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INTRODUCTION 

1. On 26 Nove 2007, the Prosecutor filed a Motion for Admission of Certain 

Materials Pursuant le 89(C) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence ("Prosecutor's 

Motion"), request Chamber to admit into evidence a total of 143 exhibits.' 

On 3 December 2 ph Nzirorera filed a response opposing the admission of a number 

of these docume i d e n ~ e , ~  while ~doua rd  Karemera requested an extension of time 

h translation of the Prosecutor's Motion became availab~e.~ On 4 

December 200 Karemera and Mathieu Ngirumpatse filed their respective 

atse objected to the admission of certain documents, whereas 

the admission of all documents on various grounds. During 

7, the Parties made additional submissions, and the Prosecutor 

TABS 7 and 84 of Annex A, as the documents had already 

December 2007, the Chamber noted that certain exhibits 

otion were not attached to it, and ordered the Prosecutor to 

delivered a preliminary oral decision ("Oral Decision") on 

ght to be admitted.' The Chamber will now provide the 

nd mle on the admission of the remaining exhibits 

er. The Chamber will also rule on the Motions of the 

Accused. 

Prosecutor's Mo ion for Admission of Certain Materials Under Rule 89(C) of the Rules of Procedure 
and Evidence, filed on 2 November 2007. Those documents were classified in three Annexes to the Motion. 
Annex A contained 114 d cuments, Annex B contained 15 documents and Annex C contained 14 documents. 

Joseph Nzirorer 's Response to Prosecutor's Second Motion to Admit Exhibits from the Bar Table, . 
3 

4 3 filed on 3 ~ e c e m b e r  200 . 
RequQte aux fins de prorogation de ddai, filed on 3 December 2007 ("~douard Karemera's Motion"). 
MCmoire en re onse Dour M. Nairum-patse sur la 'Prosecutor's Motion for Admission of Certain 

Materials under the Rule 9(C)'of the ~ u l e s  of ~iocedure and Evidence"', filed on 4 December 2007; Memoire 
compl6mentaire pour M. Ngirumpatse sur la 'Prosecutor's Motion for Admission of Certain Materials under 
Rule 89(C) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence"', filed on 4 December 2007 ("Mathieu Ngirumpatse's 
Response"); RBponse a I Reqo6t~ du Procurevr tendant i faire admettre certains documents en preuve sous le 
rCgime de 13Article 89(C) 4 December 2007 ("Edouad Karemera's Response"). 
5 The Prosecutor . ~ d o u a r d  Karemera, Mathieu Ngiruntpatse, Joseph Nzirorera ("Karemera e f  a!."), 
Case No. ICTR-98-44-T, . 4  December 2007, p. 43. 

Karemera et al., T .  5 December 2007, p. 20. 
Karemeru et a1 Oral Decision on the Prosecutor's Motion for Admission of Certain Exhibits into 

Evidence, I 5 December 2 7. 

The Prosecutor v. ~dodouor Karemera, Mathieu Ngirumpafse andfoseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 2/ 18 4 
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27 January 2000, para. 5 
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DELIBERATIONS 

Motion for Extension of Time 

2007, ~douard  Karemera requested an extension of time to respond to 

n, referring to an electronic message sent by the Prosecutor wherein an 

tion of the Prosecutor's Motion was promised. ~douard  Karemera 

tension is in the interests of the fairness of the proceedings.8 

las been seized of similar motions on various prior occasions and has 

I that the defence teams are well suited to understand filings in both 

are at liberty to choose the language of their own filings.9 Such a 

changed in relation to the defence team of ~douard  Karemera. 

has provided an extensive response to the Prosecutor's Motion, which 

aken into account. ~douard  Karemera's Motion is therefore dismissed. 

zdmission of documentary evidence 

iidence has been defined in the jurisprudence of the ICTR as including 

mnation of any kind has been re~orded". '~ This includes maps, digital 

o tapes, photographs and so forth. 

ty of evidence, including documentary evidence, is governed by Rule 

'rocedure and Evidence ("Rules") which allows the Chamber to admit 

t deems to have probative value." The probative value of a document 

ithenticity, and it is sufficient for the moving party to establish the 

nd probative value of the evidence for admission under Rule 89(c).I2 

:e requirements at this stage of the trial will not, in any case, prevent 

of the evidence where the Chamber will have to determine what 

's Motion, p. 1 
Icision accordant une prorogation de delai supplimentaire (TC), I7 May 2007, para. 
1 accordant une prorogation de delai suppl&mentaire (TC), 24 May 2007, para. 4. 
. Alfred Musema, Case No. ICTR-96-13-T, Judgement and Sentence (TC), 
'Documentary evidence consists of documents produced as evidence for evaluation 
poses of this case, the term 'document' is interpreted broadly, being understood to 
xmation of any description is recorded. This interpretation is wide enough to cover 
ting, but also maps, sketches, plans, calendars, graphs, drawings, computerized 
3, electro-mametic records, digital records, databases, sound tracks, audio-tapes, - 
ides and negatives."). 
Iecision on the Prosecution Motion for Admission Into Evidence of UNAMIR 
ber 2007. o m s .  5-7: Decision on the Jose~h Nzirorera's Motion for Admission of , .~~ 
;(TC), 28 November 2007. 
ision on Bagosora Motion to Exclude Photocopies of Agenda, 11 April 2007, para 4. 

