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Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965

International Criminal Court

Trial Chamber V

Situation: Central African Republic II

In the case of The Prosecutor v. Alfred Rombhot Yekatom and Patrice-Edouard
Ngaissona - ICC-01/14-01/18

Presiding Judge Bertram Schmitt, Judge Péter Kovacs and Judge Chang-ho Chung
Trial Hearing - Courtroom 1

Thursday, 2 September 2021

(The hearing starts in open session at 9.31 a.m.)

THE COURT USHER: [9:31:28] All rise.

The International Criminal Court is now in session.

Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:32:04] Good morning, everyone.

Good morning, Mr Witness.

Could the court officer please call the case.

THE COURT OFFICER: [9:32:14] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours.
Situation in the Central African Republic II, in the case of The Prosecutor versus
Alfred Yekatom and Patrice-Edouard Ngaissona, case reference ICC-01/14-01/18.
And for the record, we are in open session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:32:27] Thank you.

I ask for the appearances of the parties.

Ms Struyven, first.

MS STRUYVEN: [9:32:32] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours. For the
Prosecution today we have Manochitra Prathaban, Kweku Vanderpuye and

Mostfa -- Yassin Mostfa. Thank you.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:32:43] Thank you.

Mr Narantsetseg.

MR NARANTSETSEG: [09:32:48] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours. For
the Common Legal Representative of Victims of other crimes, Ms Evelyne Ombeni,
Ms Marie-Edith Douzima, and my name is Orchlon Narantsetseg.

And, your Honour, Ms Marie-Edith Douzima needs to be excused after the first
session because she needs to travel back to her country, so she needs to arrange her
travel. If you kindly allow --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:33:08] Yeah, of course. This is noticed. Thank
you very much.

Mr Suprun.

MR SUPRUN: [9:33:14](Interpretation) Good morning, Mr President, your Honours.
The former child soldiers are represented today by Nadia Galinier, associate legal
officer, and myself, Dmytro Suprun, counsel at the Office of Public Counsel for
Victims.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:33:28] Thank you.

MR HANNIS: [9:33:31] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours, everyone in
and around the courtroom. This morning Mr Yekatom is present and he's
represented today by Gyo Suzuki, Jean-Michel Kola, to my far left,

Yousra Lamgaddam -- Lamgaddam, sorry. And I would let you know that

Ms Dimitri will be here later on this morning.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:33:57] We know that. That's also fine.

MR HANNIS: [09:33:58] Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [09:33:58] Thank you.

And then Mr Knoops for the Defence of Mr Ngaissona.

02.09.2021 Page 2



|CC-01/14-01/18-T-062-Red-ENG CT WT 02-09-2021 3/78 T
Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, |CC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public redacted version of thistranscript isfiled in the case.

Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965
1  MRKNOOPS: [9:34:02] Yes. Good morning, Mr President, your Honours,
2 everyone in the courtroom. Good morning. I'm assisted today by
3 Ms Chiara Giudici on my right, case manager, and in the second row you find our
4 interns Eva Kalb and Mathilde Couloigner. And in the third row Mr Ngaissona.
5 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:34:24] Thank you. And -- and much earlier than
6  expected enters Ms Dimitri, so she's also (Overlapping speakers)
7 MSDIMITRI:  [9:34:34] Good morning, Mr President. My apologies.
8  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:34:42] No, no. It's fine. We did not expect you
9 soearly, so we are pleasantly surprised.
10 So and then we have the counsel for the victim, Mr Wang-You Sando, I think is your
11  name, yeah? Is that correct?
12 MR SANDO: [9:34:47] (Microphone not activated)
13 THE INTERPRETER: [9:34:50] Microphone, please.
14 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:34:53] Could you please turn on the microphone.
15 MRSANDO: [9:34:57] (Interpretation) Jean-Chrysostome. Thank you. I greet the
16  Court. Thank you for giving me the opportunity to assist the witness.
17 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:35:14] Thank you very much. And it's now the
18  turn of the questioning by the Defence. I'm not sure who will start, but I would
19  assume Mr Knoops, yeah? Yeah. And you have the floor.
20  WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965 (On former oath)
21 (The witness speaks Sango)
22 MR KNOOPS: [09:35:52] Good morning, everyone, again.
23 QUESTIONED BY MR KNOOPS:
24 Q. [9:35:52] Good morning, sir. My name is Alexander Knoops. I'm one of the

25 counsel of Mr Patrice Ngaissona and I will ask you some questions today.
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Mr President, I think the first topic we will address this morning might be better to do
it in private session. Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:36:16] I trust your assessment, of course, and we
go to private session.

MR KNOOPS: [9:36:22] I would like to do everything public session, but I know
there will be an objection.

(Private session at 9.36 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [9:36:30] We are in private session, Mr President.

MR KNOOPS: [9:36:35] Thank you.

Q.  [9:36:36] Sir, good morning. I would like to start with a document which was
shown to you yesterday by the office of the Prosecution. It's the page of the
notebook in the Prosecution binder. I'm not sure which tab it is, but it's
CAR-OTP-2033-8065, particularly page 8066.

And Ms Giudici, as always, assists me perfectly. It's tab 1 of the OTP binder.

I ask the court officer to pull up that page.

Sir, you find the fifth sentence from below the word (Redacted)

(Redacted). My question is when you -- what you said

yesterday, wrote this down from (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [9:39:21] Thank you. I want to greet everyone in the courtroom.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:
MR KNOOPS:

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:

(Private Session)

[9:41:39] Yes.

ICC-01/14-01/18

[9:41:34] But, may I shortly, Mr Knoops?

[9:41:41] Mr Witness, we are now on the page that I

think is displayed to you and if you look at it this is not at the bottom of this page.

(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:

MR KNOOPS:

02.09.2021
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(Private Session)

Q. [9:43:46] If it's your evidence today that this qualification of you is not correct as
(Redacted)
(Redacted). You just simply wrote it over.

You didn't say, well, this is not correct.

What is your answer to this?

A.  [9:44:26] I have already answered your question, but I will repeat myself. I
have told you that on the document before you, you can see that I wrote,
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q.  [9:45:27] Is it your evidence that you were (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). Is that your evidence?

A.  [9:46:12] I believe that if you have any questions to put to me, please pay
attention to my answers. (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:46:55] I think we can move on now.
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MR KNOOPS: [9:46:57] Yeah. But, Mr President, the question was simple.
Whether Mr Witness agrees or not agrees that he was, according to this document and
his own evidence, was (Redacted)

(Redacted)
MR KNOOPS: [9:47:25] Yeah, because he just said (Overlapping speakers) he was
(Redacted).

(Overlapping speakers) That was his evidence just a few minutes ago.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:47:34] Mr Witness, the question is simply if you
agree to the proposition by counsel that you have been (Redacted)

(Redacted)
THE WITNESS: [9:48:01](Interpretation) No. Ihave told you that (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Have you understood me now?
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:49:16] This is the question, if we have understood

younow. But, Mr Knoops, please move on to another point.
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MR KNOOPS: [9:49:22] Yeah.

Q. [9:49:26] Is it correct, sir, that the way it's written down here on this page 8066,
that this is literally what you wrote down (Redacted)

Is it your evidence that what we read here on this page 8066 is exactly what you took
(Redacted). Yes or no?

A.  [9:50:17] Let me repeat myself. Well, I can provide you with more information.
You see, when the Anti-Balaka left the provinces to come to Bangui, there were many
elements. (Redacted). Now, when they came to Bangui, they were in various
localities (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:51:22] This has answered it. We move on.

MR KNOOPS: [9:51:26] Yes. Thank you, sir.

Q.  [9:51:29] Is it your evidence, sir, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [9:52:10] I believe that I have come here, and even before I gave a statement I did
not receive any money, nobody proposed anything to me. I was told that I would
testify voluntarily. So I came to testify voluntarily under oath and I am speaking
here on behalf of all Central Africans, so I cannot lie.

You see, there is information about Mr Ngaissona that I am not aware of. That is

why it is not in my statement. So you haven't seen any such thing in my statement.
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So all I have talked about is what I know. Everything in my statement is based on
what I know about Mr Ngaissona. I am not here to invent anything. Isay whatI
know.

You see, it's a little bit like all the documents that are here before me. If I am given a
plain sheet of paper, I might be able to recopy everything that I can see before me.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:53:32] Mr Knoops, I think I have to address the
witness and explain something.

Mr Witness, nobody has, until now, put into doubt that you are willing to tell the
truth and that you are telling the truth and whatsoever, but we are here in a
courtroom and the Defence of Mr Ngaissona and also Mr Yekatom have the right to
question what you have said. This is a -- under rule of law this is perfectly normal,
so it's also perfectly normal that they simply put to you things that you feel
uncomfortable with or you think they doubt what you said. But this is -- let me put
it this way. This is the way it is in a courtroom where you have a back and forth
between two parties, the prosecution and the Defence. So don't feel offended or
whatsoever. Simply answer the questions.

So the question, I think, Mr Knoops, if I have understood you correctly was, you have
said you - and you have said that several times, we don't -- you don't have to repeat
that - (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

THE WITNESS: [9:55:08](Interpretation) I am sorry if I made any statements that
give the impression that I was angry. So I just want to answer the questions. Ihave
repeated my answers and I just want to provide as clear answers as possible.

Now, to your question, when the Anti-Balaka began to organise themselves I was not
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present. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

I am not able to provide an answer to that question.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:56:07] Mr Witness, this is exact -- the way it has to
be done, also by you. You know, questions put to you, answer it. If you know, you
say what you know. If you don't know, you simply say, "I don't know".
Mr Knoops, please continue.

