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P R O C E E D I N G S 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Good morning, everybody. 

The Court is in session.  Appearances as before. 

Mr. Taku has appeared today.  Mr. Black is not there.  And Mr. Segatwa is up to inform the Court that his client is observing religious functions.  Thank you.  

MR. SEGATWA:  

Yes, he is engaged in meditation every Friday, and he asked for your kind consideration. 

MR. LURQUIN:  

Mr. President, I am sorry, we have a Defence meeting at 10 a.m.  And so, with your leave, I would like to go away for one hour at that time. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Yes, if it is okay with Mr. Ndindiliyimana, no problem. 

MR. LURQUIN:  

I have just spoken to him, so there is no problem. 

ACCUSED NDINDILIYIMANA:

Mr. President, this is not the first time I would be alone. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Mr. MacDonald, Monday is a working day now.  Yes, so you can take Monday morning also. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

I am very happy to hear that.  Thank you. 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

My Lord, if I may add my two cents’ worth, since Monday is a working holiday, what I propose, subject, obviously, to your convenience, is that Mr. MacDonald takes Monday and the Defence ‑‑ the other Defence parties can take part of Tuesday morning and then I can start immediately thereafter. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Yes.  Not Monday ‑‑ if he is agreeable to finish off Monday ‑‑ and he can devote the others (inaudible). 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

All the better, as Your Lordship pleases. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Thank you.

Yes, Mr. ‑‑ Counsel, you can continue. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

Thank you. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

If everything goes well next week, we can take a day off next Friday. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

Next Friday?  I will have to look at my agenda for that. 

AUGUSTIN BIZIMUNGU,
EXAMINATION‑IN‑CHIEF (continued)
BY MR. MACDONALD:  

Q.
Good morning, General. 

A.
Good morning, Counsel.  Good morning to the Bench.  Good morning to all the parties.

Q.
General, we are going to talk of your possible missions.  And I will read briefly from page 170 of Mr. Booh‑Booh's book.  It is the second paragraph.  I will read that paragraph and then ask you to comment.  He says the following:  "Colonel Gatsinzi of the FAR thanked UNAMIR and the special representative for having accepted the mediation between the FAR and the RPF so as to put an end to the suffering of the population.  Our greatest wish is to see things return to normal, as well as the functioning of the institutions of the republic in order to guarantee security."  


He states that massacres do not constitute an honour for Rwanda.  However, he regrets to say that it is impossible to put an end to the massacres as long as the fighting is going on.  He affirms that those massacres were not planned.  According to him, the massacres are the unfortunate result of the excitement of a few elements of the army reacting to the death of the president of the republic and commander-in-chief of the army.  The aspect that is of interest to us here is when Mr. Booh‑Booh relates, or gives an account of what Colonel Gatsinzi said, and he was the chief of staff at the time, and he said that it was impossible to put an end to the massacres as long as the fighting was still going on.  

I understand that your own position is that the population could not be pacified as long as the RPF did not accept a ceasefire.  My question to you is:   Was this also the position of the international community?

MR. PRESIDENT:

General, you have to wait till the question is translated.  

Yes, start now. 

THE WITNESS:

Thank you, Mr. President.  My answer is yes.  But in respect of the quotation of Mr. Booh‑Booh relating to what Gatsinzi is supposed to have told him, I have a small reservation to the extent that if it is true that certain misguided soldiers, probably in the capital, supposedly perpetrated crimes, it is not automatic to say that what is happening throughout the rest of the country was -- or, were the acts of misguided soldiers.  Because as from the 7th, in some hills or collines, members of the population began to react to that.  This is my reservation on that point. 

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
Now, regarding the statement by Gatsinzi that it was impossible to put an end to the massacres as long as the fighting was going on, my question to you is as follows:  Was it possible to stop those massacres? 

A.
The way that it has been stated may be subject to a biased interpretation.  Now, what was the situation?  The forces of law and order were normally responsible for maintaining public security.  And 


I am referring here to the gendarmerie.  We know what happened at Camp Kacyiru, which was the most important gendarmerie camp in Kigali and throughout the entire country.  

There were other gendarmerie units in the capital, for example, in Remera, which was immediately attacked on the 7th.  I believe there was also a gendarmerie brigade at Kicukiru, amongst others.  So, all the units in Kigali were deployed to fight against the RPF.  And so, if the chief of staff says ‑‑ and 

I am talking about when he was discussing with Booh‑Booh, if he said it was impossible to put an end to the massacres, it was because ‑‑ it was not because he did not want to do so, but because the forces of law and order were engaged in fighting and so they could not be free to maintain security, that war occupied most of the elements of those security forces.  

On the side of the Rwandan army, we had reservist units based in Kigali which were all committed in the fighting.  There was the paracommando battalion which was fighting against the RPF at Remera.  There was the recce battalion, which was responsible for holding sensitive positions in the capital.  We had the Huye paracommando battalion on Mount Kigali, and they had already sent some of their soldiers to Camp Kacyiru to reinforce the gendarmerie.  

We also had the Cyangugu battalion which was occupying part of Kigali, but which was the first one to be attacked.  There was the military police battalion based at Camp Kami.  And Kami is spelt K‑A‑M‑I.  And this camp was almost totally surrounded, if it had not already fallen. 

We had the gendarmerie units at Jali which were engaged in the fighting.  So, at the level of the command, even if the minister of national defence had to utilise the two forces ‑‑ I am forgetting the right word ‑‑ he did not have any room to manoeuvre because he did not have any reserve units.  He did not have any reserve units in the army which he could have used to occupy the positions occupied by the gendarmerie so that they should be freed to go and carry on their security duties.  

So when the word "impossible" is used, people might think that it is a matter of bad faith.  But the reality was that there were no resources, everybody was engaged in the fighting.  And so, there were two situations which could not be resolved at the same time. 

Q.
Thank you.  Let me refer you to document number 31, and it is a cable dated 25th April 1994.  And this cable is from Mr. Annan, and it is addressed to Mr. Booh‑Booh.  I asked you a question concerning the international community, how they were reacting to the situation, particularly how they perceived the necessity for a ceasefire.  

And paragraph 4 states as follows:  "Several members of the council expressed their support for the efforts undertaken by the United Nations, the OAU and the regional countries to promote ceasefire between the parties.  They expressed the view that these efforts would be actively pursued and stressed that a ceasefire would make it possible to bring an end to the current atrocities and massacres of civilians." 

Here, we have an illustration of Mr. Annan's position.  They underscore the necessity for a ceasefire before the massacres could be brought to an end.  Was this position, according to you, unanimous and consistent, that is, within the context of the international community and, specifically, Mr. Annan? 

A.
I think this position was a very wise one, but, unfortunately, it was not adhered to. 

Q.
And why was that, General? 

A.
I believe I have already dwelt at length on this issue, but I can summarise.  As part of their plan, that is, killing the president of the republic and resuming hostilities, the RPF wanted to reconquer power, irrespective of the cost.  And what permitted them to justify their offensive?  It was the chaos.  They had prepared their plan.  They knew that there would be reactions that would denounce the situation.  There were some of the RPF members, such as Ruzibiza, who have written books, and they indicated that the RPF wanted to intensify the chaos, and their infiltrators in the population carried out activities to intensify the chaos.  And, unfortunately, it seems to me that they infiltrated even the Interahamwes.  So some of those people were acting on behalf of the RPF. 

Furthermore, when I arrived at Kigali we had a monitoring centre at the general staff.  And we received information to the effect that even amongst the crowd moving around, there were people with radio sets corresponding with the command of the RPF.  So, even amongst the refugees, there were members of the RPF carrying out activities.  So, what was happening was uncontrollable, unless the Rwandans who loved Rwanda ‑‑ or, who had the initiative could have been able to do something.  The Rwandan armed forces were the ones being attacked.  The RPF was the party that was attacking, so they could have accepted some concessions and acted accordingly. 

Q.
Obviously, those concessions were not made.  

Document number 1 has already been tendered, P. 118.  I would like to summarise paragraph 4, in which it is stated that:  "With regard to the scheduled negotiations, the RPF had imposed certain preconditions to any ceasefire that might be concluded."  

Page 2, paragraph 4, I would like to also draw your attention to document number 41, which is a cable of the 24th of May 1994 from Mr. Booh‑Booh to Mr. Annan.  Oh, I am sorry, I am going too far ahead.  We are going to come back to this document a little later.  

My question to you, General, is as follows:  What was your position regarding the presence of UNAMIR on Rwandan soil after the 6th of April 1994? 

A.
To be frank, we needed that force; and I had the opportunity to express that opinion to General Dallaire after my arrival in Kigali and after I met with him.  What had happened in Camp Kigali was regrettable.  That incident had been the reason why the Belgian contingent was withdrawn.  It is unfortunate because it gave the RPF an opening.  Otherwise, if the UN force had been there, if the Rwandan people had been assisted, what happened would not have happened.  I had always wished that UNAMIR be reinforced so as to be able to act efficiently even if they had to intervene militarily. 