zrenlera, Mathieu Ngirumpatse andJoseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 311 8 
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I to each piece of evidence. This Chamber has previously held that in 

evidence is relevant, the moving party must show that a connection 

Ience sought to be admitted and the proof of an allegation sufficiently 

ent.I3 To establish the probative value of the evidence, the applicant 

ience tends to prove or disprove an issue.14 

Rule 89(C) is to ensure that the Chamber is not burdened by evidence 

le showing of relevance or probative value has been made.'' While a 

ns the competence under Rule 89(D) to request verification of the 

:e obtained out of court, "to require absolute proof of a document's 

mid be admitted would be to require a far more stringent test than the 

Sub-rule 89(c)."I6 In this regard, the Chamber considers that it is now 

ients need not be recognised by a witness to be considered as having 

'1 objections arguing dubious reliability as a factor for excluding 

bers have often drawn the distinction between admissibility and the 

mtial value or weight of the document, which is to be decided by the 

; the totality of the evidence." The Chamber must, nonetheless, 

Pauline Nyiramasuhuko and ArsPne Shalom Ntahobali, Case No. ICTR-97-21- 
eals by Pauline Nylramasuhuko and Arskne Shalom Ntahobali on the "Decision on 
>eclare Parts of the Evidence of Witnesses RV and ABZ Inadmissible" (AC), 2 July 
lcfor v. Pauline Nyirammuhuko, Case No. ICTR-98-42-AR73, Decision on Pauline 
or Reconsideration (AC), 27 September 2004, para. 12; The Prorecutor v. Thionesfe 
, Aloys Mabakuze, Anntole Nsengiyumva, ("Bagosora e f  al. '3  Case No. ICTR-98- 
~ y s  Ntabakuze's Interlocutory Appeal on Questions of Law Raised by the 29 June 
ion on Motion for Exclusion of Evidence (AC), 18 September 2006, footnote 40. 
al., Decision on the Prosecution Motion for Adrmssion Into Evidence of Post-Arrest 
era and Mathieu N&mpatse CC), 2 November 2007, para. 2; Karemera e f  al., Interim 
4otion for Admission of Documents (TC), 8 August 2007, para. 7 (and cases cited 

ase No. ICTR-98-41-T, Decision on Admission of Tab 19 of Binder Produced in 
e of Witness Maxwell Nkole (TC), 13 September 2004, para. 9. 
Delalic and Delic, Case No. IT-96-21, Decision on Application of Defendant Zejnil 
Against the Decision of the Trial Chamber of 19 January 1998 for the Admissibility 
1998. 

, gcrumpatse a d  Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 4118 The Prorecutor v. ~douard~arernera,  Matilieu Y ' 

h 

Case No. IT-04-74-T, 
I %  The Prosecutor 
Evidence (AC), para. 15; 
of Prosecution Exhibits 2" 

Der:ision on Admission of Evidence (TC), 13 July 2006. 
u. Pauline Nyirarnasuhuko et a [ . ,  Case No. ICTR-98-42, Decision on Inadmissibility of 

The Prosecutor v.  Aloys Simba, Case No. ICTR-01-76-T, Decision on the Admission 
and 28 (TC), 31 January 2005, para. 12. 
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fficient indicia of reliability of the tendered document have been 

nay be considered as inadmissible where it is found to be so lacking in 

reliability, that it is not probative. l9 Indicia of reliability include: the 

rment; whether it is an original or a copy; the place from which the 

d in conjunction with its chain of custody; whether its contents are 

ridence; and the nature of the document itself, such as signatures, 

the hand~r i t i ng*~  

 amber recalls that in determining the admissibility of evidence, a 

larantee the protection of the rights of the accused as prescribed by 

le Statute. Accordingly, the Chamber has an inherent power to exclude 

ive value is substantially outweighed by its prejudicial effect or 

o ensure a fair trial.*' 

istance, the Prosecutor has argued that the admission of a document in 

; an indicium of reliability.z2 This Chamber is of the view that such an 

;eed, since the decision of one Chamber cannot bind another. 

iber has to make its own assessment of the case before it. Therefore, 

as relied only on this basis for their submission, and the Chamber has 

~y additional indicia of reliability to establish the probative value of an 

~pplication for admission.23 

pursuant to Rule 95 of the Rules, a request for admission can also be 

lent has been "obtained by methods which cast substantial doubt on its 

n such] admission is antithetical to, and would seriously damage, the 

Pauline Nyiramasuhuko et al., Case No. ICTR-98-42-AR73.2, Decision on Pauline 
n the Admissibility of Evidence (AC), 4 October 2004, para. 7; The Prosecutor v. 
da, Case No. ICTR-96-3-A, Judgement (AC), para. 33; Prosecutor r. Delalic and 
tion of Defendant Zejnil Delalic for Leave to Appeal Against the Decision of the 
y 1998 for the Admissibility of Evidence (AC), 4 March 1998. 
:cision on Admission of Tab 19 of Binder Produced in Connection with Appearance 
TC), 13 September 2004, para. 9; and Bagosora e f  a / . ,  Decision on request to Admit 
into Evidence Under Rule 89(C) (TC), 25 May 2006, para. 4 (and sources cited 

al., Decision on the Prosecution Motion for Admission Into Evidence of Post-Amst 
xera and Mathieu Ngimpatse (TC), 2 November 2007, para 3; Karernera et al., 
Aotions for Exclusion of XBM's Testimony, for Sanctions Against the Prosecution 

and for Exclusion of Outside the Scope of the Indictment (TC), 19 October 2006, para. 29; Karemera 
for Admission Into Evidence of Exhibits fiom Other Trials (TC), 30 October 

2007, para. 11 
22 33 ("The admission of this material into evidence in other trials [ . . . I  
23 

The Prosecutor v. ~ d o u a r  Karemera, Mathieu Ngirumpalse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 511 8 I 
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integrity of the p eedings".24 However, this Chamber notes that according to the 

jurisprudence of thi bunal, Rule 95 does not require automatic exclusion of all unlawfully 

obtained evidence. applying Rule 95, the Tribunal will consider "all the relevant 

circumstances and only exclude evidence if the integrity of the proceedings would 

indeed otherwise riously damaged.26 The International Criminal Tribunal for the 

") Trial Chamber in the Brdjanin case held that, when deciding on 

the exclusion of e the correct balance must be maintained between the fundamental 

the essential interests of the international community in the 

ed with serious violations of international humanitarian law."27 

12. The Cha at, in the present case and in their respective submissions, the 

xhibits violated Rule 95 of the Rules. The Prosecutor, in its 

r in anticipation of such  objection^.^^ 

13. ~douard  era challenged certain documents on the basis of Rule 95, submitting 

that documents were seized at the time of the allegedly illegal arrest of Joseph 

Nzirorera be admitted.29 ~douard  Karemera makes the same submission in 

from both Mathieu ~ ~ i n r m ~ a t s e ~ ~  and himself." He also referred 

Pauline ~ ~ i r a m a s u h u k o ~ ~  and from Jean ~ a m b a n d a ~ ~  where, 

has been produced. 

para. 62. 
28 Prosecutor's Mdion, ~ a r a s .  42 el seq. " Annex A, T A B S ~ I ~ , ' ~ ~ ,  29 and 2571268 
30 Annex A, TAB 4. 
3 1 Annex A, TABS 94, 117,118, 119. 
3 2  Annex A. TAB 3 9 and 116. " ~ n n e x  A; T A B S ~ ~ S ,  114 and 115. 

