
THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL FOR RWANDA

CASE NO. : ICTR-01-73-T
THE PROSECUTOR

CHAMBER III
OF THE TRIBUNAL


v.


PROTAIS ZIGIRANYIRAZO

THURSDAY, 22 MARCH 2007

0905H

CONTINUED TRIAL

Before the Judges:


Inés Mónica Weinberg de Roca, Presiding


Lee Gacuiga Muthoga


Khalida Rachid Khan

For the Registry:


Mr. Constant K. Hometowu


Mr. Vincent Tishekwa

For the Prosecution:


Mr. Wallace Kapaya


Mr. Sylver Ntukamazina


Ms. Gina Butler


Mr. Iskandar Ismail


Mr. Iain Morley

For the Accused Protais Zigiranyirazo:


Mr. John Philpot


Mr. Peter Zaduk

Court Reporters:


Ms. Verna Butler


Ms. Kirstin McLean

Ms. Eleanor Bastian

Ms. Leslie Todd

Ms. Donna M. Lewis


Ms. Jean Baigent
I N D E X

WITNESSES
For the Defence:
WITNESS NNN
Examination-in-chief by Mr. Zaduk (commenced in closed session)
 3
Cross-examination by Mr Morley (commenced in closed session)
27
GASPARD MUSABYIMANA

Examination-in-chief on voir dire by Mr. Philpot
65

EXHIBITS
Exhibit No. D. 71
6
Exhibit No. D. 72
20
Exhibit No. D. 73
20
Exhibit No. P. 100
63

Exhibit No. D. 74E amd D. 74F
67
P R O C E E D I N G S
MADAM PRESIDENT:

Good morning everybody.

Mr. Hometowu, could you please read the case?
MR. HOMETOWU:

Thank you, Madam President.

Trial Chamber III of the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda, composed of 

Judge Weinberg de Roca, presiding, Judge Khalida Rachid Khan and Judge Lee Muthoga, is now sitting in open session today, Thursday, the 22nd of March 2007, for the continuation of the trial in the matter of the Prosecutor v. Protais Zigiranyirazo, Case No. ICTR‑2001‑73‑T.  Thank you.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Thank you very much.

Could we have the appearances for the Prosecution, please?
MR. KAPAYA:

Good morning, Your Honours.  I am ‑‑ for the Prosecution, Wallace Kapaya, Iain Morley, Sylvain Ntakumazina, Gina Butler, Jane Mukangira and Iskander Ismail.

Thank you.
MADAM PRESIDENT:

Let's repeat the names, Wallace Kapaya.

MR. KAPAYA:

Iain Morley ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Can we give this counsel appearance slip to the court reporters, please?
MR. HOMETOWU:

Your Honours, they already have copies.
MADAM PRESIDENT:
They also have it.

MR. KAPAYA:

Do we need to repeat the names again, Your Honour?
MADAM PRESIDENT:

No, they will fill it in afterwards.

Appearances for the Defence, please.
MR. PHILPOT:

Good morning, Your Honours.  Lead counsel, John Philpot; co‑counsel Peter Zaduk; Mr. Innocent Nzabona, assistant; Ms. Nikki Palmer, assistant; Ms. Fiona Gray, intern.  Thank you.
MADAM PRESIDENT:

Thank you very much.

Good morning, Mr. Zigiranyirazo.
THE ACCUSED:

Good morning, Madam President.  Good morning, Your Honours.  I thank you.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Good morning, Mr. Witness.
THE WITNESS:

Good morning, Ms. President.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Could the witness please be sworn in?
(Declaration made by Witness NNN in English)
MADAM PRESIDENT:

Mr. Zaduk.

MR. ZADUK:

Yes, Your Honour.  At the outset, we are requesting that this witness testify in camera.  He is very concerned that details that may be revealed could have adverse consequences on him.

JUDGE KHAN:

You mean his entire testimony should be recorded in closed session?
MR. ZADUK:

Yes, Your Honour.  His relationship with a particular person will be at the root of basically every question, and I think it's impossible to proceed with any portion of his testimony in open session.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

The problem, Mr. Zaduk, arises if the witness is going to refer to facts.  If he is going to refer to his relationship with the Accused, it's one thing; but if there's going to be evidence on events, there's no check with any ‑‑ no reality check, no responsibility, for what the witness says if it's not recorded.  Nobody in the outside world can say, "Oh, no, this did not happen", or "It did happen".

MR. ZADUK:

That may be.  There is another reason, quite frankly, and I would ask that these remarks be in camera.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So let's go into closed session to discuss whether we should have the testimony in closed session.

(At this point in the proceedings, a portion of the transcript [pages 4 to 63] was extracted and sealed under separate cover, as the session was heard in camera).

(Pages 1 to 3 by Verna Butler)
MADAM PRESIDENT:

The next witness is the expert witness?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes, Your Honour. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

And the Prosecution is challenging the expertise of the witness.  

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

Yes, Madam President.  

MR. TISHEKWA:

May I call him?  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Yes, please call the witness. 

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

Madam President. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Yes, Mr. Sylver.  

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

Yes, Madam President, I was going to propose that the witness remain outside, for I and my learned friend over there to have some representations. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Wait.  Don't bring ‑‑ Mr. Vincent, can the witness please be sworn in? 

(Declaration made by Gaspard Musabyimana in French) 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Defence, do you have the identification sheet?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes, Your Honour. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Yes, Mr. Philpot.  Who is the witness?  

MR. PHILPOT:

First ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

And this is, I understand, not a protected witness. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Exactly. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So why do we have a code?  

MR. PHILPOT:

There was a code originally, and that's why my assistant put the name on there, the code on there.  But, in fact ‑‑ 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So you even gave to your expert witnesses protective measures?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Originally, we had a code for him out of habit, Your Honour. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Mr. Vincent, can the curtain please be drawn?

And, Mr. Philpot, can you please look at the other remaining witnesses, which ones should be protected and which should have the code removed.  It is not good practice to just request blanket protective measures, whether needed or not.  

