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International Criminal Court1

Trial Chamber V2

Situation: Central African Republic II3

In the case of The Prosecutor v. Alfred Rombhot Yekatom and Patrice-Edouard4

Ngaïssona - ICC-01/14-01/185

Presiding Judge Bertram Schmitt, Judge Péter Kovács and6

Judge Chang-ho Chung7

Trial Hearing - Courtroom 18

Thursday, 22 July 2021 9

(The hearing starts in open session at 9.39 a.m.)10

THE COURT USHER:  [9:39:34] All rise.  11

The International Criminal Court is now in session.12

Please be seated.13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:40:01] Good morning, everyone.  14

Could the court officer please call the case.15

THE COURT OFFICER:  [9:40:09] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours.16

Situation in the Central African Republic II, in the case of The Prosecutor versus17

Alfred Yekatom and Patrice-Edouard Ngaïssona, case reference ICC-01/14-01/18.18

And for the record, we are in open session.19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:40:24] I ask for the appearances of the parties. 20

Mr Vanderpuye.21

MR VANDERPUYE:  [9:40:29] Good morning, Mr President.  Good morning, your22

Honours.  Good morning, everyone.  Good morning, Witness.  Today the23

Prosecution is represented by Pierre Belbenoit-Avich, to my left.  Behind him, Yassin24

Mostfa.  And myself, Kweku Vanderpuye.  Good morning.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:40:42] Thank you. 1

Ms Rabesandratana.2

MS RABESANDRATANA:  [9:40:45](Interpretation) Good morning, your Honour. 3

Good morning, your Honours.  The representatives of the other crimes are4

represented by Enrique Carnero on my right, and myself, Elizabeth Rabesandratana.5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:41:03] And the second team.  This is a new face,6

I don't know your name so I cannot address you specifically.  7

MS GALINIER:  [9:41:06] Good morning, Mr President, good morning, your8

Honours.  The former child soldiers are represented today my myself, Nadia9

Galinier, associate legal officer at the Office of Public Counsel for Victims. 10

Thank you.11

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:41:21] Thank you very much.  12

Ms Dimitri.13

MS DIMITRI:  [9:41:24] Good morning, Mr President.  Good morning, your14

Honours.  Good morning, everyone.  Mr Yekatom this morning is represented by15

Mr Florent Pages-Granier, Ms Yousra Lamqaddam, Ms Sabrine Bayssat, and myself,16

Mylène Dimitri.17

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:41:38] Thank you. 18

And Mr Knoops.19

MR KNOOPS:  [9:41:43] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours.  Everyone in20

the courtroom, good morning.  We are today before the Chamber with Ms Sara21

Pedroso, Barbara Szmatula, and Ms Eva Kalb, and the defendant.22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:41:57] Thank you. 23

And good morning, Mr Witness.  24

And also welcome to Ms Mbida at the video-link location.25
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Mr Knoops, it's your turn, so you have the floor. 1

WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0884 (On former oath)2

(The witness speaks Sango) 3

QUESTIONED BY MR KNOOPS: 4

Q.   [9:42:15] Good morning, sir.  My name is Alexander Knoops, I'm an attorney at5

law here in the Netherlands, in Amsterdam where my office is situated.  I'm one of6

the counsels of Mr Patrice Ngaïssona, and I have several additional questions for you,7

sir, and I hope to finish today with my questioning.8

My first question, I think it's appropriate to pose this question in closed session.9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:42:45] Then we go to private session, please.10

*(Private session at 9.43 a.m.) (Reclassified partially in public)11

THE COURT OFFICER:  [9:43:01] We are in private session, Mr President.12

MR KNOOPS:  [9:43:05] Thank you very much. 13

Q.   [9:43:10] Could we please call up tab 5 of our Defence binder.  And this is14

CAR-OTP-2001-4446 and it's at page 448. 15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:43:35] Do you happen to have a spare binder? 16

Because I have here Prosecution and Mr -- and Defence of Mr Yekatom.  If not,17

doesn't matter, we get along with that.  Because I think it will always be shown.  It's18

okay.  No worries.  Please continue.  So I think you will display it and -- 19

MR KNOOPS:  [9:43:53] Yes, we will. 20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:43:55] -- I think we can follow.21

MR KNOOPS:  [9:44:01]  Yeah.22

Q.   [9:44:01] Sir, would you please be so kind to look at page 448.  The document is23

an (Redacted) 24

(Redacted) sir.25
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A.   (No interpretation) 1

Q.   [9:44:42] You didn't see it.  All right.  We'll wait for it.2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:44:47] So fourth paragraph.3

MR KNOOPS:  [9:44:48] Yes. 4

Q.   [9:44:48] Starting with, "Asked". 5

A.   [9:44:57] I don't see the image on the screen.6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:45:06] And it's in English, of course (Overlapping7

speakers)8

MR KNOOPS:  [9:45:07] Yes. 9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:45:07] -- would have been translated.10

MR KNOOPS:  [9:45:10] Just a few lines, Mr President.  I can -- I can read the11

portion which is relevant for the -- for the witness.12

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:45:28] So, Mr Witness, this is in English, and it13

will be translated for you so you know what is alleged, that -- or ascribed (Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

Mr Knoops, please read it out.16

MR KNOOPS:  [9:45:43] Yes. 17

Q.   [9:45:46] Sir, in the fourth paragraph (Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)  End of citation.23

My first question, sir, is (Redacted) 24

(Redacted)25
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A.   [9:47:11] No, this is the first time that I've seen the document.  (Redacted) 1

(Redacted)  And if you wish to show me a document, I would prefer it if you 2

could show me the French version so that I can read it myself, understand and reply.  3

(Redacted)4

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:47:50] Mr Witness, this is understandable, but5

this is an article and it is only in English, so it is an article that is not -- has not been6

written in French.  7

Mr Knoops, perhaps, because if I had the binder, I would ask it, but what -- is it a8

newspaper article, first of all, if you can tell witness.  9

MR KNOOPS:  Yes.10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  And also if there is a person mentioned who has11

written it.12

MR KNOOPS:  [9:48:16] Exactly, Mr President. 13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:48:17] Yes, okay. 14

MR KNOOPS:  [9:48:18] By the way, we provide, with apologies, the binders in the15

break to the judges.16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:48:26] Fine.17

MR KNOOPS:  [9:48:26]18

Q.   [9:48:27] Mr Witness, maybe -- because this is a really important article because19

it's mentioned in the Prosecution allegations against Mr Ngaïssona as -- as part of an20

alleged purpose to target the Muslim population.  21

So this article is quoted as information to sustain the allegation that Mr Ngaïssona22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)  So that's why I'm asking you this question.  24

Now, for the sake of clarity, I can ask you to look, first, at the front page of the article. 25
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That's CAR-OTP-2001-4446.1

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:49:40] And it appears, Mr -- Mr Witness, ever2

heard of a (Redacted)  3

THE WITNESS:  [9:49:46](No interpretation)4

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:49:47] Yes.  (Redacted)5

THE WITNESS:  [9:49:59](Interpretation) (Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:50:22] I think we can take it from there and10

continue.11

MR KNOOPS:  [9:50:25] Just for the information, Mr President, the Prosecution has12

in paragraph 173 of its Pre-Trial brief mentioned this article as supporting material for13

the allegation.14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:50:39] Yeah, yeah.15

MR KNOOPS:  [9:50:40] That's the reason. 16

Q.   [9:50:42] Now, sir, were you ever asked by Mr Ngaïssona to make a speech to17

target the Muslim population in the time frame of 2013, 2014?18

A.   [9:51:22] Never. 19

THE INTERPRETER:  [9:51:23] Is the witness's answer, in French. 20

MR KNOOPS: 21

Q.   [9:51:30] Did you ever, to your recollection, ever made yourself a speech where22

you expressed hatred and intolerance towards the Muslim population?23

A.   [9:52:00] I do not recollect any such speech, no.24

Q.   [9:52:07] Can you ever recall that Mr Ngaïssona himself, the man here in this25

ICC-01/14-01/18-T-058-Red2-ENG CT W T 22-07-2021 6/102 TICC-01/14-01/18-T-058-Red3-ENG CT RCL W T 22-07-2021 6/102 T 
Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, ICC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public reclassified and lesser redacted version of this
transcript is filed in the case.



Trial Hearing                         (Private Session)                         ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0884

22.07.2021          Page 7

courtroom, made such a speech inciting hatred against Muslim population,1

promoting intolerance against the Muslim population in the time frame of 2013-2014? 2

A.   [9:52:47] He never spoke to me concerning such a subject.  When he called me3

from abroad, he wanted to get news about the country, but in 2013 he was already in4

Bangui so we were not in regular contact.  I didn't go to his meetings for him to5

make any such a statement to me.  No, he never said any such thing to me.  6

And -- and let me add this.  It is the first time that I have seen this document.  I7

have never heard speak of such a document.  Nobody has ever told me about it. 8

And (Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

Q.   [9:53:52] Thank you, sir.  Sir, you told the Chamber in last couple of days that11

you knew Mr Ngaïssona already quite some time before he came to The Hague here12

and was arrested.  (Redacted)13

Can you describe Mr Ngaïssona for the Chamber.  Who is he?  What is his character? 14

Is he a man who promotes intolerance?  15

How was he perceived by you? 16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [9:54:42] I think it's good if you simply put it in an17

open way and the witness can -- can tell us how he experienced the person, yeah.18

THE WITNESS:  [9:55:09](Interpretation) I know Ngaïssona (Redacted)  He was 19

the minister for youth and sport and (Redacted)  In the 20

country, Ngaïssona, well, it's really up to him to talk about me and my character. 21

He's an elder.  I don't have any right to talk about his character.  We had 22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted) but I wasn't there to check what he was 24

doing, Ngaïssona, I didn't know what he was doing.  So that is my answer.  25
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It is not for me to talk to you about the behaviour of Ngaïssona.  He is my elder. 1

We didn't live in the same house.  Ngaïssona had his activities, I had mine.  We met 2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

MR KNOOPS:  [9:56:44]6

Q.   [9:56:45] Thank you, Mr Witness.  On the same subject, (Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

What about Mr Ngaïssona?  You told us about his involvement in football, in FIFA. 9

How important was football in his life?10

A.   [9:57:37] Well, what can I say concerning his involvement with football.  He 11

was the president of the football federation; that was his work. It was for youth. (Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

Football was Ngaïssona's work.  He was president as the CAR federation of football,15

and then minister for youth and sport.  It was his job.  I really don't know what he16

thinks or what he thought about sport, but I know that it was his work. 17

Q.   [9:58:40] Let me put the question then straight to you.  Were you aware that18

one of the most favourite football players of Mr Ngaïssona in the national team was a19

football player of Muslim descent, Mr Limane Moussa?20

A.   [9:59:09] Moussa Limane.  I don't know what his relations were with Moussa21

Limane, (Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Redacted)25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

Q.   [10:00:40] Thank you, sir.  Can you recall, Mr Witness, that the statement you6

gave in 2018 to the investigators of the Office of the Prosecution, you told them that7

the resistance against the Séléka by all Central Africans was not just an intention but it8

was an obligation of them.  It was a must.9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:01:36] May I shortly.10

I think it made sense until a short while ago to stay in private session, but can we go11

to open session? 12

MR KNOOPS:  [10:01:45] You're right.  You're right.  Yes.13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:01:47] We can go back to open session and then14

the witness may answer.15

(Open session at 10.02 a.m.) 16

THE COURT OFFICER:  [10:02:09] We are back in open session, Mr President.17

MR KNOOPS:  [10:02:11] Shall I repeat the question, Mr President? 18

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:02:13] I think it's better, because when there is19

an intervention -- 20

MR KNOOPS:  [10:02:21] Of course. 21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:02:22] -- it's lost.  It's easy to get lost. 22

MR KNOOPS:  [10:02:21]23

Q.   [10:02:21] Sir, can you recall that in 2018, when you spoke to the investigators of24

the Office of the Prosecution, you told them that the resistance by all Central Africans25
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against the Séléka in 2013 was not just an intention but it was their obligation?  It1

was a must for all Central Africans to be engaged in this resistance. 2

A.   [10:03:22] Yes.  I recall that in 2018 that's what I said to the Prosecution, and3

that's also what I said in my testimony when I arrived here. 4

Q.   [10:03:44] All Central Africans had to defend the nation and there was no choice5

but to resist, correct?6

A.   [10:04:13] Yes, that is what I said.  This was because they had to use all possible7

means to defend themselves.  They were being overwhelmed. *It was 13 prefectures8

that mobilized for this fight as I have already told you.9

Q.   [10:04:49] Can you recall, Mr Witness, that in 2018 you in your statement even10

used the word "extermination".  That if the resistance would not be organised, the11

people of Central Africa would be exterminated?12

A.   [10:05:39] Yes, that's what I said to the Prosecutor.  I recall some of my words13

well, others less, but I know that the Central Africans had suffered a lot, which is why14

some mobilised in order to organise resistance, but we must not extrapolate from this. 15

It's true I can't remember all the details, but generally speaking the Central Africans16

were completely overwhelmed by the atrocities that had taken place, which led them17

to mobilise the atrocities committed by the Séléka.  That led them to mobilise.18

Q.   [10:06:30] When you used the word "extermination" in 2018 in your statement,19

and that if there was not a resistance people would be exterminated in Central Africa,20

was there in your view a difference with the taking power by Mr Bozizé in 2003? 21

Had the Prosecution asked you at length about the action of Mr Bozizé to take power22

in 2003, and I ask you was there, in your view, a difference with the taking power by23

the Séléka in 2013?24

A.   [10:07:51] I think I have already replied to this question last week.  I said that it25
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was the same person brought by Bozizé calling themselves liberators.  The same1

people had returned, and Séléka, they committed the same offences, they took the2

same actions.  And there were previous liberators who had become Séléka.  I3

believe I have answered this question here before the Court. 4

Q.   [10:08:30] You did.  But my question specifically is, do you agree that in 20035

the taking of power by Bozizé could not be portrayed in the context of an6

extermination of the Central Africans, while in 2013, according to your statement in7

2018, there was a fear for the extermination of the people of Central Africa?  And I8

ask you if you agree that that was the difference?9

A.   [10:09:40] I will say again, there is not a big difference because they were the10

same people.  Those who gave Bozizé power are the same who -- people who11

returned under the Séléka banner.  However, I can talk about the confusion within12

the Séléka.  The Séléka took all the Christians as Anti-Balaka and the Anti-Balaka13

thought all Muslims were Séléka.  That is the confusion that reigned.  14

But as to giving you explanations about the period you're talking about, I don't think I15

can do that.  What I can say is that the same people returned, but this time under the16

Séléka banner.  They were the very same people. 17

Q.   [10:10:44] True, from your evidence.  But can you say that in 2003 the situation18

was such that Bozizé intended to exterminate the Central African population?19

A.   [10:11:22] No, he didn't intend to exterminate Central Africans.  It was his men,20

his liberators, who behaved badly.  Djotodia, the same.  He didn't have the21

intention to exterminate Central Africans.  It was the Chadian and Sudanese22

mercenaries who committed all these crimes, but the people accused Djotodia of23

doing that.  But that is the difference that I can put before you.24

Q.   [10:12:03] Would you agree that the difference between 2003 and 2013 also25
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related to the number, the amount of mercenaries involved?  That's to say in 2013 - in1

accordance with your statement you gave to the Prosecution investigators - you told2

in 2018 that the number of mercenaries in 2013 was 90 per cent, 9-0.  3

Would you agree with me that the number of mercenaries which were involved in4

2013, was different from 2003?5

A.   [10:13:25] Indeed.  The Séléka had a huge number of mercenaries.  In Bozizé's6

time there were also mercenaries.  He had recruited mercenaries. 7

Q.   [10:13:44] In your statement -- and maybe it's good to show it to the witness8

now.9

That's CAR-OTP-2072-1362, the statement of the witness, lines 2003 till 2007.10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:15:19] I think we have to wait a moment until it11

is displayed.  12

It seems to have been the wrong number, the ERN number.13

MR KNOOPS:  [10:15:55] I have before me, Mr President, CAR-OTP-2072-1356 at14

page 1362, lines 203 -- sorry, 203 to 207.15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:16:16] So we give it a try with this one.16

And I think you can read 203, 204 to the witness and ask him if this is also his17

testimony.18

MR KNOOPS:  [10:16:51] Yeah.19

Q.   [10:16:54] Sir, in your statement in 2018, you told the investigators of the20

Prosecution service at line 203 --21

A.   [10:17:06](No interpretation) 22

Q.   [10:17:07] You're right.  Sorry, 2018.23

A.   [10:17:08](No interpretation) 24

Q.   [10:17:09] Yes.  So I'll read from your statement 203: 25
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(Interpretation) "And then at a certain point, comme -- as there were more than -- that1

the rebellion was made up to 90 per cent or over of Chadian and Sudanese2

mercenaries ..."3

(Speaks English) My first question to you, was this a difference with the situation in4

2003, the sheer number or percentage of the mercenaries involved in the coup d'état of5

2013?6

A.   [10:18:45] Yes, there was --7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:18:54] There is again obviously an interpretation8

problem, so what is it?9

THE WITNESS:  [10:19:11](Interpretation) Please, could you give me the documents. 10

If I had the documents then I would be able to appreciate them and -- yes, that was11

indeed the difference.12

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:19:22] Okay, I think that's fine.13

MR KNOOPS:  [10:19:55]14

Q.   [10:19:56] Mr Witness, Mr Witness, can you recall that you told the investigators15

in 2018, in this context, that the different groups which came to Bangui for the16

resistance against these mercenaries, came to Bangui spontaneously?  There was17

nobody behind this movement, especially not Mr Ngaïssona?18

A.   [10:21:12] I have already replied to this question saying that they came from19

different areas.  Everyone was organising their own demonstrations.  Ngaïssona20

was doing it, Anti-Balaka were doing it, and they came together.  So everybody was21

responding differently and then moving towards this resistance, and that is what I22

have already said.23

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:21:45] Actually, I think also it has been covered,24

sort of, already.  You might want perhaps another angle, but it's -- in general it has25
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been covered.1