The P~.osecutor v. ~dodouar Karemera, Marhieu Ngin~mpatse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 611 8 4 



- 

Decision on the Prosecufor Motion for Admission ofcertain Exlaibitx into Evidence 25 January 2008 

14. Mathieu raised the same objection in relation to documents seized from 

certain accused when, in his view, the arrest or the seizure was illegal34 

and when the called to comment on those documents. He argued that 

of such materials should lead the Chamber to exclude 

those documents. I 

lack of detail in the submissions of 

on Rule 95 violations makes it difficult for the Chamber to assess 

Chamber also considers that whether the 

not by itself affect the reliability of any document seized 

for the Accused to show circumstances or factors 

of a document, or establish that the admission 

damage the integrity of the proceedings. 

15. Joseph Nzirorza 

home in ~ ~ n i n . ~ ~  While 

further their argumelt 

explained that the 

photograph or conte 

chain of custody; tha: 

the Trial Chamber tc 

certain documents it 

violated, and the 

violations. 

17. As to the arg ent of Ngimmpatse that the author or owner of some documents is not 

called at the bar to on them, the Chamber recalls that there is no requirement for 

documentary adduced in the presence of a witness. Moreover, the Chamber 

made by Joseph Nzirorera, and the circumstances he raised, 

not affect theprima facie reliability of the documents, and the 

not seriously damage the integrity of the trial. 

has made the same objection in relation to the material seized at his 

~douard Karemera and Mathieu Ngimmpatse have not detailed any 

in relation with Rule 95, Joseph Nzirorera has more specifically 

se,~rch of his house took place in his absence; that no inventory, report, 

lporaneous record has been produced; that there is no record of the 

the seal has been removed before any inspection, despite an order of 

the contrary; and that it took five years for the Prosecutor to return 

did not intend to use. He has concluded that his rights were seriously 

renedy should be the non admission of evidence obtained by such 

The Prosecutor v. ~douar.4 ~aremera,  Marllieu Ngirunt~atse andJoseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 711 8 
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19. The now consider each item proposed for admission in accordance with 

assigned in Annexes A, B and C of the Prosecutor's Motion. 

18. The Chamber 

the present case. 

ANNEX A 

therefore finds that the arguments based on Rule 95 cannot succeed in 

20. The Prosecut r sought the admission of 97 exhibits in Annex A. The Chamber rules 

that (i) the request i relation to two of those exhibits is moot because they were already 

admitted into evidenc ,36 and (ii) fifteen of them should be excluded, and sixty-nine admitted. 

In the present decisi n, the Chamber deems it necessary to reconsider its oral d i n g  in 

relation to two items that were admitted and one that was excluded, and the reasons will be 

provided hereinafter. 1 
Excluded exhibits 

21. In its Oral the Chamber had already excluded TABS 19, 95, 122, 129, 140, 

143, 145, 146, and 236, for reasons detailed below. The Chamber moreover 

reconsidered which are also excluded. 

22. TAB 19 is a written by Munyazesa on the organisation of civil defense. TAB 95 

is an interview rep0 ed to the Interahamwe and the M R N D .  TAB 122 is a photograph 

on ONATRACOM d TAB 234 is a video where, at one point, the prime minister 

appears with Josep ra. The Chamber considers that these five documents did not 

have sufficient indi nticity. The Chamber finds that the origin of these documents 

is doubtful, as they and bear no official stamp, seals, signatures, andlor the author 

of the document is ome of them have no indications as to the chain of custody 

andlor have been cr e events occurred and cannot be said to have probative value. 

In addition and spe regards to the video footage (TAB 234), the Chamber is not 

vided in the Prosecutor's Motion and by the appearance of 

Prosecutor has not made a pvinza facie showing of its 

at there is no mention of date or author, neither on the 

ecutor's Motion. Furthermore, the Chamber finds that 

there is no info ce and the chain of custody. Finally, the Chamber notes 

l6 TABS 7 and 84 dere  already admitted into evidence as Exhibits DNZ380 and DNZ211 

The Prosecutor v. ~douard~aremera ,  Mathieu Ngirumpatse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44T 811 8 
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that the video appears to be an extract and the Prosecutor has not indicated whether 

or who extracted the parts under TAB 234. 

23. TABS 129, 0, 143, 145 and 146 are photographs. The description provided by the 

Prosecutor in to those pictures has not been sufficient to establish their prima facie 

s to the particular counts of the indictment. Moreover, the Prosecutor 

way the contents of these photographs have been supported by other 

evidence. 

140, 143, 145 and 146, the Chamber further notes (i) that the 

indication by the that the photographs were taken in 2005 by an Office of the 

Prosecution and (ii) that there is no further information on the face of these 

evidence in the Prosecutor's Motion to support the submission 

that these photograp s are indeed of the locations they purport to depict. In addition, the 4 
Chamber is not satilfied that the Prosecutor has made a prima facie showing of their 

reliability. I - 
25. TABS 223 an 226 are maps. The Chamber considers that the arguments provided by 1 
the Prosecutor are ins fficient to establish the relevance of these documents to the indictment, 1 
particularly given th t no specific witness testimony, during which these items were used, ;i 
was referred to. ~ 
26. TABS 234 236 are videos. Besides the objections regarding their authenticity, the 

Chamber is not that the Prosecutor has shown theirprima facie relevance to charges 

alleged in the In addition and specifically in relation to TAB 236, the Chamber 

Joseph Nzirorera and the Prime Minister in exile in Zaire after the 

27. The asserts that TAB 22 is a telegram from the Ministry of Interior to all 

defence, while TAB 63 is a report on an event which occurred in 

and it is addressed to the Minister of Justice. Those two 

into evidence on the basis of the synthesis provided in the 

Motion as the documents had not yet been provided. 