Q.
Are you taking stock of chapter 7 ‑‑ or, chapter 6?  Would the resolution itself have to be 


changed -- change the Security Council resolution, that is? 

A.
Well, any solution that might have stabilised the situation would have been welcome. 

Q.
As regards the fact that UNAMIR, according to you, should have been maintained in place, I shall draw your attention to document 16.  I believe that this does not require comment, paragraph 2, that is.  This is a cable from Mr. Booh‑Booh to Mr. Annan, dated the 5th of May 1994.  And Mr. Booh‑Booh says as follows, in English:  "Restated that UNAMIR mission had to stay to bring peace in this country."  

MR. MACDONALD:

So this is a document that we might tender into evidence.  I do not believe it has been done already. 

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
General, yesterday you spoke of the visit of Mr. Ayala‑Lasso in the month of May 1994, I believe it was on the 12th of that month or during that period.  Please tell us about the climate prevailing at the time of the visit. 

A.
Well, with every day going by in Kigali, fighting was becoming more intense and the situation was more and more unlivable.  So the commander of UNAMIR, General Dallaire, announces to me that there would be a visit on the part of the high commissioner for human rights, that is, Mr. Ayala‑Lasso, and he said to me that he would like to meet me.  I said to him, with great humanity, that in principle, I am not in a position from a hierarchical point of view to be the one to meet him.  There is the government; there is the minister of defence; I am in the midst of fighting the RPF.  But in view of the fact that I could see the situation for what it was, and that I was ready, even without receiving permission from my rank superior, I was ready to meet with him. 

Q.
And did you, indeed, meet him? 

A.
Yes, I did, on the 12th.  The dates are to be found in a document.  So, I would not like to come back on whether it was on the 11th or the 12th during the cross‑examination.  Yes, I did meet with him.  And at that moment in time, the director of cabinet at the ministry of national defence was in Kigali, and we were the two personalities to meet with Mr. Ayala‑Lasso.  Of course, this was in the presence of the UNAMIR commander. 

Q.
Did Mr. Ayala‑Lasso ‑‑ or, had Mr. Ayala‑Lasso met with Kagame previously? 

A.
I remember that during a meeting he told us that he had met the other belligerent party and that his mission, as the commissioner for human rights, was especially to take care of the issue of human rights, and this was what was of great concern to everybody, and it was in that context that we convened a meeting with him. 

Q.
And was the question of ceasefire raised with him? 

A.
The Rwandan catastrophe, to my mind, was due to the resumption of hostilities.  So, with the attack and with the subsequent events, had the situation been stabilised and had the call on the part of the government requesting the RPF to come to the table and see how they could seek peace for the country ‑‑ well, I believe that even the commissioner would not have come in such conditions.  It would not have been necessary because the problem would have been solved at the level of authorities within Kigali.  

All the foreigners were evacuated from Kigali.  And the RPF was asking for these foreigners to be evacuated.  He wanted to get rid of any difficult issues.  He wanted to be alone on the terrain ‑‑ or, in the field.  So there was a climate of insecurity in Kigali at the time of the evacuation.  But in view of the emphasis placed on the evacuation on the part of the RPF, we could see that whether it was the NGOs or the foreigners who were to be found in Kigali, anybody who could come in his way ‑‑ his way towards power, he wanted to do away with them.  So, it was not the government that was responsible for the evacuation of the foreigners, but it was the RPF who made a general request ‑‑ or, an official request for the departure of the foreigners.  

So Ayala‑Lasso's mission ‑‑ well, the profound causes of the humanitarian situation and the catastrophe in Rwanda was still there, behind the offensive. 

Q.
Yesterday you also made mention of the visit of the DPKO, Mr. Rizza and Barril.  And with reference to the dates, I would put it to you that this was between the 22nd and 27th of May 1994.  And I would also ask you, General, to tell us what the climate was at the time of this visit.

A.
We weren't any more at ease than we were at the time of the visit of the commissioner, Ayala‑Lasso.  The visit of Rizza and Barril ‑‑ General Barril, occurred at a time when there was great tension in Kigali.  And why was that?  Well, they arrived in the period from 22nd to the 27th, and I received them on the 24th.  And on the night of the 21st to the 22nd, we had lost Kanombe.  Fighting was still intense, and it was in such a climate that we received the visit of such an important delegation. 

Q.
Please allow me to draw your attention to document 41, which is an outgoing facsimile dated 


24th of May 1994 from Mr. Booh‑Booh to Mr. Annan, and most especially page 4.  And we can see on pages 4 and beyond ‑‑ I am not quite sure that I know whether I got the term in French.  It is a log of activities of the 24th.  And under term 7, we can read as follows in English:  "... informed that RPF is shelling in the general area of Hôtel des Diplomate, violating the truce.  RPF was requested to stop firing at Diplomat hotel at 10:00 hours.  Violating the truce, shells also landed near the ICRC hospital."  

Do you have any further comments to make on this subject, General? 

A.
Thank you, Counsel.  The document speaks for itself.  You see, at point 11, for example, we can see that one is announcing here the meeting between the special envoy of the Secretary General of the United Nations with the chief of staff of the Rwandan army.  Now, this is a little detail that does not change anything.  We talk here about the Rwandan armed forces.  This is somewhat confusing.  Until the month of July 1994, I was always ‑‑ I was still chief of staff of the Rwandan armed forces.  However, they, here, make mention of the Rwandan armed forces, but the correct term is chief of staff of the Rwandan army.  

On the occasion of the visit ‑‑ people talk about when the visit ended here.  However, I do not know whether I followed you correctly here, that, on the occasion of our meeting with this delegation, there was an atmosphere, you know, that of a good work session.  The RPF was bombing the hotel itself, because there were broken windows at that moment in time.  However, a truce was supposed to be observed at the time.  This goes to show the atmosphere I was working in at the time.  If the RPF is conscious of the fact that the special envoy is to be found at the Hôtel des Diplomate ‑‑ well, what he is up to precisely, when he is not at the Hôtel des Diplomate?  
Q.
Thank you.  

In your opinion, General, this visit on the part of Messrs. Rizza and Barril, did this contribute to forcing the RPF to accepting a ceasefire? 

A.
A point of clarification here.  I would ‑‑ I would say ‑‑ well ‑‑ no, I will start again.  

The special envoy delegation went to Gitarama with a view to meeting the prime minister.  This is important because – or, the pretexts that the RPF always advanced ‑‑ and I say these were pretexts, they said that they did not recognise the government, as such.  For us, the government was in place, and it was there.  The special envoy came and met with that very government, that is, the special envoy of the special representative of the United Nations.  

And I would add in passing that the ministry of foreign affairs of this government went to the headquarters of the UN and addressed the General Assembly or the Security Council, I believe.  This very same government sent delegations.  And our last witness here to take the stand talked to you about the general assembly of the World Health Organisation, to which members of the government were to take part.  

The government, I believe, was invited to the swearing‑in ceremony of President Mandela.  Others were invited to an occasion in Tunis.  So, this is a rather uncomfortable situation that we were put in by the RPF.  They say that they did not recognise the government.  And they lie, and I am using this expression or term ‑‑ they say that ‑‑ they lie when saying that they are going to only talk to the Rwandan forces.  If they managed to eliminate the government ‑‑ 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

Mr. President, can the witness please slow down and complete his sentences?  Otherwise interpreting is impossible.  

MR. PRESIDENT:

Slow down. 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

Could he please repeat what he just said because we lost it?  

MR. PRESIDENT:

Witness ‑‑ interpreters say it is difficult to cope up with your speed.  So, speak slowly and repeat the answer that you gave. 

THE WITNESS:

Okay. 

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
Now, on this very subject, you say that the RPF, in its strategy, refuses to recognise the government.  I refer here to document 3, which is a cable on the subject dated the 12th of April 1994.  And, once again, this is sent from Mr. Booh‑Booh to Mr. Annan, recipient.  And on page 2 of the said document, that is a K‑number ending in 78, it is said in the middle of the first paragraph in English, "... tried to negotiate a ceasefire, but RPF did not agree because this would include the recognition of the new president and the government." 

So this seems to be the position held at the 12th of April 1994.  Did this position involve the position of the RPF, that is?  Because, of course, when we make mention here of the visit of the DPKO, it is a visit that took place between the 22nd and the 27th of May 1994.  So, between the 12th of May and the 22nd of May, was there an evolution in the RPF strategy? 

A.
Not at all. 

Q.
However, in document number 33, which is a letter to Mr. Kagame from General Dallaire, dated 27th of May 1994, he says as follows, in English,  "As a result of discussions and points of view expressed during the meeting of Thursday, May the 26th, 1994, with Mr. Rizza, the UN Secretary General special envoy, please find enclosed a proposed draft ceasefire agreement for your review and comments." 

It would seem that General Dallaire is saying that subsequent to these discussions on the 

26th of May 1994 ‑‑ well, it would seem that something has become more concrete because he is now sending a draft ceasefire agreement.  

What happened in the interim, General?  

