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\. A fir5t trial against Ed<>uard Karcmera, Mathieu Ngirumpatse, Joseph Nzirorera and 

Andre Rwamakuha started in No,·cmbe, 2003 before Tnal Chamber Ill CDmposcd of Judge, 

Andf<:sja Vaz, presiding, Florence Arrey and Flavia Lattan7i.' During that firs! trial, Witness 

CEA was called to give evidence as a Prosecution witness. The witness testified, anmng other 

things, in a closed-session hearing on 4 December 2003 in accordance with prior protective 

orders requiring that lhose parts of a Prosecution w,tncss 's teslimony which might reveal his 

or her identity be heard in closed session and that the !ran scripts thereoft>e put under seal.' 

2. On 19 September 2005, a !rial against Edouard Karemera. Mathieu Ngirumpat>e and 

Jo~eph Nzirorera started afresh before a new compo.sitioo of Trial Chamber m, including 

Judges Dennis C. M. Byron, presiding, Emile Francis Short and Ciberdao Ciusw.,c Kam. 

However, on 19 January 2007. fodge Short decided to withdraw from this case. lo 

accoTdance with Rule 15 bis (D) of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence ('"Rules'"), the 

remaining Judges decided nn the continuation of the proceedings with a substitute judge' 

The President also authmi,cd the Trial Chamhcr, composed of Judges Byron and Kam, to 

conduct routine matters, such as lhe delivery of decisions, in the absence nf the substctute 

judge.' 

3. On & March 2007, responding to a request made by the Canadian authorities, the 

Prosecution filed a confidential mo1ion seeking a nriance of the witness protection measures 

' On t 4 May Wl'4. Judge Va, ""hdrew from lh, """' On 16 Joly 20l'4. the remaining J"dgc, deci<l<J that it 
would b<: in ohe interests ofJuo<k< <o conta"uo ,he 1r;a1 w,!h a substitute Judge "lhe Appeals Chamt,c, quashed 
this Dcei,ion (frQSCc,,lor v Eefe•ard Kru,·mero, M<"h"" Ng,rumf"JU~. Jo<eph N=,rom·a and Aadri 
Rwamo/;•ha, Case :,;-o. ICTT!·9!C-44-AR I >hi<.2, Decbm o" Tnterlo,utori ,\ppeal, Kega,d;ng the Con<inua<inn 
"f P,oce<d;ngs l'ith a Sub,ti1ute Judge •nd on )bmcorOs ~fo'""' foe I.eave to Cnn,;Je, >Jew Mat<:rial (AC), 28 
Sepu,mbcr 2004; Ro,,on, for Occi,ion on Interlocutor)' Appoul, Roga;ding the Conunual>on uf Pmceed,ngs 
with a Sub,.,,uto Judge anJ "" ~,icorera"s Mo11on for I ""'' e to ("(,i,sidcr New "-laten,I (AC) 22 October 2Ul'4) 
As a result a rehearing of the ease w,s necessar;. Judges llyro,,, presiding, Shott and Kam were then s.~s,good ,~ 
th;, <rial .At \he Pmsoeution', r,qoest, lhe ChamOC, ~ranted the ,c,crance of Andr< Rwam,lwba and o,Je,ed 
\hat ho 1,e tried separate])' (Prosccu,"r v F.dn"':ud Ka,eaU!n:J, ,\/alh.eu ,,·g;rumpa,,e, Ja,aph N=,rore,a a"d 
Anh< Rwomakuba. ["a.so 'so. IlTR-98-44-PT. Decision on Sc,erance ol Andi'< Rv.amahb, und for Leave (O 
File an Amended lndjctmer,t (1 (:). 14 Fcbruar)' 2005). 
'p,o."c"'o' v Edward Koreme,a, Ma1ha,u .\/g,rumpmsc, Jo,eph N,.rorera and Andrt Rwamak~ba, Caso No, 
ICrR-98-.44-l, Decision "" ihe Deknco Moti<>n for 'lfoJ1f,caUnn of a Docis;on of 12 Joly 2(~10 "" r,otectivc 
Measures IOf Prosecution Wilnesse, (1CJ. 7 Oc1<>1:>i:r 200), p,.,,wutor , Eduua,-4 Koremeca, Ma1hico 
Sgi,umpmse, Ju,<ph N,iro,wa and Andre 11,,·amakuba, Case No. JCTR-9S-44-I, Dec,,ion on the l'ro>eeu!oi", 
Request for Spec.al Proiocuve "-lea.surcs for W,tncsse., O and I I TC), 2U Occobcr WOJ; I'roscco<u, v Edouard 
Kureme,a, /,Ja,1,/eu Ng,rompi>/se, Jo.<,ph Nci,orem and A•d" Rwamak"ba, Case !'io, ICTR-9ll-44-R75, Ordct 
on Protccri1·e Mca<orc, fo, Proseoulion w,inessos (TC), IO December 2004 
' i:ar,mecu ,r al , Decision on Con,;nuot;on of the Prwced,og, fl'C), 6 Mach 2007 ("U<c,,;on on (<>nonuatinn 
of tho Ptocw.hngS") 
' See Rules of Procedure and h·id<:noe, Rule 15 bi< (F); and lnto,off;ce Memorandum frmn lhe Prc,,denl "' 
Judge Byron, fried on I J March 2007 
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for W,mess CEA and leave to disclose the closed session transcript of the testimony of lhc 