of the two documents, the Chamber considers that 

bear no stamp, signature, or date and specifically 

As a consequence, the Chamber excludes 

these two items. 1 
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Admitted Exhibits 

28. In its oral dec 

33, 34, 37, 58, 65, 66, 

119, 151, 152, 153, 

174, 175, 180, 181, : 
260, 261, 262, 263, 

Moreover, TAB 5, fw  

also reconsidered the 

30. As to TAB in particular, the Chamber finds that the stamp of the Ministry of 

Defence and the of the Division Contr6le des Armes et Exploitation ("DIARME") 

are enough to this document. It appears relevant to the distribution of arms to 

to civil defence in general. 

sion, the Chamber admitted TABS 2, 3,4, 8, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18,25,29, 

72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 82, 88, 89, 90, 94, 103, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 

:54, 157, 158, 160, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 

82, 184, 187, 191, 196, 197, 227, 238, 239, 248, 250, 257, 258, 259, 

264, 265, 266, 267, 268 and 276, for the reasons developed below. 

which the Chamber reserved its ruling, is now admitted. The Chamber 

admission of TAB 45, which was previously excluded. 

29. TABS 2, 3, 

including mission 

certificates and attes 

Bagosora. TABS 58, 

Interahantwe related 

Ngimmpatse, ~douard  

stamps andor signatures 

signed by the Accuted, 

addition, a number o c  

bear the logo of the 

generated material, 

considers that the 

reliability for an 

31. TAB 45, rela to unpaid military contracts and civil defence, was excluded in the 

oral ruling. reviewed the document again, the Chamber finds that it actually 

and is relevant to military purchase during the genocide and 

now admitted into evidence. 

4,  5, 8, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 25 are documents related to civil defense 

repxts and order, letters and correspondences. TABS 29, 33, 34 and 37 are 

ations of transport and transfer of arms and ammunitions to Colonel 

65, 66, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 82: 88, 89, 90, 94 and 103 are MRND andlor 

documents, such as letters, reports and press releases signed by Mathieu 

Karemera and other officials. These documents bear dates, official 

that support their authenticity. Some of the documents have been 

and the Prosecutor has indicated where they were obtained. In 

these documents, particularly the receipts for weapons purchases, (i) 

company and the signature of its financial director, andlor (ii) are UN- 

which is self-authenticating. In those circumstances, the Chamber 

Prosecutor has provided sufficient grounds to establish their indicia of 

admission. 

32. TABS 114, 116, 117, 118 and 119 are the diaries of Jean Kambanda, Pauline 

hryiramasuhuko and Karemera. The Chamber considers that they appearprimafacie 

authentic and the Pr has indicated that they were seized following the arrest of each 

The Prosecutor v.  ~dououar Karemera, Mathieu .V@rumpatse and Joreph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 1011 8 1 
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of those three ~ c c u s h .  The Chamber recalls that it has previously rejected the application of 

Rule 95 to exclude t ese items. Moreover, these diaries are relevant to the role of ~douard  i 
Karemera and his va ous locations during the events in question and during the functioning Ili 
of the interim govern ent. t 
33. TABS 151, 1 2, 153, 154, 157, 158, 160, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167,168, 169, 170, 171, 

172, 174, 175, 180, 81, 182, 184, 187, 191, 196 and 197 are Radio Television Libre des 

Milles Collines ("R L M )  and/or Radio Rwanda broadcasts and, as such, they are self- 

authenticating. More ver, the Chamber notes that some of these materials were issued by the I 
Ministry of Inform hon and as such provided sufficient indicia of their source and 4. 
authenticity for the hreshold of admission. These documents are relevant to the general i 
context of the events and the counts of genocide, conspiracy to commit genocide and direct 4 
and public incitement to commit genocide, as some of them show speeches of the accused 

during rallies. The ~bamber  recalls its Oral Decision in which it ordered the Prosecutor to 

highlight the relevant portions of the transcripts contained in these TABS~' and notes that the 

Prosecutor complied ith this order by filing the materials on 19 December 2007.~' I 
34. Some items 04 the Prosecutor's list were already partially admitted in the instant case. 

These are TABS 154  154, 164, 166, 168, 169, 171, 172, 181, 182 and 1 8 4 . ~ ~  As such, the 

Chamber had already made an assessment of the admissibility requirements. At this stage, the 

Chamber considers it appropriate to admit these items in their entirety 

35. TABS 227, 38 and 239 are audioivideo material constituting contemporaneous 

recording of events r which the Prosecutor has indicated the sources, namely Insight News 

Television Limited a d France 3. In addition, TAB 238 shows one of the Accused, Mathieu ! 
Ngimmpatse, at an MRND rally with Kajuga in 1992. The Chamber considers these 

documents relevant they depict violence and killings in Rwanda, which are related to the + 
issue of whether the+ was knowledge of the killings on the part of the government, andlor 

whether the relevant uthonties exercised control. However, the Chamber will disregard any I . .  
by the journalists. 

and Annexes (hard copy), filed on 19 December 2007. 
TAB 154 was partially admitted as Exhibits PI4 and 

172 was partially admitted as Exhibits 
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36. TABS 248 250 are statements by Colonel Theoneste Bagosora regarding the 

Interim its functioning. The Chamber is of the view that these documents are 

as they are dated and bear the signature of Theoneste Bagosora. 

as they show Colonel Bagosora describing the three defendants 

as to who would be part of the interim government. 

37. TABS 257, 259, 260,261,262, 263,264 and 265 are passports issued to Joseph 

Nzirorera and The Chamber is satisfied that the Prosecutor has made apriina facie 

of these items. They bear official stamps and handwriting, and 

source. In this regard, the Chamber is mindful of the fact 

TABS 260 and 261 are false passports. However, the 

does not affect whether the items are prima facie 

Rather, the veracity of the passport will 

at a later stage in the proceedings. 

of unlawful arrest and seizure. 

38. TABS 266, and 268 are, respectively, a document showing the properties 

belonging to Joseph family and letters by Joseph Nzirorera requesting political 

asylum in Zaire and Chamber is srttisfied that the Prosecutor has made a prima 

facie showing as to and relevance of these items. They are dated and they 

bear the signature of Nzirorera. In addition, the Prosecutor has explained 

the source of these in which they were obtained following the 

seizure of Joseph these documents provide relevant information 

about the Accused. 

