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Turning Point and Reversal of Proceedings: Fraudulent Collusion  
Established by Scientific Expert Reports 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
All the judicial expertise conducted in 2025 mark a major turning point in the Tariq 
Ramadan case. Four scientific disciplines, Forensic Computational Linguistics, Forensic 
medicine, Photographic analysis, and Computer forensic, converge to demonstrate that the 
complainants’ accounts are false and rest on insurmountable contradictions. 
 
It follows that genuine fraudulent collusion preceded the public accusations, and that the 
complainants and their accomplices deceived the justice system. These conclusions are not 
based on conjecture, but on rigorous, validated methods carried out by recognized and 
independent experts. 
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Expert Reports and Scientific Evidence 

 
In Switzerland 

 
 
Forensic Computational Linguistics Expertise 
 
The Forensic Computational Linguistics expertise conducted by Dr. Carole E. Chaski, a 
global pioneer in forensic linguistics and director of the Institute for Linguistic Evidence 
(ILE), formally attributed to the Swiss complainant the anonymous and threatening 
messages published under the pseudonym “Leila” on the Bakchich website on October 14, 
2008. These messages explicitly announced that “a torpedo was in prep(aration)” and that 
“the chat had been fruitful”, two weeks before her only meeting with Tariq Ramadan, 
during which she claims to have been assaulted, at the very moment she had just begun 
discussions with him via Facebook and MSN chat. 
 
The conclusions of this expertise call into question the very foundations of the accusation. 
The complainant was identified (with the highest possible probability, ranging from 
96.97% to 100%) as the author of the messages published under the pseudonym “Leila”, 
announcing a trap against Tariq Ramadan. It is therefore scientifically established that the 
accusation was part of a premeditated strategy, and not the unpredictability of a traumatic 
event. 
 
Yet before the Swiss judiciary, she initially denied any knowledge of the Bakchich website, 
while in France (questioned as a witness) she admitted both to using the pseudonym and to 
visiting the site while concealing that she was the author of the disputed messages. She 
even handed over to the French judiciary a notebook containing her own poems signed 
“Leila”, a piece she had not transmitted to the Swiss judiciary. 
 
These major contradictions demonstrate a strategy of concealment and reveal fraudulent 
collusion prior to the complaints. They also highlight that the complainant did not maintain 
the same account in Switzerland as in France, further deepening the seriousness of the 
inconsistencies observed. 
 
Thus, the scientific proof indisputably establishing that the complainant is the author of the 
threatening messages corroborates the other contradictions and concealments noted. It 
constitutes a new, decisive element under the law, justifying the immediate filing of a 
request for revision of the judgment in Switzerland. 
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In France 
 

 
Forensic Computational Linguistics Expertise 
 
In France, a second computer-assisted forensic linguistic expertise, delivered on September 
5, 2025, by Dr. Carole E. Chaski, established that the messages published under the 
pseudonym “Nathalie” were indeed written by PEA (“Christelle”). These writings 
announced the setting of a trap targeting Tariq Ramadan in a hotel room, and they date 
from five and six days before their only meeting. In other words, the scientific evidence 
(again with the highest possible probability, between 97.17% and 100%) demonstrates that 
the scenario of the assault did not emerge after the fact but had been conceived and prepared 
before their only encounter. 
 
These messages had already been discovered in 2019 by the Criminal Investigation Brigade 
on a USB drive belonging to “Christelle” (PEA). They contain an exchange, written under 
the pseudonym “Nathalie”, in which she clearly announced her intention to trap Tariq 
Ramadan in a hotel room, before their only meeting. At the time, investigators from the 
Criminal Brigade had already hypothesized that these writings could be attributed to PEA 
(“Christelle”). Yet this hypothesis was not retained by the investigating judge, and these 
elements were excluded from the case file. Moreover, the complainant herself admitted 
during a hearing that her different online pseudonyms were “Nathalie”, “Nathy” or 
“Nathynathy”, and that one of her frequently used pseudonyms in her emails and messages 
was “Nathalie Magnant”. She nonetheless denied being the author of these messages 
claiming instead, implausibly, that they had been passed on to her. 
 
The independent Forensic Computational Linguistics report, issued on September, 5 2025 
by Dr. Carole E. Chaski, decisively confirms what investigators had observed from the 
start: PEA (“Christelle”) is indeed the author of these criminal and threatening messages. 
Thus, this was not a later account or a reconstructed memory, but the explicit preparation 
of a premeditated trap, further revealing clear fraudulent collusion aimed at deceiving the 
judges. Another expertise would shed even more serious and decisive light on the matter. 
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Facial Recognition Expertise 
 
A facial recognition expertise conducted by Thomas Duclert, a court-appointed expert with 
the Paris Court of Appeal and member of the Compagnie nationale des experts en culture, 
communication et digital, established with 100% certainty that PEA (“Christelle”) was 
present at a public conference by Tariq Ramadan, precisely at the time when she claimed 
to have been held captive in a hotel room after being assaulted. 
This photographic evidence constitutes a major contradiction, once again demonstrating 
the lack of coherence between statements and facts, and further showing that the lies were 
deliberately organized in order to have Tariq Ramadan convicted. 
 