MR KNOOPS:  [10:21:56] Mr President, I understand, I realise.  But the witness did2

say something different in 2018.3

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:22:01] Of course.  Then put it to him, of course.4

MR KNOOPS:  [10:22:04] So that was the introduction.5

Q.   [10:22:09] Because, Mr Witness, in 2018, your answer on this question was the6

following:7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:22:13] Could you please give the reference8

again.9

MR KNOOPS:  [10:22:15] Yes, the reference is CAR-OTP-2080, and it's at page 1702,10

the third track, lines 815 till 827.11

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:23:00] Okay.  There seem to be some numbers12

missing for the right ERN, so ... 13

MR KNOOPS:  [10:23:08] It's maybe the first number at 2080-1678.  And then we go14

to page 1702.15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:23:23] We need the full reference --16

MR KNOOPS:  [10:23:24] Yes. 17

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:23:25] -- of course, because otherwise court18

usher has really problems to find it.  But now it's done, obviously.19

MR KNOOPS:  [10:23:33] Yeah, and maybe this -- it's the longer portion, so maybe20

it's more easy, if possible, that the witness reads -- 21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:23:36] Yeah. 22

MR KNOOPS:  [10:23:36] -- lines 815 till 827 of his statement.23

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:23:46] I think that's -- I'm fine with that.  That's24

good.  So the witness understands French.  I think it's not a problem.25
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Mr Witness, were you able to read it?  It's not so easy for you because I think what1

you said is on the question 817:2

"Alors, le fait que tous ces groupes viennent à Bangui", and so on.3

"Non, mais ... comme je vous ai dit, ils ... spontanément?"4

So this -- this is as -- as your answer.  5

I don't see a huge difference to what the witness said, actually, but you may ask him.6

MR KNOOPS:  [10:25:13] It's not huge difference, but there is a difference.7

Q.   [10:25:17] So, Mr Witness, you agree with me that in 2018 you told the8

investigators of the Prosecution that these groups came spontaneously to Bangui and9

there was no one behind this movement like Mr Ngaïssona?  That was your10

statement, correct, in 2018?11

A.   [10:26:03] I think that in 2018 I said that, and I have said it here again, they12

reacted to the suffering.  They constituted groups coming from different areas.  For13

example, Maxime Mokom called me to say that he was in contact with some people14

and Bernard Mokom did the same thing. *He called me to say that he was involved in15

the FROCCA.  And that's what I said.  16

You must understand that these people were organising their resistance17

spontaneously in different zones.  Some were doing it in Cameroon, others were in18

the provinces.  That is what I have said.  I don't know whether you're trying to19

accuse your client.  I mean, if you wish to do so, go ahead.  But I was clear in what I20

said.  Everybody was organising themselves at their own level.  Bernard Mokom,21

Banoukepa, they were all in FROCCA.22

And even in Bangui there were various groups. *Some came from Bossangoa, others23

from Boganangone, and others from Yaloké, Berbérati, Bossembélé, and they were24

converging on Bangui at 5 December.  25
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That's what I explained, and in fact I'm giving you the same explanations now.  And1

if you have other things you want me to explain, then please do -- ask me and we can2

then advance.  3

These groups put in considerable effort in order to drive out Djotodia and the Séléka4

who were in the country.  5

So that is, generally speaking, what I could say about that.  Maxime Mokom and6

others were all organising themselves separately.7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:28:25] Okay.  I think that's clear now -- from8

now and from the past days.  By the way, looking at this very interesting9

interrogation technique always having the answer in the question already.  Okay. 10

But it's -- 11

MR KNOOPS:  [10:28:39] Sometimes.12

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:28:40] -- just a remark.13

MR KNOOPS:  [10:28:42] Sometimes.  Yes.14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:28:43] Yeah, yeah.  Not by you, I mean here in15

the statement, in the former statement. 16

MR KNOOPS:  [10:28:45] Oh, sorry. 17

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:28:46] No, no, no, no, no.  No, that is something18

different when we are in the courtroom.   19

MR KNOOPS:  [10:28:49] Yeah. 20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:28:49] And it's Defence question.  21

But I see here that ... Okay.  Yeah, okay, but it's -- you need witnesses who really22

withstand these sort of questions.  23

You continue, please, Mr Knoops.24

MR KNOOPS:  [10:29:03] Thank you, Mr President. 25
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Thank you, Mr Witness, for your answer.1

Q.   [10:29:07] Now, you told us, sir, on several occasions during your evidence2

during the last couple of days that the international community didn't intervene.3

Did you in 2013 try to have the international community involved in the stopping of4

fighting?  Did you undertake any action in 2013 when you saw these atrocities? 5

Did you undertake any action towards the international community to say, "Look,6

something's going on here quite badly.  You have to do something."?7

A.   [10:30:28] (Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted) when they acknowledged that the same problem 12

was occurring.13

But for us, with us, there was no intervention by the international community on the14

part of FOMAC or others, there was just the ambassador for France who intervened. 15

Because at that time all of the ambassadors had left.  In the US embassy, there was16

just the chargé d'affaires who was there, so it was only the French ambassador who was17

operational.  18

On 5 December the UN received or issued a mandate to France to intervene.  We19

were in a situation of pre-genocide and France intervened.  We said that the20

international community had not intervened to assist us, aside from France.  It was21

France only that assisted us.  Even the FOMAC troops, the Chad and Gabonese22

troops, they were there, Congolese.  But nobody reacted to protect the Central23

African population.  It was just the Sangaris who came in force to assist and protect24

the civil population. 25
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Q.   [10:32:42] Were you aware in 2013 of any actions of Mr Ngaïssona to make the1

international community aware of what was going on in Central Africa and to2

mobilise them to stop the fighting?3

A.   [10:33:15] No.  In 2013 I did not meet Ngaïssona physically in person, so I was4

not aware of what was happening.  We would phone each other, but we didn't meet5

in person.  We bumped into each other in January.  I saw him at the airport and I6

spoke to him and I said everything had finished, he could go back and carry out and7

continue his activities.  So he could do what he had to do at his level, but I was not8

aware of that.9

Q.   [10:33:55] And what about 2014?  Are you aware that (Redacted)10

(Redacted) after having returned to Bangui, are you 11

aware of any actions he undertook towards the international community to have the 12

fighting stopped?13

A.   [10:34:43] (Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

I never attended any of the meetings at his home.  That's what I told the OTP 16

investigators.  (Redacted)17

(Redacted) He asked for the DDR programme to be set up.  He also reacted to what 18

was happening and he reprimanded the elements, the men who were behaving badly.  19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted) well, I don't 21

know anything about that. 22

Q.   [10:36:05] We'll come to this subject later.  23

You told us on 16 July - and for the Court it's the real-time transcript page 68, line24

8 - you told the Chamber that the international community was unable to stop the25
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confusion and disorder.  The confusion, meaning the confusion you explained to the1

Chamber between the different parties involved.  2

Now, my question to you is why was the international community unable to stop that3

confusion?4

A.   [10:37:15] I have no idea.  I'm not a member of the international community.  I5

don't work for them, so I don't know.  But let me say that France is part of the6

international community.  It was only France that intervened to assist us.  Even7

before 5 December, when the Séléka were behaving in a reprehensible fashion8

towards the population, we could call on the French.  They could send commandos9

in.  They were used to it.  They couldn't intervene in a military fashion on the10

territory without approval by the Élysée Palace.  They were always waiting for11

instructions from their superiors before they intervened. *But the forces of the12

CEMAC and of the ECCAS, the FOAMC forces, they did absolutely nothing.  They13

were there, they were present, but they were just to protect Europeans, foreigners. 14

So you can see.  They said that gradually they were going to ask the international15

community to intervene to help us.  16

It was as of 5 December that the Sangaris forces started their military intervention. 17

And they treated the Séléka and Anti-Balaka elements in the same fashion.  They18

would fire at people who didn't want to obey.  And even the Sangaris, well, they19

even organised reconciliation meetings between the two communities.  It's only20

those people, those troops who intervened in the country.  21

But the international community, well, I only ever saw France.  No one else.22

So that's what happened in the country and that's what I've already said and I23

maintain my position.  That's what I said about the international community.  24

But if you ask me why the international community didn't intervene, whereas in fact25
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it was intervening in Mali, openly, everyone knew when there was a war there, well, I1

don't know.  I'm not a member of the international community.  The war in our2

country didn't attract intervention from the international community, although the3

war went on for more than a year.  It was only France who intervened to assist us. 4

The French soldiers could not intervene on a regular basis without receiving5

instructions from their superiors.  6

But let me say precisely, I don't know why the international community did not7

intervene to help us.8

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:40:26] Mr Knoops, we are in open session, so we9

always be aware when the answer to a question or even the question in itself could10

lead to any information that might identify the witness, so we have to be aware of11

that.  I simply flag it so that we -- also Mr Vanderpuye may rise if he's sure that it is a12

delicate issue that is being tackled.13

MR KNOOPS:  [10:40:52] Thank you, Mr President.14

Q.   [10:40:55] Mr Witness, in your estimation, is it fair to say that the confusion you15

spoke about was caused or partially caused by the amount of mercenaries which was16

involved in 2013, 90 per cent, and the potential uncontrollability of the situation17

because of the number, the amount of mercenaries which came from other countries?18

A.   [10:42:08] Yes, we can also talk about the exactions against the Christian19

population.  After the arrival of the Anti-Balaka, the Christian population wanted to20

take revenge on the Muslims.  I was talking about confusion, that's what I meant. 21

The Séléka treated all of the Christians as Anti-Balaka and the Anti-Balaka treated all22

of the Muslims as Séléka, whereas in fact all of the Christians were not Anti-Balaka23

and all of the Muslims were not Séléka.  24

That's what I meant when I was talking about confusion.25
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Q.   [10:43:03] Would you agree with me, Mr Witness, that looking at the situation at1

that time, suppose you would have been in a position to command troops at that time,2

would you have been able to control the situation, you yourself, in the country?3

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:43:39] Mr Vanderpuye.4

MR VANDERPUYE:  [10:43:39] Yes, Mr President.  I think that obviously calls for5

speculation.  And it's not relevant, frankly.6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:43:44] I think Mr Vanderpuye is right here. 7

This indeed calls for speculation.8

MR KNOOPS:  [10:43:50] I will rephrase.9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:43:51] You can always rephrase it, and -- and10

reduce the speculative part of the question, so to speak.11

MR KNOOPS:  [10:44:02]12

Q.   [10:44:02] Sir, in your statement in 2018 you said on several occasions - and also13

during your testimony during the last couple of days - that there were many14

uncontrolled elements and the violence couldn't be controlled.  Was this, in your15

estimation, the situation that an international force could not stop the confusion?16

A.   [10:45:13] At the start, the international forces did not react, they didn't react17

promptly, and that's why I said that the only international forces that tried to18

intervene and to prevent the situation from degenerating was the Sangaris.  But they19

were so limited in number that they couldn't control both the Séléka and the20

Anti-Balaka.  The only forces that took action from time to time were the Sangaris21

forces, but there were not many of them and they couldn't control the situation22

entirely.23

Q.   [10:46:03] Sir, in the same vein, were you familiar with the fact that when these24

mercenaries came to Bangui, the intention of that invasion was to create an Islamic25
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state and to have the country, Central Africa, partitioned, split, in a Christian and an1

Islamic state?2

A.   [10:47:04] Yes, that was their intention.  They wanted to split the country and3

they tended to talk more about partition in their speeches.  They wanted the4

Christians to be on the one side and the Muslims on the other.  And that is why the5

IOM, the NGO, removed the Muslims from kilometre 5.  The Muslims that remained6

were at kilometre 5 in Boda, and if they had been taken out to the north, all of them,7

then that would have brought about the partition.  And that is why the Muslims at8

Boda and kilometre 5, who really saw themselves as pure Central Africans, refused to9

let them through, and that is what prevented partition of the country coming about.  10

Let me say once again, if they had all left, really, we would have seen a partition as in11

the Sudan, where there's North Sudan and South Sudan.  And at the Brazzaville12

Summit, the Séléka leaders set out this intention, aside from General Dhaffane who13

had a different position, and to this very day they hate Dhaffane because of his14

opposing position.15

Q.   [10:48:41] And, sir, would you say that this fear for Central Africa being16

partitioned into an Islamic state also fuelled the resistance against the Séléka by the17

Central Africans?  Was this part of the reason why the whole country stood up, was,18

as you told in 2018, was fed up with the Séléka?19

A.   [10:49:42] To begin with, that was not the reason.  The intention to have20

partition intervened after Djotodia stood down.  It was after he went that this21

intention came to fore.  But when they were still in power, it was the numerous22

crimes against the population that was behind the resistance movement, this23

revolution.24

But the idea of partition emerged in 2014, after they lost power.  And that also was25
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behind our approach to them.  We contacted the international community, pleading1

for the country to be set back on its feet again.  2

So, you know, I'm being very honest in my testimony.  If someone acts badly, I say3

so.  Let me give you an example of Mr Ngaïssona.  What he did that was wrong,4

I've said so.  And when he does -- did good things, I have to say it here as well.  5

Let me give you an example, a positive example concerning Ngaïssona.  Him,6

Dhaffane, Charles Massi, Eric Massi, Abdoulaye Hissène, *Djono Ahaba (Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted) unfortunately, certain people joined the movement in favour of partition11

of the country.  It was only Dhaffane who was against.  Ngaïssona was against it as12

well, and that led to the failure of the partition project.  13

So, sir, let me say I'm here to give an honest testimony.  If someone takes positive14

action, I say so.  If someone acts negatively, I say so as well.  So let me say once15

again, the partition idea was not at the outset present.  It was only in 2014 that it16

emerged among the Séléka.17

Q.   [10:52:31] Thank you, sir.  We appreciate your answer.  So the plan, the18

partition plan came up in 2014.  But would you agree with me that in 2013, when19

there was an invasion with 90 per cent of mercenaries from other countries coming to20

Bangui, that people feared, feared that the country could be partitioned?  I'm not21

speaking about the plan, but how to -- about the perception of the population in 2013. 22

A.   [10:53:41] The answer is simple.  As soon as they arrived, their intention was23

not to divide the country, but they did want to turn the country into an Islamic24

country.  They had two plans.  The first was to make the country an Islamic country,25
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and all Christians had to convert to Islam and anyone who would refuse would be1

punished.  And they themselves said, the Séléka, that they would reign for 50 years. 2

So that was their first plan.  And then if you add to that their exactions and crimes,3

the population could not sit back and do nothing.  4

Having lost power in 2014, they then moved to plan B, which was to divide the5

country, which meant that they all had to withdraw to the north, because there you6

had manganese, you had oil, other reserves.  I mean, the wealth of the country was7

there.  So they decided they'd all withdraw to the north and show the international8

community that there's the creation of a new state, a Muslim state, in the northern9

part of the Central African Republic.  10

Fortunately, fortunately, there were conscientious Muslims who objected to this11

partition.  When the opportunity arose to deport all the Muslims to the north, some12

of them refused.  There were conscientious Muslims, they refused, and they stayed13

at kilometre 5 and in Boda.  And that is part of the pleadings used, saying Muslims,14

they're in the south, in Bangui and Boda, so why do you want to partition the15

country?  16

That was their idea.  So there were two plans.  There was plan A, make the country17

an Islam country.  And after plan A failed they moved to plan B, which was to18

partition the country.  And the main objective of the uprising and the Anti-Balaka19

struggle was to do with the Séléka's exactions and crimes perpetrated against the20

population.21

So that is my answer.  Thank you.22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:56:33] May I shortly, Mr Knoops.  I have a23

question that follows up to that.24

Mr Witness, if you know, what kind of Islam were the Séléka propagating?  Was it a25
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more fundamentalistic-orientated Islam?  If you know.  Or what kind of Islam1

would they want -- wanted to have introduced if they had the power? 2

THE WITNESS:  [10:57:20](Interpretation) They wanted to impose the Islamic3

religion, they wanted to impose that religion, that faith on everybody.  That was4

their objective, converting all of the Christians to Islam, and anyone who refused5

would be killed.  That's what they said.6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:57:42] Thank you. 7

Mr Knoops, do you want to go to another area or do you have a follow-up question to8

that and then we have the break? 9

MR KNOOPS:  [10:57:49] Just two small questions.10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:57:51] Yeah, of course, yeah. 11

MR KNOOPS:  [10:57:52] And then we have a new subject in mind, Mr President.12

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [10:57:59] Yeah, fine.13

MR KNOOPS:  [10:57:59]14

Q.   [10:58:00] Sir, thank you very much, for your answer.  15

With this explanation by you, couldn't you say that this plan A and B you just16

explained made the situation different from the coup d'état by Mr Bozizé in 2003? 17

Wasn't that the main difference between the two situations?18

A.   [10:58:55] The Bozizé coup d'état context was different from that of Djotodia. 19

They didn't share the same ideology.20

Q.   [10:59:04] Thank you.  My last question, sir, on this topic is the following: 21

Were you aware or did you have information in those days or now, perhaps, that22

when the Séléka with their plan A and B intervened in Central Africa, did arm the23

Peuhl population to fight with them against the Christians?24

A.   [10:59:59] That was information that we received as well, that *they wanted to25
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involve the Mbororo in the war.  The Peuhl, they themselves were armed.  You1

know, the Peuhl have been living together with us for years, even at kilometre 5. 2

