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1. The Defence for Mr. Callixte Mbarushimana hereby submits its response to the 

Registry Report on the processing of faulty and protected drives and on the implementation of 

Decision ICC-01/04-01/10-237.1 

 

2. The Registry's decision to retain the services of Carratu Ltd. was taken proprio 

motu and without notifying the Defence - despite the fact that the Defence had 

previously registered its wish to have an expert of its own present during forensic 

analyses performed on seized electronic media.  

 

3. The Registry has, furthermore, provided no information as to the exact 

methodology employed by Carratu Ltd. which enabled the recovery of data 

contained on 5 of the hard drives.  

 

4. In the circumstances, the Defence maintains its right to object to the 

admissibility of any incriminating information obtained from the hard drives 

examined by Carratu Ltd. 

 

                                           

Nicholas Kaufman 

Counsel for Callixte Mbarushimana 

 

 

Jerusalem, Israel 

Monday, June 27, 2011 

                                                           
1 ICC-01/04-01/10-246. 
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