witness of 4 December 2003 lo the Canadian authorities.' 

DISCUSSION 

+. A\thougl, the Defence for Nzirorera has no objection to the proposed disclosure, it 

submits three prcllminary issues that the Chamber will address before discussing the merits 

ofthe!v!otion.• 

Preliminary ls.sues 

5. ·1 he Defence for Niirorcra firstly argues that there is no reason why this Motion 

should have been filed confidentially and requests that it be filed as a public document.' In 

this regard, the Chamber find.s tha! there is a clear ,ca.son why !he Prosecution motion was 

filed confidentially as the Annexes to this motion reveal the identity of Witness CEA and this 

witness, as explained above, remains subject to protecti,c measures. 

6. The Defence for Nzirorern secondly subm,ts that the remaining Ju<Jgcs, before which 

this motion is filed. do not have the aulhomy to take any actions with respect to this Motion 

as it argues that this Motion is not a routine matter within the menning of Rule 15 bi.,(~). Jt 

has, however. no objection to lhc matter being referred 1o and decided by the Judges of Trial 

Chamber III, even if it notes !hat in relation to Joseph N~irorera's Motton fnr ',ubpoenas to 

Prosecution Witnesses, the Prosecution opposed such suggestion.' In a related argument. ii 

thirdly indicates that it would have no objection to lhe matter being referred to Trial Chamber 

Ill so long as equal ueaunent is given to Joseph Nzirorcrn·s Motion for Subpoenas to 

Prosecution Witnesses. filed on 1 March 2007.9 

7. Ruic 15 Ms (F) of the Rules provides that "'[i]n case of illness or an unfilled vacancy 

or any other similar circumstances, the President may, if satisfied that it is in the interests of 

justice to do so, authorise ~ Chamber to conduct routine matters, such as the delivery of 

decisions, in the absence of one or more of its members." 

8. n,is provision docs not give much guidance as to lhc meaning of the expression 

'-routine matter1"' or '"delivery of decisions."' So far. neither Trial Chambers nor the A.pp ea ls 

' Prosecuto,', Mot,on to \inscal ..,d Disclose to the C,nad,an /\uthor;,;c, the Tran;c,;pl< of \\•;1ncss rF./\, file~ 
o" ~ March l007 ("l'ro>e<uto,•, Mor;on"J 
• Joseph N,imrera's Response to Prosocot<,r', Mot<on tc, Lnscal and D,sclo<e to lh< Can,d,ait /\uthorow,., U,e 
Tran.1<ripts uf Witness CEA. fikd on 12 Mao<h 2007 ("!-1,.,rmora's Response') 
' /#14.. !"'ra. 2 
'JOid.p,r,s J:u,~4 
' ib1J,, pata. 4, \ec also Pro,ecutoC, Response lo Joseph 1'zirorera's Mo\;un fo, Subpocn,s to Prosccut,on 
w;,nc,so.s, filed mt 6 March 2007. !""• 2. 
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Chambers of 1hi> Tribunal have defined the e,:pression '·routine matters''.'° While !he 

President of the International Criminal Tnbuna! for former Yugoslavia ha> authorised a 

Chamber comrosed of two remaining Judges to conduct routine matters," no Trial Chamber 

has yet to make an order or render a decjsion under Rule 15 bis (F) authorization. 

