 20048,

* The Applicant annexes 1o his Seccrd Motion 3 power of altorney designating Mr. Jobn Floyd T as Lead Counse!
{"Power of Attorney Given to Lead Counsel Joho Flowd 1T of United State [sie] of Amarics As Lead Counsel for
Prisower Hassan Ngoze', signed by Mt Hassan MNgeze on 13 May 2008 and filed an 21 Muy 2008), The Appeals
Chamber kas rat boen irformied whetho: M, Jobn Floyd OT accepted his designalion.
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FINDING that the Third Motion does not necessitate any action on the part of the Appeals

Chamber;®
FOR TITE FOREGOIING REASONS,
DISMISSES 1he Motions,

Done i English and French, the English version being authoritative.

Done this 16% day of June 2008,
Al The Hagne, The Nethetlands,

Qlerormmnan

Fzausto Fc:cai’
Presiding Judge

[Seal of the Tribunal)

* The Aappeals Chamber notes that in the Power of Anocaey filed on 15 May 2008, the Applicanr has made a reservalion
1o (he effect that by appoining Mr. John Floyd 1 as Lead Counsel, he is “nel waiving {£15] nght to Assigned Counsel
Los'of Chirpe pursuant bo Arhele} et reg. of Ihe Directive oo the Aszignment of the Thefense Counsel [#62]".
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