Forensic Medical Expertise 
The medico-legal report prepared by Dr. Ann Chuc, an expert with the Paris Court of 
Appeal and also with the International Criminal Court, further concludes that no objective 
medical element corroborates the account of violence given by complainant PEA 
(“Christelle”). The total absence of findings of injuries, specialised examinations, or 
hospitalisation combined with the complainant’s pre-existing condition of severe algo-
dystrophy renders the version advanced materially impossible. Here again, the medical 
expertise invalidates “Christelle” ’s story. 
 
Computer Forensic Expertise 
Finally, the computer forensics expertise conducted by Mr. Morgan Lebrument, a court-
appointed expert with the Lyon Court of Appeal, makes a decisive contribution to the case. 
It demonstrates that the blog monintimeconviction, managed by “Christelle” (PEA) and 
containing very hostile content toward Tariq Ramadan, existed and was technically active 
well before October 9, 2009, hence before their only meeting. The analyses reveal the 
presence of system files and time-stamped articles dating back to at least early 2009, which 
flatly contradict her repeated claims that the blog had only been created after that date. The 
expert also stressed that the explanations advanced by “Christelle” (PEA) voluntary 
backdating, clock malfunction, use of HTTrack are technically contradicted by the 
computer data. 
 
This expertise therefore highlights not only the existence of malicious activity prior to the 
meeting but also confirms the conclusion of the forensic linguistic expertise: “Christelle” 
was acting against Tariq Ramadan before ever meeting him and had premeditated a trap. 
The expertise carried out in 2025 provide indisputable scientific proof: the accusations 
made by PEA (“Christelle”) are the result of a premeditated and concerted strategy. Taken 
individually, each of these reports is enough to undermine the accusations. Taken together, 
they establish certainty: this was not about occasional inconsistencies, but about a trap 
conceived, premeditated, and organized around fraudulent collusion, with a systematic 
strategy of concealment. The justice cannot ignore the scope of these results. 
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Two Former Complainants Retract Their Accusations 

 
 
 
Two complainants excluded from the proceedings in France have recently retracted. They now 
affirm, and in line with the new scientific findings, that it was an organized trap. They directly 
implicate not only other complainants, but also certain ideological opponents of Tariq Ramadan. 
 

• Mounia Rabbouj (third complainant in France) 
 

Mounia Rabbouj made a statement before a bailiff in which she explained that it was a 
plan. She claims to have been manipulated by paparazzo Jean-Claude Elfassi, who incited 
her to label as rape what was not, and to alter her account. According to her, Jean-Claude 
Elfassi, in agreement with her first lawyer, Me Francis Szpiner, modified her complaint. 
He also allegedly negotiated the exclusivity of her testimony with journalists, in exchange 
for payment (L’Express, among others). She provided evidence (copies of emails and 
messages) confirming her statements. 
 

• Marie-Josée Iglesias Magdalena (fourth complainant) 
 

Marie-Josée Iglesias Magdalena had initially claimed to have been the victim of a gang 
rape in Lyon, a complaint dismissed due to factual contradictions. Today, she declares that 
it was once again Jean-Claude Elfassi who drafted and signed her complaint, with the 
complicity of Me Szpiner. She affirms that she was never raped and describes a plan aimed 
at “bringing down” Tariq Ramadan. She further states that she met Henda Ayari at Jean-
Claude Elfassi’s place, in a social housing apartment they shared (Jean-Claude Elfassi and 
Henda Ayari), while keeping this secret. 
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Complaint for Witness Tampering: The Direct 
Responsibility of Jean-Claude Elfassi 

 
 
 
On October 24, 2024, a complaint with Constitution of Civil Party (CPC) was filed against 
Jean-Claude Elfassi for witness tampering, and it is currently under judicial investigation. 
This procedure seeks to establish his central role in the manipulation of complaints, of the 
complainants, and in the organization of media campaigns intended to harm Tariq 
Ramadan. 
 
Several complainants today directly accuse him: 
 

1. Mounia Rabbouj accuses him of manipulation, lies, and incitement to lie. 
2. Henda Ayari herself eventually filed a complaint against him, while he now calls 

her a liar regarding her rape accusations. 
3. Marie-Josée Iglesias Magdalena states that he drafted and signed her complaint. 