A.
Well, the objective of the visit on the part of this important delegation was to see whether the two belligerent parties could come together, talk and reach an agreement.  They ‑‑ well, you mention here what was sent to Kagame.  But there was also what was sent to the chief of staff of the Rwandan army, and I believe that this important mission, that is to say, going to see the government, I did not know of the discussions that they had had with the government, but it was with a view to saying -- well, make life easier.  The RPF is still raising its stakes and they do not want to discuss with the government.  That they should, therefore, leave the Rwandan armed forces to lead deliberations with the RPF.  

So, this was an important point that arose out of this visit.  Because, indeed, we were subsequent to the deliberations with this delegation when I talked directly to the minister for national defence.  I said to him that we had been requested to put an official delegation in place.  And I asked him to provide the officers for that mission.  We said ‑‑ well, this was a delegation representing the Rwandan armed forces, it is not the delegation representing the government.  And the ministry of defence did, indeed, designate Gatsinzi, of course, on my behest, and Gatsinzi will come to lead the delegation.  But the delegation, when it went there, it was the Rwandan armed forces that was going to negotiate with the RPF.  And this was the mindset, if you like, of the attempts at mediation and meeting with this important delegation coming from New York. 

Q.
Of course, this request on the part of the RPF to negotiate, not with the government, but with the Rwandan armed forces, as you explained, put you in a somewhat delicate or even impossible situation.  However, subsequently, the delegation that did present itself for negotiations was that of the Rwandan armed forces.  So, the question that I am going to put to you:  Was this delegation actually under the auspices of the government or not?  

A.
I believe that I have just explained myself on the subject.  Once the members of the delegation were designated officially, it was the Rwandan armed forces who were to go and negotiate, that is to say, the FAR, with the RPF.  They were to negotiate a ceasefire.  They were not going to negotiate political issues.  

Q.
Very well.  But, despite that fact, General, did the government have a role to play in the context of those negotiations?  Was there somebody who was involved, somebody from the governmental authorities, that is? 

A.
Of course, even if ‑‑ officially, it was not the government who was negotiating.  Of course, they had to be informed of what was going on.  So, the minister of defence was regularly updated as often as he could, and as far as we could.  I am talking here of the month of May.  So, after the visit of the special envoy ‑‑ 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

The witness does not finish his sentence. 

THE WITNESS:

I hope that the government ‑‑ well, the government was in Gitarama.  I was in Kigali.  I was reporting back to the ministry of defence.  We did not receive instructions from the government to tell us that we should negotiate in such-and-such a direction or not.  

Well, I am sorry.  I cannot say that we received instructions from the government, telling us that we should negotiate in such‑and‑such a manner, and telling us what the limits of negotiation actually were.  We had the full power to negotiate on the subject of the ceasefire. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

General, interpreters say sometimes you don't complete the sentence and it becomes impossible for them to translate to give a full meaning.  Please, keep that in mind.

THE WITNESS:

Very well.  I shall say that I will make an effort.  Let's see whether I can go back to school on this one. 

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
So, the negotiations with the RPF resumed.  You mentioned this yesterday or the day before, if I am not mistaken.  There was an incident on the 17th of June 1994.  Can you tell us what happened, General? 

A.
Under the auspices of the UNAMIR, and more particularly the deputy commander of UNAMIR, 


General Anyidoho, A‑N‑Y‑I‑D‑O‑H‑O, negotiations between the two parties began on the 


30th of May 1994.  This means that the mission of the special envoy had produced a result.  The two delegations met at UNAMIR headquarters.  And I should point out that at that time, the UNAMIR headquarters was entirely inside the zone occupied by the RPF.  

Now, in practical terms, what happened?  When the time came for our delegation to go to the UNAMIR headquarters, they went to the Hôtel des Milles Collines in the morning where there was a UNAMIR office.  And the UNAMIR soldiers organised the trip to their headquarters in Remera.  So, it was General Anyidoho, who was the deputy to General Dallaire, who organised the meeting.  

During the first half of the month of June, the Organisation of African Unity held its summit.  And this is the organisation that has become the African Union.  The summit took place in Tunis.  The Rwandan delegation was present, either at the ministerial level or at the heads of state level. 

Around the 15th of June, amongst the resolutions taken by the OAU, it was stated that the two parties, that is, the Rwandan government and the RPF, had signed a ceasefire.  And this happened precisely at the time when the delegation of the Rwandan armed forces and the delegation of the RPF were carrying out negotiations under the auspices of the UNAMIR.  When this incident happened, obviously, we started wondering what we had to do.  There was the OAU summit, and the African heads of state had succeeded in bringing about a ceasefire between the two parties.  We felt that it was a very important step, and we were wondering whether we should continue with the negotiations.  I, personally, asked General Dallaire that question.  I believe there is a correspondence that refers to this issue. 

Q.
Are you referring to the letter of the 19th of June 1994? 

A.
Yes, Counsel.  

Q.
It is document number 34, and you can comment on it. 

A.
Well, before commenting on it, Counsel, I would like to give some important information regarding what happened before the 19th.  

During the first session of the negotiations, the two parties began from square one.  Because, as you will remember, on the 15th of April 1994, there had been a similar effort at the Méridien hotel, still under the auspices of UNAMIR.  At that time the special representative of the Secretary General of the United Nations, Mr. Roger Booh‑Booh, was present, as well as the commander of UNAMIR, 

General Dallaire.  Ever since then, the military situation, that is, within the context of direct negotiations between the two armed forces, had not continued.  I have already mentioned this, but I will repeat.  

There were initiatives at the level of region and initiatives during the heads of state summit.  There was also the initiative of President Museveni of Uganda, and particularly the initiative of the Organisation of African Unity and a facilitator, who was the president of Tanzania.  This is how come a delegation led by Minister Ntagerura ‑‑ and that is spelt N‑T‑A‑G‑E‑R‑U‑R‑A -- and that delegation comprised another minister and two senior officers of the Rwandan armed forces, travelled to Arusha in Tanzania where the RPF was equally represented.  And this time they were represented by the president of the RPF himself, Mr. Kanyarengwe.  And that is K‑A‑N‑Y‑A‑R‑E‑N‑G‑W‑E, Kanyarengwe.  He was accompanied by the secretary general of the Rwandan Patriotic Front, as well as a large delegation.  But the Arusha negotiations which took place in May did not succeed.  Because, as usual, the RPF did not want to talk directly with the Rwandan government.  As a result, at the level of the OAU and the facilitator, that is, Prime Minister Malecela, M‑A‑L‑E‑C‑E‑L‑A (sic), he was the one chairing the negotiations on behalf of the facilitator, that is, the Tanzanian president.  

Given that the RPF had been intransigent and had not recognised the government, refused to have direct negotiations with the Rwandan government delegation.  As a result, there were indirect negotiations such that the head of the Rwandan delegation on the 5th of May, I believe, signed a document of an unconditional declaration of a ceasefire.  The Rwandan delegation insisted that they did not want to impose any conditions.  They simply wanted a ceasefire.  And that document exists, and I believe that we will have the opportunity to produce it subsequently. 

And so, the Arusha negotiations failed.  This is what prompted the general secretariat of the 

United Nations to send a large negotiation (sic) to assess the good faith of the RPF.  They said, "If you want soldiers, we are going to give you soldiers, and we will see what happens."  I believe it was necessary to give you this information. 

Before I forget, Counsel, can you remind me of what we were talking about? 

Q.
General, my question was whether there was any incident at the resumption of negotiations.  I believe it was around the 17th of May 1994.  And after that incident, you sent a correspondence on the 19th of that month, and this is document number 34, and you have it in front of you.  Please comment on that document, that is, if you have something to add to that incident. 

A.
During the negotiations which began on the 30th of May 1994, one of the issues discussed was the transfer of displaced persons located at various places in Kigali.  This transfer had already begun on the 27th of May, if my memory serves me correct.  

Q.
General, I don't want to interrupt you, but when you say that the transfers had begun, I believe you talked about the evacuation of the 3rd of May 1994, people evacuated from Hôtel des Milles Colline; 


am I mistaken?  

A.
Well, on the 3rd we had an experience that failed, and in the meantime we put in place certain modalities before resuming the operations on the 27th.  After the failure of the 3rd of May, the UNAMIR commander sent us a letter asking us to commit ourselves.  And I personally replied his letter pledging to collaborate for the purpose of ensuring the success of that operation, contrary to what he stated before this august Chamber, to the effect that I did not do what he requested.  

While those operations were being carried out, there were certain difficulties.  The RPF learned that a ceasefire had been signed in Tunis on the 15th, and then launched an offensive during the night of the 16th to the 17th and they attacked Saint Famille and St. Paul.  They justified that offensive by saying that it was a rescue operation.  So you had refugees from all ethnic groups involved.  They launched an operation which they claimed to be a rescue operation.  And so the gendarmes who were guarding those sites died during that operation.  The operation was launched during the night of the 16th to the 17th.  It was a major attack which ‑‑ which released or freed a lot of refugees.  But during that attack several – or, many people died.  