You know, when the Séléka arrived, all of the Muslims took up arms and the Peuhl3

followed them as well.  The Peuhl took advantage of the situation to take revenge4

because they said that they were humiliated by the Christians and now the time had5

come for them to take revenge for such humiliations.  6

So I can tell you that there were indeed Peuhl among the Séléka, but I don't know the7

precise reason that pushed them to join the Séléka.  What I can add is that there were8

indeed two plans:  Plan A, which was to impose Islam on the country, and plan B,9

partition. 10

Q.   [11:01:24] Mr Witness, just to be clear, the Peuhls who joined the Séléka, who11

were -- or were supported by the Séléka, they were civilians living in Central Africa. 12

They were not military officers, they were civilians, correct?13

A.   [11:01:50] No, they were not military.  They were civilians.  They were herders. 14

But I want you to understand that the Peuhls were victim twice over.  They were the15

victims of the Séléka.  The Séléka would kill them and take their cattle and the Séléka16

forced them to join up and to accompany them to Bangui.  And then on the other17

side, the Anti-Balaka considered the Peuhl to be their enemies.  That's why I'm18

saying that everything was all mixed up.19

Q.   [11:02:40] Thank you, sir.  20

Mr President, we can -- 21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:02:45] Yeah, I think we have the break now and22

we meet again at 11.30.23

THE COURT USHER:  [11:02:51] All rise.24

(Recess taken at 11.02 a.m.) 25
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(Upon resuming in open session at 11.32 a.m.) 1

THE COURT USHER:  [11:32:06] All rise. 2

Please be seated.3

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:32:30] Mr Knoops, is fully motivated.  That's4

good.  Already standing.5

MR KNOOPS:  [11:32:34] As always, Mr President.6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:32:36] Of course.  You have the floor.7

MR KNOOPS:  [11:32:37] Thank you.8

Q.   [11:32:51] Good morning, sir.  My second -- second topic I would like to9

address with you, sir, is the setting up of the National Coordination and the10

functioning of the ComZones.   11

Now, it's my understanding that the first coordination -- or at least an attempt to set12

up the coordination took place in December 2013.  Are you -- do you have13

information that in December 2013 certain people were inclined to set up a14

coordination of the Anti-Balaka? 15

A.   [11:34:09] In December Maxime Mokom was doing the coordination, nobody16

else.17

Q.   [11:34:18] Do you know whether in December 2013 Mr Bara tried to create a18

coordination during a meeting in Boeing?19

A.   [11:34:55] Yes, indeed.  The meeting took place at the Yamwara school, (Redacted)20

(Redacted)  He talked a lot at this meeting.  21

He also tried to set up a form of coordination.  He said that after the departure of 22

Djotodia, we needed to have someone to manage the transition, and this was23

explained also to Ngremangou, Captain Kamezolaï.  24

At this meeting there was no agreement.  And the meeting finished just like that. 25
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Q.   [11:35:52] So this first attempt to set up a coordination failed in December 2013,1

is that your evidence?  Apart from the reason, but it didn't succeed. 2

A.   [11:36:12] Yes, that's what happened initially.  He started lying on behalf of the3

white people.  He'd been sent by them.  He had to take contacts.  Djotodia would4

go, needed to take somebody military and put them at the head of the country. 5

Captain Ngremangou and Kamezolaï, those -- that's what he was saying.  6

I considered him to be a liar.  He was not sent by the French.  What he was saying,7

it was simply falsehoods.  And the discussion finished without any follow up.  He8

took somebody, Bernard Bonda, he took him with him, but there was no logic in what9

he was saying.  He was lying about the white people, and at the end of the meeting10

no agreement had been reached so the meeting kind of tailed off.  11

There was just simply this discussion about putting Kamezolaï at the head of the12

transition or Ngremangou.  That was at that meeting that he put forward this idea,13

but that was not accepted by the other people who were there.14

Q.   [11:37:41] And, sir, is it correct to say that Mr Ngaïssona was not in any way15

involved in this first coordination attempt?16

A.   [11:38:10] I don't know about that.  I know nothing about that.  I don't have17

anything to say to you on that subject.  I'm telling you what I happened (Redacted)18

and what really happened that day.  Ngaïssona was in Cameroon.  He contacted 19

people in Cameroon.  But what happened at that meeting, I don't know.  That's my20

position.21

Q.   [11:38:39] Thank you.  You told the Court that Mr Ngaïssona travelled a lot for22

FIFA around the world.23

Were you aware that in December 2013 he was - from 7 December till 26 December24

for FIFA - in Morocco, 2013, at the time this first coordination took place?25
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A.   [11:39:42] At that time, he was not in Bangui.  I don't know whether he was in1

Morocco.  I don't know. *I know that he had been to Côte d'Ivoire, and in Côte2

d'Ivoire that was towards the end of December.  He called me then when I was on3

the tarmac.  I was asleep.  He called me to find out what was happening and I said*4

"Well, it's not easy. It's difficult. I saw the president of the ECCAS Assembly who took5

Djotodia. The advisor of the CNT… a lot of people, they boarded an aircraft and left.  6

But I remember then he was in Côte d'Ivoire.  But for the rest, I don't know.  I just7

know that he was not in Bangui at this time.8

Q.   [11:40:52] Let me just show you a document that's tab 80, 8-0, of our binder.  It's9

CAR-OTP-2124-0960.  It's a -- 10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:41:18] May I shortly.11

This is, obviously, you show it, but not -- not to the witness.  He can also have a look,12

but to comment on it I think doesn't make sense.  This is a document -- 13

MR KNOOPS:  [11:41:26] Yes. 14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:41:26] -- that stands for itself. 15

MR KNOOPS:   [11:41:27] Of course. Of course. 16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:41:27] So please display it.  It's in the record --17

MR KNOOPS:   [11:41:28] Yeah.18

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:41:29] -- and you don't have to ask the witness19

about it because he might not know better than anybody else here in the courtroom. 20

Yeah.21

MR KNOOPS:  [11:41:40] Yes, thank you.  So -- 22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:41:50] You can comment it for the Chamber23

what you (Overlapping speakers) 24

MR KNOOPS:  [11:41:49] We submit this document -- 25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:41:50] Yeah, okay, good. 1

MR KNOOPS:  [11:41:51] -- to the Chamber in support of our question we just posed2

to the witness.  And the Court might see for itself the dates of the meeting in3

Morocco for the FIFA World Cup.4

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:42:09] Yeah, yeah.5

MR KNOOPS:  [11:42:10]6

Q.   [11:42:11] Sir, you just said Mr Ngaïssona was somewhere in December, in your7

recollection, in Côte d'Ivoire.  If I put to you that he was in the beginning, the first8

week of January 2014, in Côte d'Ivoire, would you say that this is possible, that you9

made a mistake in your recollection that he was in December in Côte d'Ivoire, but that10

it could have been the beginning of January, and precisely to say, from 8 till11

12 January 2014?  12

What would you say to that suggestion you were wrong in your statement? 13

A.   [11:43:31] I -- it wasn't an error.  He called me on the phone.  That could have14

been December or January, but it's certain he called me and he used a number from15

Côte d'Ivoire to call me.  But I do know that at that time he was not in Bangui.16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:43:50] I think that (Overlapping speakers)  17

MR KNOOPS:  [11:43:50] Just for the Court (Overlapping speakers)18

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:43:51] Yeah, exactly.19

MR KNOOPS:  [11:43:54] Tab 44.20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:43:55] Yeah.21

MR KNOOPS:  [11:43:56] And specifically page -- CAR-OTP-2079-0104, starting from22

8 January, the Court will see the 255 number, it's a Côte d'Ivoire number, running to23

page *0106 of the table.24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:44:20] And the witness I think was right when25
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he said this was not a mistake by him because it's such a long time -- it was such a1

long time ago.  And when you ask him could it have also been January he might2

have said immediately, "Yeah, it could've also been the beginning of January."  3

Please continue.4

MR KNOOPS:  [11:44:40]5

Q.   [11:44:40] So Mr Witness, bearing in mind that no matter the location, Morocco6

or Côte d'Ivoire, you said he was not in Bangui, you agree that Mr Ngaïssona was not7

involved in December 2013 in the attempt to set up a coordination in Boeing, correct?8

A.   [11:45:22] At that meeting which was held in December, Ngaïssona was not9

there.  I said that he was abroad, that he was outside.  What happened at Yamwara,10

he was not in Bangui.  He came back to Bangui in January.  That -- that is true.11

Q.   [11:45:54] Okay.  You told the Chamber that Mr Mokom, Maxime was until12

January 2014 the coordinator.  13

And that's, for the Court's reference, the real-time transcript of 16 July, page 83.14

Can you recall, sir, that in your statement to the Office of the Prosecutor investigators,15

you told the investigators that Mr Mokom, after January 2014, was not included in the16

new Anti-Balaka structure?  Can you recall having made that statement in 2018?17

A.   [11:47:36] In January 2014 Ngaïssona came back to Bangui and became the18

general coordinator of the Anti-Balaka.  Maxime Mokom remained in Zongo.  It19

was only later that he was named general coordinator of operations as part of the20

coordination.  That was the time in 2014 Ngaïssona was already general coordinator21

of the movement when Ngaïssona was in that position.  Maxime Mokom was made22

general coordinator of operations.  23

In the meantime, in December, he was the national coordinator of the movement. 24

That's the explanation I gave.25
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Q.   [11:48:29] Would you agree, sir, that Mr Maxime Mokom only came in1

March 2014 to Bangui and, therefore, was not part of this new coordination which2

was set up in January?3

A.   [11:49:17] When Ngaïssona became general coordinator he organised the4

general coordination and nominated Maxime Mokom as general coordinator for5

operations.  At that point, he had already returned to Bangui, indeed in March, but6

in the meantime the two had been in communication.  They retained a certain level7

of communication once Ngaïssona became the coordinator of the movement. 8

Ngaïssona organised his team and appointed Maxime Mokom general coordinator of9

operations.  10

I don't know at what date this nomination took place, whether it was January,11

February, March, but it is certain that Ngaïssona appointed him general coordinator12

of operations.13

Q.   [11:50:19] Okay.  Then have a look at your statement you gave in 2018.  It's14

CAR-OTP-2072-1541 at page 1558.  And it starts from line 555 till 566.  15

And I also ask the attention of the Chamber and the witness to also line 584.16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:51:23] Well, but he's speaking about17

January 2014, and I think he has said this already, that in 2014 not, but later.18

MR KNOOPS:  [11:51:32] No, it's about line 566.19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:51:35] Yeah, yeah, I understand.  So -- this is to20

be understood, Mr Witness, as you said in January 2014 Mr Mokom was not in the21

structure.  So this -- you would read this like that.22

THE WITNESS:  [11:52:31](Interpretation) May I speak or should I await your23

question?24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:52:32] Yes, of course.  25
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MR KNOOPS:  [11:52:33]1

Q.   [11:52:34] The question is do you stand by this statement?2

A.   [11:52:49] I haven't understood your question.  What precisely do you mean? 3

Q.   [11:52:56] Is it correct, sir, that Mr Mokom was not included in the structure of4

the new coordination in January 2014?5

A.   [11:53:20] I will say again, when Ngaïssona arrived in Bangui, the proper6

coordination was set up, and in this new coordination he was appointed general7

coordinator of the Anti-Balaka.  He worked with Bernard Mokom and Kokaté. 8

There were four of them.  Maxime Mokom came to Bangui and then he went straight9

back to Zongo.  They're not very far apart.  10

*So in Ngaissona's organisation he was appointed general coordinator of operations. 11

Whether that was in January, February, or whenever, I don't know, but he was12

appointed general coordinator of operations.  That's what I intended to say with this13

statement. 14

Q.   [11:54:26] You told the Court that Mr Mokom, till December 2013, was in charge15

of military operations.  Would you agree with me that Mr Ngaïssona, before he came16

to Bangui in January 2014, was only involved in political activities which had nothing17

to do with fighting; would you agree?  So the political activities of the resistance. 18

A.   [11:55:42] When he was still in Cameroon, he was the political coordinator of19

FROCCA.  When he came back to Bangui in January, the ComZones chose him to be20

the general coordinator of the Anti-Balaka.  He was the one who organised the21

coordination appointing Maxime Mokom as general coordinator of operations.  22

That's the difference.  When he was not in Bangui, he was political coordinator of23

FROCCA.  When he arrived in Bangui, he was chosen as a general coordinator of the24

Anti-Balaka and in his team, in his organisation, he chose a number of people to work25
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with him and appointed Maxime Mokom as general coordinator of operations.1

As I said, Maxime Mokom was not in the country, because in December he was in2

Zongo.  And when Ngaïssona returned to the country, Maxime Mokom came back3

very briefly and then left again, and he returned finally to Bangui in March. 4

He -- even when he was in Zongo, he was still part of the general coordination as5

general coordinator of operations.  That's what I explained here in this Court quite6

clearly.7

Q.   [11:57:21] Can you recall, Mr Witness, that you in 2018 told the investigators of8

the Office of the Prosecution that Mr Ngaïssona, before he came to Bangui and was9

appointed as a national coordinator, was involved in the political activities of the10

resistance?11

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:57:50] Mr Knoops, I think it would be quicker,12

put this statement to him.  Simply, you know, if he recalls what he has said 2018. 13

We take it that he has said it 2018.  14

MR KNOOPS:  [11:57:57] Yes. 15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:57:58] Put it to him and say, "You read that, is16

this correct today?"  I suggest, simply.17

MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:07] Yes, I just follow the directions that I don't want to put a18

statement without foundation, Mr President.19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:58:12] Actually, but if the foundation -- 20

MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:13] But I can.21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:58:13] -- is clear. 22

MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:14] Yes. 23

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:58:15] And if, of course, another precondition is24

that Mr Vanderpuye is not rising and complaining about it, but -- 25
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MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:24] Thank you.1

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:58:25] -- but since we also read some parts of -- 2

MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:26] Okay.  That will be -- 3

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:58:27] -- interesting -- 4

MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:28](Overlapping speakers) 5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:58:29] You see what I mean?  6

MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:30] Yeah.7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:58:31] So if he recalls.  He will not recall8

everything he has said, but it might trigger something.  And put it to him.  That is9

quicker.  10

MR KNOOPS:  [11:58:40] Okay. 11

Q.   [11:58:45] Then I have two pages -- two portions to show, sir, to you.  The first12

one being CAR-OTP-2080-1678 at page 1705.  And it's line 913 till 920 for the witness. 13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [11:59:27] Mr Knoops, what I mean by that is if it is14

clear that there might be something that you -- so, you know, every, let's say, rule has15

to be applied in a way that you look at it on a case-by-case basis if it really makes16

sense.  And, in that case, knowing what perhaps the witness has said, put it to him17

and he will answer it.  18

I think I know the answer already, but ... 19

MR KNOOPS:  [11:59:55] Thank you, Mr President.20

Q.   [11:59:57] So, sir, you've seen your statement of 2018, the lines 910 till 920.  You21

stand by this statement?   22

A.   [12:00:21] * Yes, I see.23

Q.   [12:00:22] *Is what you said in 2018 correct? 24

A.   [12:00:27] Yes, I see it.  I'm repeating myself.  This is the same explanation that25
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I've already given.  I'm not moving away from what I've already said. 1

Q.   [12:00:54] Thank you, sir.  Then I show you a second portion of the same2

statement at annex page 1703.  It's the same CAR-OTP-2080-1678.  But then we have3

page 1703 and I ask, sir, the attention of you to the lines 849 till 856.  4

There the investigators ask you what was to be coordinated: What was your5

understanding of what Mr Ngaïssona was coordinating. 6

And you find the answer there you gave at that time.  Basically you said:  I don't7

know, you have to ask Mr Ngaïssona himself. 8

And my question to you is, is that still your evidence today?9

A.   [12:02:45] You're asking me this question about the document, and I think I gave10

my answer to the Prosecutor in answer to the same question.  I think I was clear in11

my answer.  The coordinator coordinates everything, issues orders, takes decisions. 12

I'm giving you exactly the same answer. 13

Q.   [12:03:12] You ever heard that Mr Ngaïssona gave orders to attack civilians in14

2013, 2014? 15

A.   [12:03:54] You asked me the same question this morning and I answered.  At16

no point did Ngaïssona talk to me about an upcoming attack.  And I mentioned that17

this morning and you're coming back with the same question.  I don't know18

what -- how to answer you.  At a certain moment I no longer went to his home, so I19

don't know what he was doing.  I couldn't know.  You're asking me the same20

question. 21

Q.   [12:04:33] Thank you, sir.  I'm grateful for your patience. 22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:04:39] No, no, but actually the witness is right, it23

was a little bit different.  But I think this is covered.24

MR KNOOPS:  [12:04:46] Yes.  Indeed.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:04:47] That is my impression in the end.1

MR KNOOPS:  [12:04:48] Yeah.  This question was different from the previous one,2

but I understand the witness's remark.  3

Thank you, sir. 4

Q.   [12:04:54] Now I move to a second topic relating to the coordination, sir.  5

Could you agree with me, Mr Witness, that both the international community, no6

matter how you define it, as well as the transitional government, wanted to have a7

National Coordination of the Anti-Balaka in place in the beginning of 2014?  They8

were the ones who asked for it; is that correct?9

A.   [12:06:09] No, it's not them who asked the Anti-Balaka to set up coordination. 10

At the time they wanted a contact point, in other words, someone who represented11

the movement so that they could have contact with the international community and12

the government.  It was subsequently, rather than going off at different tangents, we13

couldn't just go and meet the government and international community to say14

anything, and it was at that point that they decided that he was going to represent the15

government.  16

It's not the international community that asked the movement to set up a coordination. 17

The international community could not ask us to do that.  But in order to address18

them, somebody had to be there to represent those who came from all over the place. 19