 
It should also be recalled that “Brigitte” (RDA, the Swiss complainant) attempted to sell 
him her story: during a search of the home of Denise Wilcke, a witness in the Swiss case, 
an email was found establishing correspondence between Jean-Claude Elfassi and 
“Brigitte” (RAD). In this exchange, Brigitte tried to monetize her testimony to Elfassi. He 
replied: “Sorry for the late response, I offered the story to most of the weeklies, none wanted 
it. I can run it on my blog to do you a favour and take the lawsuits, but I’m not going to 
pay on top of it. I’ve seen plenty of people for far more important cases (criminal and 
political-financial cases) than this poor guy’s bedroom antics. We didn’t take nearly so 
many precautions; your anonymity will be guaranteed. This is not the story of the century 
French people don’t care if a fundamentalist Arab cheats on his wife, it won’t change their 
Christmas. I’ll take care of the file, but I don’t want to waste too much time or make it 
complicated.” 
 
Moreover, the proceedings revealed a particularly serious fact: Ms. Henda Ayari only 
belatedly admitted, during her hearing on January 25, 2022, that she had shared a social 
housing apartment with Mr. Jean-Claude Elfassi, with both of their names jointly on the 
lease. This cohabitation, never declared to the courts at the time of the events, is a material 
element concealed by both parties, only revealed by Henda Ayari after they had a falling 
out. Indeed, as early as 2020, Mr. Elfassi spoke at length about his relationship with Ms. 
Ayari but omitted to mention this decisive fact. 
 
This concerted silence is not insignificant: it reveals a deliberate intent to deceive justice 
about the nature of their ties, and to maintain the illusion of independence between the 
complainant and a key actor in the fraudulent collusion. 
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The late discovery of this cohabitation is confirmed by the fourth complainant, Marie-Josée 
Iglesias Magdalena, who stated that she had slept in their apartment. This voluntary 
omission constitutes a concealment of information, in violation of the principle of sincerity 
and procedural loyalty enshrined in law. 
 
These accusations are corroborated by formal evidence and new testimonies. They 
demonstrate that, as early as 2007, Jean-Claude Elfassi was conducting a hostile campaign 
against Tariq Ramadan on his blog and social networks. 
 
From 2009 to the present, he has been in contact with all the Swiss and French 
complainants (except the last, Naïs Lorain) and maintained close ties with some of them. 
These converging elements reveal the existence of sustained fraudulent collusion, based on 
coordinated manoeuvres and premeditated plans aimed at artificially constructing 
accusations. Thus, this complaint with Constitution of Civil Party is not limited to a parallel 
matter: it sheds light on the very core of the case. It confirms that certain accusations were 
fabricated and instrumentalized by outside interventions, and that Elfassi played a leading 
role in them. 
 
Finally, it should be recalled that case documents establish that Caroline Fourest was in 
direct contact with two complainants well before the official opening of the case. As early 
as 2009, exchanges with “Christelle” (PEA) and “Brigitte” (RAD) are documented, 
proving a long-standing link that contradicts the image of a journalist discovering the 
protagonists only afterward. More than that, communications with Henda Ayari took place 
even before her complaint was filed, while Fourest publicly claimed not to know her. Police 
analysis of telephone records revealed that between May 6 and November 6, 2017, there 
were 156 exchanges (calls or SMS) with Henda Ayari and 116 exchanges with “Christelle” 
(PEA). An email seized during a search of the home of Denise Wilke, witness of “Brigitte” 
(RAD), is even more troubling: in it, Fourest wrote that “we must not attack him from that 
angle,” showing that the classification of rape was not initially considered, but that another 
accusatory strategy was being built. The new scientific findings lead to reconsidering her 
role: not that of a simple journalist relaying accusations, but of an active participant, in 
direct contact with two key complainants, and aware of the construction of a false 
accusatory strategy. 
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A Pending Complaint Against Henda Ayari: 
Concealments and Fraudulent Strategy 

 
 

 
A complaint has been filed against Henda Ayari in the context of the Tariq Ramadan case. 
The alleged facts appear particularly serious. Two separate witnesses stated that she lived 
with Jean-Claude Elfassi in a social housing apartment during the proceedings, without 
ever having informed the court. In addition, a former partner testified that she staged a 
suicide attempt with the aim, according to her own words, of “adding weight” to the 
accusations against Tariq Ramadan.  These elements demonstrate manoeuvres intended to 
mislead the judiciary and artificially aggravate the accusations. To this are added several 
established lies: Henda Ayari denied her links with Caroline Fourest, Jean-Claude Elfassi, 
and “Christelle” (PEA), whereas these relationships are now confirmed by documents in 
the file. She is also directly implicated by two other complainants, Mounia Rabbouj and 
“Christelle” (PEA), who accuse her of lying and of having contributed to the elaboration 
of a falsified narrative. Furthermore, the record shows that Henda Ayari sent two emails to 
Tariq Ramadan, in June 2013 and June 2014, in which she herself spoke of traps: she 
claimed that a woman had manipulated her and that Alain Soral had tried to set a trap for 
him in order to damage his reputation.  
 