MR KNOOPS:  [9:56:20]
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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1  (Redacted)

2 (Redacted)

3  (Redacted)

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6  (Redacted)

7  (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)
10 Q. [10:01:12] Sir, can you remember that after you gave your statement in July 2016,
11 you had an encounter with the investigators of the Office of the Prosecution one
12 month later? Can you remember that meeting?
13 A. [10:02:03] Yes.
14 Q. [10:02:03] Can you remember that one of the subjects of that meeting was this
15 notebook?
16 A. [10:02:33] They did not dwell on it. They simply asked me to hand over the
17 book which I had been talking about. They wanted to have the book in order to use
18 itasevidence and that is why I handed it over to them.
19 Q. [10:02:57] Can you recall, sir, that you explained to the individuals of the OTP at
20  that time how you retrieved the notebook?
21 A, [10:03:37] I am a human being and I met them in 2016 and I do not remember
22 everything that I told them on that day.
23 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:03:48] Put it to the witness, if necessary.
24 MR KNOOPS: [10:03:51] I ask the Court to look at tab 8 of our Defence binder,

25  which is CAR-OTP-2122-9351, page 9352 at paragraph 7. And this could be shown,
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as far as myself concerns, to the witness.

Q.  [10:04:45] Sir, in this meeting with the investigators of the Office of the
Prosecution on 16 August 2016, that's one month after your official interview, the
interviewers of the OTP wrote down (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:05:53] Ms Struyven, what's the problem with
this question?

MS STRUYVEN: [10:05:58] I think I may be of a little bit of assistance here.
Actually, there was two different events. (Redacted)

(Redacted) (Overlapping speakers)

MR KNOOPS: Mr President, no --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:06:10] No, no, no.

MS STRUYVEN: (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: No, we don't do it this way, Ms Struyven.

Mr Knoops --

MR KNOOPS: [10:06:13] (Overlapping speakers) because you are leading the
witness here.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:06:15] Please, please.

MR KNOOPS: [10:06:15] You're feeding the witness with an answer.

MS STRUYVEN: I'm --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:06:18] First of all, first of all, only one person is
speaking at a time. Otherwise, we have a transcript in the end where nobody
understands what has been said.

Secondly, it is perfectly clear that this is a question that apparently has to be put to the
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witness. The witness might provide information on that, might provide us with an
answer, and then, Ms Struyven, you might, if you want, I would give you, perhaps,
the floor, that you explain something. And then if this leads to other questions, we
will put them again to the witness.

So, Mr Witness, you see this in front of you. There is -- this is not -- are not your
words. This is a compilation of obviously a telephone conversation that you had
with the Prosecutor and they wrote down that (Redacted)

(Redacted) So can you explain that or would

you want to say something to that?

(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
THE WITNESS:

[10:10:02](Interpretation) Well, when we were together and there

was good understanding, yes. But afterwards, there was a misunderstanding and
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1  we went our separate ways (Redacted)
2 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:10:19] So, again, it would be nice if you could
3 answer with yes or no.
4 (Redacted)
5 (Redacted)
6  (Redacted)
7  (Redacted)
8  (Redacted)
9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:11:30] Thank you.
12 So whatever this means. But of course there would be, perhaps, some burden of
13 explanation on the Prosecution why we have this wording here.
14 MR KNOOPS: [10:11:46] Could I first --
15 MSSTRUYVEN: [10:11:48] Exactly.
16 MRKNOOPS: [10:11:50] Could I first ask some questions before the Prosecution
17 gives the explanation?
18  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:11:54] Yes, if they are - let me put it this way - of
19  additional value, if you want to go through it to another angle, yes, but I would allow
20 it yes, before we give the -- (Overlapping speakers)
21  MRKNOOQOPS: [10:12:06] Thank you, Mr President.
22 (Redacted)
23 (Redacted)
24  (Redacted)

25  (Redacted)
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A.  [10:13:02] Well, I'm not going to dwell on this point. Ihave told you that the
same information is what was available at each group. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

so the others would have the same information as I have.

MR KNOOPS: [10:13:33] Mr President, I don't think this leads to (Overlapping
speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:13:37] I also think -- I would really be
interested now how this - especially this document that you put to the witness,
paragraph 7 - how this came about. I really would want to know that.

MR KNOOPS: [10:13:49] Mr President, I understand that the Chamber is interested.
I have some follow-up questions, but I do ask the Court that the witness is not in the
courtroom when the Prosecution gives an explanation because our experience with
previous witnesses, that the answer is then copied by the witness. So if the
Prosecution suggests to have an explanation, which, by the way, is not still given by
the witness, that discussion should be held outside the presence of the witness
because it will certainly lead the witness to a favourable answer for the Prosecution.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:14:37] What do you think, Ms Struyven?

MS STRUYVEN: [10:14:39] Perhaps we can ask the witness to take off his
headphones and have the conversation (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:14:44] I think it would -- I think that's a good
solution.

Mr Witness, would you please be so kind to take off the headphone for a moment?
You know, Mr Knoops, this let him go out and then in again, that causes so much
time.

MR KNOOPS: [10:15:01] Well, we did it also the previous case when these subjects
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with Prosecution/Defence were discussed, that the Trial Chamber in the case I did
before did ask the witness to leave the courtroom.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:15:12] Yeah, but now -- and also, if -- okay.
Like always, assessment of evidence also means that you look at the sequence of
events and the sequence and the development of a testimony.

Actually, this would be something that would always have to be done.

So, Ms Struyven, is there an explanation or not?

MS STRUYVEN: [10:15:36] There may be a partial explanation. And the fact is
that - just in terms of facts - the handbook -- the notebook was handed over physically
on (Redacted) after the witness had indicated that he had the handbook during his
interview. So during his interview he explained that he had a handbook that he
wanted to hand over.

On (Redacted) there was a telephone contact. And as you -- so it was a telephone
contact. It wasn't a meeting, as your Honours have noted yourselves. And as you
can see from CAR-OTP-2130-0235, which is tab 41 of the Defence's documents, that
conversation addressed multiple issues, including the notebook, but was done
through a French Sango translator. That's all we can say about the discrepancy for
your information.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:16:27] So this -- let's say for future cases, be
careful what you put in your notes, I would say.

So I think if we can call an explanation I wouldn't -- I would be not completely sure.
There's not much to ask from the witness, I would say, but I have a question again
with regards to this document, if I may.

Now, he doesn't hear me. Mr Witness?

So, Mr Witness, you understand me without words. Thank you very much.
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Again to this notebook, Mr Witness, coming to that, if we look at this closely, or if you
look at it, please, is the sequence of the pages the sequence of the notebook that you
received and from which you copied? You see, Mr Witness, I mean, is page 1
really -- or was page 1 really page 1 and so on? You see what I mean?

THE WITNESS: [10:18:00](Interpretation) Yes.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:18:03] Because I know -- actually, I note that
from the time sequence page 1 would better fit at the end. Of course, this is only
that -- typically, for intros, you want to bring order in your thoughts and in things,
but furthermore, I noted that the black pen seemed to run out of steam on this page
and then it switched over to a blue pen. But this is perhaps overly detailed, in my
observation.

Mr Knoops, you may continue.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

MR KNOOPS: [10:21:27] Well, to us it's still not clear because in the investigation
report it's clearly twice, not only tab 8, but also tab 41. And these reports were
drafted two different dates, 28 October and 2 November. (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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1  (Redacted)

2 (Redacted)

3  (Redacted)

4 MR KNOOPS: [10:24:00] Sorry.

5  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:24:01] (Overlapping speakers) And it's getting

6  now a little bit confused, I have the impression. Shortly, Ms Struyven. But we

7  don't make a discussion between counsel now. We don't start that. (Overlapping

8  speakers)

9 MSSTRUYVEN: [10:24:14] Sorry. If the judge let's -- allows me to (Overlapping
10 speakers)
11 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:24:20] You have the floor, Ms Struyven.
12 MSSTRUYVEN: [10:24:23] Thank you, Mr President. Now, the only thing I want
13 to say is that there are several references in the witness's statement that you've seen
14  also in the summary that refer to (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16 Idon't have the exact references here, but there is several references in his statement
17  that refer to (Redacted).
18  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:24:47] Yeah, but this -- but this -- Ms Struyven,
19  thisis an explanation. We can read it for ourselves. We have itin front of us. Sol
20  give it another try, if you allow me, Mr Knoops.
21 MR KNOOPS: [10:24:59] And that narrative is different from the question, totally.
22 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:25:02] Mr Knoops.
23 So, Mr Witness, you will see this is also typical. As]Isaid, don't feel in any way
24 unpleasant. This is, I will not say a game, but this is typical in a courtroom that there

25  is back because there is -- there seems to be an issue. You understand that.
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Obviously, you're an intelligent person.

(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:

have another question to this document.

(Private Session)

(Redacted)

ICC-01/14-01/18

[10:27:50] So we have an answer here and then I

Could we please pull up for the witness, from the same document, 8074. It's the last

page, actually.
Do we have it?

Please look at the bottom of the page, Mr Witness.

(Redacted)

02.09.2021
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THE WITNESS: [10:28:39](Interpretation) There is a small mistake. I do not have
the same instruction as you, I mean, in terms of education. That is why I wanted to
write (Redacted) because I don't have the same instruction or level of education as
you.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:29:20] Mr Witness, that is not at all in any way
what I wanted to say and it's not a problem at all. I simply -- you know, when you
look at this and -- I simply didn't understand. (Redacted)

(Redacted). I have understood it this way, actually.

THE WITNESS: [10:29:50](Interpretation) Yes, that is correct.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:29:58] Thank you, Mr Witness.

Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [10:30:11]

Q. [10:30:14] Mr Witness, was there a reason why in July 2016 when you were
interviewed by the Office of the Prosecution you (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). But initially when they called me, they did not ask me to bring along
with me all the documents on the Anti-Balaka. They did not do that on the first
occasion.

