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28 October 1996

THIRD REPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION
. OF INQUIRY (RWANDA)

I. INTRODUCTION

1. ¢ By paragraph 1 of its resolution 1053 (1996) of 23 April
1996, the Security Council reaffirmed

"the importance it attaches to the work of the Commission of
Inquiry, to the investigations it has conducted to date, and
to continued effective implementation-of--the relevant
Council resolutions"..

2. By paragraph 2 of the resolution, the Council requested the

- Secretary-General

"to maintain the Commission of Inquiry on the basis set out
in paragraph 91 (c) of the report of the Commission of
Inquiry (S/1996/19%, annex) to follow up its earlier
investigations and to stand ready to pursue any further
allegations of vioFations, especially of current and
expected arms shipments".

" 3. In its report to the Security Council dated 14 March 1996

(S/1996/195), the International Commission described its
investigations into the sale or sﬁbply of arms and matériel to
former Rwandan_government forces in the Great Lakes region in
violation of the arms embargo impgosed by the Council in
resolution 918 (1994) of 17 May 1984. The Commission, acting
pursuant to its mandate as set fbrth in resolution 1013 (1995) of
7 September 1995, also reported on its activities in the Great
Lakes region and elsewhere and on the contacts it had made with
Governments of tﬁe region and others pursuant to its inquiries.

4. In particular, the Commission reported the difficulties it
had encountered in obtaining information and cooperation from
some of its interlocutors, particularly the Government of Zaire.

While the Commission met with senior Zairian cabinet ministers in
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Kinshasa, its investigations in Goma were hampered by the
uncooperative attitude of the Zairian officials assigned to
assist it in its work. The Commission was unable to visit
Tanzania or Uganda during the period November 1995 to February
1996 and wanted to ensure that it would be able to do so when it
returned to the region pursuant to resolution 1053 (1996} .

5. Accordingly,.in preparation for the Commission’s return to
the Great Lakes region, the Secretary-General wrote on 14 May
1996 to the Governments of Zaire, Tanzania and -Uganda to inform
them of Security Council resolution 1053 (1996) and to request
their cooperation in meeting.with and .assisting the Commission.

6. The Commission reconvened in New York on 8 July 1996 and,
after proceeding to the field on 12 July, returned on 21 October.
In accordance with resolution 1053 (1996), "its size was reduced
from six members to four, as follows:

Ambassador Mahmoud Kassem (Egypt), Chairman
Brigadier Mujahid Alam (Pakistan)

Mr. Gilbert Barthe (Switzerland)

Mr. Mel Holt (United States).

7. The Commission had a small support staff.

8. Since much of the information obtained by the Commission
during the investigations it has conducted since July 1996
corroborates, amplifies or otherwise refers to the findings it
presented to the Security Council in January and March 1996 in
documents S/1996/67 and S/1996/195, it might be helpful to read
the preéent report in conjunction with the Commission’s first two

reports.



II. ACTIVITIES OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION
OF INQUIRY SINCE 12 JULY 1996

N ivities in X

9. On 12 July 1996, following a briefing for new members at
United Nations Headquarters, the International Commission arrived
at Nairobi, where offices were provided for it by the United
Nations Office at Nairobi (UNON). The Commission then renewed
contacts it had made in Kenya during ité éérlier tour of duty
from November 1995 to February 1996.

B. Activities in Rwand

10. The Commission visited Rwanda from 24 to 29 July and met
there with the Vice-President and Minister of Defence, Major- .
General Paul Kagame, and other senior officials to renew contacts
made earlier. In addition, one Commissioner visited Rwanda a
number of times in August and September to maintain official and
unofficial contacts, inspect captured weapons and interview
prisoners captured in cross-border incursions from Zaire.

11. The Commission was informed that the number and duration of
such incursions were increasing and they were penetrating deeper
into Rwanda. Some originated in Bukavu and Uv1ra and came up
through Burundi into the south of Rwanda.

12. The information acquired by the Commission concerning fund-
raising by and arms sales and deliveries to the former Rwandan
government forces and military training to destabilize Rwanda is
dealt with in detail below.