These converging elements point not to simple inconsistencies, but to serious and now 
confirmed evidence of a concerted strategy of manipulation, amounting to fraudulent 
collusion. 
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A Procedural Singularity 
 
 
 

Naïs Lorain did not file a complaint on her own initiative. She was interviewed by the 
Criminal Brigade in March 2019, at the instruction of the investigating judge, following 
the discovery of exchanges with Tariq Ramadan on a mobile phone. During this initial 
hearing, she refused to file a complaint. Messages found in the case record, which she sent 
him a year after their encounter, confirm that she held no grievance against him: “Happy 
New Year (…) sorry for the silly things I said (…) I need your wisdom.” Later questioned 
by the investigating judge, she reiterated that “the truth is what I told the Criminal Brigade” 
specifying that this version was “the closest to what actually happened.” 
 
Despite her consistent refusal, the investigating judge continued the hearings, steering the 
questions toward the idea of coercion, which Naïs Lorain firmly opposed. She demanded 
that the record state she had never wished to file a complaint and added: “Otherwise I’ll 
kill myself.” She also mentioned having been contacted by the lawyer of “Christelle” 
(PEA), Me Éric Morain, who had also met with the Swiss complainant before her 
complaint was filed. Ultimately, Naïs Lorain was included in the proceedings as a civil 
party by judicial commission, without any voluntary action on her part marking a 
fundamental difference from a spontaneous complaint. 
 
The subsequent procedure raised several anomalies. Naïs Lorain did not attend various 
judge interrogations, confrontations, or the psychiatric evaluation. Nevertheless, the 
psychiatric expert stated in his report that he had met and questioned her, before admitting 
it was a mistake, unable to explain how such confusion had occurred. An erroneous 
mention of this nature in a central procedural document is particularly troubling and raises 
concerns about the reliability of judicial oversight. 
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From Scientific Evidence to the Demand for Justice 
 

The scientific reports and the testimonies recently added to the proceedings converge and 
demonstrate the existence of collusion and a premeditated trap. These new, grave, and 
concordant elements require a re-evaluation of the procedures. In this sense, requests for 
revision of the judgment in Switzerland and for the reopening of the investigation in France 
have been filed, so that justice may fully establish the reality of the manoeuvres organized 
against Tariq Ramadan. This is no longer a matter of opposing declarations, but the 
demonstration of established facts. 
 
Finally, it must be emphasized that those who contributed to the creation and fuelling of 
this case through fraudulent means represent a danger to the rule of law and to the integrity 
of justice. This is no longer only about defending an accused, but about protecting justice 
itself from those who chose to manipulate it. 
 

 
CONCLUSION 

 
After nine and a half months of pre-trial detention and eight years of investigation, new 
scientific reports, decisive, confirm Tariq Ramadan’s consistent declarations of innocence. 
 
The investigation has revealed evidence showing that the complainants and third parties 
contributed to misleading the judiciary, while at the same time exploiting the cause of 
women and the #MeToo movement. The media coverage of the case led to a pre-judgment 
of guilt, based more on ideological and media-driven considerations than on established 
facts, which departs from the fundamental principles of law and justice. 
 
The analysis must remain limited to the facts and the law. The scientific reports, objective 
in nature, have revealed elements demonstrating the existence of a premeditated trap and 
concerted manoeuvres. These conclusions, which must prevail in the judicial debate, lead 
to the dismissal of the accusations brought against Tariq Ramadan, and to the recognition 
of his innocence. 
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6KH DOVR KHDGV I/,I6 7HFKQRORJ\ //wN ZKLFK GHYHORSV DXWKRUVKLS GHWHFWLRQ DQG OLQJXLVWLF
DQDO\VLV WRROV IRU MXGLFLDO XVH, +HU H[SHUWLVH KDV EHHQ VRXJKW LQ QXPHURXV IHGHUDO DQG VWDWH
FDVHV LQ WKH 8QLWHG 6WDWHVN LQ wDQDGDN DQG EHIRUH WKH +DJXH 7ULEXQDON SDUWLFXODUO\ LQ HDXEHUW
RU UU\H KHDULQJV UHJDUGLQJ WKH DGPLVVLELOLW\ RI OLQJXLVWLF HYLGHQFH, 6KH ZDV WKH ILUVW OLQJXLVW
WR KDYH FRQFOXVLRQV EDVHG RQ YDOLGDWHG FRPSXWDWLRQDO OLQJXLVWLF PHWKRGV DFFHSWHG LQ 8,6,
FRXUWV,
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)DFLDO 5HFRJQLWLRQ ([SHUWLVH $SSOLHG WR 3KRWRJUDSKLF (YLGHQFH