In the morning of the 17th, our delegation led by General Gatsinzi went to the Hôtel des milles collines in order to be taken to the headquarters at Remera.  And, of course, since there were attacks almost every day, no one paid any special attention to that particular attack.  People were used to regular attacks here and there.  And the delegation was not aware of what had really happened at 

Sainte Famille and Saint Paul.  

Our delegation travelled to the UNAMIR headquarters.  And after they began work, the RPF said that they did not want to talk with our delegation as long as the people who were at the Hôtel des Milles Colline had not been evacuated.  It appears that at that very time, the people who are generally known as the Interahamwe, having experienced the attack of the night before, decided to attack the 
Hôtel des Milles Colline and the refugees who were there.  The first evacuations had already been carried out. 

Q.
On point of clarification, General, what was the ethnicity of those people? 

A.
At Saint Famille, Hôtel des Milles Colline and elsewhere, they were people from all the ethnic groups.
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THE WITNESS: (continued)
When these groups of people, generally, known as the Interahamwes, attacked the 

Hôtel des Milles Colline, I was informed, contrary to what has been written and said -- I was informed at the general staff headquarters.  And when I received that information that the Hôtel des Milles Colline had just been attacked, I received a call from my liaison officer, General Rwabalinda.  At the same time he was at the UNAMIR headquarters.  
Rwabalinda is spelt R‑W‑A‑B‑A‑L‑I‑N‑D‑A, Rwabalinda. 
He called me and said that there was something happening at the Hôtel des Milles Colline.  I told him I had just been informed, and that I was going to go there.  Immediately I called the commander of the Kigali east secteur and told him that I was going to the Hôtel des Milles Colline, and I asked him to send me two armoured vehicles, at least.  But I took my pickup.  I was travelling by pickup.  
Mr. Tambadou, this time it was not a jeep with an antenna.  
So, I took that pickup and I took my escort with me and we started on the way towards the Hôtel des Milles Colline.  At the entrance of the hotel, I noticed that the situation was very tense.  Unfortunately, or, rather, fortunately, there was an RPF shell which fell at the entrance of the hotel.  
After I entered the courtyard of the hotel, I found that there were people there who were overwhelmed.  There was the gendarmerie, Colonel Munyakazi, who is currently a general in Rwanda.  I believe he is even in prison.  His name is -- M‑U‑N‑Y‑A‑K‑A‑Z‑I. -- I saw him looking very agitated.  I also saw the UNAMIR colonel, Moigniy, and he was the UNAMIR liaison officer at the 

Hôtel des Milles Colline.  
And that name is spelt M‑O‑I‑G‑N‑I‑Y.  
I knew that officer well because I had met him in Ruhengeri.  I did not have time to speak with them because, first of all, they were very agitated.  
And let me point out in passing that I had not yet visited the Hôtel des Milles Colline by that time.  I had only seen it in passing.  There were gendarmes there as well as UNAMIR soldiers who were guarding the hotel.  That force was there.  This is probably what remained of the previous collaboration between the gendarmerie and UNAMIR.  So that particular site was guarded by elements of the gendarmerie and UNAMIR.  However, the attackers were already inside the hotel.  I told myself that obviously the first victims must already have died.  
What did I do?  I went into the hotel with my escort, and in the meantime I believe the two armoured vehicles had already arrived, but I did not see them at that time, I saw them only when I went out.  So, as I was saying, I entered the hotel and I ordered my escort to separate and go to every corner of the hotel to be able to intervene.  For my part I went to every floor, and on each floor, fortunately, we found that the attackers started by looting.  They wanted to take money and valuables.  They had knives, they had guns, they had everything, and the danger was there.  I ordered them to leave or we would shoot them.  So they started leaving the hotel and, fortunately, that is how come we intervened at the 
Milles Colline.  And I personally was involved under those circumstances and that is because, as I would like to repeat, this was my second direct intervention.  This was because I always had in my mind an unfortunate incident that had happened at the Ruhengeri town area, which was being guarded by the gendarmerie.  
In the evening, we discussed this with the delegation led by Gatsinzi which had been taken hostage by the RPF.  And this is well documented in documents by General Anyidoho.  So it is true, that they had been taken hostage.  
I will stop here and wait for your next question.

Q.
General, one point of clarification.  Yesterday, you will remember the question was put to you as to whether the Rwandan army had ascendancy over that force generally known as the Interahamwes.  You have explained your intervention of the 17th of June 1994.  You went into the hotel.  You have explained the circumstances.  Obviously, it was a very risky rescue operation for obvious reasons because these people were armed.  At the end of the day, the Prosecutor may raise and say, “You see, Mr. President, Your Honours, this is proof that Bizimungu had authority over the Interahamwes.” 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

My Lord, I object.  I object to my learned friend -- if he has questions, let him put it.  As Your Lordship please.

MR. PRESIDENT:

Yes, Counsel, don’t comment on what ‑‑ 

MR. MACDONALD: 

Well, I wasn’t attacking my friend or anything like that.  Well, let us leave aside the Prosecutor. 

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
One of the interpretations that could be made, that is, a spin could be put on that incident to the effect that Bizimungu obviously had authority over the Interahamwes because they complied with his orders.  So, General, I would like us to be very clear so that we can avoid this possibility of interpreting that incident and their compliance with your order as being proof that the army had authority over the Interahamwes. 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

If I may, with all due respect, My Lords, I vehemently object to my learned friend’s line of cross‑examining because what he has now done is to give the general one possible interpretation of what can be deduced from his evidence, and then ask him to make a comment about that, My Lord.  I think that is grossly unfair, and I think he shouldn’t make comments like that.  He should just put his questions to the general and let the general give his response.  As Your Lordships please. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Yes, Counsel, you must keep these things for submission, if at all, depending on the answers given by this witness. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

I understand, but I think I have to establish the basis -- in this particular circumstance, establish the basis as to why I am putting the question, not just a suggestion I think the general knows very well that the interpretation may be submitted at the end of the day by the Prosecutor. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Yes, this was going through my mind because the Interahamwe, or whoever was there, obeyed his orders. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

That’s what I would like him to make clear, if you would allow me.  

MR. PRESIDENT: 
Yes.

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
Could you possibly explain to us, General, the circumstances that led to the Interahamwe complying, and when you say that your security -- your personal security, was seriously compromised.  Could you please expound on that? 

A.
I thank you, Counsel, and I would like to put Counsel Tambadou’s mind to rest, saying that I will be ready to answer any questions that he might put to me on that subject.  

I took my responsibility at that moment in time.  It was very risky.  And, today, I shall also fulfill my responsibilities and provide an explanation.  

The chief of staff of the Rwandan army was fighting the RPF, but he must not be disassociated from the other forces from which he was collaborating.  And first and foremost it was UNAMIR and the gendarmerie guarding the hotel.  So, can one say that I am taking of my elements, by the Interahamwe and set them against my collaborators?  No, that would be entirely absurd.  Of course, all interpretations are possible, but the reality is that we had people who were totally out of control, and the idea that comes to mind is the painful experience that I went through in Ruhengeri, where people were killed.  And I said to myself, well, I go there.  

So, on the one hand, I came up against shelling on the part of the RPF that could have taken my life.  And people said that those people are on drugs, that they have got knives, and I don’t even know whenever there were not RPF elements amongst the assailants.  The ‑ ‑ well, if the RPF says that in the hotel there were some of its supporters, I am taking a risk.  And if an infiltrator within the Interahamwe, there's also a risk that members of the RPF might behave in the same manner within the hotel.  So there are the armoured vehicles of UNAMIR to be found outside the hotel downstairs.  I arrived in a van.  Nobody fired at those people, but whatever the interpretation, whatever the usage is that one makes of this information, I will take full responsibility. 

Q.
General Dallaire was led in evidence on the subject of Hôtel des Milles Colline ‑‑ did he ‑‑ well, he said one thing, the Hôtel des Milles was constantly surrounded by the army, the gendarmerie, or even the Interahamwe.  Now, I do not want to put words in his mouth, but I am under the impression that the aim of the exercise was once again to say that the ‑‑ that there were three different forces, but that in fact they only make up one entity, that is, army, gendarmerie and Interahamwe.  What would you have to say to that when General Dallaire says that the hotel was constantly surrounded by the gendarmerie, the army and the Interahamwe?  Is it true, and were it to be true, could the Hôtel de Milles Colline be surrounded by all those three forces, i.e., the gendarmerie, the army and the Interahamwe all at once? 

A.
Thank you, Counsel.  First of all, the gendarmerie was guarding the Hôtel des Milles Colline.  If that is what he refers to as surrounding, well, that would be rather a shame for a professional to utter such words.  If the gendarmerie was guarding the hotel as such, it would be a contradiction to say that there were further members of the gendarmerie who placed themselves in positions as to surround the hotel.  In view of the fact that there's an armed presence, i.e., the gendarmerie, it would be a contradiction for members of the Rwandan army once again to come and surround the hotel.  If there were Interahamwe stalking around the hotel with a view possibly to committing such-and-such an activity, well, that is possible.  