*Because they came from all over the place, so they couldn't all go off to meet the20

government or the international community.  21

So that's why a coordination was set up and the national coordinator was appointed22

in order to represent the movement. 23

Q.   [12:07:30] Thank you, sir.  So the National Coordination came into existence24
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once this wish to have a point of contact was ventilated by the transitional1

government.  2

Would you agree that this was the trigger, the wish to have a point of contact, and3

that this triggered the establishment of the National Coordination?4

A.   [12:08:15] (No interpretation) 5

Q.   [12:08:17] We have played -- the Prosecution has played already that particular6

video.  We just want to play one minute of that video for everyone because this is a7

different angle as opposed to the Prosecution intention to play the video.  It's in our8

binder tab 39.  It's an audio, sir, an interview you gave on 3 March 2014. 9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:08:47] We go to private session.10

MR KNOOPS:  [12:08:49] Oh, yeah.  Yes, it's better.  Yeah.11

MR VANDERPUYE:  [12:08:51] Sorry, I'm just standing because the answer to the12

last question does not appear in the transcript in any respect, so --  13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:08:59] Yeah, but if we -- actually, if address this14

always --15

MR VANDERPUYE:  (Overlapping speakers) 16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:09:02] And also, before the -- before the break17

there was -- the ruling on your intervention by me was not in the transcript, in the18

French transcript.  So it's -- yeah.  We will have to fix that.  19

I think we go to private session for that, for the next question.20

*(Private session at 12.09 p.m.) (Reclassified partially in public)21

THE COURT OFFICER:  [12:09:30] We are in private session, Mr President.22

MR KNOOPS:  [12:09:34]23

Q.   [12:09:34] Sir, on (Redacted)  We heard it 24

already in this Court two days ago.  And we just want to play a specific portion on 25
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the subject I questioned you.1

And that's tab 39 of our binder, CAR-OTP-2076-0825.  And timestamp is 1:04 till 2:39. 2

The transcript of this audio is tab 40 of our binder, CAR-OTP-2122-7403, page 7404,3

lines 18 till 36.4

Sir, please listen to your own voice, I would say.  I'll come back to you with a5

question.6

(Playing of the audio excerpt)7

THE INTERPRETER:  [12:10:56](Interpretation of the audio excerpt)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Redacted)25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

MR KNOOPS:  [12:12:34]4

Q.   [12:12:35] Sir, my question is, specifically, do you recall when the chef de l'état5

made known ... 6

A.   [12:12:52] (No interpretation) 7

Q.   [12:13:02] When did the chef de l'état ask for this bureau, this contact, in time, do8

you recall?9

A.   [12:13:38] No, I said earlier on that it wasn't the head of state that asked the10

Anti-Balaka to establish coordination, nor was it the international community.  I've11

just listened to the interview, but I'd like to give you the following explanation.  12

When Ngaïssona was the political coordinator he was in Cameroon, and when he13

came back to Bangui he was still political coordinator of the movement.  That's how14

it was.  15

But at Boy-Rabe, when we were there, all of those who were there wanted to appoint16

him as general coordinator of the Anti-Balaka.  (Redacted)17

(Redacted)  Once he became coordinator, he 18

would be called up, but he never answered the phone.  Whenever he went off to 19

meet the authorities, he came back, questions were asked of him, and he never20

reported back.  21

There was no answer on the DDR, and that's why I'm saying that once, appointed22

general coordinator, he shouldn't try to get political mileage out of this.  He has to be23

frank with the movement to make sure that he faithfully reflects the concerns of the24

movement to the authorities.  25
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And that's why I always said that, once appointed coordinator, he had to be able to1

represent the movement and present the concerns of the movement to the political2

powers that be.  But once he got to Boy-Rabe, he changed decisions and that's how3

he became coordinator of the Anti-Balaka.4

Q.   [12:15:51] Wasn't it, sir, that Ms Samba-Panza herself appreciated -- wanted to5

have an Anti-Balaka bureau?6

A.   [12:16:19] No, that's not how I recall things.  I know that it was the Anti-Balaka7

that selected Ngaïssona as general coordinator, and it was after that Samba-Panza got8

in touch with him as -- in his capacity as general coordinator. 9

Q.   [12:16:42] Can you recall that the French authorities in Central Africa asked for10

the setting up of a contact to have the Anti-Balaka represented early 2014?11

A.   [12:17:22] No, I don't remember that.  And the French should not be implicated12

in this.  The French saved the situation in the country.  So as you recall or set out13

this recollection, no, that's not correct.14

Q.   [12:17:46] Can you recall, sir, that (Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted) that 17

the Anti-Balaka had no leaders to represent them and there was no contact on their 18

part with the international community, and that such a contact was necessary to be19

set up?  (Redacted)20

A.   [12:19:00] (Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

MR KNOOPS:  [12:19:19] Can we please pull up tab 37 of our Defence binder, which24

is CAR-OTP-2070-0294. 25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:19:43] Is this one of the issues, Mr Vanderpuye, 1

because this might (Redacted)? 2

MR VANDERPUYE:  [12:19:53] To be frank, Mr President, I don't have the document3

in front of me at the moment.  I'm looking for it as we speak, but if -- if that's your4

inclination, I would say that you're probably right.5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:20:05] So, Mr Knoops, perhaps -- Mr Knoops,6

perhaps avoid then to mention the name and to show the name -- 7

MR KNOOPS:  [12:20:15] Yes, yeah. 8

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:20:16] Yeah.  And to -- 9

MR KNOOPS:  [12:20:17] It's not necessary to show the witness either, just for the10

Court. 11

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:20:18] Exactly.  I also thought it's not necessary12

for the --13

MR KNOOPS:  [12:20:21] Yeah.  It's for the Chamber.14

Page 0296, in the second paragraph you find that one of the persons referred to in this15

document was contacted by Colonel Depit, militaire attaché at the French embassy. 16

Mr Depit told that individual that the Anti-Balaka had no leaders to represent them17

and no contact with the international community.  He asked the source to contact the18

chiefs of the Anti-Balaka, and as a result there was a meeting convened in Boeing.19

Q.   [12:21:18] And my question to you, sir, is:  Were you familiar with this20

information, that Mr Depit reached out to the leaders of the Anti-Balaka through21

another individual to set up a point of contact with them?22

A.   [12:21:55] No, I have no such information.  I do not have that information.23

Q.   [12:22:00] Thank you.  Do you know, sir -- well, we can go back to open session,24

I think, now.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:22:09] Yes, yes.  I think so.1

MR KNOOPS:  [12:22:10] I think so.2

(Open session at 12.22 p.m.)3

THE COURT OFFICER:  [12:22:30] We are back in open session, Mr President.4

MR KNOOPS:  [12:22:33]5

Q.   [12:22:35] Sir, can you recall that the day after Ms Samba-Panza was appointed6

as transitional president of the Central African Republic, Mr Ngaïssona reached out to7

the government to set up a meeting in order to talk with the government how to deal8

with the disarmament of the Anti-Balaka?9

A.   [12:23:32] No, I don't know.10

Q.   [12:23:41] In your statement to the office of the Prosecution, 2018 - and that's11

CAR-OTP-2072-1479, page 1483, line 114 till 121 - you told in 2018 that Mr Ngaïssona12

approached the government once Ms Samba-Panza was appointed, and when she13

became president she immediately held a meeting with Mr Ngaïssona, including with14

MISCA officials and other authorities.  15

Can you recall making this statement, sir, in 2018 that Mr Ngaïssona started -- 16

A.   [12:25:03] Well, your question, that's not how you put it.  You were talking17

about Samba-Panza, when she was president, Ngaïssona got in touch with the18

government.  Samba-Panza became president in January, after Djotodia had gone. 19

After Djotodia had gone.  And when Samba-Panza was appointed president, it's at20

that point -- after that point that she met Ngaïssona.  Ngaïssona had already been21

selected as general coordinator of the Anti-Balaka.  The purpose of the meeting22

was -- well, in fact, that was that.  That was how it was.  23

And I recall that day.  It was then that Ngaïssona and Samba-Panza held a meeting24

in the presence of the MINUSCA and others.  The leaders of the Séléka, they came25
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out.  MISCA wanted to arrest Ngaïssona and Samba-Panza said, "No, you cannot1

arrest him because he's come to a meeting for reconciliation purposes and you cannot2

arrest him." 3

And it's at that moment that Samba-Panza met Ngaïssona.  It wasn't immediately4

after the -- her appointment that she met him.  It was only later when there was this5

large meeting that she and Ngaïssona met.  That is what I wanted to say in this6

statement.7

Q.   [12:26:53] I understand from your evidence, sir, that you were present at that8

meeting?9

A.   [12:27:15] No, I was not present.  The details that I've given you, I did not give10

them to the Prosecutor when I made my statement. 11

As to how Samba-Panza and Ngaïssona met, well, these are the details.  When we 12

heard that he'd been blocked, (Redacted) 13

*And Samba-Panza said, "No, the country was not stable. (Redacted)14

(Redacted) and if you arrest him and don’t arrest the Seleka, 15

that will cause other problems.” He was released between 6 and 7 p.m, and then I 16

explained these were the circumstances for his meeting with Samba-Panza. 17

But it wasn't the day of her appointment or the day after that they met.  It was at a18

later stage that Samba-Panza organised a meeting and it was on that occasion.19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted) There was a problem between her and Ngaïssona and she decided 23

to send Ngaïssona to prison.  (Redacted) to say Ngaïssona is like a son, 24

and if there's a problem it was important to call him up and talk with him.25
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(Redacted) 1

-- both of them agreed, in principle.  (Redacted)2

(Redacted)  Indeed, 3

Samba-Panza was -- well, she had things to reproach him with, and (Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted) was that one.  6

But I don't recall the date, was it in 2014, 2015?  7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted) at her residence.9

Q.   [12:30:34] Sir, can you recall whether (Redacted)10

(Redacted) raised the issue of the -- I use the French word now, cantonnement, 11

of the Anti-Balaka?  (Redacted) on behalf of the Anti-Balaka that 12

they were similar to the Séléka?13

A.   [12:31:30] (Redacted)14

(Redacted) but we were not together at this point.  I 15

recall that Samba-Panza and Ngaïssona had differences and he played the16

intermediary to -- or I played the intermediary in order to get them to agree, and17

finally they did.  18

(Redacted)19

*Ngaissona in his interventions would always talk about disarmament. (Redacted) 20

(Redacted)  I was present, but in his home I was not there. (Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted) but I don't recall the date. 23

Q.   [12:32:51] Thank you, sir.  Well, I come back to this very interesting point you24

raise about the disarmament and cantonnement.  For this moment I have one25
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additional topic in relation to the meetings with Samba-Panza.  Can you recall that1

Mr Ngaïssona criticised in the press in Central Africa the commander of2

Sangaris -- Sangaris, General Francisco Soriano?3

A.   [12:33:30](No interpretation) 4

MR KNOOPS:  [12:33:38] I have to pose the question again (Overlapping speakers) 5

THE INTERPRETER:  The interpreter didn't interpret that for the witness.  Do you6

wish the question to be given again? 7

THE WITNESS:  [12:33:50](Interpretation) Yes, I was not able to follow the8

interpretation.9

MR KNOOPS:  [12:33:52] No problem, ma'am.10

Q.   [12:33:54] Sir, can you recall that Mr Ngaïssona, in the beginning of 2014, in the11

press of Central Africa, criticised the then commander of Sangaris, General Francisco12

Soriano, criticised him for not containing the Anti-Balaka similar to the Séléka?13

A.   [12:34:55] I don't recall that.  I don't remember that. 14

Q.   [12:35:05] Sir, on 19 July of this year you were asked to comment on a document15

drafted by the Anti-Balaka with so-called wishes for positions in the government.  16

And for the Court, that's the real-time transcript page 60, line 14. 17

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:35:33] I think we recall it very well.  And we18

are still in open session, so perhaps there have been ... 19

MR KNOOPS:  [12:35:42] I'm not going into names.20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:35:44] Yeah, yeah, but we have already, this21

is -- this is not with regard to what you now intend to do, but I think in the recent past,22

so to speak, there might have been discussed some issues which would require23

redaction or whatever.  Yeah, please continue.24

MR KNOOPS:  [12:36:15]25
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Q.   [12:36:16] Now, sir, in the transcript of 19 July, that's page 66, the Prosecution1

asked you whether this was an initiative of the Anti-Balaka themselves.  Can you2

recall what you said about this in your statement in 2018?3

A.   [12:37:18] Yes, these are the wishes of the Anti-Balaka who were awaiting the4

DDR.  That's what they were asking for.  They wanted to be in a -- have the5

cantonment while awaiting the DDR process. 6

Q.   [12:37:48] So you -- your evidence is that this was a demand made by the7

Anti-Balaka themselves, right?  Is that your evidence today again?8

A.   [12:38:16] Yes.  They were insisting, when they presented their claims, on the9

need to talk about DDR.  And that's why Ngaïssona mentioned it, so that it be10

brought before the government.11

MR KNOOPS:  [12:38:30] Can I please show the witness CAR-OTP-2080-1565,12

page 1574 of his statement, lines 286 till 297 of the statement, which concerns the13

document which was shown on 19 July to the witness.  The CAR numbers, though,14

differ of the document.  The document on the Prosecution list is tab 53. 15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:39:46] So perhaps, Mr Witness, look at your16

answers 288 and 290 and 294.  These are your answers.  And if you want to17

comment on this.  18

It looks as if this document was then produced, at least, I understand it (Overlapping19

speakers) 20

THE WITNESS:  [12:40:10](No interpretation) 21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:40:11] Okay.22

What did the witness say? 23

THE WITNESS:  [12:40:26](Interpretation) That is the answer that I gave.24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:40:28] Okay, and -- 25
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MR KNOOPS:  [12:40:31] So -- 1

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:40:32] -- yeah, please continue, Mr Knoops. 2

There might be a solution for -- for this potential ...3

MR KNOOPS:  [12:40:41]  Yeah.4

Q.   [12:40:42] So, Mr Witness, you agree that in 2018, instead of your evidence today,5

it was not a demand from the Anti-Balaka, but -- the production of the list, but6

Ms Samba-Panza asked for a list to give certain powers, responsibilities to7

Anti-Balaka leaders.  She asked for that list, isn't it?8

A.   [12:41:36] In the beginning the Anti-Balaka were hoping for posts, and9

Samba-Panza agreed, and that's why she asked the movement to set up a list to be10

presented to her.  That's how it was. 11

Q.   [12:42:01] Thank you.  The same applied, isn't it, with the list whereby salaries12

were discussed.  13

And that's, for the Court, the transcript, page 59 of the hearing of 19 July.  14

I have it here.  A list with nomination of possible position in the government, and15

that these positions would give rise to a certain salary that could be used to support16

demand.  And you told the Chamber on 19 July on page 59, lines 21 till 25, that this17

idea, similar to the previous list we just discussed, came from Samba-Panza, isn't it? 18

These were her ideas, her requests, correct?19

A.   [12:43:47] Well, the Anti-Balaka wanted to have posts and that's why she asked20

for a list of the posts they wanted to have.  And that's why this list was presented to21

her.  She was in agreement to appoint the people selected, so she was asked to -- she22

asked to be given the names of the intellectuals in the movement and that's what23

happened.  24

Last week the Prosecutor presented a list of the claims presented by the coordination25
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of the Anti-Balaka.  There were a number of posts on it.  And that's what it was. 1

And then Samba-Panza agreed with the requests and accepted that the list be given,2

which is why the coordination prepared this list to be presented to3

Madam Samba-Panza.4

Q.   [12:44:59] My question to you directly, is it correct that Ms Samba-Panza was the5

one who suggested to make these lists, yes or no?6

A.   [12:45:24] Yes, it was her.  But following the various recommendations of the7

Anti-Balaka.  She didn't come up with this herself.  The Anti-Balaka asked and she8

accepted that the list be sent containing the various proposals.9

Q.   [12:45:48] And, sir, wasn't it her view that by giving these type of positions,10

responsibilities to Anti-Balaka leaders or former Anti-Balaka leaders, that would give11

rise to the possibility to achieve peace, that this was part of her policy? 12

A.   [12:46:33] Yes, that was done as part of a desire for peace and pacification,13

because she had the same -- done the same favour for the Séléka, so this was part of a14

move to achieve peace. 15

Q.   [12:47:00] So -- 16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:47:01] May I shortly. 17

MR KNOOPS:   [12:47:02] Yes, of course. 18

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:47:02] Just a remark.  It's not an interjection and,19

please, no comments from anybody here.  It would of course always be nice if we20

could ask such questions Ms Samba-Panza herself.21

Please continue, Mr Knoops. 22

MR KNOOPS:  [12:47:15] I fully agree, Mr President, but we all know.  23

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:47:17] Yes. 24

MR KNOOPS:  [12:47:19] Thank you. 25
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Q.   [12:47:26] As far as you know, sir, was Ms Samba-Panza, by making such1

requests to the Anti-Balaka leaders, of the opinion that a National Coordination2

structure as set up in January 2014 by Mr Ngaïssona, and the comité you talked about3

in your statement, would endorse peace and reconciliation?  Therefore, that this4

structure of National Coordination was -- was part of the policy she had to achieve5

peace in the country? 6

A.   [12:48:59] I say again, it was not Samba-Panza who asked the Anti-Balaka to set7

up a coordination.  This coordination existed, but she needed -- we needed to have8

people capable of talking to Samba-Panza, because we couldn't go in dribs and drabs. 9