C. E . . . . ] II . !E 1]. ! EI o

13. The International Commission visited Dar-es-Salaam and
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Dodoma, Tanzania, from 11 to 17 August 1996. During its visit,
the Commission met:with the Prime Minister of Tanzania, Mr.
Frederick Sumaye, Mr. Ali Amieri Mohamed, Minister of Home
Affairs, the Director General of Intelligence and Security, and
other senior gsvernment officials in a position to assist the
Commission’s investigations. The Prime Minister and Minister of
Home Affairs informed the Commission that it was their
Government’s policy not to allow Tanzania to be used as a base
for military training or for political activities by the
refugees, nor were refugees permitted to have~arms. At subsequent
working-level meetings, the Commission was informed that the
camps, which were located close to the Rwandan border, were very
large and that there was a great deal of intermingling between
the refugees and the local population. The Commission’ requested
and received authorization to visit the Rwandan refugee camps on
Tanzanian soil in Ngara district. The visit-took place from 28-30
August. :

14. The two Commission members who conducted the visit were
-accompanied by the Tanzanian Civil Defence Officer and Protocol
Officer; a UNHCR protocol officer; the Head of the Refugee
Section of the Tanzanian Ministry of Home Affairs; and the
Security Officer of the Tanzanian Government. The Commission
members visited Benaco, Musuhura, Keza, Mulonzi and Kitale Camps,
the Rusomo post on the border with Rwanda and the Kabanga post on
the border with Burundi. The Commissioners also spoke with
refugees, local officials, UNHCR officials and NGO

representatives.

15. A number of themes were clearly apparent from the
information supplied to the Commission b& all these various
sources, and from its own observations. There was no evidence
that arms and matériel were being sold or supplied to the
remnants of the Rwandan government forces and militia now
resident in Tanzania, no arms caches had been discovered, and
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arms were apparently not borne or openly displayed within the
camps. Nevertheless, small arms were said to be available in the
H_ggﬁps. On 22 August 1996, the Tanzanian police had arrested seven
Rwandans on charges of conducting unspecified military-type
activities, and were seeking a further two individuals on the

same charge.

16. A senior Tanzanian official very familiar with the refugee
situation and security-related matters categorically informed the

Commission that military training was being-conducted among the

—exiledRwandese, who were in the process of "organiz(ing)

\}g_ themselves to do a mass assault” against Rwanda. The Commission
' was also shown arms that were said to have been obtained from the
Rwandese refugees in the region and was provided with an official

list of weapons and ammunition that had been obtained from the

Rwandese refugees.

kY [ 17. The Commission was'informed that military training was being
& conducted day and night around the camps and in the surrounding
hills and forest in both Ngara and Karegwe districts. This
involved small-unit tactics as well as more serious training. The
_refugees had considerable freedomof movement—including the
ability to cross into Rwanda and Burundi, but it was-—not-thought
that armed incursions were being conducted from Tanzania into
“Rwanda. However, there was_evidence that some Rwandese in -
Tanzania were collaborating closely with Burundese groups working
to destabilize and overthrow the Government of Burungg. There was
also evidence of considerable contact between the Tanzanian camps
and the Rwandan refugee camps in Zaire, via both Rwanda and

Burundi.

18. Evidence that organized fund-raising, known as a "war tax",
was being conducted among the Rwandans in Tanzania was also
presented to the Commission. The "war tax" was being levied from
the economic activities in which the Rwandans were engaged,
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including their work as employees of NGOs. Some portion of the

//;roceeds of crimes.such as the hijacking of vehicles and
extortion carried out by Rwandans were also said to fund the
military effort. Religious and church-related activities, which
were said to have greatly increased in the past year, were also

suspected to serve as a cover for military-related fund-raising

and exchanges of informatiopn.

19. Refugee leaders interviewed by the Commissioners were
unanimous in rejecting charges of genocide in 1994 and-
categorically said that there had been no genocide, but fighting
between ex-RGF and the Rwandan Patriotic Army (RPA) in which many
people had been killed on both sides. They argued that the side
which had been defeated was now being blamed for genocide. The
refugee leaders refused to accept that the genocide of Tutsi and
moderate Hutu was an established and well-documented fact, and
maintained that many killings had taken place before 1994, and
that many Hutu had been killed by the RPA and by Tutsis. They
argued that when one Tutsi was killed the international community
-took it seriously, but the deaths of hundreds of Hutu attracted
no attention. It was not clear to the Commission whether this
attitude was the spontaneous expression of genuine feelings or
whether it represented the result of prolonged indoctrination.

20. Sources also informed the Commission that there was open
talk among some of the réfugees of an "insecticide" operation, by
which was meant the annihilation of the Tutsis. The name refers

to a common Hutu epithet for Tutsi RPF fighters, "inyenzi", or

cockroaches.

21. However, during its talks with senior Tanzanian Government
officials, the Commission was informed that the refugee
population was very divided. Though refugees themselves told the
Commission they wanted to return home in peace, there are known
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control over the camp populations.

D. Activities in Uganda ’

22. On 12 September 1996, the Commission was invited to meet
with senior Government officials, including security officials,
in Kampala during the week of 16 September. In the event, the
Commission met with the First Deputy Prlme Mlnlster and Mlnlster
for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Eriya Kategaye, the Thlrd Deputy Prime

Minister and Minister of Labour and Social Welfare, Mr. Paul
Orono Etiang; the Director General of the External Security
Organization; and other senior Government officials, as well as
with the UNDP Resident Representative and others.