MR. PHILPOT:

I fully agree, and I will certainly take care of that. 

GASPARD MUSABYIMANA,

first having been duly sworn,

testified as follows:

EXAMINATION‑IN‑CHIEF ON VOIR DIRE
BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Before we begin, Mr. Musabyimana, would you have a look at the personal information document in front of you and verify if it is exact?
A.
The personal details are accurate.  

MR. PHILPOT:

Your Honours, I have a package of documents which I would like to distribute.  Do you have the package of documents which Mr. Musabyimana entitled "Documents Concerning the Expert Gaspard Musabyimana" with you?  I have copies here which I would like to distribute to the Court and to my colleagues.  

They are separated by blue papers.  I will keep one for my client, please.  Three for the Bench and one for the Prosecutor, please.  

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

Madam President, before my learned friend continues with the examination‑in‑chief, I have certain representations to make for the Chamber. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Regarding the expertise of the witness?  

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

Yes, Madam President, regarding the expertise of this witness and also regarding what we discussed earlier on with my colleague, so that my colleague can state formally that the report on the international nature of the Rwandan conflict is not useful and cannot be used in this trial, such that if he doesn't make such a statement, then we are going to object to the use of that report, in addition to the issue pertaining to the expertise and the credentials of this witness as an expert witness, because, firstly, the report on the international nature of the Rwandan conflict has nothing to do with paragraph 3 of the indictment.  First submission. 

Submission number two:  My learned friend states that case law in this Tribunal has already ruled on the nature of the non‑international nature of the Rwandan conflict. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

I suggest we go step by step.  Before referring to the content of the expertise, the witness has to be qualified by us as an expert.

JUDGE KAHN:

Mr. Prosecutor, have you challenged the qualifications of the witness as an expert?  

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

Yes, Madam President.  In fact, we filed motions in that connection praying the Chamber to state and to decide that Mr. Musabyimana does not have expertise on the issues covered by the two reports.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

But we have to know the contents of his report before we know whether we will accept him as an expert.  

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

I'm obliged, Madam President. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

We want the Defence to explain to us who this person is and why we should consider him as an expert. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

And what subject. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

And what he is going to speak about.  We are jumping ahead.  

Mr. Vincent, the identification sheet is D. ‑‑ 

MR. TISHEKWA:

It is D. 74. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

D. 74.  

Do you have it signed from the witness?  

Mr. Witness, could you please sign the sheet, if the information is correct, and date it.  March 22.  

(Exhibit No. D. 74E and D. 74F admitted)
MADAM PRESIDENT:

So, Mr. Philpot. 

MR. PHILPOT:

I have one more sheet to distribute, which will define the scope of the expertise with exactly what the Court mentioned. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Go ahead, Mr. Philpot.  

MR. PHILPOT:

I wish to state, from the outset, that initially we had intended to have this man, hopefully, to testify on two issues.  Given the ruling of the Appeals Chamber on the internal character of the war, I wrote in my pre‑Defence brief that that part was being abandoned.  And now we are proposing this expert, this man as an expert, to testify on issues related to the public administration of Rwanda Akazu and 

Zero Network and other secret organisations in the case of Protais Zigiranyirazo and other related persons.  In this context, we will propose to the Court that this man is an expert in history, political science, and public administration with respect to Rwanda and the second republic.  

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Do you have a copy of this page, Mr. Musabyimana, that I just distributed?  

A.
Yes.

Q.
And do you have a ‑‑

A.
Yes, I have it, Counsel.  

Q.
And do you have a copy of the series of documents entitled, in English, "Documents Concerning the Expert Gaspard Musabyimana," with a list of items one to nine ?  Do you have that package, sir? 

A.
Yes.  

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

For the record, Madam President, the interpreters don't have that bundle of documents.  Thank you.  

MR. PHILPOT:

I have one spare document, if the interpreters would like a copy. 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

Actually, we would like several copies.  Thank you.  

MR. PHILPOT:

Let me ‑‑ I have two copies, I think.  

For the purposes of the Court, so you can understand, I have these documents numbered manually on the top right of each one, and I've included the English version of the curriculum vitae.  

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Mr. Musabyimana ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Mr. Philpot?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes, Your Honour. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Why are you calling this man a historian?  

MR. PHILPOT:

It's ‑‑ he has written two books on the history of Rwanda, Your Honour, and the issue of the primary qualification of this man is an expert in public administration from his practice and his writings, and a corollary part of his knowledge, Your Honour, is related to his knowledge of political science and history on which he has written extensively.  He has also written ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Don't say "extensively."  Tell us what he wrote. 

MR. PHILPOT:

He has written ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

And the dates. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes.  He has written two books about Rwandan history.  If you see in his curriculum vitae, publications, the second publication, Gaspard Musabyimana, The APR ‑‑ and I'm translating myself, Your Honours ‑‑ and Rwandan refugees in Zaire, a Genocide Denied, published by L’Harmattan in 2004.  In 2003, he's written a book called, The true nature of the RPF ‑‑ RPA/RPF.  In 2006, he's written a history book about sexual practice and rights in Rwanda, published also by L’Harmattan ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Is this ‑‑ are these publications the result of his investigations as a Defence investigator in the case of the Prosecutor versus Karemera?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Are you asking the witness or myself?  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

I'm asking, at this point, you. 

MR. PHILPOT:

No, Your Honour.  His writing and his work has been ‑‑ Mr. Musabyimana is an independent researcher who, as you will ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

In his CV, it says that he has been the investigator on the Defence team in the case of the Prosecutor versus Karemera ‑‑ 

MR. PHILPOT:

And that is ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So you are saying independent.  