We must remember that the Hôtel des Milles Colline was an obsession for General Dallaire because even from the 16th of April in a situation report, he writes that he learnt that the 


Hôtel des Milles Colline was going to be attacked.  So that was even before I arrived in Kigali, this threat did, indeed, exist.  

But in view of the fact that the opportunity has arisen for me to say something here, I would like to talk about how people can manipulate people and throw people off.  Yes, I saw General Dallaire, and when he went to meet Kagame ‑‑ well, I don't know the contents of their discussions but I shall try and summarise what happened.  Dallaire tried to say to him what exactly we can do about the 

Hôtel des Milles Colline because the people who are in the hotel are threatened by Bizimungu who wants to kill them, referring to me, that is.  I read that in the book.  I did not even know that he could write such a thing.  

Kagame said; "Well, they have always worked in such a manner, and if the people who are to die ‑‑ if the people who are at the hotel are to die, well, it is a sacrifice as such and those people would be offered ‑‑ those people will be sacrificed.  I do not know whether he wanted support from Kagame as regards the Hôtel des Milles Colline, but the fact is, he was going to put words and thoughts in my mouth and mind.  And sincerely this is quite regrettable.  I read in this book and I saw how this information was manipulated.  So, it is not surprising that he wrote this.  He was regularly surrounded by the UNAMIR itself because the UNAMIR was after all on location. 

Q.
Thank you, General.  How many refugees were there at the Milles Colline hotel when you were intervened? 

A.
To be quite honest, I never knew how many refugees there were.  There were evacuations that commenced on the 28th, and I believe 28th of May. 

Q.
I know that this question might be somewhat uncomfortable to you, but I am going to put it anyway.  Were you under the impression that without your intervention the people in the hotel would have been killed? 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

I vehemently object to this.  I don’t think my learned friend has the right to pursue this, as if he is cross‑examining the witness.  He had asked the previous question twice and I had objected (inaudible) and the witness gives a response.  He is coming back to the question again, My Lord, to find a way out and I am vehemently objecting to that and he is speculating the event.  As Your Lordship please. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Yes, Counsel.  I think the question is disallowed. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

I don't agree, but I respect your decision, Mr. President.  

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
General, to wind up on this question of ‑ ‑ we looked at two issues simultaneously.  We talked about the negotiations that come to a stop unexpectedly around the 17th of June, and then we talked about the Hôtel des Milles Colline.  And I have two documents here that have a bearing on this issue.  


Document 40, please.  If you would acquaint yourself with its contents.  This is a document that you sent on the 19th of June 1994 to General Dallaire.  (Inaudible) “That it is necessary to continue the evacuation of displaced persons and the security measures that need to be put in place for such operations.  We need to ‑‑ we need to assess and be pleased with the work that has been done so far.  The conduct of operations imposes certain re-organisations, in view to responding to the needs of efficiency and security.  In this context we consider that the Hôtel des Milles Collines, as an aside should no longer receive any further displaced persons and underprivileged individuals".  

First of all, General, do you remember this letter? 

A.
Well, where you stopped reading, that is not where the full stop appears. 

Q.
I shall start the sentence again.  "In this context we consider the Hôtel des Milles Colline, as an aside, that should no longer receive any further displaced persons.  And we rather prefer the idea of gathering together the displaced persons in the infrastructures such as the Saint Famille and Saint Paul churches, which will be considered as places under the control of the UNAMIR.  We hereby put into practice the wish on the part of UNAMIR during the negotiations on the ceasefire at the headquarters of the UNAMIR between the delegation of the FAR and the RPF.  This measure is to be implemented from the 21st of June onwards."  It is signed, "Yours sincerely, Augustin Bizimungu."  

Could you please comment on this document, General?  

A.
I have no comment to make thereon.  This is my expression of my availability to work together with the UNAMIR in the interest of the Rwandese people. 

Q.
Now, document 34, General, this is once again a letter that you wrote to the commander of UNAMIR forces, that is, General Dallaire, in June 1994.  I would like to draw your attention to the last two paragraphs, because my copy is partially illegible, and I do not know whether you have any comments to make on that.  

"Commences in view of the evolution of the security situation," such and such --  

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

Mr. President, interpreter does not have access to the document.  So, please, could they be requested to read it slowly.  
The interpreter has found the document.  Thank you.  

THE WITNESS:  
Which document are you referring to?

MR. MACDONALD:
Thirty‑four.

THE WITNESS:

Everything that occurred on the 17th of June showed us just how the RPF, to what extent they could go to eliminate the ‑‑ our delegation.  So we wrote to the commander of UNAMIR with a view to broach the subject of insecurity and our concerns.  I would also like to draw the attention of General Dallaire to the fact that there was a ceasefire signed in Tunis at the headquarters of the African union.  This is paragraph 3 and paragraph 4.  Where I say that:  “The last African Union summit that was held in Tunis gave rise to the signing of a ceasefire agreement between the Rwandan government and the 

Rwandan Patriotic Front implemented from the 15th of July 1994 at mid‑day, this agreement having been signed by the highest political authorities, representing both parties, means that it is necessary to clarify the link between this agreement and the deliberations that were underway between the two armed forces, having a bearing on the same subject.”  
So, I am asking the commander of UNAMIR to provide me with clarification as to the relationship between the two events. 
BY MR. MACDONALD:
Q.
Do you remember whether you received a response to that letter? 

A.
I do not remember.  Well, I didn't receive a document or any document referring ‑‑ so my response is reserved on the subject. 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER: 
The witness did not finish his first sentence.

MR. PRESIDENT:

Mr. MacDonald, we can take a break. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

I was going to suggest that because I am going to ‑‑ on to another subject.

MR. PRESIDENT:

Okay.  Court is adjourned for 15 minutes.  
(Court recessed from 1050H to 1135H)
MR. PRESIDENT: 
Court has resumed.  

Counsel, continue. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

Thank you.  

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
General, we are going to talk about the period during which you were commander of the 

commando battalion, as well as commander of Mukamira camp, and then, thereafter, commander of the Ruhengeri ops sector.  Let me begin by talking about the Interahamwe or the group of people who were commonly known as the Interahamwe in Ruhengeri.  


First of all, you have been accused of having participated in supervising or encouraging the training of the said ‑‑ of the said Interahamwe in Ruhengeri at various dates.  For example, Witness GAP claims that the meeting to set up the Interahamwe took place in December 1992 and January 1993 at the Mukingo communal office.  So my question to you is as follows:  Did you take part in such a meeting, or did you attend that meeting if the meeting indeed took place? 

A.
I am not aware of such a meeting, and I did not attend it, that is, if it actually took place. 

Q.
General, please, tell us, were the Interahamwe present in Ruhengeri?  Let us say between 1990 and 1994, was there any such structure in Ruhengeri? 

A.
The problem is that the term "Interahamwe" has to be used with great caution.  It has been manipulated to such an extent that, today, it is being said that all those who are against the RPF regime are Interahamwe.  So, do not be surprised when you hear people in Kigali and elsewhere refer to Belgian or an American as an Interahamwe, for the simple reason that they have dared to criticise the Kigali regime.  So this word, “Interahamwe”, is a word that was distorted, misinterpreted, depending on the purpose.  There are people who claim that all Hutus are Interahamwes, including children who have not even been born.  Others say that the Interahamwes are people who have committed reprehensible acts; still others say that the Interahamwe are the youth wing of the MRND.  So I cannot tell you what existed in Ruhengeri and did not exist.  Unless you put specific questions to me, there would be a risk of my also engaging in propaganda. 

Q.
One of the definitions that have been proposed here is the fact that the MRND had a youth wing and that that youth wing of the MRND was known as the Interahamwe.  Some witnesses have testified that when the multiparty political system came into being, pursuant to the new constitution of June 1991, all parties created youth wings, beginning with the MDR and later with the MRND.  Now, if we limit ourselves to that definition of the Interahamwe, my question to you is:  To your knowledge, was there a structure of the Interahamwe in Ruhengeri comprising a president, vice-president, and so on and 

so forth?  

A. 
I learnt about the alleged existence of the Interahamwe in Ruhengeri after I was arrested in 2002, and after I arrived here.  It was in the documents that were given to me that I saw the term "Interahamwe.”  But while in Rwanda I was aware of the word "Interahamwe" being used.  People talked about the Interahamwe youth, the youth wing, and I had seen them when they came for the rally of the 


15th of November in Ruhengeri.  I saw huge numbers of people in buses and pickups and people said these are Interahamwe.  But in the Ruhengeri préfecture, I was not aware of the existence of the Interahamwes, or maybe I really did not pay great attention.  I did not hear anyone say there are Interahamwe there and so on and so forth.  So my answer is no.  

Q.
I would like to digress a little bit here.  You have mentioned a meeting of the 15th of November.  I presume this was the 15th of November 1992.  You say you were in Ruhengeri.  Were you present in that meeting? 

A.
Thank you very much, Counsel.  That digression is very important.  Yes, I was in Ruhengeri.  I saw vehicles passing.  I saw people gathering.  I moved about the town, but I was not at that rally.  I had nothing to do with the rally.  It was a political party rally and I was not a member of any political party. 