23. The information obtained by the Commission in Uganda was
corroborated by high-level official sources and documents.
According to these, the recruitment and exten51ve training of

Rwandans were taking place at several locatlons in eastern Zaire,,

and non-Rwandan instructors might be involved. Recruitment was

said to .be taking place in Gahindo (Kahindo), Gatare (Katale) and
Mugunga. Burundese rebels were training at Uvira. Zaire was

4alle was
identified as a conduit for the supply of arms both to the former

RGF and Interahamwe and the Burundese Front pour la défense de 1la
démocratie (FDD). In a particular instance in April 1996, Zairian

military authorities were said to have been directly involved in

training the ex-RGF in the use of anti-aircraft and heavy guns at

f“—-—.___‘\‘_
Rumangabo barracks under the command of an air force officer
"_-—‘—-.__

named Captain Bila. The Forces Armées Zairoises (FAZ) had also
transported heavy arms (alleged to have been previously
confiscated from the ex-RGF) from their camp at Katindo to the
eX-RGF camp at Mugunga, where weapons parts were reportedly seen
being reassembled and fitted. Other locations where training was
said to be carried out included Nyamirima, Buramba, Kiryandonyi
and Ihimbi Forest in Rutshuru, near the border with Uganda.
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24. In its report to the Security Council in March 1996
(S/1996/195, eééecially paragraphs 21-39 and 41-45), the
International Commission of Inquiry described the involvement in
a highly probable violation of the Security Council arms embargo
of a South African national, Mr. Willem Ehlers, identified as the
Director of a company called Delta Aero. Subsequent
investigations conducted by the Commission indicated the need to

explore further the apparent involvement of individuals of South

African nationality in the sale—or—supplyof-arms to and the
__conduct of training by the former Rwandan—government forces.

25. Accordingly, three members of the Commission visited South
Africa from 1 to 7 September 1996 and met with the Minister for
Foreign Affairs, Mr. Alfred Nzo; the Minister of Water Affairs
and Forestry, Professor Kader Asmal, who is also the Chairman of
the National Conventional Arms Control Committee (NCACC); the
Deputy Director General, Department of Foreign Affairs,
Mult.lateral Branch; and police and other government officials.
Commission members, who visited Johannesburg, Pretoria, Cape Town
and Durban, also met with members of the Cameron Commission,
which had been established by the South African Government to
investigate possible South African involvement in illegal arms
transactions; officials at the Institute for Defence Policy and
its Regional Project on the Proliferation of Arms Trafficking;
officials of Executive Outcomes, a private military consultancy
company based in Pretoria; and Mr. Willem Ehlers, Director of the
Delta Aero Company.

'26. The International Commission received firm assurances of
full support and cooperation from the South African Government
and from the Cameron Commission, and has made arrangements toO
maintain close contacts with both concernin legations the
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involvement of South African nationals or companies in matters

under investigatien by the Commission.

27. The Commission was informed by its various interlocutors
that the South_African arms industry, which had until 1994
operated covertly, wéé being brought under increasing Government
control. However, individuals who had been involved in the arms
trade or the armed forces during the apartheid era were still
active in an individual capacity or in private industry. The
Government was taking active steps to restrain their activities,
which included dealing in arms and providing mercenary services.

28. When interviewed by the Commission at the UNDP office in
Pretoria, Mr. Ehlers offered a detailed account of the arms deal
referred to in paragraph 24 above, which essentially corroborated
the account contained in the Commission’s report to the Council.
Mr. Ehlers also expressed appreciation to the Commission for
offering him the chance to put his point of view, and spoke of

his distress over accounts of his activities in the media. He had.

~been assured that the arms were destined Fgr' Zaire and had been

"shoc.ced" to read subsequently that the recipients were in fact

the former government forces of Rwanda.

29. Mr. Ehlers told the Commission that the "main spokesman and
authority" that he had dealt with was a Zairian official known to
him as "Hundé". It was "Hundé" and another Zairian, "Jean", who
had approached him in May 1994 in Pretoria to say that Zaire
wished to buy a quantity of rifles and ammunition for the Zairian
military. On the basis of information it has independently
received, the Commission believes these men to be Mr. Hunda
Nzambo and Mr. Jean-Bosco Ruhorahoza. The two told Mr. Ehlers
that they would like to go to Seychelles with him and with their
"technical expert" to inspect the weapons and ammunition offered
for sale. The "technical expert" was Colonel Théoneste Bagosora,

a leading figure in the ex-RGF now in detention in Cameroon in

A
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connection with the genocide of April 1994.