MR. PHILPOT:

What I'm saying, Your Honour, is that the ‑‑ oh, independent.  He has done some work, investigative work, for this defendant which I have not asked confidential questions about, but they are fact‑related questions and not related to the global issues which we are discussing today.  I would like also to point out that, in Rwanda, he worked and wrote about public administration and will be prepared to explain to you his work in the mid 1990s.  He has also a long personal knowledge of the functioning of the Rwandan state, having been head of cabinet at the ministry of health for two years, having been chief of personnel in the intelligence department for four years ‑‑

JUDGE KHAN:

Mr. Philpot, is this the first time that he has been called to testify as an expert witness in the Tribunal?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes, Your Honour. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Mr. Philpot, forget ‑‑ forgive my lack of the French language, which of course may make me not see some of the things I might be able to see.  I'm looking at the curriculum vitae, and I'm looking at the section headed "Education."  

MR. PHILPOT:

Fine. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

And I'm trying to look at in that section for anything that would give me the ‑‑ in the pleading that the person that I'm talking about is an expert in history. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Your Honour, we are not saying that, as such, he is an expert in history.  What we are saying is he is an expert in public administration, and there are historical aspects and political science aspects raised by his writings which are complementary to his expertise in public administration.  

You will note, Your Honour, that his ‑‑ he has a diploma, it is called a DESS, from Paris, and the witness will explain to you there was a competition to enter this programme.  It's a post‑graduate programme, post master’s programme, in public administration.  And it is on this basis, plus his writing and research, that we wish to have him called as an expert to examine the issue of secret organisations and Akazu allegations and the possibility of these secret organisations controlling the Rwandan state. 

You will find out from the questioning of the expert the extensive nature of his research and his reading and research up until the very minute.  You will also find out the ‑‑ 
(Pages 64 to 70 by Leslie Todd)
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MADAM PRESIDENT:

Mr. Philpot, did the witness write anything about the Akazu that shows the research that has been done?  Because if we look at his publication, it's, Sexual Practices and Rites in Rwanda, his last publications.  Before that, The RPF -- or I don't know, "RPA and the Rwanda Refugees in Zaire, The True Nature of the RPA and RPR from Uganda to Rwanda;  Sexual Rites and Customs and Sexuality in Rwanda.  That is after the genocide."  And prior to that, Decentralised Corporations in Rwanda, and Public Administration in a Democratic State.  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes.  What I would say about that is, in particular, his research now.  He is in the process of ‑‑ (microphone not activated).

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

Counsel's microphone, please. 

MR. PHILPOT:

My microphone just went off. 

Okay.  Thank you.  He is in the process of writing a book, which is the fruit of his research on these issues.  What ‑‑ 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Which he did because of your request ‑‑ at your request for this case -- 

MR. PHILPOT:

No.  The ‑‑ 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

‑‑ because if ‑‑ 

MR. PHILPOT:

Sorry.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

I am trying to understand the process.  Has he been, first, an expert written about Akazu or              Zero Network and called as your expert, or is it the other way around?  You asked him to research this, and he is now writing a book? 

MR. PHILPOT:

The witness had already commenced this research on this part of Rwandan history.  You will note that he has a series of publications.  And it is because he was working on this area that I asked him to contribute to research ‑‑ contribute to the elucidation of these issues before this Court.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

What is the area under enquiry by us, where he would be able to help us in a way we could not help ourselves by reading and looking up the evidence?  Because we only receive expert witnesses to tell us that which we would not ordinarily understand, the Trial Court would not ‑‑ under‑appreciate without the assistance of the expert.  Which is the area that you think we will be assisted by the expert testimony that you are offering? 

MR. PHILPOT:

This writer and researcher ‑‑

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Please, please, the pause.  We don't ‑‑ probably don't have the French yet. 

MR. PHILPOT:

This writer has read almost everything that has been written about this alleged secret organisation.  He has read all the literature on both sides of the issue.  He has interviewed, I dare to ‑‑ I dare say, almost everybody who could, directly or indirectly, be related on both sides of the spectrum. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Which secret organisation?  Which one? 

MR. PHILPOT:

Well, the particular one is what some people call the Akazu. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

The Akazu is the one he has read everything on? 

MR. PHILPOT:

Your Honour, as every humble person, if you say "everything," you can certainly find a crack in it. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

No, what I am asking, Mr. Philpot, is, of course, we can read everything there is on Akazu if it is presented to us, but, you see, we don't require an expert to tell us to read another publication on this subject.  If he is going to be of assistance to us, he must be bringing in some expertise which is necessary to make us understand the evidence as triers of fact.  But if he is going to say, "I've read all there is in Akazu.  So‑and‑so has said this about Akazu.  So‑and‑so has said this about Akazu.  This other person has said this," all you have done is assisted us in reading and given us a summary, and we are not even around to seek that assistance.  

MR. PHILPOT:

May I ‑‑ 

JUDGE KHAN:

And, furthermore, where is the publication on Akazu?  Which publication are you referencing to? 

MR. PHILPOT:

I have his report, a lengthy report, which he wrote for you and filed it on August 30th.  And his book is virtually completed.  But I'd like to answer Justice Muthoga on this question.  

Your Honour, respectfully, I do not think that I can submit to you 15 books which have written about ‑‑ 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

You haven't tried. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Well ‑‑ it is not ‑‑ it is not within my purview to submit 10 or 15 books which have been written about this conflict and about this alleged Akazu and then produce arguments.  It is exactly that, Your Honour, that he can help you with.  This man is able, in a succinct manner, to explain to the Court that ‑‑ the nature of this alleged organisation.  And it goes a little bit beyond simply the Akazu because the political ‑‑ it goes to the Zero Network, the question of death squads.  And as a person who is an expert in public administration in Rwanda, I am convinced that he can, in a succinct manner, help the Court on areas which evidence cannot be fully made on an individual basis.  

And, for these reasons, I am ‑‑ I propose ‑‑ and I propose first to have a voir dire so that he can explain to you the nature of his work, since I have spoken in his place, in order that the Court can benefit from his knowledge. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Mr. Philpot, before having a voir dire, as Judge Muthoga has just explained, we need to be satisfied that there is an area which we are technically not able to apprehend without expert assistance.  