And she accepted the National Coordination in the name of peace and -- or to10

collaborate with them in the name of peace, and that's as it should be.11

Q.   [12:49:37] And she was aware of the way Mr Ngaïssona was trying to do this12

with the ComZones.  It was public knowledge how he was trying to actually enrol13

the National Coordination by inviting ComZones.  She was well aware of this whole14

structure which was set up, correct?  She didn't prohibit it.  She didn't prohibit it,15

isn't it, Ms Samba-Panza?16

A.   [12:50:35] She was not Anti-Balaka.  Samba-Panza was not Anti-Balaka.  The17

coordination that was set up by the Anti-Balaka was their initiative.  She didn't ask18

for that to be done.  Anti-Balaka set up the coordination and she agreed to be in19

contact with this coordination in order to work together.  When the coordination20

was in place, she agreed to enter into a dialogue with this coordination.21

Q.   [12:51:14] Sir, did the same count for the NGO MOUDA and the Danish council22

of refugees?  Did they all agree with the setting up of this National Coordination and23

its functioning and its structure?  Did you ever hear somebody say to you, "Well, this24

whole structure of the National Coordination, it's nonsense.  We should stop with it,25
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it's no good."? 1

A.   [12:52:06] MOUDA is a national NGO.  It works in mediation.  The Danish2

council of refugees (Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)  It was neither of the two organisations asked the Anti-Balaka 5

to set up coordination.  These two NGOs simply played the role of mediator.6

Q.   [12:52:51] You would agree -- you would agree, Mr Witness, with me that the7

structure as set up in those days by the National Coordination was not done in hiding,8

correct?  All meetings were public.  The structure was public in relation to the9

ComZones, it was not in hiding.  You would agree with me?10

A.   [12:53:32] The coordination -- that the National Coordination was set up.  It11

was not in a public forum, it was done at Ngaïssona's house.  And once it was12

established, then there were meetings held in public rooms.  But the actual13

establishing of the coordination, that took place at Mr Ngaïssona's house. 14

Q.   [12:54:04] Can we show --  15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:54:05] Mr Witness, but I think Mr Knoops wants16

to know if this was something that was in the public discussion, that was publicly17

known once it had been established.  I think that --18

MR KNOOPS:  [12:54:17] That's correct, sir.19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:54:19] -- that is, I think, the question. 20

Mr Vanderpuye. 21

MR VANDERPUYE:  [12:54:21] Yes, Mr President, I agree with you.  The only issue22

is that Mr Knoops raised the specific issue of the ComZones in relation to the23

coordination, so I don't know if we're talking about the coordination proper or the24

ComZones.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:54:34] My question was related obviously to the1

coordination proper.  2

So was there a -- was this that there existed a National Coordination?  And what was3

this National Coordination about?  Was this in the public discussion, in the public4

domain once after it had been established?5

THE WITNESS:  [12:55:14](Interpretation) Yes, it was public.  It was well known. 6

Central Africans knew about it and the international *community as well.7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:55:25] Mr Knoops, before the break, another8

question following or?  And of course -- 9

MR KNOOPS:   [12:55:27] Yes. 10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:55:28] -- since we are now talking, your estimate. 11

You said something yesterday, what of course raised some hopes.12

MR KNOOPS:  [12:55:42] It must have been promising for the Chamber.13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:55:46] Yeah, not -- I'm absolutely sure not only14

for the Chamber.  Please don't put this only onto the Chamber.15

MR KNOOPS:  [12:55:52] I think I can finish in one session.  A little bit -- 16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:55:54] Okay. 17

MR KNOOPS:  [12:55:55] -- maybe five, 10 minutes longer than one session.18

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:55:58] So we try it --  19

MR KNOOPS:  [12:55:59] Yes. 20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:55:59] -- that you finish in one session.  And, if21

need be, if we have to go a couple minutes longer, there will be no problem.  I'm22

asking because we have to make clear that the Registry and everybody knows that23

and we can -- okay.24

MR KNOOPS:  [12:56:16] It is achievable to finish.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:56:19] We could also, we could also shorten the1

lunch break today, I think.  Yeah.  Why not, anyway?  Yeah.  Good.  Good, then2

we do that. 3

And Mr Vanderpuye is -- do you have an issue related to that or something else? 4

MR VANDERPUYE:  [12:56:33] I have an issue related to that, and that relates to the5

possibility of a limited redirect.  I have a number of Post-its over here that I'll go6

through over the break to see whether or not it's necessary at the end of the day, but I7

want to just put that on the table that it might be. 8

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:56:51] I understand that.  So even better the9

suggestion to have the lunch break shortened.  10

And I think -- do you have a question that directly relates to what we just talked11

about? 12

MR KNOOPS:  [12:57:03] Just one.13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:57:04] Yeah.  Then we -- 14

MR KNOOPS:  [12:57:05] Just one. 15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:57:06] Then we finish that first.16

MR KNOOPS:  [12:57:07]17

Q.   [12:57:07] That is the statement, one sentence in the statement of the witness, sir,18

that's CAR-OTP-2072-1479 at page 1500.  Same answer, by the way, returns at19

page 1501, but I ask the witness to look at his statement on page 1500, line 765 till 766.20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:57:53] I think the French is 762, isn't it? 21

MR KNOOPS:  [12:57:56] Yeah, you're right, Mr President.  762 till 763.22

Q.   [12:58:06] Sir, could you please look at lines 762 till lines 763.  That's what we23

just discussed with you.  It was not something that was hidden, but you told in 201824

to the investigators that the -- once the coordination was constituted by Mr Ngaïssona,25

ICC-01/14-01/18-T-058-Red2-ENG CT W T 22-07-2021 53/102 TICC-01/14-01/18-T-058-Red3-ENG CT RCL W T 22-07-2021 53/102 T 
Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, ICC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public reclassified and lesser redacted version of this
transcript is filed in the case.



Trial Hearing                         (Open Session)                          ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0884

22.07.2021          Page 54

he published and distribute the copies to the international community.  And my1

question -- 2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:58:47] Simply, is this -- is this correct? 3

THE WITNESS:  [12:59:01](Interpretation) Yes, the question was asked and I gave4

my reply.  When the coordination was established, it was made public.  I think this5

is the same question that I'm being asked again.6

MR KNOOPS:  [12:59:11]7

Q.   [12:59:12]  Yeah, but my question to you was -- 8

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:59:13] He has answered it.  It's absolutely clear.  9

MR KNOOPS:  [12:59:14] Yes. 10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:59:14] He said it at the time, and we can take it11

as it stands here.  He has now said he -- he says the same today, so I think this has12

been clarified.13

MR KNOOPS:  [12:59:29] My only question was, Mr President, whether the witness14

knows if, in this publication, the plan to invite the ComZones for the coordination15

was included.16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:59:47] That is important, of course.  Yeah, I17

agree.18

THE WITNESS:  [13:00:06](Interpretation) Yes, the coordination was established, and19

under the authority of this coordination there were the ComZones.20

MR KNOOPS:  [13:00:17] Okay, thank you.  Thank you very much.21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [13:00:21] But the question was -- and now I have22

to -- the question, Mr Witness, was if this was also communicated publicly, the23

organisation -- let me put this, the organisation of the ComZones, was this also24

communicated publicly?  If you know.25
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THE WITNESS:  [13:00:54](Interpretation) Yes, in the coordination this was made1

public.2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [13:01:00] Okay.  Thank you.  3

Then we have the lunch break until 2 o'clock and we will definitely finish today.4

THE COURT USHER:  [13:01:08] All rise.5

(Recess taken at 1.01 p.m.) 6

(Upon resuming in open session at 2.00 p.m.)7

THE COURT USHER:  [14:00:35] All rise.8

Please be seated.9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:01:01] Good afternoon.  10

Mr Knoops, you have still the floor.11

MR KNOOPS:  [14:01:10]12

Q.   [14:01:11] Good afternoon, Mr Witness.  Before the break we spoke about the13

coordination.  Before I go to the next subject of the ComZones, I have one topic to14

deal with which has a relation with the coordination.  15

And I think, Mr President, because it concerns two statements of the witness in public16

we might go in private session. 17

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:01:46] Yeah, that makes sense then.  18

Private session. 19

*(Private session at 2.01 p.m.) (Reclassified partially in public)20

THE COURT OFFICER:  [14:01:59] We are in private session, Mr President.21

MR KNOOPS:  [14:02:02]22

Q.   [14:02:03] Sir, during the examination by the Prosecution there was an interview23

shown to you.  That was the Prosecution tab 30, 3-0.  It was already broadcasted so24

I'm not going to do it in order to save time, but I have a question different from the25
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Prosecution.  The question put to you in relation to that video was in relation to the1

child soldiers.  2

My question is different, related to the same video.  In this video - and it was already3

broadcasted before the Chamber – (Redacted) -- I quote from the transcript of this video, 4

which is CAR-OTP-2127-4502, and the first page is 4501 of the document.  It's a video 5

of 20 March 2014.  And on page 4502, line 35 till 37, (Redacted) 6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)  Unquote.  End of citation.9

My question to you is, (Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

A.   [14:04:37] (Redacted)12

(Redacted)  The idea was to bring them together, the Anti-Balaka, in a single 13

place and take care of them, not let them just wander around with firearms.  That's 14

not good.  So it was to prevent them from wandering around, looting, pillaging and15

carrying out exactions.  (Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:05:19] Mr Knoops, also, perhaps your colleague18

can have a look at it.  I think it was not tab 30.  So could we have, perhaps, the19

complete ERN number?  I think you don't have to look at it, you can continue, but at20

one point in time, perhaps, the people helping you could --21

MR KNOOPS:  [14:05:39] The transcript was tab 83.22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:05:42] But it was 30 something, but -- 23

MR KNOOPS:  [14:05:44] The video was 3-0 in our -- 24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:05:49] But perhaps simply the ERN, the correct25
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(Overlapping speakers)1

MR KNOOPS:  [14:05:54] (Overlapping speakers)2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:05:54] Yeah, I understand.  But you don't have3

to do it.  Please continue, but perhaps you can afterwards, for the record, you can tell4

us.5

MR KNOOPS:  [14:06:01] I have the ERN number now, if you wish.6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:06:04] Okay.  Good.7

MR KNOOPS:  [14:06:06] 2066-5310.  It's tab 30 of the Prosecution binder.  And the8

transcript I read from it is tab 83, CAR-OTP-2127-4501 at page 4502, lines 35 till 37.9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:06:32] Thank you. 10

MR KNOOPS:  [14:06:34] You're welcome.11

Q.   [14:06:36] Sir, was this at that time your view, as well as the view of12

Mr Ngaïssona, to bring the Anti-Balaka together in one camp?13

A.   [14:07:09] Yes, that's what everybody thought.14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:07:12] We can go back to open session?  Please15

tell us.16

MR KNOOPS:  [14:07:16] Yeah, but it's one other audio to go.  But you're right. 17

This could have been elicited in open session.18

Let me save then this question for the opposition and first show you the second video19

excerpt.  Actually, are two.  20

I'd like to show you, sir, tab 12 of our Defence binder, two excerpts of the same video21

and we would like to start with CAR-OTP-2023-1812.  And the timestamp is 25:29 till22

27:48.  The French transcript, page -- that's tab 13 for the translation, tab 13. 23

CAR-OTP-2118-5597 at page 5604, lines 231 till 253.24

Maybe we go first to this excerpt and then to the second one. 25
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(Viewing of the video excerpt) 1

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:09:33] Well, no translation here.2

(Viewing of the video excerpt)3

THE INTERPRETER:  [14:09:52](Interpretation of the video excerpt)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

MR KNOOPS:  [14:11:37]19

Q.   [14:11:38] Sir, you recognise the voice of this individual speaking on this audio?20

A.   [14:11:48] Yes. 21

Q.   [14:11:50] Could you please tell us who he is?22

A.   [14:11:55] Sylvestre Yagouzou.23

Q.   [14:12:03] And is it your recollection that (Redacted)24

(Redacted) on the 21 March 2014?25

ICC-01/14-01/18-T-058-Red2-ENG CT W T 22-07-2021 58/102 TICC-01/14-01/18-T-058-Red3-ENG CT RCL W T 22-07-2021 58/102 T 
Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, ICC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public reclassified and lesser redacted version of this
transcript is filed in the case.



Trial Hearing                         (Private Session)                         ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0884

22.07.2021          Page 59

A.   [14:12:35] Yes, I think that (Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

Q.   [14:12:48] And, sir, is it also your recollection that at this time the Séléka was not3

disarmed, what we just heard from Mr Yagouzou?  Can you agree that they were not4

disarmed?5

A.   [14:13:18] At that moment they had been placed into the camp, but not disarmed. 6

But there were other elements that had been disarmed forcibly by the Sangaris, but7

those who were in the camp or the cantonment, they were not yet disarmed.8

Q.   [14:13:38] Can you confirm, sir, that despite Séléka being put in a camp they9

were still leaving the camp on occasions to commit crimes while armed?10

A.   [14:14:07] The Séléka were placed in three different camps.  The RDOT camp11

on the Boali road, they were in a camp there and the exit was checked.  There were12

uncontrolled elements that could leave when they were hungry and they could go out13

and commit exactions, but if they were caught by the Sangaris they were arrested. 14

And then there was Camp Béal.  They went there as well and they were checked15

there.  There was another camp, another base at the Camp de Roux, and they were16

subject to the checks and controls there.  Those who were causing harm and damage17

were those who had not been placed in these camps.18

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:15:07] Open session?  I think so, yeah. 19

MR KNOOPS:  [14:15:08] Now comes the excerpt where (Redacted) 20

(Redacted) (Overlapping speakers) 21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:15:13] Okay, good.  Then not open session. 22

Okay. 23

MR KNOOPS:  [14:15:15] Sorry.  And then we can (Overlapping speakers) 24

Q.   [14:15:20] It's the same -- it's the same audio, sir.  You recall that (Redacted) 25
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(Redacted) and we ask you to 1

listen to the excerpt in the same -- at the same reference, CAR-OTP-2023-1812.  Still 2

Defence minder of tab 12, timestamp 11:43 till 13:29.  French transcript tab 13 of the3

Defence binder, CAR-OTP-2118-5597, page 5600, lines 54 till 73.4

THE INTERPRETER:  [14:16:22](Interpretation of the video excerpt) 5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

MR KNOOPS:  [14:18:23]19

Q.   [14:18:24] Sir, (Redacted)20

(Redacted) in lines 67 and 68 of this audio that white people are bringing 21

the Anti-Balaka food and that Ms Samba-Panza should not forget the Anti-Balaka.22

My first question to you is, who were these white people bringing Anti-Balaka food?23

A.   [14:19:18] It was journalists.  The journalists who wanted interviews.  And24

often when they come they bring food, water, sometimes bringing some bread for us. 25
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And then after the interview with the Anti-Balaka they offered them some bread and1

water.  It's not really a donation, if you like, brought in by white people.  It was the2

journalists who came looking for information and they brought with them packs of3

water, pieces of bread, it was charity on their part.  It was not with a view to buying4

off their conscience.5

Q.   [14:20:23] Thank you, sir.  Was it your experience that there was not sufficient6

food and water?7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:20:32] I think this can be answered in open8

session, I would say. 9

MR KNOOPS:  [14:20:35] Yeah, it slipped my mind.10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:20:37] Yeah, open session, please.11

(Open session at 2.20 p.m.)12

THE COURT OFFICER:  [14:20:58] We are back in open session, Mr President.13

MR KNOOPS:  [14:21:01]14

Q.   [14:21:04] Sir, we just heard that white people were bringing food and water to15

the Anti-Balaka.  16

Was it your experience that there was not sufficient food and water for them at those17

days provided by the government?18

A.   [14:21:40] No, no.  It was the journalists who came just for, say, 30 minutes to19

get hold of information.  And after that they handed out some bread and a little20

water.  I didn't say that the whites were bringing in food on a daily basis. 21

Q.   [14:22:03] Apart from the regularity of bringing food, was it in those days a22

situation that in your experience the Anti-Balaka were forgotten by the transitional23

government in terms of food, water, housing, medical assistance, whatever?  Because24

you say here I hope that Ms Samba-Panza will not forget us.  So my question to you25
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is, were you forgotten at that time with your colleagues by the government?1

A.   [14:23:10] During those events, particularly when Samba-Panza had become2

president, the Anti-Balaka were not in camps.  It's true that they had difficulties3

finding food and she was asked to deal with them, because if they were left out on4

their own the risk was that they would continue to perpetrate crimes.  The answer5

we got from the government, from members of the government was that they were6

waiting to get money in order to deal with the Anti-Balaka.  (Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted) well, first of all, 10

let me talk about Yagouzou who spoke earlier on.  He's the one who brought the 11

hostages to Madam Samba-Panza. 12

You know, I've come here to speak the truth.  Samba-Panza gave him money to deal13

with those children and sometimes he embezzled that money and told us nothing14

about it.  (Redacted) to ask Samba-Panza and said, "Madam, you promised us 15

that you'd take care of the children, but why are you not keeping your word?"  And 16

that's when she said, "But hang on.  Listen, children.  Sometimes I give money to 17

Mr Yagouzou to give to you to take care of those children."  (Redacted)18

(Redacted)  19

So you see, it's the members of the government, it's the authorities themselves who20

said that she was giving money to take care of the Anti-Balaka.  She couldn't have21

enough money herself to deal with those children.  The money had to come from the22

international community.  You know how much it costs, the cantonment of the23

Séléka?  It's a huge amount.  Every now and then Samba-Panza would use her24

personal political money, funds, and give money to people like Yagouzou to take care25
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of those children, but unfortunately he embezzled that money and that's why some1

people accused Samba-Panza.  But it wasn't her fault, really.  And it's in this way2

that we decided to do something to make sure that certain leaders could get positions3

of responsibility in order to get money so they could take care of the children.  That's4

what happened at the time.5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:26:39] Actually, again, I simply have to do this6

remark again.  Perfectly clear that you want to try with this witness, or perhaps with7

others, to gather this information, but it would really be good if we had the8

immediate information by the person concerned.  9

Please continue.10

MR KNOOPS:  [14:27:00] I agree, Mr President.11

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:27:04] Yeah.12

MR KNOOPS:  [14:27:04]13

Q.   [14:27:05] Sir, you just spoke about charity by certain journalists.  Was it at that14

time where this issue of money distribution came up that people like Mr Ngaïssona15

started to give money to individuals to help them with food, water, housing,16

transportation to come to Bangui because the government didn't have or didn't give17

the sufficient resources, funds to facilitate this?18

A.   [14:28:06] That's not really what I said.  I said that the journalist didn't come19

every day.  They might come today, for instance, talk to the Anti-Balaka, and then as20

they left they handed out a little bit of bread and some water.  Sometimes they21

would come to meet ten or 20 people and after the interview they offered them some22

water.  That's all.  It's really not worth dwelling on the matter of the journalists. 23