ANNEX B 

39. TAB 276 is a 

Karemera in Octobe 

previously admitted 

showing of the 

relevant to counts of 

alleged commission 

40. The hosecut r sought the admission of 15 exhibits in Annex B. The Chamber finds 

for reasons develope below that seven of them should be excluded while eight should be 

admitted. I 

transcript of a video by the RTLM of a speech delivered by ~douard  

1993. The Chamber notes that this item is an extract of an exhibit 

n the present case and it is therefore satisfied as to the prima facie 

authenticity of the document. The Chamber also considers that this item is 

.:he indictment, as it shows a speech delivered by the Accused before the 

qf the crimes. 
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Excluded exhibits 

41. The docume s excluded are TABS 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 15, for which the 

Chamber gives its re oning below ? 
42. T A B 8 c  RTLM radio broadcast tapes. TAB 9 is a report of the International 

Commission of ation on Human Rights Violations. TABS 10 and 11 are reports of 

commissions of and TAB 12 is a Human Rights Watch report. TABS 9 to 12 are 

dated between June 1993. TABS 13 and 15, are reports of the UN Commission on 

1995 and January 1996, respectively. The Prosecutor submits the 

ding of prima facie authenticity for these TABS: TAB 8 was 

ther trials.40 TAB 9 is a self authenticating UN document4', TABS 

m the former government material which were preserved and 

ndan TABS 13 and 15 are UN documents which 

e found to be self-authenticatingd3 and TAB 12 is similar to a 

its that TAB 8 is relevant to the origin of the radio broadcast 

mporaneous documents of the events46 and TABS 13 and 15 

odology of the genocide.47 All three Accused object on 

and relevance.48 

43. The that these documents are authentic because they are either UN 

that bear the logo of their institution, or because in some other 

bear seal and stamps. As to TAB 8 in particular, it appears 

from OTP. However, in determining the admissibility of 

assess their relevance and determine whether they have 

any probative value. 

the view that the admission into evidence of some of these items in 

any probative value or relevance to the instant case. Moreover, as 

40 Prosecutor's Motion, 
41 P~osecutor's Motion, 
42 Prosecutor's 
41 Prosecutor's Motion, 
14 P~osecutor's Motlion, 
41 Prosecutor's Motlion, 
46 Prosecutor's Motlion, 
47 Prosecutor's Mo 
48 ~doua rd  Karem 
Response, para. l I 9  

para. 33. 
para. 16. 

Motion, para. 26. 
para. 15. 
para. 20. 
Annex B, TAB 8. 
Annex B, TABS 9, 10, 11, 12. 

ion, Annex B, TABS 13, 15. 
ra's Response, p. 5; Mathieu Ngirumpatse's Response, para. 27; Joseph Nzirorera's 
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graph 10, the Chamber is not bound by the assessment made by the 

45. TheCha of the view that TABS 13 and 15 are after-the-fact reports and as 

such should no itted. For TABS 9, 10, 11 and 12 the method of enquiry used to 

t clear as the Prosecutor failed to provide any explanation of its 

affects the probative value of these documents. 

Admitted exhibits 

uments are admitted on the basis of their authenticity or the 

e or chain of custody, and their relevance and probative value. 

BS 3, 6,  7, 14 are, respectively: a list of delegates at a summit of 

nity ("OAU"), a memorandum of the US Department of State 

f delegates at a session of the OAU Council of Ministers, and 

uman Rights dated 28 June 1994. 

hamber rejected the objection of ~douard  Karemera that the 

t provided.49 The Chamber also rejected the objections of 

secutor did not show the probative value and origin of the 

sfied that these documents bear indicia of authenticity as 

eader of the Organisation for African Unity or originate 

or the United Nations. Their probative value is based on 

gimmpatse in the Interim government in 1994, and the 

The report of the Commission on Human Rights, in 

the events and provides for an insight of the situation in 

Rwanda in June 199 

e TABS 1, 2, 4 and 5 which are: a notebook of Jean 

t, a summary of Karemera's book Le drame rwandais, a 

ationale from April 1994 and a press report from the 

ground that the search and seizure reports for these 

documents are not official and that their source is 
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not indicated." ieu Ngimmpatse objects on the ground of lack of authenticity and 

identification of on their probative value and on the comments made on them by 

the  rosec cut or.^^ objects on the grounds of lack of relevance and probative 

value of the 

51. The Chambe recalls having already dismissed the arguments about the alleged 

illegality of the of the Accused or the seizure of the documents. 

52. The that these documents are sufficiently authentic as the chain of 

origin. They were seized directly after the arrest of Kambanda 

or contain an authentic summary of a book written by an 

indicated on some of these documents what allows to 

bear the copyright of a newspaper. 

53. The Chamb also finds that these documents are relevant as they are 

contemporaneous the events or reflecting on the role of the accused. 

54. In relation 2, the Chamber rejected the summary of ~douard  Karemera's 

book, and ordered to submit the book in its entirety, with the relevant passages 

highlighted, period specified by the Chamber during the trial on 5 

with this request on 19 December 2007.'~ 

1 ANNEX C 

55. The sought to admit into evidence 13 documents as presented in Annex C 

Decision, the Chamber ruled that 2 of them would be excluded and 

reasoning is further detailed in the following  section^.'^ 

Excluded exhibits 

56. TABS M an N are a final judgement of the Canadian Supreme Court concerning 

Lion Mugesera and 4 letter from de Bekker to Mathieu Ngirumpatse dated 24 January 1993. 

51 

12 

13 

54 et al., Oral Decision on the Prosecutor's 

55 Chamber 111 Oral 
Annexes (hard copy) 

Exhibits into Evidence, 5 
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57. The Prosecu r submits that these items are authentic on the basis that they were 

admitted into evide ce in other trials, are self-authenticating or were received from 

Ms. Alison des Forg s." They would be relevant to the charge of conspiracy to commit 

genocide and the role of the Accused. i 
58. The finds that the judgement of the Canadian Supreme Court is self- 

letter from de Bekker appears to be authentic as it hears the signature 

r, these documents are found to be lacking relevance and probative 

failed to show the relevance of the judgement in the present case, 

be linked to the Indictment. Moreover, the fact that a judgement 

supreme jurisdiction does not indicate that it has probative value in 

to the letter, which reports the behaviour of the interahamwe, the 

Prosecutor did not show how it is relevant to the case or can be 

60. In its Oral De ision, the Chamber rejected the objections of Mathieu Ngirumpatse that 

those documents wer not relevant and that in any event their authenticity was doubtful. The 

Chamber also rejec d the objections of Joseph Nzirorera that Annex C provides no 

documentation on the source of the documents. I 
Admitted exhibits 

59. TABS G and . 

("BBTG"). TABS J, 

BBTG. 

