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Mr. Chairman,

My delegation would like to express its appreciation to Under-Secretary-General Dileep Nair for introducing the Report of the Secretary-General on the Review of the Office of the Prosecutor at the International Criminal Tribunals for Rwanda and the Former Yugoslavia. 

My delegation would like to associate itself with the statement of the African Group to be delivered shortly by my distinguished colleague from South Africa on Agenda items 131 and 132.

Mr. Chairman, 

In our National capacity, we would like to make the following additional remarks on Agenda item 131 on the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda:

The OIOS review was conducted principally to determine whether the Prosecutor had put in place adequate mechanisms to conduct the work of the two Tribunals in an efficient, economic and effective manner.

Since the adoption of General Assembly resolution 57/289 of 12 February 2003, the Security Council adopted resolution 1503 (2003), establishing a separate post of Prosecutor for the ICTR. 

The Rwanda Government welcomed this development, because we believed that having a Prosecutor for the ICTR based thousands of miles away from Arusha, and spending on average about 36 days a year, or less than one-tenth of her time there, was in itself a recipe for inefficiency and ineffectiveness. The failure to appoint a Deputy Prosecutor and Chief of Prosecutions for two years, of course aggravated the problem. Table 4 of the report quite vividly illustrates how slowly ICTR is progressing compared to ICTY, which has had a full-time Prosecutor and considerably more human and financial resources right from its inception.
Mr. Chairman, 
Rwanda believes that the completion strategy proposed by the Tribunal is realistic and attainable. The completion of several high-profile cases in the last few months gives us reason to be optimistic. In their meetings with both the General Assembly and the Security Council last October, both Judge Erik Møse and Prosecutor Hassan Jallow confirmed their intention to complete investigations, trials and appeals by the end of 2004, 2008 and 2011 respectively.
We look forward to reducing the burden of cases on the shoulders of the Tribunal by taking on those cases that have been set aside for transfer to national jurisdictions. We believe that the transfer of cases to Rwanda would contribute significantly to the reconciliation process by giving our people the opportunity to witness the trials. Unfortunately, the situation right now is that many of the survivors and victims of the Genocide – the orphans, widows and others – feel a bit disconnected from the process.

We therefore look forward to proposals later this year from the Secretary-General on the rules of procedure for the transfers, and preparations for a conference at which the international community will be invited to commit resources to support the exercise.

On the concerns raised in paragraph 13c of the report on the death penalty, the Rwanda Government has formally communicated to the ICTR its intention not to imposed the death penalty in any of the cases transferred from the Tribunal. The question of seeking ‘alternative national jurisdictions,’ should therefore not arise.     

Mr. Chairman,

My Government appreciates the recommendation in the report that the ICTR Registry seeks the assistance of UNDP in identifying a suitable agency to conduct an assessment of the impact of the closure of ICTR on the economies of Arusha and Kigali. However, for us the priority is, and will remain, the implementation of the completion strategy and transfer of cases to national courts. We also believe that whatever real or perceived economic impact there may be on Kigali will be offset by what we expect will be a well funded and well organized transfer of cases to our national courts.
The Rwanda Government supports the recommendation contained in the report that there should be better communication and clearly defined roles between the OTP and the Registry in recruitment and in other aspects of their work. We also support the recommendation that voluntary contributions must always be used in accordance with donor agreements, and find it rather odd that the Office of Programme Planning, Budget and Accounts had not provided copies of these agreements to the OTP and Registry.

Finally Mr. Chairman,

We would like to advise caution when considering the practice of hiring uncertified translators for ICTR as it is done for ICTY. We should be mindful of the fact that while people with these skills may be readily available and of an acceptable level of training and experience in a European city, one cannot say the same for Arusha. We should also always consider what effect a recommendation like this might have on the credibility of the trial process and also whether it might not have the effect of slowing implementation of the completion strategy.
Thank you Sir.

