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THE APPEALS CHAMllER uf !he Internationcl Cri,nina'. Tribunal for the Prosecu'.ion of Persons 

Respons1t,;~ for Genocide and Otlla Serious Violallons of International Humar.itanan Law 

Conunm.CC in the Territory of Rwanda anG Rwandan Cib;;ns Responsible for Ge;mcidc and 0th.er 

Such Yiulanons Co!T'.mitted in the Territory of Keighbouri11r, States berween 1 January and 

31 December 1994 ("Appeals Chamber'' and ''Tribun~!", respectively), 

BEING SEIZED OF the following motiGns filed by Hassan Ngeze in person (";\fotions" and 

"Applicant", respectively): 

"35 Years Scc!)trnced Prisoner Hassan Ngeze's Motion Seeking Clarification Before the 

Appeals Chambe.r Regarding What Would Be the Fate of His Case, in Case It ls Admitted and 

Re-Conside1ed Based on Review Process (New Facts 'Which Should Have Revised the Verdict, 

and that Could Kot in Any Way Have Been Available, During the Trial Phase and 

Appeals'stage) at the Time the Trial Cbillilber Will Have Closed as It Stated in the Pi:esent Set 

l;p of Completion Strategy, Noting that if the Review fa Granted, the Case Will Be Resent To a 

T1ial Chamber Fort [sic] a Re"Trial", filed on 21 May 2008 ("First Motmn");' 

"Prisoner Hassan Ngeze's Motim, of E:ureme Urgent [Sic] Seekmg the Urgent Appointment by 

the Registrar Counsel John Floyd III ofl:nited Slates of America Wa.shingl<Jn DC, as Pro Bono 

Counsel, to Odmd My Case Before the ICTR Tribunal, aud R,:queSt the Appeal, Chamber to 

Deal the Present Motion Alongside Che Similar Previous's Motic,n~ file1! on 7lh April_ and 28"' 

April 2008 that Were Requesring the Appointment of a New Defonso Team l.'nder Pro-Bono 

Syst~m !sic]", filed on 21 May 2008 ("Second "Motion");" 

"Prisoner Hassan Ngeze's Motion of E~tremr, Urgent [sic] A~king 1.hn Appeals Chamber With 

the Registrar to Re1no,·e the \Vonl Used on Prevwus Motiuru Regardinn the As,;ignnwut ui 

John Floyd as ~ Pm-Bono Counsel and Use the \liord Lawye:T of Hassan Nge;,,e Who Will 

Speak on Ilia Behalf aud Aet us His Atl.Omey m Any Part of the World", filed on 21 May 2008 

("Third Motion"); 

!'\OTING that the Prns<eeUtioo d1d not file a response to the Motions: 

~OTING that the Applicant is ~crving Ins sentence m the 1)'.'iDF: 

'Wlale tbe Mounn wa, rnteivc<I h)' !he United 1':adons D<.lenlion Fac"ility Lil AIUslla, Tan,;:mb ("UI\'DF') oo 1:i May 
2008 1! wa, filed with lhe Registry of the Tribun,J on 11 :-.1ay 2008, 
'While the Moti~n w.s re<:eived by lhe UNDF on 16 May 2008 ii wa, fileJ wiU, We Regis Uy o: !he Tri~unal ~~ Zl 
:-.1ay 2088 
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:",OTL'\'G Llrnr ]\.fr Dev Nath Kapoor has been pro bone Counsel for the Applicant since 25 April 

2008;' 

CONSIDERII\G !hat in the First ;1,:lotio11 the Ap?l:iram, who submits Lllat he is "currrntly nnder 

piocess" of fillng a rnohon :"or re~1ew of the Judgement rendered hy the Appeals Chamber on 