Q.
Thank you.  As you are aware, in the presentation of the Prosecution evidence, mention was made of the fact that the Interahamwe received training.  I am going to come back to this issue of training later.  But for the time being suffice it to say that GFC claims that in 1993 at the Mukingo communal office, the Interahamwe received training.  So, that is the Prosecution point of view, that the Interahamwe actually were the youth wing of the MRND supervised by the Rwandan army and, as a result, they received training from the Rwandan army.  

So, GFC said that training took place in a Mukingo communal office in 1993 and it lasted for one to 

two months.  So my question to you is, I understand that you have answered the question relating to the existence of that entity, but is it possible that a group of young people who were not soldiers were trained by soldiers at the Mukingo communal office in 1993? 

A.
How can you train people who do not exist?  What I am telling you, is that after having listened to the accusations made by those witnesses ‑‑ I remember that they talked about the creation of the Interahamwe.  They claim that after the Interahamwe was set up, there was training given to them.  Insofar as I have categorically denied my participation and my presence in the alleged meetings to create the Interahamwe, I, as a result ‑‑ in fact, I cannot talk about the training of people that I did not assemble or create and put into a group.  That is my position. 

Q.
Very well.  Thank you, General.  I think that it is important for us to know your position from the very outset.  Nevertheless, I would like to refer you to some parts of the Prosecution evidence and ask you to comment on them with the ultimate purpose of discrediting those testimonies.  I understand your position.  It is clear.  It has been claimed that Camp Mukamira was one of the sites where the Interahamwe received training.  We know that you were the commander of Mukamira camp right up to January 1991, and then you were commander of the paracommando battalion, after which you became commander of the Ruhengeri ops sector.  But your place of residence was still at Mukamira camp and it is for that reason that I am putting this question to you.  While you were there, the question is, was there any training of civilians in Mukamira camp between 1990 and 1994? 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

If I may, My Lords, it is not an objection.  It is just for the record, because I heard “commander of the paracommando battalion.”  That’s what I heard.  I think he was commander of the commando battalion. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

Well, I said commando. 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

Yes, he was not paracommando.  As Your Lordships please.  

MR. MACDONALD: 

Thank you, Mr. Tambadou. 

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
Would you like me to repeat the question, General? 

A.
No, Counsel, I understood your question.  The truth is that the Interahamwe never received any training at Mukamira camp.  Such a thing never existed, and I would like you to allow me to elaborate on my defence. Those witnesses who spoke of training occurring at Camp Mukamira are Witnesses GAP, GFA and I believe Witness AOF.  Witness GAP and Witness GFA provide differing accounts and they contradict each other at times as to the nature of the Interahamwe troops, their number, duration of the training and the speed of the training.  So with your leave, I would like to provide you with a comparative assessment of the ‑‑ what the witnesses had to say about the Interahamwe training and their approach. 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

My Lords, I would object to that and My Lords would recall on Tuesday when we started, I had objected to General Bizimungu making comments regarding the testimony of what the witnesses ‑‑ and this is the danger because he is not only providing evidence of facts.  He knows about this now.  He is going and analysing the evidence of other witnesses.  I mean, he has gone to the extent of saying that they have given contradictory evidence.  These are matters for closing.  They are questions of law, My Lord.
MR. PRESIDENT:

Yes, but he is ‑‑ as the Accused, he is entitled to comment on the testimony because they are directly accusing him, unlike any other witness.    Witness -- and another witness may not be able to say that about other witnesses.  But he is the Accused.  He must be given the latitude to tell why they accused him and his position. 

MR. TAMBADOU: 

I would certainly abide by My Lord’s ruling, but the thing here is that he is making submissions on questions of law that is reserved for us in the end.  As Your Lordship please. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

We will note that. 

MR. MACDONALD: 

Because you are absolutely aware that he is testifying as a witness and as an Accused and, therefore, has that latitude to say why what these people are alleging against him is not true --
THE WITNESS:

I understand too well that this may raise concerns and it might be risky to uncover the amazing approach.  If there's a witness such as G‑A‑P or GAP, who says that the Interahamwe were set up in the year 1992, December of that year or January 1993 after the attack of the 8th of February 1993, that there were 80 Interahamwe who received training from that period until the 6th of April, and that after the 6th of April, at approximately the 10th of April, 8 -- 600 had come to add themselves to these forces and become Amahindure and then he says that he was an instructor of these Interahamwe at 
Mukingo communal office.  And then there's another witness who says that at the end of December 1992 he was already vice chairman of the Interahamwe and he said that he had already received training and that after the attack of the 8th of February 1993, there was a meeting with a view to set up the Amahindure and that people then followed the training session for three months and he finishes by saying and GFC says that he was informed of the training of the Interahamwe. 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

Mr. President, the witness is pretty confused in his speech. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Slowly, slowly. 

THE WITNESS:

He says that we received training of one and half to two months and that in the month of June 1993, they were sent to man roadblocks.  And if a witness says that every week Interahamwes from 

Mukingo -- there's a lorry that comes from Mukamira to take them once a week to go for rifle practicing then the Interahamwe who followed the training and then when they come here to testify, when you ask them whether they would have been at the Camp Mukamira to exercise their shooting skills, then, well, of course -- yes, I do understand the Prosecutor when he says ‑‑ 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

Mr. President, he is extremely confused, what the witness is saying, extremely confused. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Mr. Bizimungu, the interpreter says it is difficult to follow you.  Please talk with clarity so that what you say could be recorded properly.  Try, if you can, to use shorter sentences.  That would be useful. Please keep that in mind and speak slowly. 

THE WITNESS:

I thank you, Mr. President.  
I was saying that what I noted and what we subsequently were stricken by is the way in which within a limited geographic zone, with the same people involved who would have been taking part in the same events, they present them in such a different and irreconcilable manner.  So, I was saying that one person says that they followed training for two years; another person says they followed training for two months; another person says they followed training for one ‑‑ no, two months.  And, well ‑‑ we can come back to this point at a later stage.  And I believe that this only goes to prove that people would just want to outline something that never existed.  
There's the Rwandan reality.  This Rwandan reality exists, and it is true that our country went through a very saddening event.  Would it not be possible just to look at this unfortunate state of affairs for what it is?  Why go and find elements that never existed?  And why carry on destroying the Rwandan people by getting people up against each other in situations that never actually existed?  And I will come back to this throughout my testimony, notably, what happened in Ruhengeri, because what went on there was catastrophic.  There were people who did, indeed, perpetrate or commit crimes and that bear responsibility for the said crimes.  However, to be honest, the survivors in Rwanda know precisely what happened, and there's a reality.  And through what I am going to tell you, I want this reality to come to light. 

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
Thank you, General. Now, I shall go through a number of things said by the various witnesses on the subject of training or meetings, and I will try not to be too undisciplined on the subject -- or the subject, and I shall ask you to comment on the various issues.  

We were talking about Mukamira.  You know that part of the Prosecution case.  In order to put you in association with the Interahamwe; they said that this occurred at Mukamira, where there trainings of all descriptions at Mukamira.  For example, were there military recruits trained there? 

A.
To my knowledge, Camp Mukamira was never a training camp.  In Rwanda, we had a training camp that I was privileged to command.  This is Bugesera training centre.  And when there was recruitment through the various military circumscriptions of Rwanda, of course, the recruits, before being sent to Bugesera, had to go to the various military camps.  And every recruit did go to Bugesera ‑‑ if they went to Camp Mukamira, then I might be able to tell you something about that because from the 14th of October 1990, I went on a mission for the defence of the country.  And upon my return in the operational  sector  ‑ well, as I said to you on the subject of recruits, in view of the fact that they were coming back to the circumscriptions, if there were any recruitments ‑‑ well, I do not know whether this was done through Camp Mukamira and, if it was, I did not follow it.  But if there was any recruitment, this was done in a normal fashion, according to the rules, and the recruits went through there in order to go to Bugesera.  

And I would remind you that in the year 1990 with the invasion of the RPF, the command decided to form a number of contingents referred to as the 15 days.  And they were trained at 

Bigogwe training centre.  These contingents gave rise to the battalion referred to as the 31st, 32nd and 


33rd battalion and I was busy at the time elsewhere.  I did not know how people were being recruited.  Other people who alleged that Interahamwe were trained at Mukamira from the 1st of October 1990, well, I think we need to look at that in detail.  They, the recruits, went to Mukamira camp and then they came to Bugesera.  And when the war broke out, I do not know quite how the system continued to function. 

Q.
Now that we are on the subject of Mukamira, you know it was alleged before this very Trial Chamber that not only was there civilian training going on in Mukamira, that is, notably, the Interahamwe, but some even said that there were activities or exercises close to Lake Karago exercise these involving firearms.  There were a number of witnesses who testified as to this, and I would also request that you comment on these claims.
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THE WITNESS:


I was the person who was present at the inauguration of Mukamira camp.  I was the person who entered into initial contact with the various local authorities to make this camp, to get it up and running.  At the outset, there was no firing range planned for, so in the year 1989, at the beginning of 1989, there was no firing range at camp Mukamira.