~- The meaning of "routine matters'" and "delivery of decisions" must th~rcfore be 

interpreted in accordance with the ordinary meaning of these terms, including tho French use 

of ihese expressions. in the context of the Ruka, and in panicular of Rule 15 bis (F) and in 

light of its object and purposc. 11 

10. Nowhere else in the Rules, arc the expressions "routine matters" or "delivery of 

decisions" used as such.'' Conversely. the French word for "delivery of decisions" jn Rule 15 

bis (I'). namely "prononcc", is used in the Rules under various meanings, the act of orally 

pronouncing " dcdsiun," the mnmem frnm when a time-limit shall run when a deci.»on is 

rendered orally,1' and the orders issued by a Chamber or a Judge." It therefore cannot be said 

that the ~~prcssion is limited to the sole act of making public a decisi<>n wh1d1 has alread)· 

been dcllheratcd b} three Judges. This conforms s-ith Ruic 15 his(!·} when read in ils conlcxt 

and as a whole. This Rule is set out under the genernl provision applLcable in case of the 

ab,ence of a Judge, including when a Judge s-ithdraws ti-om a case aml the remaining Judges 

decide on !he continuation of the proceedings; it moreover explicitly applies to cases wbere a 

vacancy is unfilled, and therefore where no deliberations between three Judges could take 

place. It must also he noted that in various cases, the Rules themselves provide for a single 

" In the .V,yrramau.,huko <I al case, lhe Appeals Chamber had lo deal v,;\h a sim;lac gue«;on b"I d;d no! 
provide any definition (/'m,e,uu,, v N,;m,ma",h"ko e1 ol, Dc<ision ;n ch, Mon" of l'rocecding, under Rule 
15 btS (D) {A.Cl, 24 Scplembcr 2003, p,ro 10), 
" /!ro.«cuto, , . .>,m,c e, al. Ca.so No. IT-95-9, Qrdo, of the President Authoriz,ng a ("hambcr to Conduct 
Routi11< Maue,s in lhc Absence of one of a, MemOCrs. l March 200 I; Prruecutor ,. S1k1rica Cl o/, Case No. I r. 
~5.S, Order of the Pre,idenl Authorizing a Chambcr lO Conduct Routine \1atters in the ~bsenc, of ooe of"' 
Membcrs. I M,rch 2001. 
" See tl,c pnnc,ple< of interpretation set. out by anicb ) I co JJ c,f the Vienna Convention on the Lav, of 
Trco""· n Moy 1%9 \J.11 U.N IS .lll On various occosio,os, tho Appeal, (;],amber has applied these 
p,incipk, " g,,;d,og p,inoiples for lhe ,nterprowinn of the Rules of Pro,;edu,c :n,d biUenec (Prn<ecuw , 
Kord1i: and Cerkec, Case No, IT-9:S• 14rl-~R7J 6. !)ec;s.on on Apf"'al Rc~a.ding the Admi~scon into r,;<knce 
ol Sc,.cn A(fida,jt, an<l One Formal Slatcmea\ (A(), \8 Sep,crnbe, 2000, para 22; Pro,,ecu/or ,, Bogoso,a c, 