Q. [10:31:47] Can you remember that in the month before you were interviewed by
the Office of the Prosecution you had a meeting with them in Bangui?

A.  [10:32:25] Yes, I can reply or respond in the affirmative. The investigator from

the OTP spoke in English and there was a French interpreter and so there were
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problems of misunderstanding, there were some things that could not be completely
understood. Ihad problems speaking French and that is why they reorganised
everything using another team with a Sango interpreter to make things much easier.
Q. [10:33:07] Can you remember whether you mentioned in that meeting with the
Prosecution (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q.  [10:33:53] My question is, sir, did you mention in June -- in the month before
you had your official interview, you mentioned in that meeting in June 2016 in Bangui
(Redacted). Did you tell that to the investigators?

A. [10:34:36] No, no.

Q.  [10:34:42] Why not?

A.  [10:34:48] When someone invites you, you don't know that person or those
persons. They put a first question to you. Would you just go ahead and give them
all the information, tell them everything? No, that's not how it happens.

Q.  [10:35:14] So that was the reason why you didn't say to the investigators of the
Office of the Prosecution that (Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [10:35:55] Yes, I could say that this was the reason. It was our first meeting.
And as far as I am concerned, I needed, first of all, to know what the investigators
were looking for.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [10:37:08] We met in 2016, and at the end of my statement I think I mentioned all
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1  that to them. (Redacted)
2 (Redacted)
3  (Redacted)
4 (Redacted)
5  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:37:40] Mr Knoops -- Mr Knoops, we have that
6 now. Ithink thisis established. You have asked the witness, he has answered, he
7  has said why, whatever we make out of it, but he has answered. You can move on,
8  Ithink.
9 MRKNOOPS: [10:37:56]
10 Q. [10:37:56] Then maybe have a look at tab 7, tab 7. That's CAR-OTP-2031-0182
11  andit's at page 08 -- sorry, 0186 at paragraph 24.
12 In this interview, sir, which, by the way, was conducted live with you - it took 1 hour
13 40 with an interpreter - you did say to the investigators (Redacted)
14  (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16 (Redacted)
17  (Redacted)
18 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:39:54] You know, it's -- Mr Knoops, it's a
19  difference if you have information and provide it orally or if you have documents.
20  So I think -- I think the witness has answered. As I said, however we assess this
21  answer, the witness has answered the question why he did not provide the Office of
22 the Prosecutor on these first encounters with every document he had in his possession.
23 Ithink -- I think this is answered. Please continue.
24 MR KNOOPS: [10:40:21] Yeah, I just want to know, if the Court allows me, if this is

25  acorrect reflection of what you said during that interview.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:40:34] That's fine.

MR KNOOPS: [10:40:36]

Q. [10:40:37] Sir, what you read in paragraph 24, is this a correct reflection of what
you did say in the meeting with the investigators on 15 June 2016?

A. [10:41:13] Well,  am sorry. The document I'm looking at is in English, so I
cannot answer you based on that.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:41:24] So I may read it to you, Mr Witness, and
it will be translated. It says here: (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

So the question was if you provided the Office of the Prosecutor at that time with this
information?

THE WITNESS: [10:42:10](Interpretation) Yes. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). That is the precision I can provide.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:42:45] Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [10:42:46]

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [10:43:18] If memory doesn't fail me, it was in early 2014.

Q. [10:43:31] Is it correct, sir, that you provided that information as you assert to
(Redacted) in 2014?

A. [10:44:07] I'm sorry. Please, could you repeat your question? I did not
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understand it.

Q.  [10:44:15] Is it - is it correct that you provided that information in 2014 to

Mr Ngaissona yourself?

A.  [10:44:41] Yes, of course, because he was the general coordinator. If he issued

instructions, I had to implement them. So it was normal for me to submit (Redacted)
to him and not to anyone else.

Q. [10:45:01] When did you see him in 2014? Which date, which month, to

provide (Redacted).

A. [10:45:33] I'm sorry. Idon't remember the month.

Q. [10:45:36] Was it at the beginning of 2014, the middle of '14?

A. [10:45:50] It was in 2014, during that year.

Q. [10:46:05] And at what location did you meet with Mr Ngaissona to hand over

(Redacted)

A.  [10:46:39] Meetings were held at his home. Coordination meetings were held

at his home in Bafio neighbourhood in Boy-Rabe, to be specific. There were no

meetings anywhere else other than at his home.

Q. [10:47:02] So it's your evidence that his home was in Bafio, Boy-Rabe?

A.  [10:47:27] Yes, that is correct. You see, the question was put to me as to where

Mr Ngaissona lived and what I have told you is what I know.

MR KNOOPS: [10:47:44] Mr President, I'm alerted by my learned colleague indeed

in the -- sometimes the cross-examination we forget that we are still in private session,

while indeed I realise I (Overlapping speakers) --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:48:01] Yeah, but it's -- it has been a long time, I

think, so you think now we can go to open session or what do you think?

MR KNOOPS: [10:48:14] Yeah, at this point we could go back, but I will shortly go
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into, again, a private matter of the witness. But this -- the location of Mr Ngaissona's
house can be dealt with in public session, of course.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:48:29] But he has answered this already.

MR KNOOPS: [10:48:33] Yeah, but I'm not --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:48:37] You're not done with it. Okay. Then
open session.

MR KNOOPS: [10:48:40] Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:49:27] We are so used to private session that it
becomes difficult to go back open session.

THE COURT OFFICER: [10:49:33] No, Mr President. There is a problem with the
connection with the system, so we cannot go back to open session at the moment.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:49:39] So perhaps I would suggest then do we
have the coffee break? Perhaps that would be an idea, then we can fix it in the
meantime. We can allow us -- yeah, but it's of course important, it has to be clear
that we are finishing tomorrow with the witness. Thatis clear. So then we have
now the coffee break until, yeah, let's say half past 11, why not.

THE COURT USHER: [10:50:06] All rise.

(Recess taken in private session at 10.50 a.m.)

(Upon resuming in open session at 11.31 a.m.)

THE COURT USHER: [11:31:25] All rise.

Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:31:52] So it's still of course the turn of

Mr Knoops. You have the floor. And we are in open session as I understand it.
MR KNOOPS: [11:32:01] Okay, yeah, thank you very much.

Q.  [11:32:04] Sir, good morning. Before the break you told the Chamber that there
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were coordination meetings in the house of Mr Ngaissona in Bafio. How many
times you visited his house in 2014?

A.  [11:32:53] I was present at all the meetings.

Q. [11:33:01] Can you tell the Chamber approximately how many meetings were
held each week, each month in his house? What was the pace of those meetings?

A.  [11:33:32] Yesterday I told you that the meetings were held twice a week on a
Tuesday and a Friday.

Q. [11:34:02] Can you recall, sir, that in the interview you gave in June 2016 you
told the investigators that the meetings in the house of Mr Ngaissona took place every
Saturday?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:34:20] Can we have the reference, please. That
would be kind, Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [11:34:25] Tab 7, again the screening note. That is 2031-0182 at page
2031-0186 at paragraph 19, 19, one-nine.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:34:58] And what did he say in his statement
then, in his written statement? Do we have that somewhere so we can compare it?

I don't have it because it's so much here in that case.

MR KNOOPS: [11:35:11] No. The witness refers to his testimony, indeed,
yesterday that he said the meetings were twice a week.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:35:17] But you -- okay.

Obviously, Mr Witness, in the screening notes again there is a different information,
but what is correct, twice a week or once a week on Saturday?

THE WITNESS: [11:35:31](Interpretation) It was two times a week.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:35:40] So we can go to another point.

MR KNOOPS: [11:35:43] Yes.
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Q. [11:35:46] Sir, were you aware that the house of Mr Ngaissona was destroyed in
2013 by the Seleka?

A. [11:36:00] I don't have to be Seleka to know that the house of Ngaissona was
destroyed, I'm sorry.

Q. [11:36:28] So you agree with me that this house was destroyed, yes?

A.  [11:36:40] I've told you I have no answer on this subject because I was not there.
Q. [11:36:53] In your written statement you mention that his house was ransacked,
was pillaged. Can you recall saying this to the investigators?

A. [11:37:20] I spoke of looting of his house, of pillaging. Ididn't speak about his
house being destroyed. He wasn't the only victim. All the persons who were close
to Bozizé were looted. He wasn't the sole victim.

Q. Do you know --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:37:49] Shortly.

Mr Witness, according to your knowledge, these meetings that you mentioned, they
took place in the same house that was pillaged or looted? If you know.

THE WITNESS: [11:38:14](Interpretation) No. The meetings were held in the
house where he was living in Bafio. He built that house for his father and he lived
next to that house. I can't come here and lie to you.

MR KNOOPS: [11:38:39]

Q.  [11:38:40] So, sir, it's your evidence that the father of Mr -- sorry, that the father
of Mr Ngaissona was living in Bafio and that Mr Ngaissona was living in a separate
house beside the house of his father?

A.  [11:39:11] I'm not going to get angry, but I realise that you are asking me the
same question time and time again. Isaid that the house where he lived was the

house that he built for his father and Ngaissona was there. He is not a carpenter. If
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you want me to describe the house, I can do that. Isaw that house with my own
eyes. It wasn't something reported by a third party.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:39:57] Mr Witness, again there is no need to get
angry. You yourself say that. The Defence counsel has a different role here in the
courtroom and he sometimes -- it's perfectly clear that he tries to put to you questions
from different angles. And this is of course something that we would say in the
courtroom is to test what you said, and that's perfectly normal and that's part of his
duties. So don't get angry. Simply take it as the rules of the game, so to speak, if
you allow me to say this this way.

Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS:

Q. [10:40:39] Sir, I --

MS DIMITRI:  [11:40:39] Mr Knoops, sorry.

