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3rd Level Inferred Conclusion
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KEY

A fact.

A conclusion based on an inference.

A conclusion based on an inference, based on an inferred conclusion.

A conclusion based on an inference, based on an inferred conclusion, based on an inferred conclusion.

4th Level Inferred Conclusion

Circular Inferred Conclusions

A conclusion based on an inference, based on an inferred conclusion, based on an inferred conclusion, based on an inferred conclusion.

A conclusion which is inferred (A) from a conclusion (B) relying on the initial inferred conclusion (A) (A=B because B=A) |

>

Inference

< >

Circular Inference

% Reference: Trial Judgment

Citation of inference within the Trial Judgment

i‘l{ Reference: Annex B

Explanation of inference is contained at this reference within the Table of Inferences, attached as Annex B ( Consisting of Tables A-E)

O

Instances where the Chamber finds a pattern of conduct that is only based on the conduct of one witness, and then inferred from that one instance |
to apply to all witnesses




DIAGRAM OF THE TRIAL CHAMBER'S INFERRED CONCLUSIONS RELATING TO MR BEMBA
4. The Trial Chamber conclusion that /
BEMBA is part of
the COMMONPLAN is inferred_from
its inferred conclusion that Mr

Bemba is part of the CONCERTED
ACTION
(*Paras. 682, 803)

»

*Paras. 733-734

*Para. 680 *
Para. 702

/ /
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* Para. 897

*Paras. 736-745; 748- 761

N

5. The Trial Chamber's conclusion that
BEMBA had KNOWLEDGE of the
offences being committed against Art. 70
is inferred from its inferred conclusion that
Mr Bemba is part of the Common Plan
(*Para. 804)

\ 4

ii. Payments and iii.lllicit Coaching iv. Concealment
i. Planning Acts Promises v.Remedial Measures
*Table D O *Table D OTabIe D
Para. 69 8 s
* \*Para 78/
Para. 728 .
*Para, 698=——"""" |
*Table C(1)

*Table A(3)

*Table A(1)(2)
*Table A(1)(2)
*Table A(4)

INFERRING AND INTERPRETING A SPEAKER'S MEANING FROM INTERCEPTS WHEN THE MEANING IS NOT CLEAR

6. The Trial Chamber's
conclusion that BEMBA
had INTENT to frustrate
Art.70 Investigation is
inferred from its inferred
conclusion that he had
INTENT to commit the
offences against Art. 70

*Table A(3)(4); C(2) i

7. The Trial Chamber's conclusion
that BEMBA had INTENT to
commit offences against Art. 70 is
inferred from its inferred
conclusions that he was part of the
COMMON PLAN and that he had
KNOWLEDGE of the offences.
(*Para. 817)
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