al, Case No. 1CTR-98-41-AR7J & JCJR-98•4 l -AR7l(Jl), IJoci,ion on !nLerlC><utory Appeals of De<isioo o" 
Witness Protwion Orders (AC), 6 Oclobor 200l. para. 43 
"At Rules 102 •nd 119, the ,erb 'to delh•e," i, used. 
"See for e.g. Ruic., l:S bi,< (F.) (i), 65(D)(j), 88, 90, 100, l08, 118 and 102. 
'' S« for cg., Rules 72(C). 73, 90 und 91(!), Sse also Ruic 6S(f) which doc, not nscessanl) onl)' ,pply to oral 
<kcis;o,,, and ma} encompass ,,.,,incn dcrnioc, 
"Sec Ruk 39 {i,'); ··RcqL<e>l such orders as ma_v be""""~'"')' lrom a Tnal Chamber o, • Judge" (""In hencb. 
·•Soiljc;ter d"o,ne Chambre de prcm;erc insLancc ou d·un Jugc le pmnoncC de '°"" ordonnancc nCccssaire"). 
Rule 6\(IJ); "Upon obtain,ng such an orde:r ftkat the Indictment be submitted hr the ProS,<curnr to the Trial 
Cf.amh<<]. .. (In hench· "[)"5 le prononcC d"une t<lk o,donn,ncc [ ""'"' ii cc ~ue le Pr0<u.-cur pr<Senl< l"actc 
d'acco,a,;un l, la Chamb.-o <le prcmi&re ,n,tancc] "). 

Pro,,ecuro, v f,Jo.,,,rd Karemera, !.la1hieu .Vg,rumpat.se a"d ln.seph ,\"<mrnu, Cose Nn JCTR-91-44-T 4/R 
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Jttdge lO rule upon motions or i.ssuc ordets. ;, That decisions should be taken by three Judges 

is therefore not an absolute rule as such. ln that respect, the Chamber notes that the Defence 

for Nzirnrera has not disputed the power of the present Judges to grant certification 10 

appeal." 

11. Certainly, the Rul<: leaves the Trial Chamber with a measure of discretion In 

detcnninc what cc,nsti!U!cs routine matters in the proceedings before ii. This must be done on 

a case-by-case basis and considering whether it is ,n the interests of justice 10 do. 

12. The Chamber is of the vicv,, that the Prosecution "'1otion fall.s within the category of 

routine matters that can be dealt with in the absence of one of its members. The issue at stale 

relates to the arplication of protective measures previously granted to a Prosecution witness 

in another set 0f proceedings not pending before this Tribunal. The Chamber further notes 

that the Defence does nol objec( to the disclosure sought. Consequemly, !he Chamber find.s 

that it is competent to rule on the Prosecution Motion. 

13. The Defence for Nzitorera finally suggests that as the tcsrjmony of Witness CEA 

rclateJ exclusively to Andr6 Rwarnakuba. the lallcr should be given an upportuni1y to be 

heard before a decision on the Motion is rendered." The Chamber does not find that the 

Defence has shown the interest of Ylr. Rwamakuba m being heard on the maner. <"lr what 

prejudice could result from such disclosure for him. The issue at stake relates to the 

protective measures grantcd to a v,,itnc.1s who testified before this Tribunal and whether or not 

lo amend these measures. Should have the entire testimony of the witness have been in open 

session, the Chamber would not even been sei~.ed of the matter. The Defence's suggestion to 

provide Mr. Rwarnakuba wilh an opportunity to be hear<l is therefore rejected. 

On the Merits 

14. While the Rules provide a mechanism for the routine disclosure of closed session 

testimony or of protected information between different proceedings before the Tribunai,'0 

'' S<e for" g, Rules 54, 7l(A). 75. 
"See Ka,emera c, al, Decision on Defence ~lotion for Ccr"fieac1011 to Appcol Decision on Wimes, Proofing 
(TC), !4 March 20/J?, Joseph Ncacorcr,', /a1erlOCU[Q') Appeal on ·W,cm,," Pmofing ·, f,lcd oo 19 March 2007 
" /Nd. p;.c,. 5 
"See Rules 75(f)and (G), 
"(F) Once prolcctive measures ha-·c been <>rderod ,n ...,,pect ot a sicllm or v.1mcs, ,nan)' prooeedmgs befotc the 
Trib<m,I (the "firSL proce,dings'). such protective mea.,ures: 
(i) shall continue to ha>o eflw mu\atis mutandi, in ""' other proeeedings before the Tnbunal (the "second 
prooxcd,np "") unless and until they arc rescinded, -oric-d or augmented in .ccordaocc w,Ll, Ll,c pme<durc S<t out 
in this Ruk, but 

Pmmu/ar , £dow:,rd Kareme,a, ,\Jath,eu >igirnmrars; and Jo,reph N:,ro,wa, Case )':o ICTR-9R-44-T 518 
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this mechanism is not. as such, applicable in the pre,ent case as the request concerns a trial 

before Canadian authorities." 