Mr President, I'm sorry, because there is a mistranslation and it might lead to
cross-purposes. The witness in French -- I don't know in Sango, but in French said
"Mr Ngaissona is here, he can contradict me." But in the English I see it translated as
"Mr Ngaissona was there in the house."

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:40:58] Yes, actually, I heard also he was there.
And of course he would have said he is here, so what we can -- I can assure you that
the Chamber is on the subject and we are -- in the moment we are trying to do
something what goes beyond what has been done -- or I think I should word it better,
what has been attempted to do.

So I think you have to bear with the Chamber today and tomorrow and we will see if
we can solve it afterwards.

But to address that, Mss Dimitri, it's also behind the burden on the Defence and also
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Prosecution, everyone with regard to the transcripts. I can tell you that the Chamber
is fully aware of the problem and also of the workload that this would pose on the
parties if we do not try to fix this perhaps in another way.

So this was very generically worded, but I think you understand at least the direction
of what I'm saying.

Mr Knoops, also your interrogation today is interrupted constantly by a different path,
but this happens of course.

MR KNOOPS: [11:42:21] It's no problem, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:42:23] And Mr Knoops, and also for the others,
you understand that sometimes the Chamber has to explain to a witness what the
purpose of the questioning is so that they do not get angry.

MR KNOOPS: [11:42:33] Of course.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:42:35] Okay. Please.

MR KNOOPS: [11:42:37] I understand the emotions of some witnesses here. Thank
you.

Q.  [11:42:41] Sir, I put to you that the father of Mr Ngaissona at that time didn't live
in Bafio district, but in district some distance away in Ouham 1 nearby a church called
Ngoumboutou. And there will be evidence led by the Defence to this extent.

So I suggest that you never were at a meeting of the coordination in this house you
mentioned. And I give you an opportunity to respond to this.

A.  [11:43:53] It's you who is telling me that Ngaissona didn't live next to or didn't
live in the house which I described, I'm sorry. Ngaissona lived in the Bafio
neighbourhood, and even the church in Ngoumboutou was something he built. If
you say he doesn't live in that area or neighbourhood, I'm sorry.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:44:21] Mr Witness, there is I think also a
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misunderstanding. Counsel put it to you that the father of Mr Ngaissona did not
live in this house. That was at least part of the question. So can you say something
to that effect? Did he live there at the time when you, as you say, went there for
meetings? Do you have a knowledge of that?

THE WITNESS: [11:44:51](Interpretation) I did say that that house was -- that house
was built by Ngaissona for his father and he came to live in that house which he
initially built for his father. Ididn't say that his father lived there.

When I answer your questions, listen to me carefully so that we can move forwards.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:45:30] Mr Knoops, I think you can move to
another point then.

MR KNOOPS: [11:45:37] (Microphone not activated)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:45:38] Microphone, please.

MR KNOOPS:  [11:45:39]

Q.  [11:45:40] Sir, you mentioned before the break that you attended in 2014 in that
house several coordination meetings. Now, without having to go into private
session just for this question, I just ask you were you there at those meetings in the
position, the role you mentioned in private session? So don't mention your role, but
just say yes or no.

Do you understand my question?

A.  [11:46:48] I can give you an example. Isaid that I worked {ICR: (Redacted)}
When he went to these meetings, I accompanied him. Have you seen a leader travel
without his assistant?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:47:06] I suggest that we go to private session,
yeah? If you take this suggestion up, then we go to private session.

(Private session at 11.47 a.m.)
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1 THE COURT OFFICER: [11:47:29] We are in private session, Mr President.

2 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:47:31] Thank you very much. And I think it's

3 clear that this is -- the last answer would have to be redacted.

4 So please continue, Mr Knoops.

5 MRKNOOPS: [11:47:41] Yeah.

6  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:47:43] The answer -- I understood that the

7  answer was simply yes.

8 MRKNOOPS: [11:47:46] Exactly.

9 Q. [11:47:47] Can you confirm, sir, that those coordination meetings were meant to
10 set up the DDR process in 2014?
11 A. [11:48:12] The coordination was put into place, but it wasn't only for the DDR
12 because in 2014 there was no -- the process for setting up the DDR, you still had to
13 find and elect a president before going to the DDR. We -- at that time we could not
14 have meetings for the DDR process which hadn't been started yet.
15 Q. [11:48:47] Would you agree that the lists you mentioned were meant for the
16  DDR process, yes? The lists with names.
17 A.  [11:49:19] Everything is for preparation. You have to think about the list, the
18  list could be used -- if necessary, the list could be used, but it wasn't expected for total
19 victory for having alist. We prepared for after the fight, after the conflict. If you go
20  to a conflict, you prepare yourself for everything that happens. You look for things
21  that will happen before and after.
22 Q. [11:49:56] Sir, can you recall that the invitation or your presence there, as you
23 suggest to the Chamber that you were there, was in relation to the DDR process?
24 That you were there during these coordination meetings, as you say, for the purpose

25 of DDR?

02.09.2021 Page 32



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-062-Red-ENG CT WT 02-09-2021 33/78 T

Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, |CC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public redacted version of thistranscript isfiled in the case.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Private Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965

A. [11:50:34] I was not absent, no.

Q. [11:50:36] In --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:50:39] Mr Knoops.

Mr Witness, the question was not if you were absent. The question was, as you say,
you were there, that this was at least also because of the DDR process, so that you

had - I understand Mr Knoops - (Redacted).

So this would be the question, if you can confirm this or deny this.

THE WITNESS: [11:51:25](Interpretation) Yes.

MR KNOOPS: [11:51:31]

Q. [11:51:33] Thank you. Can you -- can you recall any documents the
coordination distributed in 2014 on behalf of the Anti-Balaka for the purpose of DDR?
A.  [11:52:09] I think that it's after the election of President Touadera that the
process was started. It's only at the time of President Touadera that the DDR process
started.

Q. [11:52:34] Are you aware of any document the coordination issued in 2014 on
the - I use the French word - cantonnement of the Anti-Balaka, which document arose
from any of those meetings you'd mentioned?

A.  [11:53:26] I can say that these were preparatory. There had to be a certain
degree of stability to canton the people for the DDR, for the billeting of the DDR. We
spoke about this, but this was not done because if tangibly it had been done, then
there wouldn't have been a delay. But we prepare things for the future.

Q. [11:54:04] Can you recall a document which the general coordination issued in
2014 whereby a proposal was made to billet the Anti-Balaka?

A.  [11:54:42] These are things which were being prepared, but at that stage it hadn't

yet been initiated. We were planning to do that because the Anti-Balaka didn't yet
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have a president in question. We spoke about billeting, but who would have the
funds for the billeting for the disarmament? So these are the things which we
wanted to do in the future.

Q.  [11:55:12] So my question to you, whether you know any documents from the
general coordination in this regard is answered by you with yes or no? Can you
mention any document, sir, any document issued by the general coordination based
on those meetings?

A.  [11:56:14] As I was saying, these were things that we talked about in the meeting,
but unfortunately, it was never put into practice. If that had been done, we wouldn't
have had this shift, this delay. This is a bit like a promise that never was fulfilled.

Q. [11:56:34] Is there any --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:56:36] Ms Struyven.

MS STRUYVEN: [11:56:39] Excuse me to intervene, Mr President. In French the
witness referred several times to the wording "dérapage", it's the second time already.
In the English it's been translated as a delay, which I think --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:56:57] Yeah.

MS STRUYVEN: [11:56:58] -- is a different meaning.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:57:02] Yeah, okay. It's a little bit like a
repeating issue. I can only refer to what I said earlier. We try -- we really try to fix
that. We do everything that we can do at the moment. Yeah, I cannot -- so,

Mr Knoops, perhaps -- I don't know what your line of questioning now will be, but if
you want, you can show him documents if he has ever seen them, but that's up to you.
You don't want that? Okay, then please continue.

MR KNOOPS: [11:57:38] Mr President, I just have one question -- because the Court

has the documents already on the cantonnement. They are already submitted and I
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1 don't think it's useful to present them to the witness.

2 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:57:50] That's up to you, of course.

3 MRKNOOPS: [11:57:54] Yeah.

4 Q. [11:57:56] Sir, can you mention one document issued by the general

5  coordination based upon a meeting which was -- which was attended by you with

6  (Redacted)

7 (Redacted). Can you mention one document or show us one document where your

8 name is mentioned in this regard?

9 A, [11:58:37] I don't know. When you ask me such a question, I don't know how
10 toanswer. How --in a movement where you work when you work for someone and
11 that person considers you, how can you transpose your name in a report for that
12 organisation?

13 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:59:19] I think he has answered. He has

14 answered that. Ithink you can continue.

15  MRKNOOPS: [11:59:22] For the next topic, sir -- Mr President, I ask the Chamber to
16  go into private session because this might go to the identity of the witness.

17 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:59:39] Okay. But fortunately we

18  are -- fortunately I say because --

19  MRKNOOPS: [11:59:46] We are still.

20  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:59:48] Yeah, yeah.

21 MRKNOOPS: [11:59:49] Of course. Sorry. Yeah, you're right.

22 Q. [11:59:56] Mr Witness, there is a Prosecution witness who gave a statement to
23 the office of the Prosecution where that individual (Redacted)

24  (Redacted).

25  What is your response to that statement of that Prosecution witness?
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And it's for the Chamber, I'm not going to display to the Court -- to the witness. It's
tab 2.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:00:42] Yeah, yeah. Please tell that first.

MR KNOOPS: [12:00:45] It's tab 2, CAR-OTP-2118-4893 at 4907, 4909, lines 485

till 533.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:01:08] So I think to ask the witness what he says
about the statement of a Prosecution witness that he does not have in front of him and
has not heard is not okay, I would not want it this way. But of course the content,
the factual content behind that, that is important.

MR KNOOPS: [12:01:31] Yeah.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:01:32] So you understand what I mean.