30. The transag¢tion then unfolded much as described in
paragraphs 29 to 36 of the Commission’s report (§/1996/195) .
However, while the price paid for the arms according to banking
documents made available to the Commission was $330,000, Mr:
Ehlers stated that the parties arrived at an agreed price of
$300,000. The Coﬁmission is unable to explain the apparent
discrepancy of $30,000, or ten per cent of the price Mr. Ehlers

cites. =TT e

31. Another small discrepancy relates to the nationality of Mr.
Ruhorahoza, who arrived on 16 June 1994 aboard the Air Zaire DC-8

aircraft used to transport the arms to Goma. Mr. Ruhorahoza

entered Seychelles on 16 and 18 June 1994, accompanying the
aircraft back to Goma on 17 and 19 June. According to the
information provided by Seychelles, Mr. Ruhorahoza used two
different passports. On 16 June he is listed as a Rwandan,
holding a passport no. 002978 issued in Kigali on 20 May 1994. On
18 June, he is described as Zairian, with a passport issued in
Zaire on _he same date and bearing the same number. In both
cases, his occupation is given as "Fonctionnaire de 1l’état" or
"fonctionnaire". Upon further inquiry to Seychelles, the
Commission has received copies of the immigration forms filled in
by Messrs Ehlers, Nzambo and Ruhorahoza for the dates in

question, but can provide no explanation for this discrepancy.

32. In his discussion with the International Commission, Mr.
Lafras Luitingh, Director of Executive Outcomes, said that he
would very much like to help the United Nations, but that he did
not have hard evidence to support the allegations being
investigated by the Commission. However, Mr. Luitingh indicated
that his organization might be in a position to discover such
evidence and that, if it succeeded, it would be willing to offer

its cooperation on a commercial basis in return for suitable
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payment . The International Commission was not in a position to
discuss this offer further, but agreed to maintain contact with

Executive Outcomes.

P u ot s ; 1qi

33. A member of the Commission visited Brussels and Ostend from
3 to 7 September. The aim of the visit was to investigate
allegations that numerous suspicious cargo deliveries to Central
' :Aﬁrinaqhad_pQ§§gd_Lhrough_Ostend_airprL,.The Commissioner
received the full support and assistance of the Belgian customs
authorities, studied the airport records from 17 May 1994 to the

present, was given access to all the documentation he requested,
observed the physical checking of goods and had contacts with
commercial sources as well as airline and cargo company

executives. No indicati involvement in

possible violations of the embargo.

34. In Brussels, the Commissioner had extensive contacts with a
number of officials from the Sanctions Assistance Missions
Coordinat‘on Centre (SAMCOMM) in the European Commission offices,
including British, Italian and Russian representatives. In

addition, the Commissioner met with some private sources.

G. Activits " he United Kinad

35. From 3 to 8 August a member of the Commission visited London
to meet with Amnesty International officials and other sources of
information about events in the Great Lakes region, including a

pilot with information about private cargo airlines flying in the

region.

36. The information acquired strengthened the Commission’s
belief that arms were reaching the ex-RGF from a variety of
sources via eastern Europe, including the former Yugoslavia, and

Py [




zaire. According to the sources contacted, the arms are
transported for the final leg of the trip by light aircraft
capable of landipg on small airstrips, including the one at Bunia
near Lake Albert. The Commission also received the names and
contact numbefé of several individuals and companies operating in
Europe and in Zaire who were said to be familiar with arms flows

in the Great Lakes region.

III. APPROACHES TO GOVERNMENTS

37. The Commission has approached several Governments it
believes might have information that would assist it in its
investigations, but is still awaiting’many replies. In
particular, the Commission has contacted the Governments of
Belgium, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Egypt,
France, Italy, Kenya, Malta, Portugal, Seychelles, South Africa,
Spain, Switzerland, United Kingdom, Zaire and Zambia to request
information in connection with specific allegations relating'to
the transportation of arms destined for the ex-RGF. The
Commission has also approached the Security Council Committee
established pursuant to resolution 918 (1994), the International
Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda, the International Civil Aviation
Organization (ICAO), Amnesty International and Human Rights

, Watch. It is following up leads regarding fund-raising allegedly
J being conducted by Rwandan refugees for the purpose of buying

e e —

arms in violation of~the embargo.

(a) ‘Belgium

38. On 7 October 1996, the Commission requested the
Administration des Douanes et Assises of Belgium for information
regarding a report concerning arms of eastern European origin
that the Commission believed might have been delivered to the ex-
RGF with apparent indirect assistance from a western European

country. The Administration replied on 8 October that no inquiry

) P
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had been conducted into the matter, and invited the Commission tO
take the matter up with the Belgian Foreign Ministry. The
Commission wrote to the Foreign Ministry on 14 October inquiring
whether any investigation had been conducted by the Belgian
authorltles into allegations of the falsification of origin of
weapons, if so, whether any documents seized in the course of
that investigation indicated the final destination of the
weapons; and whether or not the end users were the former RGF. No
reply had been received by the time of the submission of the

present report.

