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MR. PRESIDENT:  

This is a continuation of the pre-trial conference that we started last week.  Perhaps I can 

start it off by delivering three oral decisions which we thought might be important to 

address at this time.   

Now, the first one has to do with the Prosecutor's submission in purported compliance 

with our decision of 10th August 2005. Our decision is:  On the 8th of August 2005, the 

Chamber ordered the Prosecution to indicate which paragraphs of the 2001 indictment 

corresponds to paragraghs 40, 59, 63 sub paragraghs 2, 66, 68 and 69 of the amended 

indictment.  After reviewing the supplementary information filed by the Prosecution on 

10th August 2005, the Chamber is satisfied that a prima facie case exists with respect to 

paragraghs 59, 63, sub paragraghs 2, 66, 68 and 69 of the current amended indictment.  

Concerning paragragh 40 of the amended indictment, the Defence for Nzirorera claimed 

that it is not supported by any material provided by the Prosecution and should therefore 

be stricken from the amended indictment, or modified to delete the allegation that Mr. 

Nzirorera participated in the meeting described therein. 

Now, the Chamber recalls that the purpose of reviewing supporting material provided to 

obtain leave to amend the indictment is to ensure that the Prosecution has shown 

sufficient grounds to indict the Accused with the charges as amended without going into 

any specific evaluation of the culpability of the Accused.  In the present case, the 

Chamber is of the view that the objection raised by the Defence is an evidentiary matter 

that should be addressed at a later stage.  The Chamber is satisfied that a prima facie case 

has been established with respect to paragragh 40 of the amended indictment.  That 

concludes the first ruling we have.   

 