The journalists just came to get information, and as they were leaving they handed24

out some bread and that's all.  They didn't give them any money.  I didn't say that. 25
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Samba-Panza explained that she didn't have any money and she was expecting the1

international community to live up to its promise.  And when the money came in,2

she would deal with the children.  That's what she said.  And she wasn't doing this3

intentionally.4

Q.   [14:29:21] Apart from the journalist, it was just the example, were there other5

people, organisations who were trying to help the Anti-Balaka in terms of financial6

support, medical support?7

A.   [14:29:47] I don't know.  I never received any such information.8

Q.   [14:29:53] When Mr Ngaïssona came back from Cameroon, arrived in Bangui, he9

started to give money to individuals to come to Bangui, but it all related to the10

facilitation of events of the Anti-Balaka; is that correct?  It was not for fighting, it was11

for the possibility that those people could attend events organised by the National12

Coordination; is that correct?13

A.   [14:30:55] No, I didn't understand your question fully.  You're talking about14

Ngaïssona who gave money to individuals who were abroad and then came back to15

join the coordination.  I didn't quite follow your question.  Could you perhaps put16

it in different words.17

Q.   [14:31:16] Can you recall, sir, that you told the investigators in 2018 in your18

statement that once Mr Ngaïssona came to Bangui in January he started to give19

money and this money was given in relation to an event of the Anti-Balaka?  So the20

money was not given for fighting, but simply to make it possible that these people21

could come to an event?22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:32:04] Mr Vanderpuye.23

MR VANDERPUYE:  [14:32:05] If I could just have the reference that would be24

helpful, Mr President.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:32:09] I know that I have seen it, but I could1

not -- also not give it on the spot.2

MR KNOOPS:  [14:32:14] I have the reference, but I was not putting directly the3

statement to the witness, but I can do it now.  It's CAR-OTP-2072-1739 at page 1746,4

lines 211 till 222.5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:33:09] You know, also in -- with6

regard -- especially when now Defence, the non-calling party is now questioning, I7

think if you want to go back to the statement I would say there is more leeway than8

when the calling party is -- wants to refer immediately to a statement.  That's the first9

thing.  The second is that of course it's always good to have on the transcript what10

you're referring to, and why not simply put to the witness you have said this and that,11

is this true, is this correct, and then this would, I think, shorten matters I think a little12

bit.13

MR KNOOPS:  [14:33:49] I agree.  I just want -- don't want to create a precedence14

because we had the directive once when we could confront the witness with the15

statement, but I'm happy in the cross-examination to (Overlapping speakers) 16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:34:03] Mr Vanderpuye. Mr Vanderpuye, but are17

you looking at it and you might have an another opinion.18

MR VANDERPUYE:  [14:34:09] 2072, 1739 at 1746, I don't see what Mr Knoops is19

referring to there where he says in his question, you told the investigators in 2018 that20

once Mr Ngaïssona came to Bangui in January he started to give money.  I don't see21

that in there.22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:34:32] Yeah, the problem with citations is they23

have to be correct, of course.  We have to trust that citations from protocols, from24

transcripts and former statements have to be correct, so ... 25
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MR KNOOPS:  [14:34:45] I can also give that reference.  I comprised, actually, the1

two elements.  The other one you find on page 1747, lines 245 till 262, where the2

witness explains in his statement that after Mr Ngaïssona arrived in January he3

started to give regularly money till the end of 2014, it was regular, and he financed4

every event.5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:35:18] No, I think -- now it's going back -- now,6

we are interpreting what the witness has said.  It's about financing, it's about money7

that might have been given or not have been given.  So now I ask a question and8

then we can -- we can compare it what has been said before.9

Mr Witness, with regard -- with regards to financing of the Anti-Balaka, do you have10

any knowledge of - first question - of Mr Ngaïssona having given money to the11

Anti-Balaka elements?  Please a short question and from there I'll follow up.12

THE WITNESS:  [14:36:06](Interpretation) After he returned to Bangui, he gave13

money to Boeing people and also to people in Boy-Rabe.  They distributed the14

money, but * I'm not aware of the amount he is said to have given out previously. 15

When he came to Bangui he gave money to Boy-Rabe elements and Boeing elements. 16

I was present then.  They shared it, they even quarrelled for more during the17

distribution.  Some received 300, some received 500, perhaps the counsel is referring18

to that.  I don't know.  I don't know if he gave money before that to the Anti-Balaka. 19

I'm not informed about that.20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:36:59] So we have now two things that you said. 21

You don't know if there was being given any money before.  You have said money22

was given to certain elements.23

Do you know what this money was intended for?  What was the purpose of giving24

this money to the elements?25
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THE WITNESS:  [14:37:35](Interpretation) When he came to Bangui he gave the1

money so that people could get food.2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:37:46] And do you have any knowledge that at3

some point in time money was given to the ComZones, for example, by4

Mr Ngaïssona.5

THE WITNESS:  [14:38:06](Interpretation) Yes.  For example, when he organised a6

meeting at his place and when the ComZones came to those meetings, when they7

returned he gave them money.  The ComZones who came from the provinces, for8

example, Bossangoa, once they arrived in Bangui, he gave them money, but I don't9

know the reason behind it.  I don't know why he gave them the money.10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:38:32] And I think -- I continue and then11

we -- the whole issue -- excuse me, if I say that.  So then CAR-OTP-2072-1739.  And12

I simply -- I simply put it to you that you have said this and simply say if it's correct. 13

This is about the money you talk -- I asked you before and you talked already about14

it -- money given in Boeing, money given in Boy-Rabe, he gave it in cash you said and15

the money was used for events, for example, to organise demonstration with the16

president.  Is this -- do you recall that, that this was the reason -- inter alia, one of the17

reasons why the money was given?18

THE WITNESS:  [14:39:37](Interpretation) Yes, indeed.  When there were19

demonstrations, he gave money to the ComZones.  For example, when he wanted to20

organise a demonstration, he distributed money to the ComZones.  Sometimes he21

gave them money at the end of the meeting so that they could pay for transport, but22

for us, when I saw him, he gave money so that they could have food.  But sometimes23

during the meetings he'd hand out money to the ComZones.24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:40:14] And I have another reference here in your25
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former statement where you address the question of giving money.  And perhaps1

when I give you a keyword, perhaps you can elaborate on it without going directly to2

the statement.3

I understand it from your testimony, what you told the Prosecutor, that at one4

time -- point in time Mr Andjilo was in prison.  Does this ring a bell?  Was there any5

activity by Mr Ngaïssona with regard to that? 6

THE WITNESS:  [14:41:01](Interpretation) *Yes, I remember. There was a point in7

time when we had arrested Andjilo and put him into prison. The other ComZones8

were angry and asked him why we had to do that.  They showed their unhappiness9

about this.  They needed money. *In order to organise and show their dissatisfaction10

they would set up roadblocks in the town and sometimes I would come and ask the11

elements to remove the roadblocks.  When there was some of these events, that is12

what happened.  I remember that.13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:41:46] And these activities, what -- what was the14

purpose of these activities?  To release -- that Mr Andjilo would be released from15

prison?  Do I understand this correctly?16

THE WITNESS:  [14:42:09](Interpretation) Yes, they did this as exerting pressure so17

that one could free the detained.  They demonstrated because they wanted to know18

why did they arrest him and not Séléka.  The action was done in order to be able to19

release him who was detained.20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:42:29] And to your knowledge, did21

Mr Ngaïssona have anything to do with this? 22

THE WITNESS:  [14:42:46](Interpretation) I don't know his involvement in this.23

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:42:49] Okay.  Thank you.  I'm not sure if there24

is any other point in this statement money is mentioned, but if -- perhaps you can also25
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leave this subject now.1

MR KNOOPS:  [14:43:00] Thank you, Mr President. 2

Q.   [14:43:03] One question in addition to the question of the Presiding Judge, 3

Mr Witness. 4

Are you familiar with the fact that Mr Andjilo tried to kill Mr Ngaïssona in 2014, that5

he attempted to kill him?6

A.   [14:43:37] Yes, he shot inside the compound of Mr Ngaïssona.  I can confirm7

that.  But to say that he tried to kill Ngaïssona is something I can't answer.8

Q.   [14:43:53] Fair.  You have knowledge on the reason why Mr Ngaïssona – 9

Mr Andjilo shot at the compound of Mr Ngaïssona?10

A.   [14:44:15] Andjilo was someone who always wanted to demand things by force. 11

For example, he could be drunk and go to Ngaïssona as a coordinator of the12

Anti-Balaka and ask for money by force and if Ngaïssona couldn't give that money he13

could shoot.  He didn't only do that to Ngaïssona.  He did that to everyone, even to14

us.  He always demanded things by using force.  When he asked something and the15

person didn't give that, then he would just pull out his arm and shoot.16

Q.   [14:45:02] Just one final question, sir, on the issue of the money.  Can you17

confirm that when money was given by Mr Ngaïssona, as you've just explained to us,18

it was all done in public, it was not a secret?19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:45:39] This is difficult to answer for the witness. 20

He -- of course, he cannot know if a secret has -- what we can ask the witness is, the21

money Mr Ngaïssona gave to people that you are aware of, was this done in public? 22

THE WITNESS:  [14:46:11](Interpretation) The money given publicly by Ngaïssona,23

*he gave the money to people from Boy-Rabe and Boeing.  Afterwards, we learned24

that he gave money to this person and that person, but I didn't see it with my own25
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eyes.  *I know he gave money to the ComZones. That's what I saw with my own eyes.1

Also, as soon as he arrived, as soon as he gave money for food to the Anti-Balaka,2

that's what I saw.  And later on I learned that he also gave money to others, but I3

didn't see it happening.4

MR KNOOPS:  [14:46:52]5

Q.   [14:46:52] Although, you stated in your statement that Mr Ngaïssona was giving6

out this money publicly.  It was not -- he was not hiding it.  And that's in the7

statement you gave in 2018, CAR-OTP-2072-1814 at page 1817, lines 80, 8-0, till 82. 8

You did say, (Interpretation) "I know that he's publicly giving money.  He doesn't do9

this secretly."10

A.   [14:47:53] Yes, this was in the Hotel Azimut when there was a meeting with the11

ComZones.  He did it publicly in front of everybody. 12

Q.   Okay, thank you, sir. 13

A.   [14:48:03] But if he gave that money at his home, could I know about it?  No. 14

Q.   [14:48:14] Just one question before we go to the next topic which relates to -- just15

see it in my notes -- to the -- one of the videos we discussed with you that was the first16

one where you said, "We have told the government to take care of us and to bring us17

in one camp."  You told us earlier during your testimony that you were in favour of a18

forceful disarmament of the Anti-Balaka.19

Do you recall having said so in front of the Chamber, "forceful disarmament of the20

Anti-Balaka"?  I can give the reference to the transcript later, but my question to you21

is, was this also the view of Mr Ngaïssona, that even if the Anti-Balaka had to be22

disarmed forcefully that option should have been considered by the government?23

A.   [14:49:45] Those are the thoughts of Mr Ngaïssona.  I can't imagine it.  But I'm24

giving you my thoughts.  I know that the Sangaris who were disarming the Séléka25
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and the Anti-Balaka by force. 1

Q.   [14:50:02] But you told this Chamber on 15 July in the real-time transcript 60,2

lines 22, that forceful disarmament was needed.  This was the -- I think the first day3

you testified here, the second day, 15 July.4

You can recall, sir, having made that statement here, "forceful disarmament was5

needed"?6

A.   [14:50:43] Yes, I remember.  That's what I said in French.  If necessary, I said if7

they refused to be disarmed then you had to do if forcefully. *You know, in a country8

you can't accept the presence of two armies.  If there is an Anti-Balaka army who's9

walking around with arms, then they have to be disarmed by force.  Similarly for the10

Séléka.  If they walk around with arms publicly, then they have to be disarmed by11

force.  That's what I said.  I said that at some point they had to be forcefully12

disarmed because if you don't and they are there with their arms they can continue to13

commit exactions on the population.  This idea didn't only concern the Anti-Balaka,14

it also concerned the Séléka.  And I said that so that you could give place to the15

national army to carry out their proper duties.16

Q.   [14:51:45] And, sir, can you confirm that this was also the view of Mr Ngaïssona17

which he ventilated in February and June 2014 in several documents he produced on18

behalf of the coordination, that first stage would be to encourage the population to19

voluntarily submit their weapons, and only if they would not be motivated to do so in20

the second stage a forceful disarmament would have to be considered and that21

Mr Ngaïssona, in documents, presented this to the transitional government and22

several stakeholders in the international community.  And for the Court, that's23

documents we already submitted, tab 18 and 19 of our Defence binder.24

So my question to you is, were you familiar that Mr Ngaïssona proposed this to the25
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government, just exactly what you told us?1

A.   [14:53:22] Yes, he did make these types of statements, but sometimes, you know,2

he did submit files to the government, but I don't know the content.  But I know he3

also talked a lot of -- about disarmament.  But if I look at the file, if I could see the file4

that he sent to the government, then perhaps I would know the content.  But all I5

know is that he did have statements like that.6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:53:49] We don't have to look at that.  You can7

simply -- you will submit it -- 8

MR KNOOPS:  [14:53:52] I agree.9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:53:54] -- so then we have the documents.  And10

the witness has said he knows of it, so ...11

MR KNOOPS:  [14:53:57] Yeah, right.12

Q.   [14:53:59] Sir, one of my last topics is the issue of the ComZones.13

Now, could you agree, sir, that the phenomenon of ComZones existed in the14

Central African Republic before December 2013?15

A.   [14:54:36] No, no, I don't know that.  Before 2013 it was Maxime Mokom who16

managed that, so I don't really know.  I know there were groups and I also know17

there were leaders who imagined the groups, but I don't really have much idea about18

it. 19

Q.   [14:55:04] Is it true, sir, that already in December 2013 there were lists of20

ComZones in existence and you were also privy to those lists with the names of the21

ComZones?22

A.   [14:55:39] The list you're talking about, I suppose it's the list which was23

presented to me by the Prosecution.  We could all see the list here, but I don't know24

who drafted that list.  Last week I saw the list here in the court and everybody saw25
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it. 1

Q.   [14:56:19] In January 2014 the ComZones were in Bangui so - that's in your2

statement also in 2018 - so it's fair to say that the ComZones existed at least already in3

January 2014, correct?  They were there already?4

A.   [14:56:51] Yes, in 2014 the ComZones already existed.  The general5

coordination emerged at that time and that is also when the ComZones took shape.6

Q.   [14:57:08] Would you agree with me, sir, that the existence of the ComZones,7

apart from whether they existed before December or after, were meant to be a vehicle,8

an instrument ... 9

A.   [14:57:34] (No interpretation) 10

Q.   [14:57:43] I don't have the translation, sir.11

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:57:46] There was overlapping -- 12

THE WITNESS:  [14:57:50] There seems no translation.  Everybody was talking at13

the same time.  There was overlapping.14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [14:57:54] Yeah, they were overlapping.  That was15

not possible.  16

Perhaps finish -- finish your question and the witness may answer then afterwards.17

MR KNOOPS:  [14:58:00]18

Q.   [14:58:00] Sir, could you agree with me that the phenomenon of the ComZones19

was used for the purpose of reconciliation by the National Coordination in20

January 2014?21

A.   [14:58:42] The ComZones reported back to the general coordinator, so they22

reported back to the general coordinator, their general coordinator.  That's what the23

ComZones did.  And that's what I know about this story.24

Q.   [14:59:08] Would you agree that -- is it -- is it known to you that ComZones25
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sometimes were replaced by the National Coordination in the event they didn't1

function well in the context of the DDR programme or up to the Brazzaville2

convention?3

A.   [14:59:39] Indeed.  Yes, the ComZones who wouldn't work properly were4

replaced by others and it was the coordinator who carried out this job.5

Q.   [15:00:02] And, sir, this replacement was simply based on the observation by the6

National Coordination whether a ComZone was not acting as a fake Anti-Balaka7

which evaded the reconciliation process; is that correct?8

A.   [15:00:58] As for the replacement of the ComZones, it was the coordinator who9

planned their roles, but I know that sometimes they were fired, but I don't know why10

some were appointed, others were fired, but I don't know the reason for that.11

Q.   [15:01:20] Can you recall that in your statement you mentioned that the national12

coordinator replaced a ComZone in Berbérati because there was a fake Anti-Balaka? 13

It's in your statement of 2018.  It's CAR-OTP-2072-1739 at page 1763, lines 832 till 837,14

where you said it was the general coordination that appointed ComZones.  If the15

ComZone was not working well, he would be replaced by the National Coordination16

and then you go to the fake Anti-Balaka.  You say, for example, someone in Berbérati17

that is fake Anti-Balaka appoints himself as a ComZone.  The real ComZone had to18

take over.  Is this an example how it worked, how ComZones were replaced and the19

reasons for it?20

A.   [15:03:06] I'm repeating myself.  If the general coordinator were to replace a21

ComZone, it's because the ComZone in question is not behaving well.  But as for the22

reason, well, he would know why he was removing certain people.  If someone as a23