(b) Bulgaria

39. Paragraphs 46 and 47 of the Commission’s 14 March report
describe the request it made of the Government of Bulgaria for
information following the broadcast of a British television
programme called "Merchants of Death". The programme featured a
Bulgarian company whose executives were portrayed as being
prepared to deliver arms to Rwanda in violation of the United
Nations embargo. The Bulgarian Government informed the Commission
on 14 February 1996 that a thorough investigation had "proved
that the aforementioned allegations are unfounded."

40. 1In a further note verbale dated 1 March 1996, which did not
reach the Commission until after the submission of its last
report to the Security Council, the Government of Bulgaria stated

the following:

"In May 1995 a British firm named rOrdkit Supplies’
approached the Bulgarian KOKINTEX Share Holding Company. The
Commercial Director of the British firm, a Mr. Paul
Calverly, claimed to be representing the interests of
several Central African states, and particularly of Rwanda.

"This preliminary contact did not result in any further

.
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action.

.

“The Bulgarjan national licensing authotity for the arms
trade is the Interdepartmental Council on the Military
'Industriéi Complex and Mobilization Readiness. This body has
‘not issued an export license for a transaction concerning
Rwanda and no such transaction was found to have taken

place.

"Bulgaria would thus like to once again reiterate its
principled policy of strict abidance by all sanctions
imposed by the Security Council, .as well as its readiness
for dialogue and cooperation in the name of peace and
security, with the competent authorities of the United
Nations and in particular with the International Commission

of Inquiry."

41. The Commission encountered Mr. Paul Calvérly in London in
January 1996 in its meetings with various information sources. He

is a journalist. The Commission understands that "Ordkit

Supplies" is a name invented for the purposes of an "undercover"

television programme.

42. On 6 August, the Chairman wrote to the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Bulgaria asking him to make available to the
Commission any information which might haVe‘éome to light
pursuant to the investigation referred to in the Bulgarian note
of 1 March, and requested the Government'’s assistance in the
event that the Commission decided to interview executives of the
KOKINTEX company. No reply has been received.'

(c) Camexroon

43. 1In its 14 March report, the Commission established that a
central role had been played in the Seychellés arms transaction
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of mid-June 1994 by Colonel Théoneste Bagosora, a high-ranking
officer in the former Rwandan Government Forces (RGF). On
learning, in December 1995, that Colonel Bagosora was then
resident in Goma, the Commission made provisional arrangements to
interview him on its arrival there in January 1996. However, as
described in its interim report (S/1996/67, paragraphs 34-38) the
Commission was not able to pursue its inquiries in Goma as
intended. The Commission subsequently learned that Colonel
Bagosora had fled to Cameroon, where he was arrested in March
199§ by the authorities in connection with his alleged- role in
the events of April 1994 in Rwanda.

44 . On 7 August 1996, the Chairman of the International
Commission wrote to the Government of Cameroon asking for
authorization to interview Colonel ﬁagosora. A reminder was sent
on 11 September, bEE‘fS_ffE}y has yet been received. .

(d) Cyprus

45. On 24 September 1996, the Commission approached the
Department of Customs and Excise of Cyprus ii. connection with the
identity of the recipient of a number of teléphone calls from
Hutu extremists, apparently concerning an arms deal. The
information was provided on 25 September and has assisted the
Commission in its continuing investigations.:

(e} Czech Republic

46. On 10 September 1996, the Commission wrote to the Finance
Ministry of the Czech Republic to inquire about possible
approaches to that country’s arms industry which might have
originated from the former Rwandan government forces. No reply
has been received.

(£) Egypt
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47. On 31 August 1996, the Chairman of the International
Commission wrote to the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Egypt in
connection with @ report that two aircraft registered in Ukraine,
each said to be carrying 30 .tons of arms, had landed in Egypt in
June 1996 en faute from Bulgaria to Kinshasa, Zaire, and that the
arms’ could have been destined for the former Rwandan government
forces in violation of the United Nations arms embargo. One of
the aircraft, registration number UR76539, crashed at Kinshasa
airport on the night of 5-6 June 1996 after unloading the arms.
The ,Chairman requested the cooperation and assistance of the

E tian Government in its inquiry into the matter. No reply has
yzzpbeen received. : T —
T e L

(g) France

48. On 9 October 1996 the Chairman of the Commission brought to
the attention of the Government of France allegations that had
been made to-the Commission by a high-level source in one of the
Governments of the Great Lakes regioh. The allegations concerned
-a meeting said to have taken place recently betweasr an individual
said to be of French nationality and General Augustin Bizimungu,
chief of staff of the former RGF, at Mugunga.*In a note dated 21
October 1996, the French Government categorically denied the
allegations and added that no person accredited by the French
Government had met under any circumstances with the former
Rwandan government forces.