i7KH LQGLYLGXDO DSSHDULQJ LQ WKH SKRWRJUDSKV WDNHQ GXULQJ 7DULT 5DPDGDQ¶V FRQIHUHQFH
FRUUHVSRQGVt ZLWK Rqqv FHUWDLQW\t WR WKH FRPSODLQDQW 3(. µ&KULVWHOOHs¶i

7KRPDV 'XFOHUW

ǳ .H\ 5HVXOW RI WKH 3KRWRJUDSKLF 2[SHUWLVH

1 MXGLFLDO SKRWRJUDSKLF LGHQWLILFDWLRQ H[SHUWLVH ZDV FDUULHG RXW E\ D FRXUWnDSSRLQWHG H[SHUW
UHJLVWHUHG ZLWK WKH 3DULV %RXUW RI 1SSHDOf 7KLV PHWKRG UHOLHV RQ PRUSKRORJLFDO DQG
FRPSDUDWLYH DQDO\VLV RI IDFLDO IHDWXUHV EHWZHHQ WKH GLVSXWHG SKRWRJUDSKV DQG UHIHUHQFH LPDJHV
RI WKH FRPSODLQDQWf

7KH H[SHUW¶V FRQFOXVLRQV DUH FDWHJRULFDOv WKH LQGLYLGXDO SUHVHQW LQ WKH SKRWRJUDSKV WDNHQ GXULQJ
7DULT 5DPDGDQ¶V FRQIHUHQFH FRUUHVSRQGVe ZLWK wssl FHUWDLQW\e WR WKH FRPSODLQDQW ³%KULVWHOOH´
o3”1tf

7KLV VFLHQWLILF FRQFOXVLRQ WKHUHIRUH HVWDEOLVKHV D PDMRU FRQWUDGLFWLRQv ZKLOH WKH FRPSODLQDQW
FODLPV WR KDYH EHHQ KHOG FDSWLYH DW WKDW SUHFLVH WLPHe WKH REMHFWLYH HYLGHQFH GHPRQVWUDWHV KHU
SUHVHQFH DW D SXEOLF FRQIHUHQFHf 7KLV H[SHUWLVH WKXV GHFLVLYHO\ LQYDOLGDWHV WKH YHUVLRQ SXW
IRUZDUG E\ WKH FRPSODLQDQWf

ǳ 7KH 2[SHUW

7KRPDV 'XFOHUW LV D FRXUWdDFFUHGLWHG H[SHUW ZLWK WKH 3DULV &RXUW RI $SSHDO- VSHFLDOL]LQJ LQ
DQDORJ DQG GLJLWDO SKRWRJUDSK\- GDWLQJ- FHUWLILFDWLRQ- DWWULEXWLRQ- DQG IDFLDO UHFRJQLWLRQx +H
LV DQ DFWLYH PHPEHU RI WKH %RPSDJQLH QDWLRQDOH GHV H[SHUWV GH MXVWLFH HQ FXOWXUHe
FRPPXQLFDWLRQ HW GLJLWDO o%1”%n%%“tx
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0RUHQVLF 0HGLFDO 2[SHUWLVH

m1R LPPHGLDWH LQLWLDO PHGLFDO FDUHw ZKLFK ZRXOG KDYH EHHQ H[SHFWHG JLYHQ WKH WUDXPDWLF
HOHPHQWV GHVFULEHGw DSSHDUV LQ WKH FDVH ILOH. QHLWKHU D SK\VLFDO DQGvRU J\QDHFRORJLFDO

H[DPLQDWLRQw QRU UHTXHVWV IRU DGGLWLRQDO WHVWV RU VSHFLDOLVHG FRQVXOWDWLRQV WR EH FDUULHG RXW
DIWHU WKH HYHQWVum

éUf IQQ GKXF

ǳ .H\ 0LQGLQJ RI WKH 0HGLFDO 2[SHUWLVH

7KH IRUHQVLF PHGLFDO UHSRUW SUHSDUHG E\ :Ub EQQ NKXFp LVVXHG LQ -D\ ADA,p FRQFOXGHV WKDW QR
REMHFWLYH HYLGHQFH FRUURERUDWHV WKH DFFRXQW RI YLROHQFH UHSRUWHG E\ WKH FRPSODLQDQW
³NKULVWHOOHb´ m3zEd