This means the firing range, well, in order to conduct firing exercises, we had to go to the commando training centre in Bigogwe.  In view of the fact that this was quite costly, we had to either go there in a lorry, or we had to organise to get there on foot, and then organise the firing exercises and come back.  

We thought that we might set up a firing range within Mukamira camp, and this range was ‑‑ was behind Mt. Kivunga, quite a distance from Lake Karago. 
I shall spell that for you, K‑I‑V‑U‑N‑G‑A, Kivunga.  
This firing range existed and when it was opened, soldiers from camp Mukamira would go there in order to practice.  As far as Lake Karago is concerned, this lake is to be found ‑‑ 

THE ENGLISH INTERPRETER:

The witness does not finish his sentence.

THE WITNESS:

There are houses of officers to be found next to Lake Karago.  There is the ‑‑ well, there is not much of a distance, but even if the distance were not long, it would be absurd for any witness to say ‑‑ and I'm saying this as an officer, a trained officer, who also trained other people.  How can you expect to train somebody in firing weapons where ‑‑ next to the lake because there is no target?  There is nothing to be able to correct your firing capacity and you wouldn't even know where or what he was firing at in view of the fact that we had a firing range at our disposal, or maybe there were too many people using it.  

I remember that witness.  That was Witness AOF.  AOF says, that they were firing at a distance of five metres from the officers' houses, and he says this.  And the first officer's house is not to be found at a distance of five metres from the lake.  Admittedly, there were foundations of a house that were submerged with water and that were abandoned.  However, the officers' houses were to be found further away than five metres.  

There was another piece of his testimony that we confronted him with.  There are families and children to be found in and around those houses.  So, why would one go and fire and make noise in a place where there were children, whereas we have a firing range of our own?  So on the lake sometimes, there was movement of boats.  I remember that there was a small island that was cultivated.  I'm sure that you visited this, Counsel Tambadou.  It is to be found at a distance, and it is cultivated and sometimes canoes were used for people to go and farm this island, so there was a little bit of movement of boats on the lake. 

On the other hand, there is the service of youth and the director of this division, whenever he wanted 

to -- he had a vehicle at his disposal, he could go via the entry.  He had a small canoe, and I asked him to come and see me.  And if he wanted to, he could come across the lake direct.  So he would come to see me and he would go back in his little canoe.  There were also members of the population around this lake, so why would one take risks, unless you were completely mad, and go and fire on this lake at the risk of hitting people?
So, from a tactical viewpoint, we were there, but we weren't that stupid to train people in using weapons without them having targets at their disposal and without knowing that they could already fire pretty well.  I should say in categorical terms that what that witness said here is completely false.

BY MR. MACDONALD:

Q.
We talked about Witness GAP, G‑A‑P, and when he came to testify before this Trial Chamber, he alleged that he had been and ‑‑ a commando instructor in the year 1975.  Did you know this individual, Witness GAP, General? 

A.
The pseudonym GAP, G‑A‑P, I did make contact with this witness after my initial appearance once I had been given documents on the subject.  I was curious to know -- after having read through all the documents, I realised who he was through his statements.  So, I learned of his existence through the documents from the year 2002, 2003, when those documents were given to me.  I came to learn of the name of this individual when the delegation was made. 

When I entered the Court on the 15th of February 2005, I was also curious to find out who this GAP individual was, and when he came into the courtroom, I saw the gentleman in question.  And this was the first time that I laid eyes upon GAP, on the 15th of February 2005 in this courtroom. 

Q.
Now, to make this crystal clear, are they to understand from your answer that you had never seen this GAP individual before? 

A.
I thought that I was clear.  I told them that I saw him for the very first time here in this courtroom, that I had not seen him beforehand.  And had I seen him, well, it must have been amongst the thousands and thousands of Rwandans that I came upon or chanced upon on the roads around Rwanda.  Can I say that those people that I saw amongst the masses -- well, no, I saw him for the first time here. 

Q.
And when he says that he was a commando instructor in the year 1975, do you have a comment to make on this allegation on his part? 

A.
Well, Counsel, commando instructors ‑‑ well, maybe at a corporal or soldier level.  They were, if I might use the term, they were ‑‑ well, I don't want to say that they were members of the elite, but they really were hand‑picked ‑‑ 

MR. MACDONALD:

Slowly, please.  

THE WITNESS:

The corporal commando instructor at Bigogwe instruction centre was known to the commando instruction centre and was known by all the other officers and by all non‑commissioned officers, and he was known by a number of soldiers of the Rwandan army who went through this commando instruction centre.  And the GAP witness whom I saw here, I never saw him amongst the elite at the commando instruction centre.  No, he lied with a view to getting close to me. 
BY MR. MACDONALD:
Q.
Another thing with reference to GAP, he says from the 2nd of October 1990, he was at Mukamira camp and he was following training to become ‑‑ as a reservist soldier in the context of the reservist recall programme.  Could you please comment on his claim? 

A.
Firstly, we came under attack on the 1st of October 1990.  The minister of national defence was not to be found in the country.  He was in the United States.  Of course, his deputies were there and they met.  And one of the first things that they do, is to assess the situation.  And the first decision to take was not to recall the reservists.  Had this happened and had GAP been at Mukamira camp on the 


2nd of October 1990, the decision would have to have been taken either on the 1st of October 1990 or on the 2nd of October.  

However, the RPF attack of the 1st of October 1990, I remember, was a Monday at approximately 10:00, and this is when the operators started saying that something strange was happening in Kagitumba amongst the Rwandan army detachment to be found there.  And it was in Kagitumba, I shall spell that, K‑A‑G‑I‑T‑U‑M‑B‑A, Kagitumba.  
In other words, it was during the afternoon period that the general staff informed us that we were being attacked.  Even if the general staff had asked that the reservists be recalled, there was a procedure to be followed.  The reservists had to be informed.  They lived in different and sometimes at far-away communes.  They would have to be told where to go.  And so someone will come and say there was a witness who was there who came and said there was another person commanding a unit in Kigali who talked about the recall.  I left Camp Mukamira on the 14th.  That recall had been mentioned, but the procedure, the modalities were not yet in place, so GAP could not have been at the camp on the 2nd.  If he was being an instructor there with me in the camp, he would have been there on the 1st.  And then he said that he came back again on the 2nd.

Well, I can't say anything further. 

Q.
You mentioned the 14th.  I wanted to be more precise.  You were referring to the 14th of October 1990; is that correct? 

A.
Yes, everybody has to play his role and you are playing your role well, Counsel. 

Q.
Now, let us talk about that force which was referred to as Amahindure, A‑M‑A‑H‑I‑N‑D‑U‑R‑E.  I am going to go back over certain elements.  

To begin by placing us in context, at the time of the creation of that force, that is, the Amahindure, according to GAP, there was the creation of the Interahamwe, December 1992, January 1993, and their training at the Mukingo communal office.  Afterwards, there was a creation of the Amahindure after the death of the president.  This is still according to GAP.  

As for GFA, he says that the Interahamwe was created at the time of the institution of the multiparty politics, while the Amahindure was created after the attack of the 8th of February 1993 during a meeting at the Mukingo communal office.  The same GFA claims that after the meeting which created the group, Amahindure, and in which meeting you are alleged to have participated, the training started immediately, and, according to him, lasted for three months.  I, therefore, have to ask you this question:  Did you attend this alleged meeting, according to GFA? 

A.
Just GFA, because you also mentioned GAP? 

Q.
Well, we are talking about two different things at two different periods.  You can make a comment about GAP, very briefly, please. 

A.
Yes, I will be very brief with GAP.  I will start with an introductory comment.  Given that this is my defence, I have to give the information at my disposal to this Trial Chamber.  

GAP came and testified in the Kajelijeli case.  
Kajelijeli is K‑A‑J‑E‑L‑I‑J‑E‑L‑I.  
Regarding his stay at the Mukamira military camp -- and I am sorry to come back to this again, he did not mention this in the Kajelijeli trial.  He said that he was always in his cellule where he had some specific duties, and where he attended certain meetings during that period.  That is from October 1990 to November 1992.  

He also added that he had attended the first meeting.  He was somewhere near the door, listening to what Kajelijeli was saying to the conseillers, so in that Kajelijeli trial, he never mentioned that he had been recalled as a reservist.  So we have two GAPs testifying in the same tribunal, but in different 

trial chambers.  In one trial chamber, you have one GAP who has never left his commune, who is close to Kajelijeli, who follows him everywhere and sees what he is doing.  

In the other trial chamber, we see a different GAP who is no longer at the communal office.  He is no longer in his commune.  He is in Mukamira camp, so as to be close to Bizimungu, so as to follow up or monitor his activities.  So, there is GAP in the Kajelijeli case who presented himself as an innocent person, a victim, who is paying for crimes committed by Kajelijeli.  And in the Bizimungu case, he appears as a criminal who acted in concert with Bizimungu.  So in the Kajelijeli case, he wants to attract sympathy because he is a victim, and in the Bizimungu case, he attracts interest because he is a criminal who has repented.  So, those are the two personalities that I wanted to bring up before this Trial Chamber. 