(h) Italy

49. On 1 August 1996 the Chairman of the Commission met with the
Italian Ambassador to Kenya and asked him, inter alia, about.
information received by the Commission to the effect that a
former foreign minister of an eastern European Country now
resident in Italy had publicly admitted signing authorizations
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for the transit of arms destined for the former RGF through his
country in violation of Security Council resolutions. The
Commission subsequently wrote to the Italian authorities on 5
August 1996 and the Commissione Centrale per il Riconoscimento
dello Status di Rifugiato on 20 August requesting further
infdrmation about the alleged incident with a view to locating
and interviewing the former minister. NO reply has been received
to either letter.

50.. On 17 September 1996, a member of the  Commission visited
Kibuye on the Rwandan side of Lake Kivu, where he inspected
weapons seized from insurgents who had infiltrated into Rwanda.
The weapons included TS-50 anti-personnel landmines which, the
Commissioner was informed, were manufactured in southern Italy
and which had"notmheen _available to-the former RGF before the

,.<...-—-~‘

51. Accordingly, the Commission wrote to the Government of Italy
on 26 September to request information regarding the factory

- where the mines were said to have been manufactured, the

countries to which they were delivered, delivery cates, the
parties involved in the transactions and details of the end-user
certificates and payment details. No reply has yet been received.

(i) Kenya

52. On 16 July 1996 and again on 19 August 1996, the Chairman of
the Commission wrote to the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Kenya
recalling that the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, by its note dated
29 February 1996 addressed to the Chairman, ; had proposed that
meetings be arranged between the International Commission and the
Kenyan Government as soon as the Commission returned to Kenya
from New York. The Chairman also brought to;the attention of the
Minister the fact that serious allegations had been made and
contlnued to be made concerning fund- ralslng activities being
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conducted among Rwandan circles in Kenya which were said to be
connected with the :sale and supply of arms to.the former Rwandan
government forces, in violation of the Security Council arms
embargo. The Chairman also renewed his request to be placed in
touch with senior Kenyan military, police and customs officials
who might be in a position to assist the Commission in its

investigations into these allegations.

53. On 30 August 1996, the Foreign Minister of Kenya replied to
the Chalrman expressing his Government’s readiness to cooperate
with the International Commission and informing him that the
Ministry was in the process of coordinating the Commission’s
request to meet relevant senior Kenyan Government officials. The
Minister also requested the Commission to provide him with
particulars of the fund- ralslng act1v1t1es reportedly being
conducted by Rwandan expatrlates in Kenya and elsewhEEe—“Despite
subsequent “additional approaches by the Commission, no meéeting
toock place. The Chairman wrote again to the Minister for Foreign
Affairs on 8 October recalling the Commission’s repeated efforts

Lo arrange a meeting, and stating that the Commission’s inability

to meet w.th senior Kenyan military, police, custums and

intelligence officials had hindered its investigations.
E—

54. On 23 August 1996, two members of the Commission met with
the General Manager of Jomo Kenyatta International Airport,
Nairobi. The Commission asked a number of questions relating to
cargo and charter flights bound for Goma and those originating
from Eastern Europe, to which the General Manager promised to
provide information within one week. The Commission was also
informed that the possibility of illegal weapons transiting
through Kenyatta Airport was negligible because of the strict
checks and controls employed. However, there was a possibility
that Wilson airport or any of the smaller airports might be used
for such activity. The Commission has not yet received the

additional information promised by the General Manager.
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55. Various sources in Kenya gave the Commission information
concerning fund-raising being conducted in Kenya among the
Rwandan expatriate community and military training being received
by the former Rwandan government forces in Zaire and the flow of
arms to them. The information from these sources and others 1is

discussed in greater detail below.
(J) Rortugal

56.. On 22 August 1996, the Chairman of the International
Commission wrote to the Government of Portugal to request its
cooperation and assistance in identifying weapons on the basis of
serial numbers provided by the Commission. The weapons had been
found on Iwawa Island, Rwanda, following a battle with insurgents
in November 1995 and appeared to be of Portuguese origin. The
Chairman asked if the Government could notify the Commission of
the origin and export details of the weapons. No reply has yet

been received.

