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English Transcript, 24 April 2008, pages 1-2, from page 1, line 23 onwards: 
 
MADAM PRESIDENT: 

Okay.  Here's the oral ruling on the qualification of Dr. McPhail to testify as an expert 
witness:   
 
The Defence for Prosper Mugiraneza offers Dr. Mark Lawrence McPhail as an expert 
witness, pursuant to Rule 94 bis of the Rules of Procedure and Evidence.  Dr. McPhail's 
proffered area of expertise are rhetoric, communications, argumentation and research 
methodology.   
 
The role of an expert is to assist the Chamber in understanding the context of events 
relevant to the case.  The expert must possess relevant specialised knowledge acquired 
through education, research, experience or training in his or her proposed field of expertise.  
The standard for admission of an expert testimony is whether the specialised knowledge 
possessed by the expert, applied to the evidence which is the foundation of the opinion, may 
assist the Chamber in understanding the evidence.   
 
Having considered Dr. McPhail's curriculum vitae, as well as his testimony and submissions 
of the parties during the voir dire, the Chamber is satisfied that Dr. McPhail has 
demonstrated expertise in rhetoric, communications, argumentation, and research 
methodology.  Especially, the Chamber notes Dr. McPhail -- Dr. McPhail's PhD in rhetoric, 
including his education and experience -- excuse me -- in the application and assessment of 
qualitative, quantitative and critical research methodologies, and his 20 years of editorial 
service in respected academic journals reviewing the work of his peers.   
 
The Chamber is satisfied that Dr. McPhail's specialised knowledge in research 
methodologies and methods of argument may assist -- may assist it in assessing the 
reliability of expert reports of Dr. Des Forges and Professor Mbonyinkebe.   
 
Dr. McPhail is -- Dr. McPhail is admittedly -- excuse me -- is not an expert in Rwandan 
history and, therefore, the Chamber does not consider Dr. McPhail -- Dr. McPhail's opinion 
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on specifics of Rwandan history will assist in understanding the evidence.   
 
Finally, the Chamber does not consider that hearing Dr. McPhail's testimony will interfere 
with its role in assessing the credibility of the witnesses in this case.  

 