IR DSSURSULDWH PHGLFDO FDUH DSSHDUV LQ WKH ILOHj QR UHFRUG RI LQMXULHVp QR VSHFLDOL]HG
H[DPLQDWLRQVp QR KRVSLWDOL]DWLRQp GHVSLWH WKH DOOHJHG VHYHULW\ RI WKH IDFWV mPXOWLSOH EORZVp
YLROHQW UDSHV ZLWK DQ REMHFWp DQDO DQG XULQDU\ DIWHUHIIHFWVp NQHH GLVORFDWLRQdp ZKLFK ZRXOG KDYH
UHTXLUHG LPPHGLDWH PHGLFDO LQWHUYHQWLRQb

7KH DYDLODEOH PHGLFDO GRFXPHQWV mFRQVXOWDWLRQVp SUHVFULSWLRQVp ELRORJLFDO VDPSOHVd UHYHDO QR
WUDFH FRQVLVWHQW ZLWK UDSH DV GHVFULEHGb 7KH J\QDHFRORJLFDO DQG ELRORJLFDO DQDO\VHV GR QRW
VKRZ DQ\ OHVLRQV RU LQIHFWLRQV DWWULEXWDEOH WR WKH DOOHJHG DFWVb

5HJDUGLQJ WKH NQHHp WKH H[SHUWLVH KLJKOLJKWV WKDW WKH FRPSODLQDQW¶V SUHtH[LVWLQJ FRQGLWLRQ RI
VHYHUH DOJRtG\VWURSK\ PDNHV WKH IXQFWLRQDO UHFRYHU\ VKH GHVFULEHV DIWHU WKH DOOHJHG DVVDXOW
SK\VLFDOO\ LPSRVVLEOHb kQ RWKHU ZRUGVp KHU RZQ SULRU VWDWH RI KHDOWK FRQWUDGLFWV KHU DFFRXQW RI
WKH HYHQWVb

7KLV IRUHQVLF PHGLFDO H[SHUWLVH LV GHFLVLYHj LW GHPRQVWUDWHV WKDW QR REMHFWLYH HOHPHQW FRQILUPV
WKH DOOHJHG YLROHQFHp DQG WKDW WKH FRPSODLQDQW¶V SULRU KHDOWK FRQGLWLRQ PDNHV KHU DFFRXQW
PDWHULDOO\ LPSRVVLEOHb

ǳ 7KH 2[SHUW

éUf IQ GKXF LV D UHFRJQLVHG IRUHQVLF SK\VLFLDQg KHDG RI WKH 0HGLFDO 6SHFLDOWLHV DQG
(PHUJHQF\ 8QLWg (RUHQVLF 0HGLFLQH éHSDUWPHQW DW (RQWDLQHEOHDX +RVSLWDOf 6KH LV D FRXUWd
DSSRLQWHG H[SHUW UHJLVWHUHG ZLWK WKH 3DULV GRXUW RI ISSHDO DQG ZRUNV ZLWK WKH ,QWHUQDWLRQDO
GULPLQDO GRXUWf 6KH DOVR VHUYHV DV éHSXW\ 6HFUHWDU\ )HQHUDO RI WKH GRPSDJQLH GHV ([SHUWV
0pGHFLQV ZLWK WKH 3DULV GRXUW RI ISSHDO sG(0GI3af
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/HJDO 6\QWKHVLV RI WKH 9RPSXWHU 0RUHQVLFV 2[SHUWLVH

³7KH DQDO\VHV FRQILUP WKDW FHUWDLQ :RUG3UHVV V\VWHP ILOHV UHODWHG WR WKH ZHEVLWH
©PRQLQWLPHFRQYLFWLRQ ª ZHUH WLPHVWDPSHG EHIRUH 2FWREHU ’m bPP’m ZKLFK HVWDEOLVKHV WKH

VLWH¶V WHFKQLFDO H[LVWHQFH SULRU WR WKDW GDWHW´

0I 0RUJDQ /HEUXPHQW

ǳ .H\ 0LQGLQJ

H F\EHUVHFXULW\ H[SHUWX0Up 0RUJDQ /HEUXPHQW xLSORLWpX ZDV FRPPLVVLRQHG WR DQDO\]H WKH
DUFKLYHV RI WKH PDOLFLRXV EORJ PRQLQWLPHFRQYLFWLRQX DWWULEXWHG WR ³kKULVWHOOH´ xR9HpX WR
GHWHUPLQH WKH EORJ¶V WUXH FUHDWLRQ GDWHX WKH UHOLDELOLW\ RI KHU H[SODQDWLRQV x—UUUDFNX
PLVFRQILJXUHG FRPSXWHU FORFNX PDQLSXODWLRQVpX LWV H[LVWHQFH EHIRUH qFWREHU gX mwwg ² D GDWH
VKH GLVSXWHV ² DQG WR DVVHVV WKH FRQVLVWHQF\ RI KHU VWDWHPHQWVX FOHDUO\ LGHQWLI\LQJ ZKHUH VKH
OLHGo