(k) Spain and Malta

57. On 22 August 1996, the Chairman of the International
Commission wrote to the Governments of Spain and Malta to request
information about the flight of a Nigerian-registered B-707
aircraft, registration number S5N-OCL which, according to
information received by the Commission, left Madrid for Malta on
24 May 1994 and proceeded to Goma, Zaire, from Malta on 25 May.
The Commission had reason to believe that the aircraft was
carrying 39 tons of arms and ammunition which may have been
destined for the former Rwandan government forces. In addition to
its cargo, the aircraft was said to have carried a single
passenger, listed as "Bagosera, T.", who is believed to have
boarded the aircraft in Malta. No reply has yet been received

from the Spanish Government.
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58. In a letter dated 18 September 1996, the Maltese Deputy
Prime Minister and.Minister for Foreign Affairs responded that an
investigation carried out by the Maltese authorities had
disclosed that the Nigerian aircraft had arrived in Malta from
Madrid at 01.35 hours on 25 May 1994; that it had left on 26 May
at 09.25 bound not for Goma, Zaire, but for Lagos, Nigeria; and
that no passenger by the name "Bagosera, T." could be traced from

the immigration records.

59._ On 4 October 1996, the Chairman of the Commission.wrote
again to the Maltese Government making reference to the General
Declaration submitted by the crew of the aircraft in question,
which named "Bagosera T." as the passenger, and requesting the
Government for further documentary evidence in respect of
aircraft 5N OCL. At this point, no reply has yet been received.

(1) Seychelles

60. On 21 August 1996, the Commission wrote to the Government of
Seychelles requesting further information concerning the
financial details of the arms transaction involving Seychelles.
which was described in the Commission’s 14 March report. The next
day, the Seychellés Government replied that it had provided the
Commission with all the information at its disposal in connection
with the financial details of the transaction and all other
aspects of the enquiry, and concluding that the Government had

nothing further to add or to convey on this matter.

61. On 11 September 1996, the Commission wrote again to the
Seychelles Government requesting clarification and documentation
concerning the movements of Mr. Jean-Bosco Ruhorahoza in and out
of Seychelles during June 1994. The Government provided the
Commission with copies of the immigration records of Mr. Ehlers,
Mr. Nzambo, Colonel Bagosora and Mr. Ruhorahoza for that month.
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(m) Switzerland

62. On 17 July 1996, the Commission wrote to the Federal Office
for Foreign Economic Affairs in Bern, Switzerland, asking for
information rega}ding the payments relating to weapons deliveries
from Seychelles to Zaire on 17 and 19 June 1994 and described in
the Commission’s 14 March report. The payments were made by two
transfers of sums of money to Seychelles in its account in the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York. The origin of the first payment
was the Union Bancaire Privée in Geneva, and-the second was
listed as "one of our clients" and appeared to have originated

from the same Union Bancaire Privée.

63. On 15 October, the Federal Department of Foreign Affairs of
the Swiss Government wrote to the Commission, saying in part:

"...les recherches en Suisse se heurtent a de nombreux
problémes d‘ordre juridique et pratique, ce qui nécessite
une analyse plus approfondie de la situation. Cette analyse
a pour but d’identifier les possibilités éventuelles
d’assistance et les procédures a suivre. Dans ce contexte,

une réponse immédiate ne peut malheureusement étre attendue.

"Nous suivons attentivement cette affaire avec le
Ministére public et ne manquerons pas de vous tenir au

courant de son évolution."

(n) United Kingdom

64. On 26 August 1996, the Chairman of the Commission wrote to
the International Liaison Section of Her Majesty’s Customs and
Excise, United Kingdom, recalling two earlier letters he had sent
on 30 November and 18 December 1995 and requesting information
concerning a British-based company said to have been involved in

transporting arms to Goma. No reply has been received.
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65. On 7 October 1996, the Chairman wrote to the Secretary of
State for Defence requesting technical assistance in identifying
a number of weapons on the basis of their serial numbers. On 11
October, the Commission received a reply to thé effect that the
serial numbers provided only a tentative guide as to the origin
of the weapons, and direct inspection would be more conclusive.
However, owing to time constraints, the Commiséion has not yet
been able to arrange such an inspection.

(o) Zaire S

66. The most p01nted and detailed questlons before the
Comm1381on concern Zaire. Allegatlons of the illegal delivery of
arms to the ex- -RGF 1ndlcate overwhelmingly that the supply
flights were destined for eastern Zaire, initially to Goma and
Bukavu airports in Kivu Province, but more recently to smaller
airstrips. The Commission has also received allegations that
Ndolo airport at Kinshasa serves as a kind of hub for weapons
shipments, some of which are reloaded onto light aircraft and

.redirected to Kiwvu.

67. 1In view of the continuing allegations of Zairean involvement
in the illegal supply of arms to the ex-RGF, the Commission has
repeatedly tried to obtain from the Zairian Government
information .about these allegations and permission to resume its
investigations in aﬁd around Goma. Its effortsihave been

fruitless.

