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WHAT DID THE CHAMBER DECIDE IN THE SAID CASE?  

On 23 September 2026, Trial Chamber VI of the International Criminal Court ("ICC" or "the Court”) found Mahamat Said Abdel Kani 

guilty of crimes against humanity committed in Central African Republic in 2013.  After analyzing the evidence submitted at trial, the 

judges found Mr Said guilty beyond any reasonable doubt for the crimes against humanity of imprisonment or other severe 

deprivation of physical liberty, torture, persecution and other inhumane acts. These crimes were committed at the Office Central de 

Répression du Banditisme (‘OCRB’) in Bangui (Central African Republic) between 12 April and 30 August 2013.  The Chamber found 

that, in light of his role and functions as the Seleka commander in charge of the OCRB, Mr Said acted with the necessary intent and 

knowledge, and convicted him as a direct co-perpetrator of these crimes. The Chamber did not find Mr Said guilty beyond reasonable 

doubt for the war crimes of torture, cruel treatment, and outrages upon personal dignity. 

 

ON WHICH BASIS DID THE CHAMBER CONCLUDE THAT MR SAID IS GUILTY?  
ICC Trial Chamber VI analysed the evidence submitted and discussed before it at trial. Over the course of 130 trial hearings, the 

Chamber heard 58 witnesses called by the Prosecution and 3 witnesses called by the Defence. A total of 3,863 items of evidence were 

recognised as formally submitted into evidence. Throughout the trial, the Judges ensured that the rights guaranteed by the Rome 

Statute to each of the parties were respected. 

WHAT WAS MR SAID’S ROLE IN THE COMMISSION OF THE CRIMES? 

The judges unanimously found that the Seleka carried out a widespread and systematic attack against the civilian population of Bangui 

from at least April 2013 until at least November 2013, and that Seleka’s attack against the civilian population of Bangui was carried out 

pursuant to an organisational policy. After 24 March 2013, the OCRB Seleka used the OCRB as a facility to detain people perceived to 

be supporters of François Bozizé, as well as others. The victims of the charged crimes were arrested or brought to the OCRB starting in 

May 2013. The last persons held at the OCRB who were the subject of the charges were detained around late August 2013. The length of 

their detentions ranged from a few hours to several weeks. Mr Said was appointed as head of the OCRB in mid to late April 2013. Mr 

Said was the de facto top ranking official at the OCRB and was in charge. Mr Said had control over the OCRB and when it came to 

orders and reports everything went through him. All of the Seleka at the OCRB were under Mr Said’s command and reported to him. 

The Chamber found that, in light of his role and functions, Mr Said acted with the necessary intent and knowledge, hence convicted 

him as a direct co-perpetrator of these crimes.  

 

WHICH SENTENCE CAN BE PRONOUNCED AGAINST MR SAID AND WHEN?  
Following the verdict, the Chamber will decide on Mr Said's sentence. The timeline for the sentencing proceedings will be announced 

shortly. The judges may impose a prison sentence, a fine may be added or forfeiture of the proceeds, property, and assets derived 

directly or indirectly from the crimes committed. The maximum sentence is 30 years. However, in extreme cases, the Court may impose 

a term of life imprisonment. In order to determine Mr Said’s sentence in this case, the Chamber will receive submissions from the 

parties and participants regarding the possible sentence, and will schedule a separate hearing to receive evidence and to discuss 

matters related to sentencing. Mr Said will remain in detention until such time. 

WHY WAS MR SAID NOT CONVICTED OF THE CHARGES OF WAR CRIMES PRESENTED BY THE PROSECUTOR?  

The Prosecutor’s case against Mr Said concerned 18 charged incidents allegedly committed at the OCRB. These incidents, in addition to 

being charged as crimes against humanity, were also charged as war crimes. The Chamber, by majority, was unable to establish beyond 

a reasonable doubt that there was an ongoing “armed conflict” during the period when the charged crimes were committed, and 

therefore found that the requirements were not met for these to be legally characterised as war crimes. The judges, by majority, 

emphasised that the period was anything but peaceful for the civilians in CAR and that tensions continued to remain high, but still 

found that the legal criteria under the Rome Statute to qualify the violence of “armed conflict a non-international character” were not 

met. The judges however unanimously convicted Mr Said for some of those incidents as "crimes against humanity" and acknowledged 

the suffering and trauma of the victims of the incidents. 
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CAN THIS VERDICT BE APPEALED?  
Yes. The parties, namely the Prosecution and the Defence, may appeal the trial judgment, in whole or in part, within 30 days of its 

issuance. Should an appeal be filed, the matter will be considered by an Appeals Chamber, composed of different judges, which will 

decide on the issues raised on appeal. 

 

WILL VICTIMS OBTAIN REPARATIONS?  
Victims before the ICC have rights that have never been granted before an international criminal court or tribunal. They can participate 

during the proceedings. In this particular case, Trial Chamber VI authorised 32 victims to participate in the trial proceedings, 

represented by their legal representative Sarah Pellet. Independently of participation, victims of the crimes for which Mr. Said was 

convicted can seek reparations. In the case against Mr Said, issues related to the procedure for victims’ reparations will be addressed in 

due course.  

Delivering the judgment, the Presiding judge acknowledged the suffering and trauma of the victims of the incidents who testified 

about the long-lasting impact of the crimes on them, their families and their lives. The persons detained at the OCRB gave evidence that 

they continue to suffer physical and psychological harm as a result of their detention and abuse 

WHO ARE THE JUDGES SITTING IN THIS CASE?  

Trial Chamber VI composed of Judge Miatta Maria Samba (Presiding Judge), Judge María del Socorro Flores Liera, Judge Sergio 

Gerardo Ugalde Godínez and Judge Keebong Paek (Alternate Judge). The Judges of the ICC are persons of high moral character, 

impartiality and integrity who possess the qualifications required in their respective States for appointment to the highest judicial 

offices. All have extensive experience relevant to the Court’s judicial activity. They are elected by the Assembly of States Parties on the 

basis of their established competence in criminal law and procedure and in relevant areas of international law such as international 

humanitarian law and human rights law. 
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