28 No,em1"', 2007 in Ferdinand Nohim<ma ~t ul. v. The Prosecutor, Case Xo. ICTR-99-.)2-A 

("Aµpca' Judgement"), regue,;ts tJ,at the Appeals Chamber clarify which Trial Chamber would hear 

his ca.sc on "re-trial" 1J the review motion were giantcd, "[being] awa,e that, with the completion 

stratezy, \be Trial chamber [sic] ohould Dr might do,c it,; work by D~,eemher of 2008, and the 

Appeals Chamber by 2010": 

COl'\"SJDERTI',G that th" Applic::mt has not yet filer\ any requesl fo, review; 

l•'U,,l)JNG tberP.fnre that che Applicant's First Motion is premijture; 

NOTING that in the Second Motion rhe Applicant requests the "appc,inunern" or the "assignment"' 

of Mr. John Floyd IIl as crnmsel;° 

CONSIDERIJ',;G that a comprehensive readmg of the Second Moliun and Us annex :;hows that, 

rather than seelang the assignn,enl of Mr. John Floyd ill as cm1nsel under the legal Jssistan~,e 

sehe.me, pursunnt 10 Rule 45 of tile Rules of Prc,cednre and EvidP.ncc c,f the T1ih1u,al ("Rules"), the 

Applicant instead requests the Registrar to ;,.cknowledge the appointment c,f Mr. John Flc,yd ill as 

Le~d Counsel; 

CONSIDElUNG that, pursuant to Rules 44(A) and 45bis uf the Rules, 11 is the re~ponsibility of the 

Rr,[:islrnr lo acknowledge receipl of the power of attorney filed by a counsel and ID verify his or her 

gualification; 

Fll\TJNG therefor"' rhat the Second Moll.on should have heen addressed rn the Registrar; 

CO?'ISIDERING Iha! while th~ Third Motion relates to lhP. Fir.st anct Second Motions in that it 

,eeks (he, removal oflhc word, "pro bono c(,unsel" l'rom the~e :;ubmissious, it dc,cs not cxµ!<Un this 

' Sc, Puw<c of Atto.--ney af M, _ Dev N:itb Kapuor '1j';ll«l by M,. Hass"" N~ez.e, 17 Ap,jl 2008 :md MO!emen1 of 
Avoilability signed b~ Mr. D~• No\ll K"JlOOI, ZS April 200,'L 
' The Applic,m annexes to his Seccr.d Moti04 n power or ancmey designating Mr. John FloyJ ill as Lead CO\lll<el 
(""Power of At1orn&y Given to L<,ad Counsel Johll Floyd m o'. Un.ited State [,,.c] of America As Lead Cow,sel for 
Priso,;er Hassa" Ngc.e". signecl by M, Hasso.o Ngeze on 15 May 2008 and filc<l an 21 Moy 2008). The Appeal, 
Cruimt,,, ha, nnt &o, <lMlied 'Nhdhcc Mi-. Jciliii Floyd ill accepted his desi,;na.uo, 
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FINDlJ',G that the Third Motion does not necessllalc any actim, on the part of the Appeals 

Chlllllb~r;' 

lc'OR TIIE FOllliGODIG REASONS, 

OISMISSES L'-ie Motions. 

Done i:t English and French, rhe English version being authoritauvc. 

Done this 16" day 0f June 2UOS, 
.'\I The Hague, The Nethetlands. 

Fausto Pocar 
Presiding Judge 

[Seal of the Tribunal] 
~ • TP 

' s. c'.!1, 

~ _ti' 

' The Appeal, Cha:nber nw:< 1h01 in the Power of Anome;• filed ou 15 ;\fay 2C08. the Apphc.,nr Cos rru,[lc a reservalion 
to ihe effect th01 by a~pD'..nlmg Mr John Floyd Ill as Load Counsel. he"' '"no! w01vrng {.ci,;] nght to Arngned Cmmsd 
hoc of charse p,i~uont lo Aiiicle 1 et ,eq of thO D;r.ctive oo <he As,igrune~, of the Pefenie Co.rnsel [ <ir.]'' 

16 for., 2008 