You have here a former chef de cabinet.  We have had as a previous witness a former director in the Habyarimana regime.  We have also had politicians of the opposition explaining to us both what they understand was the process of appointments and the coining of the name "Akazu."

In which way will this expert witness help us in what we would otherwise not be able to apprehend?  We would not want him to tell us what has been his information, speaking to other people, because that would be an indirect way of bringing witnesses into the procedure which have been questioned by him but cannot be cross‑examined.  

So satisfy us that we need him.  

MR. PHILPOT:

The first comment I have, you will recall on many occasions, when witnesses wanted to go beyond their immediate knowledge, they were reined in because they were not experts. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

And because it was not factual evidence.  

Now, when a witness came and told us about the coining of something which is history now or appointments in which he participated, we did certainly allow it.  What we did not allow is speculation of witnesses in areas in which they had not participated. 

MR. PHILPOT:

I am not criticising your rulings.  I am saying that a fact witness cannot go beyond the facts that he knows, whereas an expert witness can help the Court understand the issues.  I also submit ‑‑ 

JUDGE KHAN:

Mr. Philpot, in which areas do you want to assist us? 

MR. PHILPOT:

In understanding whether there was (sic) secret organisations behind the functioning of the state in the second republic, and particularly the Akazu.  And I wish ‑‑ the criteria on expert witnesses is not ‑‑ is whether he can be of some help to you, not that you cannot do it without him, but, rather, whether he can be of some help to you.  

And I propose ‑‑ I have brought the decision of Trial Chamber I on the motion for the exclusion of expert witness, statement of Phillip Reyntjens which I can distribute to the Court and to the Prosecutor ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Before you do that, just answer Judge Khan's question.  Start there. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Fine.  This man, based on his research as a historian, a writer, an expert in public administration, an expert on the independence of public administration ‑‑ because he was ‑‑ he wrote a paper about that in 1993 ‑‑ is able to help the Court understand whether there was such an organisation as Akazu. 

JUDGE KHAN:

Mr. Philpot, do you think that only writing a paper would be enough to qualify him as an expert in an area in which he wrote some article? 

MR. PHILPOT:

Writing a paper alone is not enough, no.  But you are talking to a researcher, an author of three books, a person who ‑‑ 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Let's ‑‑ the three books are another subject. 

MR. PHILPOT:

They are related to Rwandan politics and attest to his qualities as a historian, as a political writer, his capacity of research.  And, if the Court so permits, we can explain the nature of his research.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Mr. Philpot, now I still am a little perplexed at what it is you are offering expert testimony on.  If it is an issue of the operation of the Akazu, please say so, so we see whether it is an issue which is ‑‑ which is for determination before us.  If it is an issue and the character of the Zero Network, please say so, so that we know whether it is something that is relevant to what we are doing or not.  

If it is the death squad, please show us that, yes, there is ‑‑ there is something about death squads which you would not be able to understand without the help of an expert in death squads, and this gentleman is an expert in death squads in this way or that way.  

Because I have quickly looked through the biographies that you have have provided as a set of articles, and I really don't as yet see where they come in on our case.  They may, of course, as I said, recognising that my French is not ‑‑ is not very good, they may well have something which I haven't seen.  Your assistance would be to make me see that which I haven't seen, which I have missed by looking through this report and this curriculum vitae.  

Particularly, I would like to see how ‑‑ where the curriculum vitae reflects the expertise that is due to come. 

MR. PHILPOT:

May I just clarify your ‑‑ your question, Your Honour?  I understand the first part of your question was how this man's report can have an effect on an issue which you have to determine.  Is that correct? 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Yes.  In what way ‑‑ what he might ‑‑ he will tell us would help us understand an issue which we ‑‑ which we have to determine. 

MR. PHILPOT:

I will answer that.  Article ‑‑ paragraph 3 of the indictment speaks of the extensive formal, informal power of the group around President Habyarimana, of which my client was, in some way, allegedly the most important figure.  Different witnesses, Witness ON, who testified under his own name, I hesitate to say the name because if I am wrong I will be violating the protection order, but he testified in the first week of January 2006, made extensive statements about the Akazu and about the power of the Accused over the entire country.  

If you continue on fact witnesses, I recall Mr. PA made extensive statements ‑‑ by the way, very general statements about the Akazu and about the power of Zigiranyirazo and his power to influence everything under the sun in the country, who was not an expert.  We consider that we must respond.  And we must respond by expert testimony. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Now, show me where in the curriculum vitae it is evident the knowledge of the indepth working of the Akazu is shown, is indicated.  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

I will give you an example, Mr. Philpot.  For example, explain us the research then on the expertise.  For example, on the page C4 of the report, it says, "Within the same period prime minister of the MDR party slandered the President Habyarimana."  I was looking for a footnote explaining the source, and couldn't find it.  

So what we are trying to determine is whether this witness will give us his personal opinion, or if he qualifies, as Judge Muthoga says, where the curriculum vitae is the evidence of his knowledge, his qualifications, because it is not just about dropping opinions. 

MR. PHILPOT:

I'm ‑‑ I wanted to finish with Judge Muthoga's question before I return to yours, and I'm not trying to ignore you. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Of course not, I thought they were linked. 

MR. PHILPOT:

They are linked, and I will answer you also.  

Alison Des Forges made extensive references to the Akazu as a group in Rwanda who exercised formal power for ‑‑ through the second republic, and who, according to her, set off, or participated in the genocide as a way of maintaining power.  She also made ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Now, Mr. Philpot, in this, assume that I accept the nature and quality and power of the Akazu is a subject that needs to be investigated.  Show me where in this CV there is some indication that I have before me now an authority on that subject. 

MR. PHILPOT:

It is not only in the CV.  That is my point.  The ‑‑ Mr. Musabyimana will explain to you in a voir dire how his research will help the Court ‑‑ 

JUDGE KHAN:

Research of what?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Research of what?  

JUDGE KHAN:

Yes. 

MR. PHILPOT:

His academic research on the issues. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

You mean published research or research not yet published?  