68. On 14 May 1996, pursuant to resolution 1053 (1996), the
Secretary-General wrote to the Prime Minister of Zaire, Mr. Kengo
wa Dondo, drawing to his attention the provisibns of the
resolution and requesting his Government to authorize the
Commission to return to Goma to resume its ihv?stigations. There
has been no reply. |
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69. On 7 August 1996 the Chairman of the International
Commission wrote té the Permanent Mission of Zaire to the United
Nations recalling the Secretary-General’s letter and noting that
no reply had been received. The Chairman once more requested
authorization for the Commission to resume it$ activities in
Goma . 1

70. On the same day, the Chairman also wrote to the Zairian
Minister for Foreign Affairs referring to the letter written by
the Chargé d’affaires of Zaire to the President of the Security
Council on 3 April 1996 (S/1996/241) concerning the 14 March 1996
report of the International Commission. In that letter, the
Chargé had criticized the Commission and sought to refute some of
its findings. The letter had also referred to an inquiry into the
matter that was being conducted by the Zairian Government. The
Chairman asked the Minister to communicate the results of that
inquiry to the Commission. No response has been received to any

of these démarches.

(p) Zambia
\

71. On 16 October 1996, the Commission wrote to the Government
of Zambia, drawing to its attention allegatiohs that several
deliveries of arms and matériel had been made from the port of
Mpulungu on Lake Tanganyika in February, March and May 1996 with
the participation of six men, including at least two Rwandans and
two Zambians, to Goma and Bukavu in Zaire. Thé Commission has
reason to believe that these arms were destinéd for the former
RGF. The Commission asked the Zambian Government if it was aware
of these allegations and if it had undertaken‘any investigation
into them. At this point, no reply has been received.

(q) I . 1 :.V.J E . . : .I . [I:EC)

72. On 22 August 1996, the Chairman wrote td the Secretary-
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General of the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO)
requesting details of flight 5N OCL from Madrid and Malta on 24
and 25 May 1994. No reply has yet been received.

73. The Commission wrote again tc ICAO on 29 August concerning
another flight they believe might have been transporting arms to

the former RGF. No reply has yet been received.

(r) Committee established Pursuant to reéolution7918 (1994)

74. On 2 August 1996, the Chairman of the International
Commission wrote to the Chairman of the'Securiey Council
Committee established bursuant to resolution 918 (1994) to ask if
the Committee had received any information sinee the submission
of the Commission’s report on 14 March 1996 theﬁ might be of

assistance to the Commission.

75. In his reply, the Chairman of the Committee, Ambassador
Nugroho Wisnumurti of Indonesia, informed the Chairman that since
-his last communication dated 8 February 1996, which was reflected
in t' e Ccmmission’s report to the Security Counéil, the Committee
had not received any information relating to thg'sale or supply
of arms and related matériel to the former Rwandan government
forces in violation of resolution 918 (1994) .

IV. SOURCES OF INFORMATION AVAILAgsLE
TO THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION

76. By its resolution 1013 (1995) of 7 September 1995, the
Security Council requested the Secretary-General to investigate

reports of military training by and arms transfers to former
Rwandan government forces in violation of its resolutions 918

(1994), 997 (1995) and 1011 (1995) . As noted in . its report to the

Security Council dated 14 March 1996 (paras. 52{50), during the

i
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period October 1995 to March 1996 the reports and allegations
concerning these matters emanated at that tlmeﬁprlmarlly from the
non-governmental organlzatlon Human Rights Watch, which in May
1995 issued a report entitled "Rearming with Impunlty
International Support for the Perpetrators of'the Rwandan
Genocide". In addition, reports were publlshed by Amnesty
International and varlous European media.. ;

77. During its second tour of duty in the field, from July
through mid-October 1996, the Commission-received information
from a much wider variety of sources, includinngovernments. Much
of the information acquired in individual interViews was
confidential or inconclusive, or both. Very often the Commission
thought it advisable to obtain corroboratlng ev1dence from other
sources, including other Governments. In many cases, as described
above, the Commission is still awaiting a reply .from many of the

~, .<——-»- T . o
Governments it has contacted for assistance 1n'follow1ng up. these

allegations. - . ;.h

il

78. The wide variety and great dlfferences 1q #ackground
stancing and apparent motivation of the 1nd1v1qua ~s and groups
providing it with information on alleged v1olat;ons of the
embargo of all kinds prompted the Commission to grade its sources
as "highly reliable", "reliable" and "fairly rellable". While the
Commission gave most credence to "highly reliable" sources, it
was also prepared to act on data from "reliable" and "fairly
reliable" informants if they were independently’corroborated.'In
class1fy1ng its sources thus, the Commission a;so took into
account ‘such considerations as the extent to lech the sources
themselves might have been implicated in act1v1t1es in violation
. of Security Council resolutions, and weighed thelr first-hand
knowledge of such operations against their dee%fe to avoid self-
1ncr1m1nat10n

CEE |
79. Notwithstanding the reservations noted abbye, the sheer

R
i
il
Vi !5:-" ) .

Eca