MR KNOOPS: [12:01:34] Yeah.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:01:35] So, Mr Witness, as counsel has worded it,
there is a Prosecution witness who says that (Redacted)

(Redacted). Do you have any comment on that?

THE WITNESS: [12:01:58](Interpretation) Well, if this person says that someone else
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

All'T can say is what I know and I cannot testify about what I don't know. Each
witness provides their testimony, it is their point of view, and I cannot testify as to
what any other witness may say.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:02:38] I think that answers the question.

MR KNOOPS: [12:02:41] Yeah.

Q.  [12:02:44] Sir, in this regard, the Defence is in possession of a document on the
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background of (Redacted) and it's an investigative report of the authorities in Central
African Republic. And that's tab 3, CAR-OTP-2032-0179 at 0278, 0279, where the
background of (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) -- and I think, Mr President, for this moment we shouldn't display the
document to the witness yet because we have to -- follow-up questions to him before
we show him the document so --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:04:17] But at some point in time it would, I think,
make sense --

MR KNOOPS:  [12:04:20] Yeah.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:04:22] -- to tell -- to tell also the witness
(Redacted)

MR KNOOPS: [12:04:30] Before we go to this (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:04:33] I agree that you might follow, but in the
end this would have to be done in my opinion, in fairness to the witness.

MR KNOOPS: [12:04:40] Right.

Q.  [12:04:41] So let me first request you, sir, so we observe that (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [12:05:39] First of all, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

THE INTERPRETER: [12:06:18] Correction from the interpreter: (Redacted)
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1  (Redacted)

2 MRKNOOPS: [12:06:30]

3 Q. [12:06:32] Do you have a first name of (Redacted) for us?

4 A, [12:07:01] Well, (Redacted)

5 (Redacted). So which first name are you asking for?

6 Q. [12:07:16] The person of what you suggest (Redacted)

7  (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 Q. [12:08:18] If I put to you, sir, that according to the information from this
12 document of the authorities of the Central African Republic, after (Redacted)
13 (Redacted)
14  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:08:51] We have to show the document to the
15  witness completely now because this is absolutely confusing because he has
16  mentioned the name that is also inside of this document. And simply we show now
17  CAR-OTP-2032-0271 to the witness.
18 Andit'sin French. Ithink, Mr Witness, you can follow that.
19 MSSTRUYVEN: [12:09:19] If I may, your Honours, the witness has referred to
20  "jeune soldat" in French. And as you can see, there's a reference to "jeune FACA" in
21  the document. And he's also mentioned the second name. So I think this is
22 misleading.
23 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:09:35] Yeah. So we have a look now at this.
24 Mr Witness, stay calm and please look carefully at what you see there, (Redacted),

25  and please read that and you can tell us if this accords -- with
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1  regard to the persons that are mentioned, this accords to your memory of who was

2 (Redacted)

3  (Redacted)

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6  (Redacted)

7  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:10:44] Thank you.

8  Ithink, Mr Knoops, also we can move to another point. There is not more in this

9  document, I think, that should be considered.
10 MR KNOOPS: [12:10:54] Right.
11 Q. [12:10:56] Sir, are you familiar with the name (Redacted)
12 A, [12:11:22] You did not pronounce the name properly so I don't think I
13 understood it.
14 Q. [12:11:29] My apologies if I pronounced it not correctly, Witness. (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16 A. [12:12:02] I haven't understood anything. Are you talking about (Redacted)
17  (Redacted)
18 MR KNOOPS: [12:12:16] I'm inclined then, Mr President, to show him the page
19  without of course having to disclose the identity of the Prosecution witness. But
20 maybe we can show --
21 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:12:34] Yeah, I think it's about how the name is
22 pronounced or whatsoever, so I think we would have to solve that.
23 MRKNOOPS: [12:12:49] We could show him a page of tab number 2 of our binder,
24 that's CAR-OTP-2118-4893 at page 4908, lines I think 510 till 522.

25 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:13:42] So does this name, Mr Witness, ring a bell?
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Indeed it's not clear how to pronounce it. I don't want to make an attempt, but you
see it how it is written down here.

THE WITNESS: [12:14:10](Interpretation) I can see (Redacted). This is the first time
I see this name being mentioned (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). In fact, it doesn't ring a bell.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:14:44] And I assume that if you look at the

line 524, there's also mentioned (Redacted), but I assume this is quite often, so this
does not identify a certain person. I would assume this is a prénom that is quite often,
but I don't know, of course.

THE WITNESS: [12:15:19](Interpretation) I already talked to you about (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted). Idon't know if that's the person you are referring to.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:15:40] Mr Witness, that was only an attempt.
It's perfectly clear that the identifying part of the name would be this (Redacted),
whatever this means or whoever this is.

Please, Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [12:15:54]

Q.  [12:15:55] Then, sir, next name, do you know a person with the name
Dieudonne Ndomate, Dieudonne Ndomate?

A. [12:16:32] Ndomate, Ndomate Dieudonne, that is the name, the family name of
that person who was also referred to as Djie, Djie. He is Andjilo's uncle and this is
common knowledge. His family name was Ngaibona. His true family name was
Ngaibona, but he changed it to Ndomate and he was commonly known as Djie.

(Redacted)
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1  (Redacted)
2 (Redacted)
3  (Redacted)
4 (Redacted)
5 (Redacted)
6  (Redacted)
7  (Redacted)
8  (Redacted)
9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 Q. [12:19:12] Have you ever heard of the name of Judicial Orofei, O-R-O-F-E-I?
13 Actually, the first name is Judicael. Isaid Judicial. Judicael Orofei.
14 A, [12:19:51] Yes, I know Orofei.
15 Q. [12:20:09] What was his position?
16 A. [12:20:29] I have no answer for you on that question. Ialso already told you
17  (Redacted)
18 (Redacted)
19 (Redacted)
20  (Redacted)
21 (Redacted)
22 (Redacted)
23 (Redacted)
24  (Redacted)

25 A, [12:21:49] You see, in an office or in a unit, there is usually only one person per

02.09.2021 Page 41



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-062-Red-ENG CT WT 02-09-2021 42/78 T

Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, |CC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public redacted version of thistranscript isfiled in the case.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965

(Private Session)

ICC-01/14-01/18

position, but if that person is not there, who would replace them? You see, next to

you you have colleagues, you have interns, you are not working alone. So people

work in a team, and when one is absent, the other may replace him or her.

So when it comes to these issues, there is always somebody to replace the other.

(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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10
11
12
13 Page Redacted
14
15
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(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [12:28:09] Sir, it is correct that Mr (Redacted) didn't know you before you met
him at (Redacted), correct?

A. [12:28:31] That is true. Inever said that I was one of the members of his village.
I told you that I met him in (Redacted).

Q. [12:28:42] And we'll come back to the circumstances under which you met him,
but for now I ask you kindly to answer the question. Is it correct that the day after
you met him, you became, as you said, (Redacted)?

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [12:30:12] So how much time was there between you met him for the first time
in (Redacted) and (Redacted)?

A.  [12:30:37] After the 5th attack, after the attack of the 5th.

Q.  [12:30:50] And how many days before the attack you spent with him before you
became (Redacted)? How much days were there between your first meeting with
him and (Redacted) after 5 December?

A. [12:31:19] No, I have no specific information as regards that.

Q. [12:31:32] So it's your evidence that on 5 December you were not yet (Redacted);

is that correct? At the time of the attack you were not (Redacted)?
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A.  [12:32:00] Yes.

Q. [12:32:10] (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:32:14] (Overlapping speakers)

I would say microphone, but it's on, obviously, your microphone. Can you repeat
the question, please.

MR KNOOPS:  [12:32:22] Yes.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:32:23] Thank you.

MR KNOOPS:  [12:32:24]

Q.  [12:32:25] What was your role between the first encounter with (Redacted) and
joining his group and becoming (Redacted) after 5 December? What did you do in
his group?

A.  [12:33:03] My role in the group, I joined the group as a soldier. After the attack
of the 5th, (Redacted) initially. Iwas a simple soldier, but I didn't have any
weapons.

Q. [12:33:29] Did you have a rank as a soldier at that time? Did (Redacted) give
you a rank?

A.  [12:33:48] You're speaking of what rank? I told you what my role was in his
surroundings, in his entourage. I didn't participate in operations to have a rank.
MR KNOOPS: [12:34:12] Mr President, we want to show a portion of the statement
of the witness - it's CAR-OTP-2046-0134 at page 0144, lines 351 till 370 - to show the
witness that he became (Redacted), according to his statement, of (Redacted) far
earlier before the attack of 5 December.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:35:03] So exactly -- what shall he read exactly,
which lines? Can you repeat it. 351 until (Overlapping speakers)

MR KNOOPS:  [12:35:12] 370.

02.09.2021 Page 45



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-062-Red-ENG CT WT 02-09-2021 46/78 T

Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, |CC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public redacted version of thistranscript isfiled in the case.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Private Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:35:15] Yeah. Especially at the end of this
portion, if I may underline it.

Did you have the opportunity to read it, Mr Witness?

THE WITNESS: [12:36:18](Interpretation) No, I can't see it on my screen.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:36:24] Then we have to pull it up.

Is it now possible for you to read it?

THE WITNESS: [12:36:38](Interpretation) Yes, now I can see it.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:36:42] Take your time, please. Take your time.
THE WITNESS: [12:37:18](Interpretation) I have finished reading it. You can ask
your question.

MR KNOOPS: [12:37:23]

Q. [12:37:23] So you see, sir, in line 370 that you say that your role (Redacted)
started that very day. Today, under oath, you stated that only after the 5 December
attack you (Redacted), and before, you were a soldier of (Redacted). Can you
explain the Chamber why you changed your statement now?