15. In a number of previous decisions, Trial Chamber, have granted similar orders for 

disclosure to nation al authorities on the basis of Article 28( 1 ) of the T ribunar s Statute, which 

provides for cooperation and judicial assistance of States "ith the Tribunal." In the 

NdayamhaJe et al case, Trial Chamber II held tha! "the guiding principles of state 

cooperation under Article 2R {\) of the Statute also apply to requests for cooperation or 

judicial assi.s!ancc from States to the Tribunal, ,n their investigation or prosecution of persons 

accused of committrng serious v10lations of international humanitarian law" and Iha! 1hc 

invescigation of crimes commjttcd jn Rwanda ;,, 1994 by nmjonal aulhorj!ics WJ! •'i.s in line 

with the principles of state cooperation envisaged by !.he completion strategy in Security 

Council Resolutions 1503 and 1534. "" 

16. According to the above jurisprudence, a request for disclosure of closed session 

testimony to national duthorities may be granted when the following conditions are met (I) 

{i,) shall "°' pre1'ent the Proscculor from dischargin~ any di,d"'"" obligat10n under 1hc R«ks in <he s;cond 
prococdong,. provided !hat lhe Pro,ccutnr 110,ifies the Defc11cc to whom the disclosure i, being mode of the 
natuce oflhc protective me:i.sucos ordered m the fi.st proceedings." 
((;),\par!) to the .seumd proceeding, ,eek mg lo resc,nd, var; or augment protecl""' measures ordeccd in <he 
fir.i< prooccdin!\-, must apply· 
{<) wan) Chamber, hov.ever wnS!;tut<d, remsimng sciscd oflhc fa.<t proceedings; or 
{Li) if no Chamber remain, sme<I oflhe first proceeding,, <o <he Chamh<r sciscd of the scwnd procecdin~, " 
" See also 11., Pr,,,,cutor, E/,e .\'d")ambGJ<, The Pros,curor v Jo,eph Kanyaha.,hi, Tho Pro.secuinr ,, 
Pm,!,,., N~·rrama:;uhuko, T/,e Prosecu/or ,- Sylvain .'i,ub.ma"'1, Ca,,c "in. TCTR•98•42•1, Decision on lhe 
l'rn«cut,,r's F< Par<c and Extrem<l)' Urgent :>.1o<ion for Leovc to Access Closed hc"ion Transcripts ;., c,se 
"o, JCTR·%·3·~ for Dosclosurc ,n ('a."' No, ICJ'R-98•42•! (TCl, 23 Scptombc, 201).1; The ho«curoc ,. £/w 
,Vd")'Ombaje, Th, l'ro,e,;wor ,. Joseph Ka,,}a/,a.,ht, The Pm,ecutar , P"'1.l'"e •\'>·irama.rnlru!.o. The ho,ecutor 
v Sy/vmn ~.rnbtmana, C.sc '>;o_ KTR•98•42•T, Oeo.,;on on the Prosecutor's Mm"'" for on Order of Oisclosmc 
of Closecl Session l ranscri~ and Sealed l'ro.<eculion fahibr!> Puc,,an! lo Rules G9 ,,nd 7.1 (f('). 16 lkccmh<, 
2004, The Pros,c"'"' v Cas,m,r Bi=•m""8" and al. Caso /,:o, l(ffi.Y'J·SO· I, Decision on the l'ro,ccu,or'< 
Rc.iuest for an ()rue, or Disclosure of Closed Session Transcripts and Sealed Prosecution f,xhibits l'ursu,n< to 
Rules 69 and 75 nfthe Rulo, of l'rocedure and IMdcnce { rC), 2 february 2001 
"Article 2S reads ss follm,s· 
"I Stotos shall cooperate w,Ch the h>temal"mal fohunal lnr Rwanda m the in,·esligotion and pruse<ufon of 
per>on> accused of cornmi<ting serious violatitins of international hum,nitonan law 
2. S<a<es shall con,ply wi<huu, undue delay "ith any request for assistance or ,n order mu,d by • Tnal 
Chaml><r, mclud,ng but "°' limited to· 
(a) Tllc identification and l<>M1nn of person,; 
(b) Titc <aking of tc<limony and the production nf" idene,; 
(c) 11,e service of documents, 
(d) The""°'' or dctcn<ion of por,oos; 
(e) fhc ,.,r,-endoi or the lJan,for of the accused ,o 1hc lnocma"on,l Tribunal foe Rv.artda " 
l'rowcu1or , NdayumbaJ• <1 al, Ca,c ~O- l(TR•9~•42•T, Decision on Prose<Ution's Mo110n 10 t.:nscal <he 
lhnscripts of\\'itne>S V.D1JS,\ (TC), I >,;nveml,er 2006; Prosecutor v, N:,iwnasuhukn e< al., Case :-..o [("JI(. 