61. These provided sufficient indicia of their source and authenticity for the 

they are dated and bear the signature of the Prime Minister, as 

MRND and the Prime Minister's Cabinet. They address the 

BBTG pursuant to the Arusha Accords and are therefore 

issue to the count of conspiracy to commit genocide. 

are press releases related to the Broad-Based Transitional Government 

K and L are letters addressing the difficulties in implementing the 

62. TABS A, B, D and E are minutes of meetings of the Comiti militaire de crise in 

April 1994 where M D leaders were present. TAB H is a letter from government ministers 

to the Prime dated January 1994 regarding the difficulties in implementing the 

BBTG. 

57 Prosecutor's ~ o { i o n ,  para. 33 
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25 January ZOO8 Decision on the Prosecutor 

63. In its Oral D admitted these documents. In doing so, it rejected 

the objections of Ngimmpatse that there was insufficient information as to the 

source of the some of the notes are incomplete and were taken on the field in 

the authenticity of the radio broadca~ts.~' It also rejected the 

that there was no information on their source and that they 

one week before the closing of the Prosecutor's case.59 

s Motion for Admission oJCenain Exhibits info Evrdence 

FOR THE ABOVE ASONS, THE CHAMBER, 1. 

64. TAB F, whic'l 

recollection, transcription 

considers that these 

reiterates that it will 

TAB H, it is forma1l.q 

151) and as it origina:es 

the events of 7 - 9 

1994. 

In accordance with it Oral Decision of 5 December 2007, 4 

is signed by Mr. Andri Guichaoua, explains the source, methods of 

and chain of custody of TABS A to E. Therefore, the Chamber 

cocuments pass the threshold of authenticity for admission. However, it 

:;till have to consider the weight of such evidence at a later stage. As to 

required as a transcription of radio broadcasts admitted above (TAB 

from RTLM, it is self-authenticating. The documents are relevant to 

Axil  1994 that led to the formation of the Interim government of 8 April 

11. ADMITS int evidence TABS 2, 3 ,4 ,  5, 8, 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 25, 29, 33, 34, 37, 45, 

58, 65, 66, 72, 73, 74 75, 76, 82, 88, 89, 90,94, 103, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 151, 152, 

153, 154, 157, 158, 60, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 174, 175, 180, 

181, 182, 184, 187, 91, 196, 197, 227, 238, 239, 248, 250, 257, 258, 259, 260, 261, 262, 

263,264,265,266,2 7, 268,276 of Annex A, and TABS l , 2 ,  3 ,4,  5,6,  7 and 14 of Annex 

B, and Items A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L of Annex C of the Prosecutor's Motion; ! 
I. GRANTS, in 

from other trials; 

111. ORDERS the reconsideration of the Oral decision of 5 December 2007, in relation to 

Items 22 and 63, whi h are now excluded, and of Item 45, which is now admitted; 4 

part, the Prosecutor's Motion to admit into evidence certain exhibits 

IV. REQUESTS he Registrar to assign these documents an exhibit number in the instant 

case; t 
18 atse's Response, para. 29. 
59 s Response, paras. 121-124 
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V. DECLARES moot the Prosecutor's Motion as to TABS 7 m d  84 of Annex A; and 

VI. DENIES the as to the admission into evidence of TABS 15, 22, 63, 95, 122, 

125, 140, 143, 145, 1 of Annex A, TABS 8, 5, 10, 11, 12,13 and 15 of 

Ann x B; and TABS the Prosecutor's Motion. 

Judge 
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Annex to the Decision on the Prosecutor's Motion of 26 November 2007 for Admission 
of Certain Exhibits Into Evidence, 25 January 2008. 

This Annex deals with the three annexes attached to the Prosecutor's Motion and presenting the documents to be tendered into 
evidence. The table below recollects all the documents requested to be admitted and indicates the ruling and reasoning of the Chamber 
for each of them. 

ANNEX A OF THE PROSECUTOR'S MOTION 

Tab. Ruling 

2 Admitted 
3 Admitted 

Reasc 
Authenticity 

Document seized from Kambanda following his arrest 
Official stamp of the Ministry of Defence, signature of 

4 Admitted 
the author 

UN document, self-authenticating 

I I 

I -. 
1 1 AJmltted I Signature of Ldouard Karcmcra. obtained from KPI; 

5 Admitted* 

7 Already 
admitted 

8 Admitted* 

RelevanceProbative value 
Count of conspiracy to commit genocide. Civil defence 

General background of the case 

Stamp of the Ministry of Defence and signature 

Official stamp of the Ministry of Defence, signature of its 
author 

Understanding of the Karemera book. 
Definition of the enemy by the army. Conspiracy to 

commit genocide. Creation of the civil defence 
Distribution of anns to civilians in various areas. Civil 

defence 

General background of the case. 
Reference to a need to train locals in Gisenyi, and to 
the distribution of 900 weapons and 54000 bullets, 

possibly relevant to conspiracy 
Widespread killings in Ruhengeri and Gisenyi. Youths 

The ruling on this item had been reserved in the oral rnling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 
The ruling on this item had been resewed in the oral rnling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 
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Secretariat given training and weapons. Counts of genocide 

16 Admitted Official stamp and signature 
17 Admitted Official stamp and signature 
18 Admitted Date and signature 
19 Excluded Lack of authenticity: doubt as to the author. handwritten 

Civil defence. Count of genocide 
Civil defence. Count of genocide 

Relevant to support given to army training 

LUIIL P 
22 ~xcluded' Lack of authenticity: no stamp, signature or date 
25 Admitted Logo, signature and date 

12 Admitted Date and signature of its authors 

Civil defence. Count of genocide 

I I I 

unknown 
Sirnature 

Civil defence. Count of genocide 

29 Admitted Signature and date 

33 Admitted Signature and seal 
34 Admitted Signature and seal 
37 Admitted Signature 
45 ~dmitted'  Seal, stamps and signature 

58 Admitted Date and signatures 
63 ~ x c l u d e d ~  Lack of authenticity: no signature, stamp, date, author 

I I 

66 / Admitted I Signature and stamp 

It suggests an arms purchase in South Africa by Joseph 
Nzirorera for the government. Relevant to the count of 

genocide. 
Civil defence. Contemporary to events 
Civil defence. Contemporary to events 
Civil defence. Contemporary to events 

Showing military purchase during the genocide, count 
of genocide 

Count of conspiracy to commit genocide 

I It shows an association of Mathieu N~irumuatse with ., 
the President, and the use of military intelligence. 