A.  [12:38:19] I perhaps haven't read that very well. Perhaps I didn't check my
statement. Isaid I was (Redacted) after the 5th. So the meeting was in the morning.
Here when you see the first morning, I see it's not the first morning that I became
(Redacted). How can someone come towards you and at the first occasion you trust
them? No. You have to read the context of the statement. The French is different
from Sango, which is my language. And the person who wrote this document might
have made a mistake. The interpreter might have also made a mistake.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:39:13] What does it mean, Mr Witness,

when -- which day is meant, if you recall it, I know it's a long time ago, when you say

"Et mon (Redacted) a commencé ce jour-1a"?  What does "ce jour" -- what day is it? Isit
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1 5 December 2013, if you recall, or any other date? It's not completely clear, actually,

2 from this portion.

3 A, [12:39:53] I told you that it was after the attack on the 5th. It was after.

4  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:  [12:40:00] Mr Knoops, please.

5  MRKNOOPS: [12:40:03]

6  (Redacted)

7  (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 (Redacted)
13 A. [12:41:23] The question -- what are you referring to in this passage? Because I
14 can't see the question. The question relates to what passage of the statement I have
15 in front of me?
16  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:41:43] (Overlapping speakers) I don't know, it
17  takes quite some time until my voice comes through.
18  Mr Knoops, perhaps you can put the respective portion of the statement which refers
19  to (Redacted) to the witness so he can compare that.
20 MR KNOOPS: [12:41:59] I have then to find it in my notes.
21 Yes, that's CAR-OTP-2046-0055 at page 0064 running to 0065, lines 32 -- 323 till 361,
22 where the Court finds, and the witness, a description of (Redacted)
23 (Redacted)
24  (Redacted)

25 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:43:15] Yes. Exactly that is the part of the
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1 statement.

2 Mr Witness, again, please read it carefully. That is part of your former statement.

3 And then perhaps you understand what the background for the question is.

4  THE WITNESS: [12:43:46](Interpretation) Could you put it on my screen, please.

5 BecauseI can't find the reference (Redacted). Perhaps you have to move the

6 document.

7  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:44:09] (Overlapping speakers)

8  May I direct you to -- but it was 323 where the reference to (Redacted) was.

9 Ithink now you can see it, Mr Witness. It's at the top of the page that is displayed
10 and there is the reference to (Redacted), so you can see it.
11 THE WITNESS: [12:45:18](Interpretation) Yes, I see.
12 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:45:25] (Overlapping speakers)
13 Idon't know. Maybe microphone obviously does not function so -- is it now okay?
14 But what's the issue with the microphone today? Okay.
15 So may I rephrase the question, Mr Witness.
16  You see here 323, reference to (Redacted)
17  (Redacted)
18 (Redacted)
19 (Redacted)
20  (Redacted)
21 Ithink, Mr Knoops, I have done justice to your question.
22 THE WITNESS: [12:46:47](Interpretation) According to the document which I have
23 in front of me, it didn't say that I had discussed anything with him. *You could have
24 asked me the question (Redacted)

25  (Redacted). But the document I have here under line 323 to 324, it doesn't say that it
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was me who was communicating. I think I said yesterday that I didn't say that it
was me who discussed with him on the phone, unless I haven't understood what is
being read, what is in front of me here.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:47:37] (Overlapping speakers) Thank you.
MR KNOOPS: [12:47:38] If we look at the next --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:47:40] And just also for the record, I think it
would be good if the interpreters switch off their microphone. So this seems to be
sometimes the issue why things do not come through when parties and participants
are saying something.

Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [12:48:06] Without going into discussion, Mr President, the next page
of the statement you will find the different narrative of the witness compared to
(Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:48:19] Can we -- can we, please -- | have now
until 340 on my screen. Can we perhaps pull it down a little bit so that we all can
read more.

What are you specifically referring to, Mr Knoops?

MR KNOOPS: [12:48:44] Particularly 355, line 355.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:48:51] Yeah, then thank you very much,

Mr Knoops.

So I direct your attention, Mr Witness, to line 355. This seems to suggest --

MR KNOOPS: [12:49:08] And following.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:49:09] Yeah, I think 35 following -- 359, excuse
me, following.

MR KNOOPS: [12:49:18] Yeah.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:49:20] Please read that, Mr Witness.

So, Mr Witness, this says that you were present - of course you've always said

that - and that, if I understand it correctly, that you functioned (Redacted) in that
moment. So is it correct what is said here in this -- this is your former -- part of your
former statement. Is it correctly said?

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:50:39] Not in a technical -- not in, let's say, a
professional matter, so to speak, but please look at 359, 360 and 361. There it is said
(Interpretation) (Redacted)

(Redacted)

So the question was if this is correct or not.

THE WITNESS: [12:51:24](Interpretation) I had the possibility of reading my
statement and I did raise some inconsistencies, and maybe this is one of the examples.
I never came forward (Redacted)

(Redacted)

So please understand, these are people who wrote my statement, perhaps made a
mistake.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:52:04] But, Mr Witness, I understand what
you're saying, but you see, this is here in the context, please look at 349, (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). So please understand that I'm a human

being and it could be that I made a mistake because you are talking about the subject I
don't really know what to say.

MR SANDO: [12:54:00] (Interpretation) With permission, could I perhaps rephrase
the sentence for him?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:54:05] Why not, since we are going to hear what
you are doing. If you are distorting something, we will intervene. Yes, yes, I allow
you that. Why not.

MR SANDO: [12:54:17] (Interpretation) In the question the judges would like to
know that in your statement you said (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

your statement isn't correct or it wasn't transcribed correctly.

THE WITNESS: [12:55:05](Interpretation) (Redacted)

(Redacted) I'm not sure of

this date which is in the records.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:55:18] Thank you for the help of counsel. That
was -- indeed you broke it down, so to speak, in a way that the witness understood

better.
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1 But then I have one follow-up question. Mr Witness, it's perfectly understandable
2 that after such a long time one would not -- a witness, I think nobody here in the
3 room would recall a concrete date when he or she received a telephone call. But do
4 you have an idea if this telephone call -- because this might not happen too often from
5  aformer ex-president, do you recall if this was before the 5 December attack or
6 afterwards?
7 ~ THE WITNESS: [12:56:11](Interpretation) Let me say that he phoned before the 5th,
8  but he phoned (Redacted) reported to us what was said. That's usually what
9 happened. Inever said that he (Redacted). This is the clarification I
10 wish to add.
11 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:57:02] Thank you.
12 Mr Knoops, are you going to entertain something new now? Otherwise --
13 MRKNOOPS: [12:57:08] It's the same subject on the same -- but I think this will take
14 quite some time.
15 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:57:16] Okay. Then perhaps I suggest we have
16  the lunch break until 2.30. Thank you.
17 THE COURT USHER: [12:57:21] All rise.
18  (Recess taken at 12.57 p.m.)
19  (Upon resuming in private session at 2.31 p.m.)
20 THE COURT USHER: [14:31:54] All rise.
21  Please be seated.
22 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:32:23] Good afternoon, everyone.
23 Good afternoon, Mr Witness.
24 We are in private session and, Mr Knoops, you have the floor.

25 MRKNOOPS: [14:32:35] Thank you.
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Q.  [14:32:37] Good afternoon, sir. Before the break I noticed in the transcript, page
56, line 21, the English transcript, that speaking about (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Now, I would ask you to look at the statement you gave in 2016, that's
CAR-OTP-2046-0055 at page 0070, in particular lines 526 till 540. And sir, could you
read on the screen those lines, please, so starting at 526 till 540.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:34:09] This is the same portion that we had
before the break.

MR KNOOPS: [14:34:19] Yeah, but this relates to another --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:34:22] Okay, good.

MR KNOOPS: [14:34:24] --incident.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:34:26] I see, yeah. My fault. You're right.
MR KNOOPS: [14:34:30] *It's now about (Redacted).

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:34:34] No, no, you're right, simply. Iwas
wrong.

Mr Witness, have you read the portion of your former statement?

THE WITNESS: [14:35:16](Interpretation) Yes, you may put your questions.

MR KNOOPS: [14:35:21]

Q.  [14:35:22] Now, in this statement you gave at that time you see that the
investigators ask you whether your alleged trip to (Redacted) happened

the same evening or night as the call (Redacted) to the phone of

(Redacted). And the second observation is, if you read, sir, line 540, you say that

you went there to (Redacted)

already (Redacted).
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So my question to you is do you agree that you did say on another occasion -- so
before the break we observed already the (Redacted) in another context, but here you
repeat that you were (Redacted) already on (Redacted). So not after the attack of

the 5th.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:37:18] So the question, I think, Mr Witness, is
how do you explain that? How do you explain that here this is now the second
instance where it is referred to (Redacted) and where it appears that you said that you
were already (Redacted). So does this jog your memory? Does this perhaps induce
you to change something to what you said here in the courtroom?

THE WITNESS: [14:38:04](Interpretation) I can't change my answer. I've already
told you that when the Prosecutor's investigators came, one spoke English and one
spoke French and the interview took place in French. And it was later that an
interpreter was brought in to interpret what I said from Sango to French. So if there
are errors, it may be due to the interpretation. And I did wonder whether what

I was being -- said was being correctly transcribed.

Now, if my French was good enough, I would have testified today in French. It's for
that reason that I asked if an interpreter could interpret what I had to say into French.
So as I've said before, if there is confusion, you need to look and see what the cause of
those errors are, what their origin is.

And I have the impression that the lawyer wanted me to be -- that he -- or, rather, that
he is denying (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). Iwould not be in a position to report anything at all to you.
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Everything I said about Bozizé is true. And I'll tell you this, that if there is confusion,
then you need to seek out what the origin of that confusionis. What I am testifying
is correct, but I have the impression that the lawyer is trying to find a place where he
can trap me, and I think that that is -- that's not how it should be.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:40:43] No, you should not -- Mr Witness, you
should not comment on the strategy by counsel. And the problem here, to word it
this way, is simply that we have here for the second instance a part of your alleged
former statement where it says that you already (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). That is what you could read out of this portion and the portion we had
shortly before we went into the break.