Q.
Thank you, General.  That is specifically with regard to GAP's allegations relating to the Amahindure.  I will have to ask you that question, that is, to comment on those allegations for the record.  

Once again, GAP says that the Amahindure was created after the death of the president.  Did you, yes or no, attend a meeting during which it was decided to set up this group, the Amahindure, after the death of the president? 

A.
If I understand well, GAP claims that there were two phases.  There was the phase after the attack of the 8th of February during which 80 Interahamwe were given training, uninterrupted training, up to the 10th or 11th of April and that date is on the record.  And that is where he says that the number increased from 80 to 600.  The figures are different, depending on the document, but he said that the number increased to 600.  

We are referring here to the 11th of April and on the 11th of April, I was occupied with something else.  I was doing something else instead of going to train 600 Interahamwe.  And if those Interahamwe would have been effectively trained, they would not have stayed in Mukingo commune.  They would have been sent to the battlefield somewhere.  So I never was present at the creation during the meeting of 1993, or during the alleged training, up until 1994.  

Q.
I understand that you also include GFA in your answer, so what is applicable to GAP is also applicable to GFA.
A.
Well, still within the context of my defence, we have two major witnesses who talked about the creation of this group during meetings.  GFA talks about an official meeting, and I am setting aside the issue of dates and so on because that can happen.  People may forget dates, but the two witnesses, GAP and GFA, agreed that this meeting is supposed to have taken place after the attack of the 8th of February, that is, the attack on Ruhengeri.  So are these two different meetings or the same meetings?  And, generally speaking, the people who are supposed to have attended these meetings, did they come for one meeting and go back home and come back for a different meeting, or are they referring to the same meeting?  These are two witnesses who sort of agree on certain parts of their testimony, so could these people have attended the same meeting, but which is narrated differently by two different witnesses? 

Now, regarding the second attack on Ruhengeri.  If that is the case, then GAP and GFA would be referring to the same meeting.  So why would GAP say that it was a meeting of a clique of outlaws, whereas GFA is saying that it is a security meeting, which includes officers and a préfet who was no longer the préfet of Ruhengeri since July 1992? 

GFA claimed that during that meeting, Ntibintura took the floor because he was responsible for civil defence.  He was asked whether Augustin Bizimungu took the floor, and he said no, but all he did was agree.  On the other hand, GAP says that all the meetings organized in the commune were chaired jointly by Nzirorera and Bizimungu, so GAP's meeting is chaired by Bizimungu and Nzirorera, whereas GFA's meeting is chaired by Ntibintura and Nzirorera and others.  So, the composition is already different.  What is not different is the target of the Prosecutor.  Those stories have been told -- well, I'm sorry. 

Q.
To your knowledge, did that group, Amahindure, even exist in Ruhengeri préfecture? 

A.
Counsel, I heard about the group, Amahindure, as a structure only after August 2002.  And I learned about that from the documents disclosed by the Prosecutor after my initial appearance in August 2002. 

Q.
Still in respect of this concept, Amahindure, there is Witness GFA, who mentions the name Karorero, K‑A‑R‑O‑R‑E‑R‑O.  He mentions him as being the leader of the Amahindure.  Do you know that person? 

A.
Yes, I know him well, Counsel.  

Q.
And who is he, General? 

A.
Karorero was a non‑commissioned officer.  I do not know where he hailed from ‑‑ I did not know where he hailed from.  I only knew that subsequently, but I had known him for a long time because he was working at the Rwandan army base.  

During that period, I sometimes met him in Kigali in Colonel Setako's house, and we are going to come back to Setako, who was a longstanding friend of mine ever since the year 1969 when we were in college.  Later on, when we became officers, we continued being friends, and sometimes when I visited him in Kigali, I would meet Karorero.  

Later on, I came to learn that Karorero hailed from Nkuli commune -- and that is spelled N‑K‑U‑L‑I -- and that he was a relative of Setako, and Setako is spelled S‑E‑T‑A‑K‑O.  
It so happens that Rwanda is a small country and people know each other, especially if you have met the person before, and that was the same with officers.  At one point, Karorero was transferred from the army base to the Huye paracommando base.

And Huye is H‑U‑Y‑E.  

During the war of 1990, Karorero was the NCO responsible for supplies in that Huye battalion, and sometimes I met him in the Ruhengeri operational sector when the Huye commands battalion was called upon to intervene in the sector.  Later on, he was transferred to the Ruhengeri ops sector as a mechanic, non‑commissioned officer, so he was responsible for the vehicle pool.  I believe that ‑‑ that on the 1st of January 1993, he had to go on retirement.  I believe it was around that time, and he left the Ruhengeri operational sector where he was an NCO mechanic to go on retirement, and I did not see him again after that.  

Subsequently, I learned that Karorero had returned from exile and that he was living in his home in Nkuli.  And maybe it is not very cautious to say this, but certain contacts were made, and the Prosecutor should give us the exculpatory evidence that he has in his possession. 

MR. TAMBADOU:  

I'm sorry, Mr. MacDonald.  I don't understand what General Bizimungu has just said.  He mentioned about certain contacts and exculpatory evidence.  I'd like that to be clarified, My Lords. 

MR. MACDONALD:

I think you know very well, Monsieur Tambadou.  Karorero was met by Prosecution team and made a statement very recently, I believe maybe two or three months ago, where he denies all these charges that were made by your witnesses with respect to training the Interahamwe, training the Amahindure.  I think that is what General Bizimungu is referring to.  And you have ‑‑ I'd just like to ‑‑ for the purposes of the record, we obtained that information through other channels.  And we would have expected that the Prosecutor's office provide us with that information, according to their obligation, because your witnesses came here and said things about Karorero.  We were putting Karorero everywhere.  He was training.  He was responsible of the Amahindure, and he was met --

Following pressures by other Defence teams, Karorero was met by the Prosecution and denied -- all what he said, I know nothing about that.  I never trained anyone.

And we would expect you to give us that information.  So, now you know we have the information, so don't pretend, Mr. Tambadou, that we are pulling rabbits from hats.  

MR. TAMBADOU:

If I may, My Lord, my learned friend obviously ‑‑ by his assertions, is indicating that I knew of this statement that Karorero is supposed to have given to another Prosecutor.  My Lord, there is no point in denying the obvious.  I'm not aware of that statement.  When I go back to the office, I will enquire.  And if this turns out to be untrue, I would insist on an investigation on this matter, My Lord, because I will not take this allegation lightly.  My learned friend has just accused me of knowingly withholding information that I am obliged under the rules to disclose to them.  

MR. PRESIDENT:

You take that into account ‑‑

MR. TAMBADOU:

I shall also, please ‑‑ 

MR. PRESIDENT:

And, also, I'd like to know as to at this stage, why should the Prosecutor interview ‑‑  

MR. TAMBADOU:

Exactly, I'm baffled myself, My Lord, but I certainly should make my enquiries.  As Your Lordship please.  

MR. MACDONALD:

Well, let's go back to basics, sir.  The Prosecution is one ‑‑ 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Don't ‑‑ don't get involved in this now.

MR. MACDONALD:

Well, it is not fair.  He is inducing this Court in error.  The Prosecution is one ‑‑ what the left hand knows, or what the left does, the right hand knows.  

Now, don't tell us differently, Mr. Tambadou.  This is a major asset, Karorero, and the reason, again, that they had to meet him was due to the pressures made by other Defence teams that had either contacted Karorero or wanted to contact Karorero.  But in any event ‑‑ and, yes, sir, and I am strongly alleging and I'm accusing you of not disclosing that evidence to us.  Now, there are worse things in life, but that one, you will have to assume.

MR. TAMBADOU:

Well, My Lord, just one more comment.  
Then, why don't you be brave and tell which team, which Prosecution team, did that?  If you are so brave as to stand and say those words, why don't you just ‑‑ 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Don't get involved in this now.  You check with your ‑‑

MR. TAMBADOU:

Yes, my Lord, I will do that. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

‑‑ and you can bring this subject up on Monday.

MR. TAMBADOU:

Yes, My Lord, but he is standing there and saying, yes, that is what he is doing.  

MR. PRESIDENT:

No, he said that this is information.

MR. TAMBADOU:

Well, why can't he be brave and point out exactly what team, if he has all information with him?  What is wrong with that?  Put it on the record.  

MR. MACDONALD:

Well, why don't you speak with Ms. Ojemeni who used to occupy this Chamber?  She will tell you all about it.  I'm sure that she did.  But, anyway.  It is quite a clear matter.  What is the point?  You are going to deny, so I will move on. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

You can ‑‑ you are coming to a new point?  We can even break now.  

MR. MACDONALD:

If you wish, yes, Your Honour, please. 

MR. PRESIDENT:

Good, we will adjourn until Monday, 9:00 Monday. 

(Court adjourned at 1225)
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