MR. PHILPOT:

It's not yet published.  But, Your Honour, this man has been ‑‑ has a graduate degree in public administration from Paris. 

JUDGE KHAN:

Mr. Philpot, a graduate degree in public administration would not qualify him as an expert, especially as an expert on Akazu. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

And Akazu is A‑K‑A‑Z‑U. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Your Honour, Mr. Musabyimana ‑‑ 

JUDGE KHAN:

Mr. Philpot, we have a list of his publications in his curriculum vitae.  Which of these publications has he researched on Akazu?  

MR. PHILPOT:

His research on the Akazu, what I would say to you, Your Honour, is that he is an expert on Rwandan politics.  And he has a strong understanding of public administration.  And he has done extensive research, which can help the Court. 

JUDGE KHAN:

How do we know that he has done extensive research?  

MR. PHILPOT:

That ‑‑ that is the purpose of the voir dire, for you to verify if he has done this research, because I proposed that he explain to the Court the nature of his research.  He is one of the people, probably, most informed and most up‑to‑date on all of the issues which are now before you concerning this informal power. 

JUDGE KHAN:

But don't you think we should have something in writing before us indicating that he had done research on certain issues?  

MR. PHILPOT:

You have a very complete report which we filed on August 30th, last, which I respectfully submit to you, is the evidence of this extensive research.  And I'm convinced that if you hear him explain the nature of his research, his neutrality, his knowledge of the processes at work in Rwanda during the second republic, he can provide to the Court the type of knowledge which will help you to understand whether such an Akazu existed.  

Sometimes we ‑‑ I think it is a live question whether such an Akazu existed, whereby a small group around the president, excluding, sometimes, the president, exercised informal power.  You will recall that Michel Bagaragaza made a lot of sweeping statements about this informal group that decided virtually everything in the country. 

JUDGE KHAN:

He was an insider. He was a factual witness and he was an insider. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Well, can I challenge you on that?  We do not consider that he was an insider of an organisation. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

But he did not testify as an expert witness is what Judge Khan is telling you.  He didn't ‑‑ he wasn't an expert witness ‑‑ I'm sorry, we are speaking too close to one to another. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Allow me to try and clarify.  Mr. Michel Bagaragaza is, allegedly, an insider of an organisation which, we contend, did not exist.  He made sweeping generalisations about this organisation when, in fact,      Your Honours, it would be, I humbly suggest to you, very useful for you to have the help of a writer, an expert in public administration, who can elucidate this thorny issue, and allow you to decide whether or not such an organisation exists.  

We consider that an expert is necessary, or, if not absolutely necessary, very useful to you in determining these issues.  And, I humbly suggest to you, that I be allowed to question him on the      voir dire, so that the Court can decide on the basis of this testimony whether or not this man is qualified to help you understand this ‑‑ these contentious issues. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

And you are offering him to assist us in understanding the Akazu.  And what else?  

MR. PHILPOT: 

The second limb of it is related to the question of Zero Networks and other organisations.  But, primarily, the issue is one of the Akazu.  And the testimony which I propose to you will be primarily on the Akazu. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

The Akazu.  And you are saying he has undertaken an understanding of the standing and the nature and the charector of the Akazu. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes, Your Honour. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

For which the results have not been published. 

MR. PHILPOT:

They are in the expert report.  And he was working on this issue ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

This expert report, the one ‑‑ 

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

That would qualify him, the one that he is going to present before us?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Exactly, Your Honour. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Surely that can't qualify him as an expert. 

MR. PHILPOT:

I'm saying that his qualifications as an expert would be based on the information which he would provide to you in a voir dire.  I'm not asking the Court to take a blanket acceptation.  I'm asking to you hold a voir dire to decide whether he is qualified. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

We will break for five minutes.  We just want to go to the Judge's lounge to have a two-minute discussion. 

(Court recessed from 1630H to 1635H) 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So, we are going to have the voir dire, Mr. Philpot.  How many witnesses ‑‑ whom are you going to call?  

MR. PHILPOT:

I'm going to call the expert to testify on his qualifications and his work. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So go ahead. 

Is the Prosecution going to call any evidence?  

MR. NTUKAMAZINA:
No, Your Honour. 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Mr. Musabyimana, I would like you to first look at your curriculum vitae, please.  I think you have the English copy.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Does he understand English?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes. 

THE WITNESS:

What I have is the French version. 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
But in the package which I ‑‑ just to be clear, sir, did the package entitled "documents" concerning the expert, Gaspard Musabyimana, do you have this package, sir, which has the English curriculum vitae?  

MR. PHILPOT: 

Could you please verify, Mr. Vincent, just to avoid ‑‑ this is the package that I have.  Yes, that's my only copy, sir.  
JUDGE MUTHOGA:

The package has 9 documents which are serially numbered 1 to 9, correct?  

MR. PHILPOT:

Exactly, Your Honours. 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Just to avoid confusion, you have the complete 9 documents, sir, except that your curriculum vitae is in French.  

A.
Yes, sir. 

Q.
Now, we note that you were a teacher in Rwanda.  What was your professional employment, if you look at part four, from 1981?  Do you see where we are, Mr. Musabyimana? 

A.
Yes, sir.  

Q.
So where did you work from 1981 to 1985? 

A.
From 1981 to 1985 I was a civil servant in the immigration and emigration department in Rwanda. 

Q.
And what were you doing from 1985 to 1989? 

A.
During that period I was the director of immigration and emigration. 

Q.
Now, in that role what types of departments of government did you have to deal with? 

A.
When I was director of immigration and emigration?  

Q.
Yes, sir.  

A.
The emigration and immigration department had, as duties, firstly, to issue passports for nationals, and stay documents or resident documents for non‑nationals.  Part of the duties were also controlling entry into and exit from the country at the borders.  And it had links with the entire public administration, because all civil servants who wanted to further their studies, for instance, would go through that department, for instance, for their travel papers, such that we were in contact with virtually a good number of civil servants; and also a good number of foreigners, because we also dealt with foreigners. 