ComZone was misbehaving, then it's perfectly normal to remove them from post. 24

The role of the general coordinator was to appoint the ComZones, that's true.25
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Q.   [15:03:40] Are you with me, Mr Witness, that it was Mr Ngaïssona himself who1

introduced the issue of ID cards to distinguish the real from the fake Anti-Balaka? 2

You testified this already before this Court.  3

My question in addition to this is, in your statement to the Office of the Prosecution in4

2018 you said on the subject:5

"It wasn't enrolment, but a registration.  And it was to distinguish the genuine from6

the fake.  If you were caught, you could be asked to produce your badge.  If you7

don't have one, you are fake."  8

That's the reference CAR-OTP-2072-1881 (sic), 1923, lines 349 till 351.  It was not9

enrolment.  It was not an enrolment, correct?10

A.   [15:05:26] That is correct.11

Q.   [15:05:28] My second question on the same page, you say in lines 358-359 that in12

order to have this registration in place there was a team employed in the provinces to13

ensure this registration.  It's something I didn't hear yet in your evidence during the14

last few days.  15

My question to you is, who established this team?  Was it Mr Ngaïssona?  Was it his16

idea to establish a team to go into the provinces and have all these guys registered or17

was it a different initiative?  And who was in the team?  Can you tell us more about18

the team you're referring to in this statement here?19

A.   [15:06:49] Yes, the idea came from general coordination.  The idea was to20

identify the Anti-Balaka because otherwise the fakes would infiltrate and21

commit -- cause trouble.  So coordination set up this team, the elements belonged to22

coordination, but it's true that they identified the elements and gave each of them a23

badge.  As I don't have the list before me, I cannot remember all of the names.  This24
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is an idea that came during a meeting of general coordination. 1

Q.   [15:07:42] And, sir, is it correct that this team was deployed by the National2

Coordination in almost all the provinces of the CAR in the time frame of January,3

March, April, 2014?4

A.   [15:08:23] I'm listening to you.5

Q.   [15:08:27] Is it correct --6

A.   [15:08:32] It was in January.  It was in 2014, but actually I don't know precisely7

which date.  What is true is that there was a team that was in charge of this that was8

to issue the badges to the Anti-Balaka elements.9

Q.   [15:08:53] Thank you.  Was it your experience, Mr witness, in those days that 10

Mr Ngaïssona, (Redacted) tried to work with the transitional government to have a 11

DDR programme in place and to work towards reconciliation and peace?12

A.   [15:09:54] Yes, during that period (Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

Q.   [15:10:45] Last question on this subject and that might better be asked in private19

session. 20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:10:49] Then we go to private session.21

*(Private session at 3.11 p.m.) (Reclassified partially in public)22

THE COURT OFFICER:  [15:11:05] We are in private session, Mr President.23

MR KNOOPS:  [15:11:11]24

Q.   [15:11:14] Sir, speaking about the respect for the national25
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government -- transitional government (Redacted) by Mr Ngaïssona in those days, 1

respect to cooperate with them in order to achieve reconciliation and peace, can you 2

remember, sir, that (Redacted)3

(Redacted)  Can 4

you recall this?5

A.   [15:12:18] Yes, I remember that.  I do remember it was a large meeting to be6

held in Nairobi.  (Redacted)  They said the Anti-Balaka leaders and the 7

Séléka leaders were to meet in Nairobi and Kenya.  And in Nairobi there was the 8

general Nourredine Adam, Abakar Sabone, Youssouf Mahamat, he was the financial9

pillar, if you like, of the Séléka rebellion.  10

Those who were not present at the meeting were the Anti-Balaka.  (Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Redacted)25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:17:33] Mr Witness, I think that is, yeah, enough17

details on that.  So it was a very long story.  It might be helpful, but the main18

purpose of the question has been answered in the first sentence, actually. 19

MR KNOOPS:  [15:17:57]20

Q.   [15:17:57] So you agree to close the subject that (Redacted) Mr Ngaïssona, (Redacted) 21

respected the transitional government at that time and wanted to be -- wanted it to be 22

functioning well?23

A.   [15:18:31] Yes, absolutely.  That's correct.  That was the goal (Redacted) 24

(Redacted)25
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Q.   [15:18:38] Thank you.  By the way, before I forget, were you aware that1

Mr Ngaïssona was in favour of the -- a nomination of Mr Kamoun as prime minister? 2

A.   [15:19:05] Yes, I did know.3

MR KNOOPS:  [15:19:07] Thank you.  I'm not sure whether you are in closed4

session. 5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:19:09] We are in private session. 6

MR KNOOPS:  [15:19:11] Yes, we can move to -- 7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:19:12] Do you have a --  8

MR KNOOPS:  [15:19:13] I can finish in ten minutes, Mr President. 9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:19:16] Very good.  So we stay in private10

session.11

MR KNOOPS:  [15:19:20] Let me check, Mr President.  I think the question I'm12

going to ask now is on the position of Mr Bozizé.  We can ask in open session and13

then I have two small areas for closed session.14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:19:42] Which we conclude with then? 15

MR KNOOPS:  [15:19:45] Yeah. 16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:19:48] Okay.  Fine.  Then we go to open17

session shortly and then we come back to -- 18

MR KNOOPS:  Yeah, thank you.19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  And you indicate when we go back to private20

session.21

MR KNOOPS:  [15:19:54] Certainly.22

(Open session at 3.20 p.m.)23

THE COURT OFFICER:  [15:20:02] We are back in open session, Mr President.24

MR KNOOPS:  [15:20:05]25
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Q.   [15:20:05] Sir, during the examination by the Prosecution you were asked1

several questions on the role and position of Mr Bozizé.  2

My question to you is: in your statement to the Office of the Prosecution, on two3

occasions you said it was not the case that every one of the Gbaya ethnic group was4

part of Mr Bozizé's views, regime like you.  You are Gbaya, but you were not a5

supporter of Mr Bozizé.  So is it fair to say that the assumption that all Gbayas were,6

per definition, supporters of Mr Bozizé, that that assumption is false?  You agree7

with me?8

A.   [15:21:44] All Gbaya are not part of the Bozizé family.  They're not related to9

him.  There are a lot of Gbaya in the CAR.  There are some who belong to Bozizé's10

family, but not all.  The Séléka mixed things up and they accused all of the Gbaya of11

having some link to Bozizé, sitting down to eat with Bozizé, but it wasn't the case of12

all Gbaya.13

Q.   [15:22:20] Did you, sir, in 2014, when Mr Ngaïssona was the general coordinator,14

ever heard him saying that he acted in that capacity on behalf of Mr Bozizé?15

A.   [15:22:52] No, I never said that.16

MR KNOOPS:  [15:22:56] Then I have two final questions.17

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:22:58] Yeah, we go to private session.18

MR KNOOPS:  [15:23:00] Indeed.  Sorry. 19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:23:05] It was answered, I think.  The answer20

was absolutely clear.21

*(Private session at 3.23 p.m.) (Reclassified partially in public)22

THE COURT OFFICER:  [15:23:12] We are in private session, Mr President.23

MR KNOOPS:  [15:23:21]24

Q.   [15:23:22] Sir, I have two final questions to you.25
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You came to The Hague from Bangui to testify here during the course of a few days. 1

In 2018 you gave a statement and my question to you is: can you recall that in 2018,2

before you gave a statement, (Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

A.   (Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

Q.   [15:25:46] Sir, I'm not accusing you of giving a false statement here.  I'm just15

asking you were you approached by certain people to say about Mr Ngaïssona bad16

things, like Mr (Redacted) or (Redacted)?  (Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

A.   [15:26:24] (No interpretation) 19

Q.   [15:26:25] Okay.  Then we would like to show you a document. 20

A.   [15:26:44] (Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)  No one influenced me, no one spoke to me.23

Q.   [15:27:01] I'm not suggesting this, Mr Witness.  I'm just asking you for facts.24

Do you know the person with the name of (Redacted)?  (Redacted)  To help you, 25
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he was at that time in October 2018, to be specific, (Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

A.   [15:27:47] Yes, I know him.  (Redacted)3

Q.   [15:27:53] So let me then ask you to read Defence tab 56.  They are four4

messages, SMS messages exchanging information between (Redacted) who has the 5

name in this SMS of (Redacted)6

(Redacted)  That's CAR-OTP-2098-0200 at 384 till 387.  And it's at row 384 7

till 387. 8

Mr Witness, I ask you kindly to just look at those messages.9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:29:13] In the binder, I don't have row 384,10

actually.  And there's also not continuously numbered, the whole thing.11

Ms Mbida, you want to speak?  Please.12

Ms Mbida, we cannot hear you at the moment.  Please can you wait a second and13

start anew? 14

Now, we can hear you.  And the only thing that we need now is translation.  Yeah,15

we hear you.16

Please speak, Ms Mbida.17

MS MBIDA:  [15:30:13](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.  I wanted to18

intervene, your Honour, to say that the line of questioning by counsel, I think this19

should be in private session because there's a lot of information coming out here that20

might tend to reveal the identity of the witness, so I will ask --21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:30:42] We are in private session.  We are in22

private session, Madam, so no worries.  You are right.  You are right, absolutely. 23

And we take care of it.  Thank you very much for your intervention, but to assure24

you we are in private session.  No problem.  25
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So, Mr Knoops, please. 1

MR KNOOPS:  [15:30:59]2

Q.   [15:30:59] And, again, Mr Witness, it's -- it's -- it's in no way meant to accuse you3

of something -- of something, but just we have this information and we just ask you to4

comment on it.  That's (Overlapping speakers) 5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:31:13] But what should he comment on now? 6

It's not clear at the moment.7

MR KNOOPS:  [15:31:17] 8

Q.   [15:31:17] That is the -- on tab 56 in the -- that's the fourth message, 9

(Redacted)  It's a WhatsApp message between (Redacted)10

(Redacted) to Mr Ngaïssona where (Redacted) writes, I 11

quote: 12

(Interpretation) (Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Speaks English) My question to you, sir, is have you any recollection to being 17

pressurised in October 2018 by (Redacted) in anyway in the case of 18

Mr Ngaïssona prior to his arrest?19

A.   [15:33:17] No.  What pressure?  (Redacted)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:33:52] I think it's answered.25
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MR KNOOPS:  [15:33:54] Yeah.  By the way, in the binder it's row 1076 till 1081, the1

physical binder. 2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:34:02] Yeah.3

MR KNOOPS:  [15:34:03]4

Q.   [15:34:04] Final question, sir, still in closed session.  5

Interestingly, we came across quite a (Redacted)6

It's tab 2 in our Defence binder, D30-0007-0707 at page 078 -- 078 -- no, 0708.  Sorry.  7

Maybe the witness could have a look at (Redacted)8

(Redacted)  Maybe first the front page, that's 0707.  (Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

Can you, sir, recall having given this (Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

A.   [15:36:08] (Redacted)14

Q.   [15:36:13] Yes, so please have a look at 0708.  And third paragraph you are15

apparently cited there, starting with: 16

(Interpretation) (Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

(Redacted)19

(Speaks English) Then it says: (Interpretation)20

(Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)23

(Redacted)24

(Speaks English) My question to you, sir, is -- is this an accurate reflection (Redacted)25
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(Redacted)1

(Redacted)2

(Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

(Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

(Redacted)8

(Redacted)9

(Redacted)10

(Redacted)11

(Redacted)12

(Redacted)13

(Redacted)14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted)16

(Redacted)17

MR KNOOPS:  [15:39:58] Okay.  Thank you very much for answering my question.  18

Mr President, that concludes our examination by the non-calling party. 19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:40:07] Thank you very much.  20

And I take it that in the transcript it will be correctly reflected that in (Redacted)21

(Redacted)22

(Redacted)  I think in the English transcript it's reflected the 23

opposite.  24

Mr Vanderpuye.25
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MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:40:33] Good afternoon, Mr President.  I do have a few1

questions on redirect examination, if I may. 2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  (Microphone not activated)3

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:40:40] Sorry? 4

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  (Microphone not activated)5

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:40:41] I think we can go to open -- we can go to open for -- 6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:40:44] Okay, we go to open session.7

(Open session at 3.41 p.m.)8

THE COURT OFFICER:  [15:41:08] We are back in open session, Mr President.9

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:41:11] Thank you.10

QUESTIONED BY MR VANDERPUYE: 11

Q.   [15:41:14] Good afternoon, Witness.12

Earlier today during the course of your cross-examination by the Ngaïssona Defence13

you mentioned - and I think I have this right - at page 46 of today's transcript at line 5,14

that you (Redacted)15

(Redacted)  So first I want to make sure that I've got that right, 16

which you can answer, and the second part of it is obviously (Redacted)17

(Redacted)18

A.   [15:42:01] No, that's not what I said.  I said once he returned we -- we wanted19

him as a political coordinator.  But (Redacted)20

(Redacted)  That was the meaning 21

behind what I said.22

Q.   [15:42:26] Why would you go against it?23

A.   [15:42:43] No, I didn't go against it.  In the beginning I said when he arrived I24

said that he remained the political coordinator.  But when all the ComZones in25
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Boy-Rabe wanted to have him as general coordinator, (Redacted) and 1

that's what I said to the Defence team this morning.2

Q.   [15:43:12] All right.  I think I have the answer, although I'm not sure I do.  If3

the others wanted him to be the coordinator, my question is, (Redacted)4

(Redacted)5

A.   [15:43:43] There was no particular reason.  I wanted him to be the political6

coordinator.  I said that and I said, "Since you've come back, why didn't you put7

forward your candidacy to be elected?  If you remain political coordinator, then you8

could submit your candidacy together with Samba-Panza.  But (Redacted)9

(Redacted)  And he himself 10

said he couldn't accept what I was saying.  I wanted him to compete with the others 11

so that he could be elected as president of the republic, but since he didn't do that12

Samba-Panza was ultimately appointed as president of the republic.13

Q.   [15:44:49] All right.  Now I understand. 14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:44:50] Mr Vanderpuye, I think this has to be -- 15

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:44:52] I understand.16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:44:53] Yeah, we have to think about going to17

private session.  There might be some information revealed that could identify the18

witness or -- 19

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:45:03] I'm done with this question. 20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:45:04] -- we can also redact it or whatsoever.21

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:45:07] Yes, Mr President.  I'm done with that -- with that22

issue.23

Q.   [15:45:13] You mentioned earlier that Mr Ngaïssona used pressure, I think is the24

term you used, in respect of his dealings with the transitional government. 25
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MR KNOOPS:  [15:45:34] Mr President, we didn't bring this matter up in our1

examination, "pressure".  It's by the Prosecution already asked during their2

examination the issue of pressure.  We didn't touch upon it and -- 3

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:45:49] I also think so, that we -- that we had this4

already. 5

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:45:51] I think he actually responded to your Honour's6

question during the course of his cross-examination.7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:45:57] Could you please -- could you please give8

me the reference exactly, then I would tell you if I agree.9

MR KNOOPS:  [15:46:03] Still, it's not a cross-examination by our part.10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:46:06] Yeah, but -- and I have asked it and he11

follows up, I think -- it's much more difficult to say no.12

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:46:14] The transcript reference is at page 79.  It's a13

follow-up with respect to a question that was -- rather, a response that was put to the14

witness referring to roadblocks in a follow-up to a question that was put by15

Mr Knoops regarding Mr Andjilo and being in prison.  And then your Honour's16

question was in these activities, what was the purpose of these activities to release 17

Mr Andjilo, he would be released from prison, do you understand that correctly, and18

the answer is, yes, they did this as exerting pressure so that one could free the19

detained (Overlapping speakers) 20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:46:58] (Overlapping speakers) But that is21

answered then.  But this is answered. 22

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:47:00] (Overlapping speakers) because they wanted to23

know why they did -- why did they arrest him and not the Séléka. 24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:47:05] But I think this is answered then.25
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MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:47:07] I'm sorry? 1

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:47:08] It's answered by the witness what he2

meant by pressure.3

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:47:11] No, that's not the only reference, is the thing. 4

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:47:15] Okay.  Then continue.5

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:47:17] So my question is -- you want to know the reference,6

Mr President, is that what you mean?  Or can I proceed with my question? 7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:47:25] You know, when you -- when you ask8

if -- what he meant by pressure in that regard this -- he has answered that because he9

was asked that and he said to release Mr Andjilo from prison.  That was the answer. 10

When you cite it correctly, then I think this was the answer by the witness.11

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:47:42] Okay. 12

Q.   [15:47:44] Now, you mentioned previously that the structure of the coordination13

was made public and I want to ask you a few questions about that.  First of all, when14

you say that the structure of the coordination was made public, what period are you15

talking about?16

A.   [15:48:15] At that time the coordination was already set up at the home of17

Ngaïssona.  The list of people had already been prepared.  The -- a copy was sent to18

the international community, the CNT.  It was in 2014.19

Q.   [15:48:38] I understand it was in 2014.20

When in 2014?  Was it in January 2014 or June 2014?21

A.   [15:48:57] In -- it was set up in January 2014, but I think it was from February22

onwards.  I don't remember the date exactly, but it was in 2014 when they published23

the names of the people who made up the coordination.24

Q.   [15:49:18] I'd like to show you a document, if I could. 25
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Mr President, this is a document.  It's -- I think it's a January 23 document, relates to1

a statement -- joint statement that was issued by Mr Ngaïssona with respect to the2

coordination, which I'd like to show to the witness.3

MR KNOOPS:  [15:49:37] But with all due respect, couldn't this be elicited in4

examination-in-chief?  This is just a -- 5

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:49:46] In principle, yes, but this is the last take6

that you get.  You can show it to the witness, but I actually think everything has been7

covered.  And now we have in the final -- it's always like that, in the final minutes8

we have acoustic problems.  9

What kind of document  is it? 10

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:50:02] It's a coordination document.  And the question is11

going to be whether he's seen it and whether this is the document that was made12

public, because he's made several references on cross-examination to the publication13