Count of conspiracy to commit genocide 
Reaction of MDR to Interahamwe killings, count of 

' This document was initially admitted. The Chamber reconsiders its decision, and herein excluded the document for the reasons stated in this Decision. 
This document was initially excluded. The Chamber reconsiders its decision, and herein admitted the document for the reasons stated in this Decision. 
This document was initially admitted. The Chamber reconsiders its decision, and herein excluded the document for the reasons stated in this Decision. 
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Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Already 
admltted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 

Signature 1 
Date and signature / 

Stamp and signature I 
Stamp and signature 

Signatures, obtained from RPF Secretariat / 
Signatures, obtained from RPF Secretariat 

- 

renseignements et de la sCret6 )) 

Power sharing proposal of MRND, count of conspiracy 
Power sharing proposal of MRND, count of conspiracy 
Power sharing proposal of MRND, count of conspiracy 
Power sharing proposal of MRND, count of conspiracy 
Power sharing proposal of MRND, count of conspiracy 
Power sharing proposal of MRND, count of conspiracy 

Official stamp and signature 
Official stamp and signature 

Belgian files, obtained from <( Service g6nhal des 
count of conspiracy 

Excluded 1 Lack of authenticity: after-the-facts report, no signature / 

Activity of Interahamwe in Kigali, count of conspiracy 
Activity of Inlerahamwe in Kigali, count of conspiracy 

Belgian assessment of the menace of Interahamwe, 

Admitted I Seal, stamp and signature 

Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 

Admitted 

Admitted 

f ie  Prosecutor v. Bdouard Karemera. Mathieu Ngirumuatse and Jose~h  Nzirorera. Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 

Admitted I Signature 

Methods used in cabinet meetings by the Prime 

Excluded 

Excluded 

Karemera's control over MRND 

Seized following Kambanda's arrest 
Seized following Kambanda's arrest 

Seized following Pauline Nyiramasuhuko's arrest -- 
Seized following Edouard Karemera's arrest 

Seized following Edouard Karemera's arrest 

Seized following ~doua rd  Karemera's arrest 

Minister 
Functioning of the government during the genocide 
Functioning of the government during the genocide 

Role and location of Edouard Karemera during the 
events 

Role and location of ~doua rd  Karemera during the 
events 

Role and location of Edouard Karemera during the 

Lack of authenticity: no date, no corroborating evidence, 
no indication of the chain of custody or author of 

photographs 
Logo and chain of custody identified 

events 

Lack of relevance: Prosecution did not link this 
document to any particular count in the Indictment 
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pictures are indeed what they to depict 
Excluded I Lack of authenticity: no supporting evidence or I Lack of relevance: insufficient showing of relevance 

Excluded 

information on the pictures 
Excluded I Lack of authenticity: no supporting evidence or / Lack of relevance: insufficient showing of relevance 

information on the pictures 

Lack of authenticity: no corroborating evidence or 
information on the pictures, while nothing shows that the 

information on the pictures 
Admitted I Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating ( Collaboration between MRND and RTLM, count of 

Lack of relevance: insufficient showing of relevance 
Probative value: no witness testified 

conspiracy 
Admitted 1 Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating / Speeches of the Accused and others at a rally. Counts 

of conspiracy and incitement 
Admitted I Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating I Collaboration between MRND and RTLM, count of 

Admitted 

Admitted 
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Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 

Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 

Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 

conspiracy 
Speeches of the Accused and others at a rally. Counts 

of conspiracy and incitement 
Collaboration between MRND and RTLM, count of 

Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 

conspiracy 
Historical background to commencement of genocide 

Count of genocide 
Count of genocide 
Count of genocide 

General context of the events 
Count of genocide 

General context of the events 
Count of genocide 
Count of genocide 

General context of the events 
lncitement speeches. General context of the events 
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Excluded 1 

Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Adm~tted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Admitted 
Excluded 

other evidence 
UN document, self-authenticating 

Source identified, RTLM. self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, KI'LM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 
Source identified, RTLM, self-authenticating 

Map created by ICTR investigators, not corroborated by 

. .. . 

~dniitted . 1 Source identified. .. . BBC', self-authcntic~~ig . . .  

I 

Admitted Source identified, France 3, self-authenticating 

Admitted 

Signature and date 

Source identified, Insight News Television Limited, self- 
authenticating 

Admitted I Signature and date 
Admitted 1 Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 

following Nzirorera's arrest 

Government control. General context of the events 
pp~~ 

General context of the events 
General context of the events 
General context of the events 

Count of genocide 
Count of genocide 

(icncral . - context . . . . -. of the . e\,ents - . . . . 
. . . . . . . -- 

C;i.ncral context ol the events 
General context of the events 
General context of the events 
General context of the events 

Lack of relevance: no link to the Indictment 

Lack of relevance: no link to the Indictment 
.. . 

Rccollcction of what happened during the events . . 