Q.
And if there was some irregularity in the obtaining privileges, would you see that in your work as director of immigration and emigration? 

A.
You are referring to what types of irregularities?  

Q.
I'm trying to be very broad, sir; favouritism, privilege, influence by other individuals from outside of your department to obtain travel documents, and so on and so on.  If you could explain, sir? 

JUDGE KHAN:

The question is not clear to me, at least.  Can the ‑‑ 

MR. PHILPOT:

I'm trying not to ask a leading question.  I will go ahead, Your Honour. 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Did you have any experience ‑‑ 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

A bit slower, it is being translated. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Thank you.  I will restate my question.

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q
If in your department, individuals outside of your department tried to obtain favours, travel documents, visas, and not following the rules, could you have been aware of such irregularities as director?  

A.
Absolutely, Counsel, because that was one of the duties of that service.  There was one aspect regarding controlling fraud in obtaining residence permits and passports.  So, if there was any form of fraud, whatsoever, I would be aware. 

Q.
And what was the attitude of your department with respect to this type of fraud? 

A.
The immigration and emigration department was governed by a law, which law also provided for sanctions to be meted out on whoever was caught in such fraudulent practices.  The same held true for civil servants.  

If any civil servant had been involved in such a fraudulent practise, he would also be sanctioned pursuant to the laws governing the conduct of civil servants. 

Q.
In your curriculum vitae, in English it seems that there is an error.  What years were you the director of immigration and emigration, sir? 

MR. PHILPOT:

The Court will notice possible ‑‑ 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Mr. Musabyimana, there is a possible mistake in the English translation, that is why I am asking you to clarify this.  What year were you director of immigration and emigration? 

A.
I was director of immigration and emigration from 1985 to 1999. 

Q.
Did you subsequently have a position in the ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Asked him, after that what did he do. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Fine, perfect. 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
What was your next position, sir? 

A.
Between 1989 and 1991, I was director of personnel in the central intelligence service.  Between 1992 and 1994, I was directeur de cabinet in the ministry of health.  Between the years 2000 and 2006, I was defence investigator in the Édouard Karemera case. 

Q.
I'm going to go back ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

What about ‑‑ before you do that, what about between '95 and 2000?  

THE WITNESS:

Between 1995 and 2000, I was living in Belgium.  In 1994 I fled the country.  I went and sought asylum in Belgium.  So since 1995, I have been living in Belgium. 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
I'm going to return, sir, to when you were director of personnel of the central intelligence services.  In that work, how many employees were there? 

A.
The intelligence service was a huge service comprising many departments.  And if my memory is correct, we had a staffing of between 300 and 400 people. 

Q.
And what areas of Rwandan administration did the central intelligence department, which I will refer to from now on as SCR, the French initials, deal with? 

A.
The intelligence service was attached to the office of the president of the republic.  And as such, it gathered information towards the smooth functioning of Rwandan administration, and also to enable senior authorities to take proper decisions, having the right information at their disposal and also take decisions knowingly. 

Q.
If there had been external influence, or external dictates into public policy, would you have been able to see that in the framework of your work? 

A.
Absolutely, all that pertained to public administration concerned me, because in my capacity as chief of personnel in the intelligence service it was my duty to be interested in all information concerning public administration in Rwanda.  So, all what was happening in the public administration was known to me. 

Q.
Could you be explicit, please, in terms of the types of issues which you would have been able to see had external forces, or persons, tried to dictate the policies, for example, in justice, or in the economy? 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Mr. Witness, clarify to me, were you the director of the department of intelligence or were you merely the chief of personnel?  Were you working under someone or were you the top, the top pin?  

THE WITNESS:

Thank you, Your Honour.  I was working under the responsibility of the secretary general of the central intelligence service.  To be more specific, what I would say is that the intelligence service had four departments:  Personnel, at the helm of which I was; there was internal intelligence, which was another department; external intelligence; and immigration and emigration.  Then there was the Interpol service, that is the service handling cooperation with the international communal police organisations.  All of those departments were supervised by the secretary general of the central intelligence service. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

And your own  ‑‑ your own area was dedicated to personnel, human resources as we call it these days?  

THE WITNESS:

Correct, Your Honour. 

JUDGE KHAN:

You were the head of only one of the four departments of the central intelligence services?  

THE WITNESS:

Correct, Your Honour. 

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Did the four heads of the departments meet together with the director? 

A.
Absolutely.  In the interest of the smooth functioning of the service, there were always meetings of the directors under the supervision of the secretary general.  So as to look at the functioning of the service as a whole, and, in principle, the meetings were held weekly or whenever service requirements so called for. 

Q.
If a major problem of corruption or diversion of power arose, would this be discussed at the weekly meetings? 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Mr. Philpot, if such diversion occurred, ask him, because that is a matter of if it occurred and was reported or it has never occurred. 

(Pages 71 to 83 by Donna M. Lewis)

1700H

MR. PHILPOT:

I was trying.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Otherwise, the question is hypothetical. 

MR. PHILPOT:

I was on a voir dire, Your Honour, but I will ask the question.  

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Did you have situations where there was major corruption or major misdirection of public administration, which was brought to the attention of the SCR? 

A.
Oh, yes, Counsel.  The intelligence service covered all areas of national life.  The various forms of corruption were noticed, especially in the area of misappropriation of public funds.  

When it came to collecting public funds, some civil servants tended to divert some of the funds or to get kickbacks.  It was not too generalised; there were not so many of such cases, because there was always inspection work carried out.  But as would be the case, in any bona fide intelligence service, sometimes it was the intelligence service which spotted such cases of fraud.  And whenever that occurred, it would immediately inform the organ concerned, via reports sent to the president of the republic, who would subsequently inform the minister or the government department concerned.  

JUDGE KHAN:

There was no law in place to take care of those corrupt officials?  

