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THE APPEALS CHAMBER of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Prosecution of Persons
Responsible for Genocide and Other Serious Violations of International Humanitarian Law
Committed in the Territory of Rwanda and Rwandan Citizens Responsible for Genocide and Other
Such Viplations Committed in the Temitory of Neighbouring States between 1 January and
31 December 1994 (“Appeals Chamber” and “Tribunal”, respectively);

BEING SEISED OF a motion filed by Mr. Innocent Sagahutu on 29 May 2012,'in which he
requests authorization for Mr. Wayne Jordash to address the Appeals Chamber on behalf of
Mr. Sagahutu at the appeal hearing in this case as a pro bono legal consultant;?

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

NOTING that Mr. Sagahutu has been assigned a lead counsel and a co-counsel under the

Tribunal's legal aid scheme to represent him on appea.l;EI

CONSIDERING the representation in the Motion that Mr. Sagahutu gave his informed consent to

Mr. Jordash’s appearance on his behalf;*

CONSIDERING that an accused may be assisted by a counsel on a pro bone basis provided that
the counsel files a power of attorney with the Registrar and satisfies the requirements to appear as a
defence counsel before the Tribunal set forth in Rule 44{A) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence
of the Tribunal;’

CONSIDERING that the lead counsel has the primary responsibility for the management of the
defence team,‘5 and that, according to the Motion, Mr. Jordash's function will be limited to that of a
Iegal consultant who will provide assistance to Mr. Sagahutu’s defence team on a pro bone basis,
without any financial implications for the Tribunal, and only for the purpose of advancing oral

submissions during the appeal hcaring;7

! Sagahutu Defence Request to Allow for a Legal Consultant to Appear Before the Appeals Chambers [sic] During
Appeals Hearing, 29 May 2012 (confidential) (“Motion™). A review of the relevant submissions demonastrates that the
Motion does not contain any information which warrants giving the present decision confidential status. Accordingly,
the Appeals Chamber renders this decision publicly.

2 Motion, peras. 1, 4, 10. The Appeals Chamber notes that Mr, Sagahutu was advised by the Defence Counsel
Management Section of the Tribunal to formally address his request with respect to Mr. Jordash’s assistance 1o the
Appeals Chamber. See Motion, para. 3, Annex 2.

* Letter of Appointment to Fabien Segatwa, Ref. ICTR/JUD-11-5-2, dated 15 February 2001; Letter of Appointment to
Scott Martin, Ref, ICTR/JUD-11-5-2-12-239.L'W, dated 7 March 2012.

* Motion, para. 4.

% See Jean-Bosco Barayagwiza v. The Prosecutor, Case No. ICTR-99-52A-R, Decision on Jean-Bosco Barayagwiza's
Motion of 6 March 2008, 11 April 2008, p. 4.

® See Directive,on the Assignment of Defence Counsel, 15 June 2007, Article 15(E). See also Prosecutor v. Théoneste
Bagosora et al., Case No. [CTR-98-41-T, Decision on Request for Private Represemtation of Gratien Kabiligi,
4 March 20QS, paras. &, 10.

7 See Motion, paras. 1, 4, 8-10.
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NOTING Mr. Sagahutu’s submissions that Mr. Jordash’s participation at the appeal hearing would
be beneficial for Mr. Sagahutu and would assist the Appeals Chamber in understanding the full
scope and merits of Mr. Sagahutu’s arguments on appeetl;s

FINDING, therefore, that in these circumstances, it is appropriate to authorize Mr. Jordash to
address the Appeals Chamber on behalf of Mr. Sagahutu at the appeal hearing;

FOR THE FOREGOING REASONS,

GRANTS the Motion, subject to verification by the Registrar that Mr. Jordash satisfies the
requirements to appear before the Tribunal, and DIRECTS Mr. Jordash to file a power of attorney
with the Registrar at the earliest opportunity.

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

Done this 4th day of July 2012, <\\A« AN Q\\ P NV

At The Hague, Judge Theodor Meron
The Netherlands. Presiding
[Seal of the Tribunal]

* Motion, paras. 4, 8. See also Motion, paras. 2, 5, 6.
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