³kKULVWHOOH´ xR9Hp KDV DOZD\V GHQLHG UXQQLQJ WKLV EORJ EHIRUH qFWREHU gX mwwgo <HWX LI WKH
EORJ DOUHDG\ H[LVWHGX LW SURYHV WKDW D KDUDVVPHQW DQG GHIDPDWLRQ VWUDWHJ\ ZDV VHW XS HYHQ
EHIRUH KHU RQH DQG RQO\ PHHWLQJ ZLWK 7DULT 5DPDGDQo .Q RWKHU ZRUGVX WKH EORJ¶V HDUOLHU
WHFKQLFDO H[LVWHQFH QRW RQO\ GHPRQVWUDWHV D OLH EXW DOVR UHYHDOV WKH PRWLYH“ ³kKULVWHOOH´ xR9Hp
KDUERUHG PDOLFLRXV LQWHQW WRZDUG KLP SULRU WR PHHWLQJ DQG KDG D SUHPHGLWDWHG SODQ EHIRUH
qFWREHU go

ǳ 7KH FRPSXWHU IRUHQVLFV H[DPLQDWLRQ KLJKOLJKWHG VHYHUDO GHFLVLYH SRLQWVM

2[LVWHQFH RI WKH EORJ EHIRUH 2FWREHU dC crrdM VHYHUDO ILOHV ZHUH WLPHVWDPSHG DV HDUO\ DV
2HEUXDU\ mwwgX DQG DUWLFOHV GDWHG YDQXDU\ mwwg FRQILUP WKDW WKH EORJ PRQLQWLPHFRQYLFWLRQ
H[LVWHG EHIRUH WKH PHHWLQJ ZLWK UDULT 6DPDGDQX FRQWUDGLFWLQJ ³kKULVWHOOH´ xR9Hp¶V VWDWHPHQWVo
0DOVH VWDWHPHQWV GXULQJ TXHVWLRQLQJM VKH FODLPHG VKH KDG QHYHU XVHG MRUGRUHVV EHIRUH WKLV
EORJX ZKHUHDV VKH KDG DOUHDG\ XVHG LW LQ mwwh WR KRVW KHU SURIHVVLRQDO VLWH ,QDNNDo UKLV ILQGLQJ
IRUPDOO\ HVWDEOLVKHV D OLHo
5HDO WHFKQLFDO VNLOOVM WKH DQDO\VLV UHYHDOHG WKH XVH RI VSHFLDOL]HG VRIWZDUH x—UUUDFNpX UHSHDWHG
IRUPDWWLQJ DQG EDFNXS RSHUDWLRQVX DQG VWUXFWXUHG GDWD PDQDJHPHQW ² LQFRPSDWLEOH ZLWK WKH
LPDJH RI D EHJLQQHUo
7HFKQLFDO LQFRQVLVWHQFLHVM EDFNGDWLQJ DQG WLPHVWDPS DQRPDOLHV FDQQRW EH H[SODLQHG VROHO\
E\ D PLVFRQILJXUHG FRPSXWHU FORFNo
0DWHULDO HYLGHQFHM DIWHU NHHSLQJ KHU FRPSXWHU IRU QLQH \HDUV DQG SUHVHQWLQJ LW DV HYLGHQFHX
³kKULVWHOOH´ xR9Hp GLVSRVHG RI LW EHIRUH MXGLFLDO H[DPLQDWLRQVX SUHYHQWLQJ IXUWKHU FKHFNVo qQO\
WKH VHDOHG SjT GULYH UHPDLQV DYDLODEOH DQG FRXOG SURYLGH GHFLVLYH HYLGHQFHo

ǳ 7KH 2[SHUW

FRUJDQ :HEUXPHQW LV D F\EHUVHFXULW\ DQG FRPSXWHU IRUHQVLFV H[SHUWX IRXQGHU RI WKH FRPSDQ\
LSORLWo H VSHFLDOLVW LQ WKH DQDO\VLV RI GLJLWDO HYLGHQFH DQG GDWD DXWKHQWLFLW\X KH UHJXODUO\
VHUYHV DV DQ H[SHUW EHIRUH WKH FRXUWVX SDUWLFXODUO\ LQ FRPSOH[ FDVHV LQYROYLQJ ZHE V\VWHPV
DQG WHFKQLFDO GLVSXWHVo
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Posts - Messages 
Bakchich
« Le chat a été fructueux. 
T.R a du souci à se faire. Il 
a fait beaucoup de mal. »