THE WITNESS:

That's right, Your Honour.  There was a law sanctioning acts of fraud.  So our role was restricted to identifying certain cases which would be taken up by the justice system in accordance with the law.  

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
After your two years as chief of personnel, where did you go to study, sir, as you mention in your CV? 

A.
So, in 1991‑1992, I took a test in order to be admitted at the Paris university for a diploma in administration and public management.  So I passed the test and spent one year at the Paris university in France.  

Q.
What is the level of this course in the hierarchy of academic studies? 

A.
From the academic standpoint, I wish to explain to the Trial Chamber that there were three cycles in the French system for the ‑‑ for university education, apart from the institutes in the higher education programmes.  So during three years, for the first cycle, we had, at the end of this cycle, a technology diploma.  And during the second cycle, there was the B ‑‑ the equivalent of the BA and the masters.  And after the masters, there was what is called a DEA, which is a post‑graduate diploma and the DESS, which is a specialised diploma followed by the doctorate.  

So the diploma for which I took the test was a diploma doctorate, which is a course that is taken post‑graduate.  And so, in France, those are the diplomas that constitute the third cycle diplomas. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Have you obtained the doctorate degree?  

THE WITNESS:

No, Madam President, I explained that the third cycle was that of the post‑graduate diploma, 
le diplôme d’études supérieures spécialisées followed by the doctorate and I did not follow courses for the doctorate.  

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
I would like you to have a look at document number 3 in the package, which I have shown to the Court.  Is this the document which is entitled "DESS" in your curriculum vitae, sir? 

A.
Yes, indeed it is, Counsel.  

Q.
When you returned to Rwanda, what was your work? 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Mr. Philpot.  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes, Your Honour.

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Since we have a CV here ‑‑ and these are not contested matters, isn't it easier for you to just run him through it?  "You studied in this year, in this year, you studied that", and then we ‑‑

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes.

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

‑‑ and we get quickly through ‑‑ 

MR. PHILPOT:

That was my purpose ‑‑ that was my intention, Your Honour.   

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
So in 1992 you returned to Rwanda, I understand, and you became head of cabinet of the ministry of health.  Is that correct, sir? 

A.
Yes, Counsel.  

Q.
Now, in that period I note from your publications that you wrote two papers in 1992 and 1993.  If you look at your CV, it's in part five ‑‑ six publications, the last two.  Could you explain first, sir, the paper entitled, "Public administration in a democratic state".  What was that paper about, sir? 

A.
Well, I wrote this article when multiparty democracy had just been ‑‑ when there was the advent of multiparty democracy in 1991, and political parties had a tendency to politicise the public administration.  Since the government was now a multiparty government, alongside the MRND party, there were other parties that were now in the government, and the ministers tended to take some of the civil servants under their own political party.  
With this article, I was drawing the attention of civil servants to the fact that public administration was to be neutral.  In other words, a civil servant was to be neutral in order to serve the general public without trying to be of more service to anyone belonging to his or her own political party.  So, I was drawing attention to the need for the civil servant to be neutral in the ‑‑ in the public administration.  

JUDGE KHAN:

Do you have a copy of that article, Mr. Philpot, "Public administration in a democratic state"?  

MR. PHILPOT:

We were unable, if I'm not mistaken, to obtain a copy.

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
The copies are only in Rwanda, is that not right, sir? 

A.
Yes, that is the case. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

 What is ‑‑ 

JUDGE KHAN:

He's the ‑‑ he's the writer of the article? 

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes, Your Honour. 

JUDGE KHAN:

(Inaudible)
MR. PHILPOT:

I'll explain.  What I stated to the Court was that the copies ‑‑ the only copies exist in Rwanda and he lives in Belgium and cannot go to Rwanda.  So he could not obtain a copy. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

What is ‑‑ what is ‑‑ what is la livre?  Is it a book?  Is it a ‑‑  

MR. PHILPOT:

Can I pronounce it for you?  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Yes, please.

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
What is the ‑‑ the publication called, La relève? 

JUDGE KHAN:

What does that mean? 

MR. PHILPOT:

Well, I'm ‑‑ I'm not a translator, but I think La relève means the coming back ‑‑ but, maybe the witness would be the best able to in ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

But what I'm asking is, is this a newspaper, is it a periodical, is it a book?  Is it ‑‑ what ‑‑ what exactly is it and who are the publishers? 

THE WITNESS:

La releve is a governmental newspaper and it was a weekly from the Rwandan government, and it was in that weekly that I published the said article.  

JUDGE KHAN:

So ‑‑ now it means that you have published an article in a weekly ‑‑ a government paper? 

THE WITNESS:

Yes, the Rwandan government had a newspaper in Kinyarwanda and one in French, and it is in the French newspaper that I published the article.  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So summarising, your two publications on the administration are two articles published in a weekly government paper, a periodical; is that so? 

THE WITNESS:

Yes, Madam President. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

(Inaudible) ... publication on administration, except these two articles published in the government weekly; is that so? 

THE WITNESS:

In 1993 I also published a book entitled, "The fatal years for Rwanda", and in that book I look into the disorganised state of the public administration, because of the preparations for war against the RPF.  Because throughout that period, one could note that some civil servants would forget about their neutrality and would start taking interest in the RPF and even desert and join the RPF.  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

L’edition Kiroha-- that published it, in Kigali, in May 1993.  Who was ‑‑ who was the director of this publishing house? 

THE WITNESS:

Kiroha is the name of my grandfather.  Since I was writing this book, I wished to publish it in my own name. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

K-I-R-O-H-A, but the publishing house was your grandfather's or was it you yourself who published ‑‑ who paid for the publishing of this book? 

THE WITNESS:

Yes, Madam President, I published that book myself.  And as for Kiroha, it is a publishing house I wished to develop more subsequently. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:
(Inaudible) ... to your book published in 1999, about sexuality in Rwanda.  

THE WITNESS:

Yes, indeed, I also financed the publishing of this book in 1996, and it is that book that was reviewed and corrected and published in France in 2006. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

In ‑‑ in all these books, is there one which has a chapter on Akazu? 