So it's simply that you -- because you said you did not become (Redacted)

only until later. So it's simply that we wanted to know and the counsel

wanted to know and the Chamber is also interested how this -- how this really was.
So if you say today how it is recorded here, (Redacted), line 540, (Interpretation)

"I was (Redacted), I was there and could see with my own eyes".

(Speaks English) The question is, is this correct or not? So we can perhaps shorten
this a little bit.

THE WITNESS: [14:42:15](Interpretation) (Redacted)

(Redacted)

Now, I've already said that that may have been -- there may have been a mistake in
the date, there may be some confusion there.

Now, I was being interpreted into French so the interpreter may have been mistaken
too. Now, if I'm aware that an interpreter has made a mistake in his work, I'll correct

straightaway. But today I'm telling you in court that the date is not right. You need
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1 toaccept that. What else can Isay?

2 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:43:05] Mr Witness, simply since we have this

3 discrepancy and of course we have to address it and counsel has to address it. You

4 say what you said today is what is the truth.

5 And, Mr Knoops, I think we continue from there.

6 MRKNOOPS: [14:43:22]

7 Q.  [14:43:23] Sir, can you tell us if (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 A. [14:44:05] (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 (Redacted). I'hope you understand now.
13 (Redacted)
14  (Redacted)
15 A. [14:44:53] I don't recall the date.
16  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:45:09] Mr Witness, this is -- I think this is clear
17 that you won't recall the exact date, but perhaps try to remember if you can give an
18 estimate. You see, was it shortly after, a couple of days, was it weeks after, a month
19 after? You see, something like that. If you recall it.
20 THE WITNESS: [14:45:37](Interpretation) I told you I don't recall the date so I can't
21 just dream up an answer here, I'm afraid.
22 MR KNOOPS: [14:45:50]
23 Q. [14:45:51] What I believe the Presiding Judge asked you was, was it hours, days
24  after the 5th, approximately?

25 A, [14:46:24] I repeat, I've told you that I've forgotten the date, so I can't give you
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an estimation. You know, if I stipulate a date today, you're going to record that,
keep it on file, and I simply cannot provide you with a date that I do not have.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:46:47] No, we -- Mr Witness, we won't do that.
And you're not expected -- and I try the last time now. You're not expected to
provide us with a concrete day, but, you know, you might know if it was only not
before 2014, you see? Or if it was in December 2013. But if you say you can't give
any guess, so to speak, then we accept that also. But this is my try that you perhaps
narrow it a little bit down. You don't have to be exact. Of course not. Itold you
that.

THE WITNESS: [14:47:40](Interpretation) No, I've really understood your question.
I told you (Redacted)

(Redacted). Now you're asking me to estimate, but I can't estimate. It's best that I
just -- that you present my statements to me and if when I see the statements I see that
it is the truth, then I will confirm that. But it falls upon you to refresh my memory
by means of my statement.

Now -- and you have the statement since 2016 and that's some time ago now.

I would -- I've told you it's after the 5th and that's the only information that I recall.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:48:32] I would have said that we have an answer
now, we have tried it several times, that we can move on.

MR KNOOPS: [14:48:38] Yes. Now the witness invites me to refresh his memory.

I ask two other excerpts from the statement to put to him. That's first the statement
CAR-OTP-2046- and that's the 0134, page 0154, line 119 till 121.

Q. [14:49:49] So, Mr Witness, did you read --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:49:52] It's not yet there.

MR KNOOPS: [14:49:54] Sorry.
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WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:49:57] It takes a bit.

THE COURT OFFICER: [14:49:59] If you could repeat the ERN, Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [14:50:03] Yes. 2046- and the page is 0154. Document 0134, 0134,
page 0154, lines 119 till 121.

(Counsel confers)

MR KNOOPS: [14:50:55] I see what you mean, yeah, sorry. The starting page is
0150, sorry. 0150. Apologies. And then go to page 0154 and there you find the
three lines, 119 till 121.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:51:18] A remark by me, that's really a difficult
task for court usher and court officer. Thank you very much for doing this.

Do you have it on the screen now, Mr Witness? I think so, yes?

So please read this portion.

MR KNOOPS: [14:52:20]

Q.  [14:52:20] Sir, you read your statement? Would you agree with me that you at
that time told the investigators that you, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:53:59] But, Mr Witness, then is it correct what
you see here on the screen that (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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(Speaks English) So is this correct what it says here? It also says that "we" did that,
so perhaps with others together this could suggest. But is that correct or is it not
correct?

THE WITNESS: [14:55:06](Interpretation) (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). Do you not understand what I'm saying?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:55:37] No, but it is simply -- it's in the detail, of
course, Mr Witness. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:56:40] Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS:  [14:56:43]

Q.  [14:56:43] Sir, you just testified that you made (Redacted) after you were
(Redacted). And this statement, which was drawn in the

presence of an interpreter, says that before (Redacted), the day after you

arrived at (Redacted), you (Redacted). What is the reason that you changed your
statement?

THE INTERPRETER: [14:57:31] Note from the interpreter: (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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1 THE WITNESS: [14:57:46](Interpretation) I see that I have not changed my version.

2 Iprovided some detail and I think that there has been misunderstanding regarding

3 the detail.

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6  (Redacted)

7  (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 (Redacted)
13 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:59:07] I think we have to leave that now. We
14 have really drawn on this -- drawn on this issue quite some time.
15 And for the record, it was not completely clear. The last ERN is CAR-OTP-2046-0150.
16  You corrected it, but it was a little bit confusion in the transcript. So that we have it
17  correctly, yeah?
18 MR KNOOPS: [14:59:31] Yeah, 0150, line 154 -- 0154.
19  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:59:39] The lines remain unchanged, so to speak.
20 MR KNOOPS: [14:59:43] Yeah.
21 Q. [14:59:44] Sir, when you were (Redacted) after 5 December as (Redacted), what
22 was your position during the attack on 5 December, what was your role within his
23 group?
24 A, [15:00:18] I'm not sure I've understood the question. You want to know what

25  work I was doing before or after 5 December?
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Q.  [15:00:28] During the attack on the 5th, what was your role within the group?
Before you, what you say, became (Redacted). Specifically on 5 December.

A.  [15:01:00] Really, you are putting questions to me about my meetings with
(Redacted), my functions, my role and so on and so forth. I'm sorry, I have very,
very bad memories of that period, but if you want me to provide details, it's going to
lead to other issues.

You see, if you contacted (Redacted) -- or, well, he -- if you were close to (Redacted),
he would not give you a weapon when he did not know you. So when they arrived,
it didn't take several days or weeks before the attack on the 5th.

So, please, if you continue asking me what happened regarding my going to
(Redacted) to meet with (Redacted), that's going to spark a lot of other issues, and I
prefer not to answer that question.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:02:26] Mr Knoops, you allow me of course, I
assume.

Mr Witness, but it's simply, please accept that, that you are not to choose the issues
that are part of your questioning. And there was nothing indecent in the question or
nothing objectable in the question of counsel.

Mr Witness, normally it is difficult to recall events that are years ago, but

5 December 2013 is an outstanding day, so to speak, and the question by counsel was
simply: What did you do on that day?

Mr Knoops, is that correct? Yeah.

What did you do on that day? And if any statement in that regard would
incriminate you, I remind you that you may object to answering it. But if you
answer it, it has to be correct and truthful, you understand?

So the question is simply what did you do on 5 December 2013? And that was the
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day of the attack on Bangui. And as I said, this is an outstanding day, that it might
well be that you recall what you did on that day.

THE WITNESS: [15:03:56](Interpretation) Yes, of course. 5 December, on that date
I was an ordinary element working with (Redacted). I did not have a weapon of war.
I was present, that is true, but I didn't bear any weapon of war.

On the 5th, let me remind you that it was not all the Anti-Balakas who had weapons.
I was just like a civilian.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:04:41] So, Mr Witness, you see, it's not a
problem. If you can answer it, then you do that and you do that calmly, and the less
I think everybody gets excited or especially you get excited or even get into a bad
mood, the quicker we come to an end of this questioning, I think.

Mr Knoops, please continue.

MR KNOOPS:  [15:05:08]

Q.  [15:05:09] Thank you, Mr Witness, for your answer. Do I understand your
answer correctly that you were on 5 December with the elements of (Redacted) but
not being armed?

A.  [15:05:29] Yes, that is correct.

MR KNOOPS: [15:05:39] Maybe we might assist the Chamber and the witness by
looking into the statement of the witness, that's CAR-OTP-2046-0166, and that's the
document number, and then the page number is 0167, lines 32 till 34.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:06:33] That's fine. Look at that 32 until 34. Is
that correct what is recorded there as your statement?

THE WITNESS: [15:07:15](Interpretation) Yes.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:07:22] Short and sharp and clear.

Mr Knoops.
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MR KNOOPS: [15:07:27] Yes.

Q. [15:07:28] Do you agree, Mr Witness, that you did say again there to the
investigators that at that time you (Redacted)?

And maybe the witness can read till --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:07:57] I don't have it here.

MR KNOOPS: [15:08:00] -- line 54.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:08:02] Okay. Actually, I don't see it.

MR KNOOPS: [15:08:04] It's the first sentence of line 32.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:08:15] I don't -- actually, I have problem to see
any reference (Redacted).

MR KNOOPS: [15:08:24] "SG".