98•42• T, [)ccision on Pmseculnln Motion ,., l_.'n.1cal and D;scloso to Canadian Ao<hontic, <he l'nm.sccipts of lh< 
ToS[,mon,es of ""itn<»OS TA, QCB, n::, SJ. FAT, QY, and QBQ {TC), 19 March 2007, Sec also Prosecutor,., 
Ku,gurcra ct al., Case No. ICTR·99-46 Dcm,nn on Disclosu,c "f Clnsed Session fcstimony of Witness KI H 
{"IC\21 March 2007, 
" hosecu<or v .'l'dayambaj, et al, Case No. J(ffi.98-42•T. Decision on Pmsecu<ion'< Mo<inn 10 Cnscal the 
'I ran,.:.,pc, of Witness WD1__;5A [TC), I No'Crnbc, 2006. para 15 
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such a requesl i.1 in keeping with the Tribunal's objcciive of investigating and prosecuting 

persons accused of comrnilting serious violations of international humanitarian law in 

Rwanda; (2) the witnes, concerned ha.s consented to the disclosure of the closed session 

testimony; and (3) the Chamber has ascertained that there is no risk for the privacy and 

security of the witness concerned. In addition, when granting such a request, a Tnal Chamhcr 

should guarantee that the protective measures granted to the witness concerned will continue 

to have effect muta/lS mutandi., in any proceedings before the national amhorities. The 

Cham be, is of the view that many of the abo,·c condttions mirror those set out for disclooure 

pursuant to Rule 75 (F) of the Rules and therefore that these conditions arc in keeping with 

the spirit of Rule 75. 

17. The Cham \>er finds that all three conditions are mel in lhe instant case. First ofall, the 

Prosecution explains that ,t rcccired a requesl for the di.sclosure from both the Canadjan 

Prnsccution and the Defonce Counsel in the trial ofD6irC Munyaneza.24 rhe Chamber finds 

that as this trial relates to crimes committed in Rwanda in ! 994, disclosure is in keeping with 

!he Tnhunal"s objccti,c of investigating and prosecuting persons accused of commiuing 

se-rious violations of international humanjtarian law in Rwanda as well as with the principles 

of .state cooperation envisaged by the completion stratcgy set out in .Security Council 

Resolutions 1503 and 1534. 

18. 5econd of all. the Chamber nolcs !hat Witncs.s CEA has consented to the disclosure of 

the closed session transcripts of his tc,timony to the Canadian authnriucs '" Third of all and 

in conscquene<: of the preceding, the Chamber is of the ;·iew thdt there ,s no risk for the 

privacy and security of the witness concerned. 

19. As a resull, the Chamber finds that it is in the interest of justice to vary its ordct for 

pmtee\lve measures for Witness CEA pllrsuant to Rule 75(A) for the purposes of disclosing 

the closed sesSLon transcripts of this witness to the Canadian authorities. 

FOR THOSE REASONS, THE CHAMBER 

I. GRANTS the Prosecutor's Motion; 

ll. DIRECTS the Regjstry lo unseal the closed session transcripts of Witness CEA of 4 
December 2003, make copies and serve them Ul'Oil the Prosecution for onward transmission 
to the Canadian authoritjes; 

Ill. ORDERS that the protective measures granted to Witness CEA ;hall continue to have 
effect 1>11<1a11.< mutandis in any proceedings hefore the Canadian coun:. 