THE WITNESS:

In the book, "The fateful years for Rwanda", I just explained to Madam President that in that book, where I refer to the preparations for war, I mention the forces that were starting to infiltrate the public administration and that were recruiting some civil servants in order for them to join the Rwandan patriotic front, which would invade the country in 1990.  

In the ‑‑ 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Is there a section in the Akazu?  A chapter?  Surely you would know, if you wrote the book. 

THE WITNESS:

There is no article pertaining to the Akazu as such, but there is a ‑‑ the beginning of a reflection process on the covert forces in the administration in Rwanda.  

JUDGE KHAN:

Do we have a copy of that book (inaudible)? 

THE WITNESS:

Yes, Your Honour, I do have a copy with me.  

JUDGE KHAN:

Where is it? 

THE WITNESS:

Here.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Now, is there any ‑‑ in any of these publications, is there any of them which has a chapter on 
Zero Network? 

THE WITNESS:

The title as such does not appear in the publication, but as I stated previously I had launched a reflection process on the covert forces that were made known subsequently.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

In your ‑‑ in section 2 of your ‑‑ in section 2 of your CV, you have detailed out your education.  Is there anything in ‑‑ any part of that education here -- involves a study in Akazu? 

THE WITNESS:

Your Honour, I do not believe one could follow any university course that would deal with the Akazu.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

What about with the Zero ‑‑ Zero Network? 

THE WITNESS:

The Zero Network is a text that was written by Mr. Christophe Mfizi and all the covert forces ‑‑ the Akazu and the Zero Network were publicised after July of 1994 ‑‑ during the war. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

You have not undertaken a study in either the Zero Network or the Akazu? 

THE WITNESS:

I explained that one should take all these terms together as being covert forces which were allegedly active in the public administration.  So I spoke about all of them as a whole and when Counsel Philpot contacted me and asked me whether I could produce an expert report on the matter, I had already made extensive research in the field, and I have a book that is ready for publishing on the subject.  As I told you, Akazu, the Zero Network ‑‑ as far as I'm concerned ‑‑ are expressions that started being known or used in 1994.  Prior to that, no one was talking about the ‑‑ these covert forces, but I had already started a reflection process on them.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

So as of now, you are not aware of any published material on either Akazu or the Zero Network or anything that would make you an expert in those studies.  Is that correct? 

THE WITNESS:

Your Honour, I stated previously that after 1994, many ‑‑ there were many publications on the Akazu, on the Zero Network, on the Amasasu, and since I had already started reflecting on those subjects, I continued that reflection process and read virtually all the publications that appeared on those subjects written by specialists from the Great Lakes region.  And those books are mentioned in the bibliography of my publication, which you have before you.  

So there are writings on the subject.  I know of their existence and I have read a great number of them, and that is the reason for which I wish to expose to you the results of my research in order to enlighten you on these covert forces.  

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

And you have not participated in writing any of them?  Those many publications on those subjects ‑‑ you yourself have made no literary contribution? 

THE WITNESS:

Yes, Your Honour, this is what I am doing, first of all, through this expert report, and subsequently with the publication that I will make.  The process of publication is first to determine what others are saying on the specific subject, and then, perhaps, add one's own interpretation against or for what has been said.  

Regarding the Akazu, there were a number of publications on the matter, and this is a subject, which has given rise to a lot of passion.  So it is with hindsight and in a calmer environment that I'm in the process of writing on this phenomenon. 

JUDGE MUTHOGA:

Proceed, Mr. Philpot.  

JUDGE KHAN:

Yes, go on. 

MR. PHILPOT:

Thank you.

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Pursuant to the questions of the Honourable President, what was the subject matter of your publication called, La coopération décentralisée au Rwanda? 

A.
La cooperation décentralisée was an article I wrote following study visits that had been carried out at the European community ‑‑ at the commission of the European community while I was studying in Europe.  And during that study tour, the authorities of the commission had explained to us at length that African countries were requesting for bilateral funding, so a ‑‑ a given country would ask for assistance to the commission.  They told us that we were studying public administration, we would be the future administrators of our country and that we should go and tell non‑governmental organisations, as well as non‑profit making organisations, that there was a commission that could cooperate with them directly without necessarily passing through national governments.  

So, in ‑‑ with good governance in mind, I wished to inform all the associations ‑‑ and there were many of them in the country ‑‑ that they could also ask for assistance to the European commission, which would take care of their needs.  So I wanted to impart that information because in our countries, quite often information is found lacking.  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Mr. Vincent, can you return this book to the witness, please.  

BY MR. PHILPOT:

Q.
Your paper ‑‑ your paper published in 1992 about public administration, how was it received in Rwanda? 

A.
The article was very well received because the group of associations of human rights as well as other associations, which we called "civil society", with funding from the United States embassy in Kigali, chose me to be one of the speakers during one day to tell them what good public administration entailed now that the country was in a multiparty government.  

So, that was done.  I made this speech and it was paralegals who were being trained.  And when I meet many of those who underwent that training, they do believe that it was quite beneficial to them.  

Q.
If ‑‑ 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

Mr. Philpot ‑‑  

MR. PHILPOT:

Yes.

MADAM PRESIDENT:

‑‑ it is nearly half past 5.  Are you finishing or shall we continue tomorrow?  

MR. PHILPOT:

I suggest we continue tomorrow morning. 

MADAM PRESIDENT:

How long will you have tomorrow?  

MR. PHILPOT:

I would think another 45 minutes ‑‑ or ‑‑ or an hour.  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

And Prosecution, how long do you think you will need tomorrow, if you have any idea? 

MR. NTUKAMANZINA:

Thank you, Madam President.  I believe I will be able to cross‑examine the witness within 30 minutes.  

MADAM PRESIDENT:

So, Mr. Witness, we will continue tomorrow.  

We will adjourn then, until tomorrow, 9 o'clock.  

(Court adjourned at 1729H) 
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