(Overlapping speakers) 14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:50:17] Okay.  I have no problem with that but,15

of course, what would that prove?  It could have been made public in any other way,16

also.17

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:50:24] That's correct, but I want to know if it's this18

document.19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:50:28] If this is so important for you, why not? 20

So then read it to the witness. 21

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:50:34] So the ERN number of that document is22

CAR-OTP-2001-3372.23

MR KNOOPS:  [15:51:33] By the way, to our information, it's not in the Prosecution24

list. 25
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MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:51:40] I had 20 minutes to prepare the redirect examination,1

with all due respect, Mr Knoops.  And I did not know that Mr Knoops was going to2

elicit this specific information since I don't get a copy of the Defence's examination in3

advance (Overlapping speakers) 4

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:51:54] So let's -- let's -- yeah, but let's look at this. 5

It seems to be difficult to pull it up.6

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:52:00] Yeah, if we don't have it it's okay.  I'll move on7

because I see the clock is ticking.  What I would like to ask the witness then is with8

respect to the -- 9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:52:09] We move on then, please.10

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:52:11]11

Q.   [15:52:13] With respect to the information or discussion that was had with the12

president, you indicated that there was an overture made by the Anti-Balaka to billet13

the number of elements similar to that of the Séléka.  14

So my first question is, do you remember when that occurred; and the second15

question is, how many elements were discussed?  I'm on to a different topic, so16

don't -- don't worry about what's appearing on your screen, just pay attention to the17

question.18

THE INTERPRETER:  [15:53:12] Could you please repeat your document -- your19

question.  I was reading a document.20

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:53:20] Well, if we have the document then we might as well21

read it. 22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:53:23] But, you know, you can submit this23

document.  I understand that this is obviously a document and I have not seen it in24

full, but there might be -- also, is there a date on it?25
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MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:53:36] Yes, I think there is a date.  (Overlapping speakers)1

I think it's 23 January.  It was issued by (Overlapping speakers) 2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:53:43] So then two questions left for you.  This3

one and the other one that you have already asked.  4

So, Mr Witness -- 5

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:53:49] Well, there's no point then, Mr President, honestly. 6

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  Yeah, yeah, so -- 7

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:53:51] There really -- really isn't any point, because if I8

have -- can only ask two questions in ten minutes -- 9

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:53:57] No, no.  I'm -- I was -- a little bit twinkle10

in my eyes -- 11

MR VANDERPUYE:  No problem at all.12

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  -- because indeed we are now two hours and did13

not have a -- we can also make a break and then continue, if you want.14

You see this document, Mr Witness, at the end there's a little bit of confusion here,15

"Fait à Bangui, le 23 Janvier."16

So have you seen this document, communiqué? 17

THE WITNESS:  [15:54:35](Interpretation) I haven't had an opportunity to look at18

this document.  It's the first time I see it.  That's the day when Ngaïssona came back19

and he had this meeting at his home.  It's a document, but it's the first time that I see20

this document.  As I said, he returned to Bangui and there was a meeting as his21

home and this is the first time I see this document.22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:55:01] And then, of course, I assume that the23

witness cannot tell us if it has been distributed and to whom.24

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:55:06] I think that's fair.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:55:08] That is an inference that is fair.1

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:55:10] That's fair.2

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:55:11] And the other questions, you can come3

back to them that you had.4

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:55:13] Well, the other question I had with respect to this5

issue of the publication of a list of ComZones by the Anti-Balaka relates to -- well,6

there's two parts to that question.7

Q.   [15:55:24] First of all, to whom was this published?  Was this published to the8

international community, to the Sangaris, to the primature, to the Presidency?  Can9

you say who had this information?10

A.   [15:55:57] I think that at the bottom of this document -- I know that the11

document that was sent was the document -- was the one that was made up by the12

general coordination.  But this document was drawn up, but I don't know who it13

was sent to in particular.  I don't know who received that document.14

Q.   [15:56:26] Okay.  You're referring to the one on the screen in front of you now,15

or are you referring to a different document that was sent to the international16

community?17

A.   [15:56:39] Yes, the document relating to the general coordination where you18

have the breakdown of the ComZones and all the members of the coordination that19

was sent to the international community.  Perhaps this document as well was sent to20

the international community, but I can't confirm that.  The document that was sent to21

the international community listed the coordinators and the structure of the22

movement, but this document is something I don't know about.23

Q.   [15:57:20] Okay.  In respect of that, I have another document, but I'm just going24

to read into the record the ERN number.  I don't need to display it because it's in25
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English in any event.  It's CAR-OTP-2001-0357.  It's a news article interviewing1

General Francisco Soriano who's the commander of the Sangaris French forces, and2

it's dated 12 February 2014.  In the article he's asked several questions about the3

Anti-Balaka.  First, he condemns the Anti-Balaka militia as the main enemy of the4

peace in the country.  The second is he's asked who are the Anti-Balaka.  And in his5

response he says their leaders' identity, chain of command and political programme6

are all unknowns. 7

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [15:58:23] We will receive this, I assume, as a8

document and we will assess it then.9

MR VANDERPUYE:  [15:58:27]10

Q.   [15:58:27] So my question -- and the same goes for General Martin Toumenta,11

who says in this - at least as it's attributed - that the Bangui "citizens have not been12

providing the force with more information about the Anti-Balaka." 13

So my question is, again, in terms of the information regarding the structure of the14

coordination in the ComZones, when was that made public to the international forces15

to your knowledge?  And if you don't remember that's fine, too. 16

A.   [15:59:17] I don't know.17

Q.   [15:59:18] All right.  And in terms of the number of Anti-Balaka that was -- that18

you sought to have billeted in your discussions with the president as a group anyway,19

what was that number?  How many elements are we talking about that you,20

Mr Ngaïssona and other members of the coordination sought to have billeted by the21

government?22

A.   [16:00:01] I can't say with any certainty.  The people who had to be billeted23

were those who held arms.  We would have to identify them, but the number of24

Anti-Balaka elements, I can't really give you a number.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:00:17] Any estimate, Mr Witness?  You say a1

thousand, 5,000, 10, 15, you see what you mean?  Any estimate that you can give?2

THE WITNESS:  [16:00:37](Interpretation) It was more than 15,000.  Perhaps it was3

between 20 and 30,000.  There were many.  Maybe even more than 30,000.  The4

numbers swelled over time, but I think there were many.  I think there were more5

than 30,000.  One could have a thousand elements.6

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:01:06]7

Q.   [16:01:07] If I were to tell you that according to a video footage of the president8

herself describing the interaction with the Anti-Balaka, that she said - and I'll give the9

Chamber the specific transcript reference in a moment, it's CAR-OTP-2122-9401 at10

page 9402 and it's lines 38 to 42 - that she said, and I'll say it in French: (Interpretation) 11

"He said that the theoretical number, we who have come from the provinces and from12

Bangui are 53,000 men.  What am I going to do with 53,000 men?  We want to be13

billeted, we want to be looked after, we want to be recognised.  And I said, no, the14

CAR hasn't got the means to officially look after the militia.  It's not possible."15

(Speaks English) Does that sound about right to your recollection?16

A.   [16:02:41] Yes, yes.  I said that there were many of them, over 30,000, 17

over 30,000.  There were really a lot of them.18

Q.   [16:02:54] How many ID cards, to your knowledge, did the coordination issue to19

those more than 30,000, maybe even 53,000 Anti-Balaka members?20

A.   [16:03:22] I don't know how many.  The badges were distributed, but I don't21

know how many of them there were.22

Q.   [16:03:34] Do you think it was close to 50,000 badges?  I think, and maybe23

counsel will correct me if I'm wrong, that the --24

A.   (Overlapping speakers) 25
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Q.   No, okay.1

You mentioned that the badges were issued after Mr Ngaïssona's return to Bangui; is2

that right?3

A.   [16:04:27] Yes, that's correct.  It's when he came back to Bangui that the badges4

were made and it was in the course of 2014.5

Q.   [16:04:38] And is it your position that those members of the movement who did6

not have badges were fakes?7

A.   [16:04:59] Yes, they were considered to be fake Anti-Balaka.  Those that we8

found without badges were deemed to be fake Anti-Balaka.  But there were some9

who hadn't received their badges but they were recognised by their leaders.10

Q.   [16:05:22] All right.  So not everyone who didn't have a badge was fake? 11

That's how I understand what you just said; is that right?12

A.   [16:05:39] Yes, that's what I'm saying.  Those who had no badge or didn't yet13

have badge, it was their superior who recognised them and could say who they were14

pending the arrival of their badge.  There were others, according to the codes on the15

badge.  It was possible to identify them and see that they were fake Anti-Balaka and16

we had to get rid of them.17

Q.   [16:06:05] And it's true that some real Anti-Balaka were committing crimes,18

serious crimes to your knowledge; is that right?19

MR KNOOPS:  [16:06:18] Mr President. 20

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:06:20] I agree now.21

MR KNOOPS:  [16:06:21] This is not anymore (Overlapping speakers) 22

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:06:24] If we -- yeah, I agree with you now.  If23

we continue then I think we should continue tomorrow morning at 9.30, if you want24

to continue with that line of questioning.  I think this is really something that has25
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been addressed also during the direct examination, like you would word it, and I -- I1

don't -- I think it's -- it should not be allowed now at this stage.2

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:06:51] I don't recall going into identification cards on direct3

examination.4

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:06:57] Yeah, the objection was to your last5

question and I answered to your last question.  6

Ms Dimitri. 7

MS DIMITRI:  [16:07:04] Mr President, if I may, the identification card and the fake8

Anti-Balaka were in the Prosecution's summary, so it was -- it was anticipated and it9

should and could have been covered (Overlapping speakers) 10

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:07:16] You know, the question what is allowed11

on redirect, there is a lot of discretion, of course, for a Chamber and -- especially on12

the assessment what is a new matter brought up, so it -- the Prosecution chose not to13

make this a focal point, so to speak, and it was brought up then.  So I did not object14

now, but now the last question was clearly, as Mr Knoops correctly pointed out, was15

clearly going beyond that or -- that I would want to hear now.  Because it -- then we16

can indeed, like Mr Knoops said, we can start anew with the question by the witness.17

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:07:58] I accept that.  That's not an issue.  The last issue18

that I wanted to deal with had to do with the witness's evidence concerning money19

that was provided to the ComZones, which was the subject of his transcript and Mr20

Knoops put to him.21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:08:18] Yes, yes, I recall it.22

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:08:19] And I would like to address that, if I may.23

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:08:22] Yeah -- I think -- I think he has answered24

it, but ...25
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MR KNOOPS:  [16:08:25] Mr President, first of all, all these questions, if Prosecution1

now tries to elicit, could have been elicited in examination-in-chief.  That's the2

purpose.  This is amounted to a second chance for the Prosecution.  And to be fair3

to the witness, the Prosecution puts to him a document, while in tab 16 of our Defence4

binder you find the full explanation in the document of the ComZones which were5

transmitted to the government.  So putting just a document to the witness saying,6

well, can you tell us when this was done, this document was already twice displayed7

to the court.  Tab 16 -- 8

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:09:06] I recall it.9

MR KNOOPS:  [16:09:08] -- with the geographical spheres, the ComZones, the10

numbers, everything has been displayed.  Prosecution had this information, could11

have elicited in the examination-in-chief because they were notified by these12

documents.  Already with the previous witness we used this document in our13

Defence binder tab 16.  And with all due respect, the Prosecution now tries to14

remedy, in its so-called re-examination, what it has left out in this examination.15

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:09:40] So this is -- this goes back to this16

document.  We -- now, the question was about the financing of ComZones.17

I think questions in that regard have been put to the witness and he has answered. 18

So what do you want to hear that could provide us with new information? 19

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:10:01] My recollection of the question that was put to the20

witness by Mr Knoops was that in his statement to the Prosecution the witness stated21

that Mr Ngaïssona began to give money to the ComZones after his arrival in January.22

Now, we can have -- we have two options.  One is Mr Knoops can stipulate to the23

fact that that is not what the witness said, or we can put to the question -- put to the24

witness what he said, in fact, and elicit that response.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:10:34] So put to the witness what he said.1

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:10:41] All right.  I'll have to make a reference to the2

transcript, if I can.  And this is at -- 3

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:10:47] Mr Knoops, if now is alleged that there4

was some wrong quotation or not completely, okay, let's hear it then. 5

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:10:56] Yes.  It's tab 44, CAR-OTP-2072-1739.  The first is6

at page ending 1745 at line 177 through 179.7

Q.   [16:11:37] This is what Mr Knoops put to you, effectively.8

"... from January ... you said he gave money regularly to the chiefs of the Anti-Balaka. 9

Is that correct?"  And he says, "Yes, that's correct."10

He's asked at tab 17 -- sorry, page ending 1749, lines 325 through 335.  He's asked11

about a particular individual and about sending money to Boy-Rabe.  At line 334 the12

witness is asked -- the witness says, rather, (Interpretation) "but before, he sent money,13

I said, before, he sent money to people."14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:12:52] What does "before" mean? 15

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:12:54] That's the question.  Thank you, Mr President.16

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:12:58] What does "before" mean when you read17

it here, Mr Witness? 18

THE WITNESS:  [16:13:23](Interpretation) Before -- before 5 December.  (Redacted)19

(Redacted) 20

(Redacted) "Why did Ngaïssona not call up?"  And he quite simply distributed money.  21

And that's why I said before, before he sent money.  But I don't know precisely who22

he sent that money to.23

Q.   [16:14:03] Take a look at lines 339 through 342. 24

MR KNOOPS:  [16:14:08] And also 337, out of fairness to the witness.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:14:14] Okay.  But then really we have to come1

to an end here.  I'll have to say it is -- it is a thin line here, because there is some truth2

in what Ms Dimitri and Ms Knoops are saying that this had -- could have been3

addressed already during direct examination.  It is justified to address it now4

because Mr Knoops brought it up and it was the discussion this morning, yes, but this5

could -- should at some point in time come to an end.  6

And, also, in future -- with future witnesses, it should be thought about if such -- it7

seems to be important for the Prosecution case to know information about financing,8

then this should be really addressed in depth during the direct examination, in9

principle, just for the future.  I allow it, so to speak, to a certain extent here because10

of the specificity that Mr Knoops has brought it up and especially, also, the Presiding11

Judge of this Chamber had some questions in that regard.12

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:15:26] Yes.13

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:15:28] And we know now already what avant14

means, the witness has specified it and the witness has specifically answered what he15

knows about the purpose of these -- this money that has been given.16

MR KNOOPS:  [16:15:46] And, Mr President, if the Prosecution would be -- out of17

fairness have read the full statement, the witness also said at a different location in his18

statement - and that's the reason why we shouldn't go into a discussion in19

re-examination - that it was after the departure of Djotodia that Mr Ngaïssona started20

to give money.  And that's to be found on CAR-OTP-2072-1773 at 1777.21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:16:15] And that's absolutely okay, so that we22

have this also on the record, so --23

MR KNOOPS:  Line 105.24

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:16:21] Yeah.  And for -- for what it's worth, I25
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would -- I'm tempted to say, yeah, everything.  1

So, Mr Vanderpuye, do you have further questions? 2

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:16:30] I have one last question and that relates to where I3

asked the witness just to read.  And that was line 337 through line -- I think I said 342,4

but that's English, so it would be line 340.5

Q.   [16:16:59] Have you had a chance to read that, sir?6

A.   [16:17:13] Yes, I've read it.7

Q.   [16:17:15] Where you say that he sent the money before the events and that's8

why when he arrived he became the coordinator general.  What did you mean by9

that?10

A.   [16:17:57] No, he sent money to his brothers.  That's what I said in the11

document presented on the screen.12

Could you scroll down so I can read what comes next.13

There it is.  I said this is information we're following and he sent money to his14

brothers in Boy-Rabe.  I don't know what the money was for.  Was it because of the15

money that was sent that he was elected general coordinator?  I don't know.  But16

this is information that was going around, but I don't know who he sent the money to17

and on behalf of whom.  I don't know.18

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:18:59] All right.  I'll leave it there.19

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:19:01] Yeah, I think that this is an answer.20

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:19:02] I'll leave it there.21

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:19:06] Okay.  Thank you.22

MR VANDERPUYE:  [16:19:06] That's all I have for him. 23

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:19:07] Okay.  Good.  24

Thank you, Mr Vanderpuye.25
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Mr Witness, I would like to address you on behalf of the Chamber.  You have1

answered the many questions over several days - let me put it this way - willingly2

and patiently and you have taken it upon you to come to this court for quite some3

time to testify and to help this Court to establish the truth.  On behalf of the4

Chamber, I would like to thank you for that.5

THE WITNESS:  [16:20:00](Interpretation) I would also like to thank you very much. 6

I support what it is you're trying to do and I hope that one day this court, through its7

efforts, will be able to lead to a situation where people can learn what has to be8

learned about safety, security, and peace.  That's very important.  And people need9

to be educated about security and safety, and particularly in Africa.  Africans need10

this for the cause of justice.  Africans would be able to learn how to build peace, how11

to invest in security and safety.  And when we talk about security and safety, we're12

not just talking about weapons.  It's education that's very important.  So once again,13

I'd like to thank you very much.  Thank you.14

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [16:21:15] This concludes not only the testimony of15

this witness today, this also concludes the hearing and it's also the last hearing before16

the recess.  We reconvene at some point in time after the recess in August.  17

Thank you to everyone here in the courtroom.  It was a very intense time.  I think18

we can all agree on that.  And it also tends to be specifically intense towards the end19

of such a hearing and such a period, so thank you to everybody, interpreters, Registry. 20

Special thank you, at the moment, I have really to say to court usher and court officer21

who are doing a great job, and to the interpreters.  Have a good day.22

THE COURT USHER:  [16:21:58] All rise.23

(The hearing ends in open session at 4.22 p.m.)24
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