"Annex land Annex 2, rcspcc"vely. !o the Prosecutors Molion, 
"Seo Annex J to thcl'rosecuto<, Mulmn 
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/kdsio" on Pr<WC"lio" > .\/ot,on rn (!"seal ond lJrsc/o,e to rh• Canad.an A"lho, t11,s 

,ne 1',""'"'ip1., of"'""''·' CE.4 

n M,i,ch 2007 

Aru.sha, 22 March 2007, done in English. 

Presiding Judge 

Gberdao Gustave Kam 

Judge 

l'rom:"tor ,. &io•o<d Karemera, Math,e• ,,·g,r.mpam aad Joseph /o.'c,rorcra, C.,e No ICTR-98-44• T 8iR 
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International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda 
Tribunal Pi!nal International pour le Rwanda 
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PROOF OF SERVICE - ARUSHA 
PREUVE DE NOTIFICATION - ARUSHA 
Case Name/ Affaire· The Prosecutor vs. 

Case No /Affmre No.· ICTR-98-44-T 

• Joseph NZIRORERA 
-Mathieu NGIRUMPATSE 
• Edouard KA REMER A 

----TTITC·1 -- received by / fefu par. ACO 

□ 

rece,ved by I ~u par 

§ JuOl)e E Mose Pres.rem 
Judi)<' J R Reddy 
Judi)<' s A Egorov 

□ JuOl)e F R AHO) (Ko,e,,) 

□ SW 

□ 

0TC2 
D Juogo W H Sokule 
D JudgeA Rama,o,oo 
D JuOgeK R Khan,B,z,m,,v,e/"J 

D
D JudgoA J N doSrlva 

Judge S 6 Boss• (N''"'"'"''"'" '"' ! 
0 Judge L G Muthoia {8~"""""" .,., I 
D Judge F R Arre1 "'"""'>'/ 
0 Judge E F Snort iB"""""'" et" J 
□ Judge T. H,kmel IN""'""'"'"'"""') 
lj Juogo s K P•'1< (Nd'""""''"'"'""! 
□ ,SlO 
□ A. Loroy, Co-o,dra,W 
D A M,cong (Ndmrn,,y,mana er a/J 

(Z]TC3 

□ Jo<lgo A, Vaz'"'~"""' 

□ Ju<lgo I. M. Wo,nbo~ do Roe,,,~"'"'"""') 

□ Ju<lgo K. R. Khan 
0 Jud go D. C M. Byron 

□ Judge L G. Mu!hoga "'""'"~"I 

□ Judge F R Arrey'"''"'"'' 
□ Ju<lo• ~- F. Sho~ ,K ... ,,... ~ •' J 

" Ju<lgo K. H6kborg ""'"""" , R••~"""' 
□ JuOgo G. G. Kam ,s,.,, • ., ,.,...,.,,., ~ , 

" -M,>,0" 
E O'Donnell. SLO 

□ C. Deni,, Co-ordinator '"""""'" ".,1 , 

□ 
e--,,,..,, 

□ H Gogo, Co-ordinator'""·"""'' 

[SJ OTP I BUREAU OU PROCUREUR 
□ Sen,or Tnal Attorney ,n charge of case: 

' I (SJ DEFENSE""-·,_,._ ~ ·:I- . -1-
0. W&b5ter 

□ Accuse,:! I Accuse: J. Nziroiera, M. Ngirumpatse & E. Karemera 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 

§ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

B 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
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P Math;am 
G R••or 
M Kn""'an 
J G,oenspoon 
P Moth;am 
S Unn,k<15hnan 
K Aldaul< 
C D,ffy, 
N, Fo1ea<O 
M I Mbad,nga 

received by 

□ Lead Counsel/ Consei/ Principal P. Robinson, C. Hounkpatin & 0. Diagna 
□ In/ a Arusha Arusha ., .. ,,.,., □ by fax=~•~,~-
□ Co-Counsel/ Consed Adjoint . 

DI In I a Arusha Arusha 

P, N. M. Ngimbl, F. Weyl & F. Sow 
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