« The chat was fruitful. 
T.R has cause for concern. 
He did a lot of harm. »

« A enfoiré, enfoiré et 
demi.. Une vraie torpille 
en prépa. »

« Bastard, bastard and a half.. 
A real torpedo in prep. »



Conclusion Dre Chaski – Suisse/Switzerland : 

« Le document contesté est reconnaissable comme étant un document 
rédigé par (RAD) « Brigitte » et, statistiquement parlant, est caractéristique de 
son style d'écriture, la probabilité qu'elle en soit l'auteur variant entre 96,97 
% et 100 %. »

« The questioned document is recognizable as a document authored by (RAD) 
“Brigitte” and, statistically speaking, is typical of her writing style, with the 
chance of her authorship ranging from 96.97% to 100%. »



Messages « Nathalie »

• Extraits du rapport de la Brigade criminelle :

Messages de « Nathalie » le 3 octobre 2009, 6 jours 
avant l’unique rencontre :

«  ... moi j'ai une meilleure lecon pour lui je te 
raconte meme pas... tu en sauras bientot 
plus...d'ici 3 semaines… on est en train de monter 
un plan … si le plan se déroule bien tu le verras en 
première page de voici, gala et autres magasines 
peoples avec photos à l'appui… moi je veux les 
caméra et les journalistes… »

Extracts from the Criminal Brigade reports:

Messages from "Nathalie" on October 3, 2009, 
six days before the only meeting:

"... I have a better lesson for him, I won't even 
tell you about it... you'll find out more soon... 
within three weeks... we're putting a plan 
together... if the plan goes well, you'll see him 
on the front page of Voici, Gala, and other 
celebrity magazines, complete with photos... 
I want cameras and journalists...”



Conclusion Dre Chaski - France :

« Les documents contestés sont reconnaissables comme des documents 
rédigés par PEA (« Christelle ») et, d'un point de vue statistique, sont 
caractéristiques de son style d'écriture, avec une probabilité de paternité 
allant de 97,17 % à 100 %. »

« The questioned documents are recognizable as documents authored by 
PEA (“Christelle”) and, statistically speaking, are typical of her writing style, 
with the chance of her authorship ranging from 97.17% to 100%. »



Expertise médicale/Medical report

« Aucune prise en charge médicale initiale immédiate à laquelle on aurait pu 
s’attendre compte tenu des éléments traumatiques décrits, n’apparaît dans le 
dossier, ni examen somatique et/ou gynécologique, ni demande d’examens 
complémentaires ou de consultations spécialisées à effectuer à distance des 
faits. » 

« No immediate initial medical care, which could have been expected given the 
described traumatic elements, appears in the file—no physical and/or 
gynecological examination, nor any request for additional tests or specialized 
consultations to be carried out after the events. »



Expertise informatique / Computer 
forensics

« Sur le plan technique, les éléments disponibles indiquent 
que le blog (monintimeconviction) était actif avant le 9 
octobre 2009 »

« From a technical standpoint, the available elements 
indicate that the blog (monintimeconviction) was active 
before October 9, 2009. »



Expertise photo / Image forensic 

« L’individu présent sur les photographies prises lors de la conférence 
de Tariq Ramadan correspond, avec une certitude de 100 %, à la 
plaignante PEA « Christelle ». »

« The individual appearing in the photographs taken during Tariq 
Ramadan's conference corresponds, with 100% certainty, to the 
complainant PEA 'Christelle »



"Human relationships are sometimes so complicated. Even I 
don’t understand my own abusive reactions at times. I was too 
impulsive and didn’t think before speaking. I think it came from 
my suffering, and it was a way to let it out. I’m sorry it fell on you. 
And a certain person really turned me against you and told me 
very serious things about you. I believed her and I regretted it 
because later I realised that she was crazy and hysterical. I think 
she lied to me about many things about you."

Messages from Henda Ayari to Tariq Ramadan 
mentioning the idea of a trap

Message 1  
June 5, 2013: one year after the alleged rape



"Know that he (Alain Soral) wanted to ambush you with Salim, his 
little dog, who supposedly has been preparing for several years a 
big file on you about your private relationships with women, 
which he is ready to release publicly to smear you at the right 
moment. Jealousy, what can you do..."

Message 2 
June 26, 2014 (while she claimed to have had no contact after the alleged 
rape)

Message from Henda Ayari to Tariq Ramadan 
2 years after the alleged rape : she is again 
mentioning the idea of a trap