Lack of relevance: this video depicting Nzirorera and 
the Prime Minister in Zaire in exile after the events is 

not relevant to the charges in the Ind~ctment - -. . . - - . - - - 
Rccollccuon of what happened dunng the events 

Count of genocide. ~ h o w s ~ a t h i e u  ~girumpatse at a 
rally in Kajugc 

Rccollcction or  what happcncd during the events. 
Count of genocide 

Functioning of the Interim government. Count of 
conspiracy to commit genocide 

Role of the accused in the Interim government 
Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and 

potentially fake passports 
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258 Admitted Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
following Nzirorera's arrest 

Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
following ~zirorera ' i  arrest 

Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
following ~zirorera ' i  arrest 

Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
foiiowing Nzirorera's arrest 

Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
following Nzirorera's arrest 

Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
following Nzirorera's arrest 

Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
following Nzirorera's arrest 

Official passport, number, stamps and seal, seized 
following Nzirorera's arrest 

Signature and date, circumstances in which it was 
obtained, seized following Nzirorera's arrest 

Signature and date, circumstances in which it was 
obtained, seized following Nzirorera's arrest 

Signature and date, circumstances in which it was - 
obtained, scizcd following -- N~irorera's arrest 

Transcript oividco from RTL-M, self-a~rthcnticating 

ANNEX B OF THE PROSECUT( 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and I 
potentially fake passports 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and 
potentially fake passports 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and - 
potentially fake 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and - - 
potentiany fX~e passports 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and 
potentially fake passports 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and 
potentially fake passports 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and 
potentially fake passports 

Shows movement of Nzirorera during the genocide and - 
potentially fake passp& 

Details about Joseph Nzirorera 

Information about Joseph Nzirorera 

Information about Joseph Nzirorera I 
Shows speech delivered before the commission of the 

alleged crimes. Counts in the Indictment 

R'S MOTION 

1 ( Admitted 

The Prosecutor v. ~douard  ~aremera ,  Mathieu Ngirumpatse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 
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Seized following Kambanda's arrest I Functioning of government during genocide and role of 
I 1 the accused 

2 1 Admitted I Originates from the OTP, source and date indicated 1 Contemporary to events, general background 
, . 
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1 3 1  Admitted 
organization for ~ f r i c a n i n i t y  assembly 
Stamp and letterhead, originates from the - 

government 

5 

6 

Role of Mathieu Ngirumoatse in the Interim 

t . .- . . . . -. . . . . . . 
T cnr, c o ~ m s  wirli- 

4 1 Admitted 

Admitted 

Admitted 

7 Admirtcd Stamp and lcttcrhcad originates from the 

8 

9 

10 

11 

Role of Marhicu Ngirunlpatsc in thc lntcrirn 

12 

13 

Source, author and date indicated 

Copyright of a newspaper 

Originates from the US Department of State 

Excluded 

Excluded 

Excluded 

Excluded 

14 / Admitted 

The Prosecutor v. ~douard  Karemeru, Muthieu Ngimmputse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 719 .A  

Role of Mathieu Ngirumpatse in the Interim 
government 

Role of Mathieu Ngirumpatse in the Interim 
government, contemporaneous with the events 

Role of Mathieu Ngirumpatse in the Interim 

Excluded 

Excluded 

15 

Organization for African Unity assembly 
Originates from OTP 

Official report, logo of the institution 

Signature 

Seal and stamp 

Originates from UN, self-authenticating 

government 
Lack of relevance: list of radio broadcast tapes, no 

relevance to the Indictment 
Lack of probative value: the method of enquiry used to 

produce the reports is not clear 
Lack of probative value: the method of enquiry used to 

produce the reports is not clear 
Lack of probative value: the method of enquiry used to 

Official report, logo of the institution 

Originates from UN, self-authenticating 

Role of Mathieu Ngirumpatse in the Interim 

Excluded 

produce the reports is not clear 
Lack of probative value: the method of enquiry used to 

produce the reports is not clear 
Lack of probative value: after-the-facts report, relating 
to the conduct of human rights operations deployed in 

Rwanda and the situation in 1995 and not to the 

Originates from UN, self-authenticating 
government 

Lack of probative value: after-the-facts report, relating 
to the conduct of human rights operations deployed in 

Rwanda and the situation in 1995 and not to the 
methodology of the genocide 
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I I I 

ANNEX C OF THE PROSECUTOR'S MOTION 

A I Admitted* 

Government 
n I * .  - * I 
L I xullntted 

Government 
Chain of custody clearly identified 

B 1 Admitted* 

Appreciation of the formation of the Interim 

Government 

Chain of custody clearly identified 

D I Admitted' 
Government 

Appreciation of the formation of the Interim 

E 1 Admitted' 
Government 

Government 
Count of conspiracy to commit genocide and the 
implementation of the Broad Based Transitional 

Chain of custody clearly identified 

F 1 Admitted' 

G 

Appreciation of the formation of the Interim 

Chain of custody clearly identified Appreciation of the formation of the Interim 

Attestation of An&& ~uichaoua, signed 

Admitted 

Government (BBTG) 

' The ruling on this item had been reserved in the oral ruling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 
' The ruling on this item had been reserved in the oral ruling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 

The ruling on this item had been reserved in the oral ruling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 
The ruling on this item had been reserved in the oral ruling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 
The d i n g  on this item had been reserved in the oral ruling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 
The ruling on this item had been reserved in the oral ruling of the Chamber and was made in this Decision. 

Appreciation of the formation of the Interim 

Official stamp and signature 

H 1 Admitted 

I 

J 

The Prosecutor v. ~clouard ~aremera, Mathieu Ngirumpatse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 

Originates from RTLM, self-authenticating ( Events of 7 - 9April 1994 that led to the formation of 

Admitted 

Admitted 

Date and signature 

Official stamp 

the Interim government 
Count of conspiracy to commit genocide and the 

implementation of the BBTG 
Count of conspiracy to commit genocide and the 

implementation of the BBTG 
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I K ~  Admitted Official stamp Count of conspiracy to commit genocide and the 
impierneitation of ~ ~ ~ B B T G  

1 Count of conspiracy to commit genocide and the L I Admitted Official stamp 

M 

I I I 

The Prosecutor v. ~douard Karemera, Mathieu Ngirumpatse and Joseph Nzirorera, Case No. ICTR-98-44-T 

Excluded 

Excluded - Signature I Lack of relevan 
Interahamwe, not linked to particular counts of the 

Lndictment or any of the accused 

Canadian Supreme Court judgment, self- 
authenticating 

implemekation of ~ ~ ~ B B T G  
Lack of relevance: not linked to the case 

Lack of probative value: no probative value inferred 
from the fact that it is a national Supreme Court 
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