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:08:27] Ah, okay, you mean that. Yes, of course.
Yes, Mr Witness, this seems -- this abbreviation (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

THE WITNESS: [15:09:29](Interpretation) Yes.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:09:31] Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [15:09:32]

Q.  [15:09:33] You just said that you were with the elements of (Redacted) during
the attack, but if you read to the next page, 168, from line 37 till 54, you find a
particular location.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:10:21] Again, Mr Witness, is it correct what is
recorded here as your former statement?

THE WITNESS: [15:10:44](Interpretation) I do not see the number here.
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WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0965

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:10:57] So, Mr Knoops, perhaps specifically
again -- we have to direct the witness, specifically which line should he read and
comment upon?
MR KNOOPS: [15:11:06] Line 41.
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [15:11:47] So my question, to you, sir: What made you change your statement
today that you were with the elements of (Redacted) while you didn't say this in 2016?
You were in a house (Redacted).
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:13:46] Please move upon, Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS:  [15:13:50]
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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  (Redacted)
18 MR KNOOPS: [15:17:00] Could we show the witness part of his statement which is
19  CAR-OTP-2046-0166, that's the document number. And go to page 0173, lines 232
20 till 236.
21  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:20] Had you the possibility to read it,
22 Mr Witness?
23 THE WITNESS: [15:18:31](Interpretation) Yes, I have read it.
24  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:33] So do you see that here it is recorded that

25 (Redacted) Is that correct?
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(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:19:53] Mr Knoops, again, we have to take this as
an answer.

MR KNOOPS: [15:19:58] Yes, I agree.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:20:00] And move on to the next point I would
say.

MR KNOOPS: [15:20:03] Yeah. Thank you.

Q.  [15:20:05] Just to finish this topic, sir, I have one question to you to put which is
still for the Defence a question mark.

You did say that the call we discussed during this examination of Mr Bozizé, you
stated it happened on 2 December 2013 in your statement, but you mentioned

2 December 2013 at a specific time. You mentioned 18 hours 35 in the evening.
What made you say this specific time?

A.  [15:21:44] That's a good question. You asked me a short while ago the time at
which (Redacted). Itis as if you want me to provide an absolute exact time as I have
done in relation to this event that you are talking about. That appears to me to be
your goal, what you want to achieve.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:22:31] Mr Witness, no, the -- you yourself
provided this specific time, so it was not counsel that wants to make you agree to a
specific time. And the question is, and the question of counsel was: How did you

come to remember exactly the time of this telephone call? That was the simple
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question. If you know it, it's okay. If not, then perhaps simply tell us "I don't recall
any more why." But, you know, if you look at it, it strikes an observer that you
know and you provide the OTP and the Chamber and the participants with an exact
time for this call.

THE WITNESS: [15:23:55](Interpretation) If you want me to answer that question,
please note that when you put a question to me and I don't have an answer for you,
please do not insist. You have put a question to me about providing a specific time.
Now, a short while ago you asked me to imagine an approximate date in relation to
my appointment and, well, those types of questions, when you put them to me, it is as
if you want me to provide information that I don't have mastery over. That is how I
understand the questions you are putting to me.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:24:54] You understand wrong, but we finish it
now. You understand completely wrong, to put it this way, because it was you, not
Mr Knoops, not the Presiding Judge, who came up with the exact time of this
telephone call. So nobody wants to put something in your mouth that you don't
want to say.

The question is, because you -- Mr Knoops showed you several parts of your former
testimony, former statement, where (Redacted). And the question was if you recall
why you simply were able to provide the Office of the Prosecutor (Redacted).

That was the question. Nobody puts anything in your mouth here. You can say
you don't recall it. That's fine, if you don't recall it.

THE WITNESS: [15:26:16](Interpretation) No, it is not that I do not remember such
and such a thing. You asked me a question (Redacted)

(Redacted)

So you insisted asking me to provide an approximate time.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: (Overlapping speakers) we finish that --

THE WITNESS: [15:26:40] (Interpretation) And that is why -- that is how I --
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: No, I don't listen to that now (Overlapping
speakers)

THE WITNESS: [15:26:43] (Interpretation) That is how I came about to give them
(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:26:50] Okay, good. So we don't continue like
that and I don't entertain a discussion with the witness here.

Mr Knoops, you continue with your questioning and please move to another point.
MR KNOOPS: [15:27:00] Thank you, Mr President. Just for the Chamber's
information, we will not mention this any more in the examination, but we do -- and
we will submit it later, we do refer to tab 8 and tab 20 of our binder where the Court
(Redacted)

(Redacted). Thank you.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q.  [15:28:35] Thank you, sir.

Mr President, we can now move to public session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:28:42] Open session.

(Open session at 3.28 p.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [15:28:56] We are in open session, Mr President.

MR KNOOPS:  [15:29:05]
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Q.  [15:29:06] So in that particular days before the attack on Bangui, you travelled
{ICR: (Redacted)

(Redacted)} Is that a correct summary of your evidence?

A.  [15:30:08] Which page is the counsel examining me from? I can't follow.
Please, I also need to see the text so that I can read it myself.

Q.  [15:30:20] I'm happy to provide the text, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:30:23] But you can simply -- Mr Witness, the
question was clear. So on this -- I think before the attack of -- perhaps you can
reword it -- or, excuse me, repeat it, or if you think it is better, you can also put the
portion to the witness of the former statement if you have it ready. This is perhaps
shorter.

MR KNOOPS: [15:30:48] Let me put it, Mr President, in a more open way.

Q. [15:30:54] In a few days before the attack on Bangui, what did you do when you
were {ICR: (Redacted)} And don't -- we are in open session. Don't mention the
name of the particular group.

A.  [15:31:25] Yes. All the questions you are putting to me, if they refer to my
statement, I would ask you to display them on the screen so that I can see them and
refresh my memory.

I'm a human being. These events took place a long time ago. I may well have
forgotten. If you display the document on the screen, that might refresh my memory
and allow me to answer you correctly.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:32:00] But, first of all, your answer is you don't
recall at the moment? You know, this is the precondition to refresh your memory if
you don't memorise. So you don't recall it at the moment what you did. So then

we can put the statement to you. These are the rules here in this court.
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MR KNOOPS: [15:32:23] The statement on this point relates to document
2046-0055 -- sorry, 2046-0134 at page 0144, lines 351 till 370.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:33:43] So does this jog your memory? Is this
correct, 351 to 355, what is recorded here?

THE WITNESS: [15:34:04](Interpretation) Yes, it's true.

MR KNOOPS: [15:34:15]

Q. [15:34:16] Is it correct, sir, that the district where {ICR: (Redacted)

(Redacted)}

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:34:35] Ms Struyven.

MS STRUYVEN: [15:34:37] Excuse me, Mr President, but this is the {ICR: (Redacted)}
that is being mentioned in public session. So I think either we have to refrain from
mentioning {ICR: (Redacted)} or we have to go back to closed session -- or private
session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:34:53] I agree.

MR KNOOPS: [15:34:54] It's just this one question, by the way. And I don't think
that {PFR: (Redacted)}. But anyway (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:35:01] Okay, but (Overlapping speakers)

MS STRUYVEN: [15:35:01] (Overlapping speakers) it's a question of additional
information and one adds to the other and together people can identify the witness, as
I have mentioned before.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:35:09] Okay. You can make a request in that
regard.

So I think we can answer that now in open session, or what do you think? Better
not.

Then we go to private session, perhaps.
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(Private session at 3.35 p.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [15:35:36] We are back in private session, Mr President.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:35:45] Do you recall the question, Mr Witness?
Sometimes with this back and forth it can happen that one simply forgets. If you
recall it, then you can answer it. Otherwise I would ask counsel to repeat the
question.

THE WITNESS: [15:36:09](Interpretation) Please repeat the question. When there
are exchanges of these type, that can be distracting and I lose the thread of my
thoughts, so I would prefer that you repeat the question.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:36:27] Understandable, Mr Witness.

Mr Knoops, please repeat.

MR KNOOPS: [15:36:31]

Q. [15:36:32] Is it correct that your wife you visited at that time in that particular
week where you say you were (Redacted) in Bangui?

A. [15:37:00] My wife is indeed alive.

Q. [15:37:09] I'm very happy to hear this, but my question, sir, is at that time you
speak about the few days before the attack on Bangui, you say you were (Redacted).
At what location was she at that time in Bangui?

A.  [15:37:50] You want to know exactly where my wife was? No, I'm afraid I'm
not willing to answer that kind of question. You see, if I refuse to answer that type
of question, please don't take it badly. My wife is not involved in these matters at all.
I live in Central African Republic and you want me to expose my family to the risk,
the risk that I have taken, the risk that I have taken in coming here and you want me
to place my family at risk. Idon't want to tell you where my wife lives or where she

lived. Solcan't answer the question.
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Q. [15:39:01] Sir, I understand your worry, concern. Idon't ask you for the
address or the exact location. Simply because you mentioned that district already in
your statement, I ask you whether the district you mentioned in your statement,
(Redacted), is the correct one or it's not the correct one.

And that's for the Chamber, the CAR number 2046 document number 0108 at 0120,
line 417 to 41 -- 423, sorry, 417 till 423.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:40:19] Mr Witness, this is part of your statement,
and it's not an address or something like that. So you could simply confirm it's
correct what is recorded here and then we move on. And it was eight years ago, by
the way.

THE WITNESS: [15:40:50](Interpretation) Yes, that is where I lived and that's where
I lived with my wife.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: (Overlapping speakers) move on, Mr Knoops.

THE WITNESS: [15:41:05] (Interpretation) The lawyer is exposing me by stating
publicly the district and the district where my wife lives.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:41:17] No, we are in private session, Mr Witness.
We are not in open session.

MR KNOOPS: [15:41:31]

Q. [15:41:31] So how did you go there? By car, by bicycle?

A. [15:41:59] I walked there.

Q. [15:42:07] Would you agree, sir, that the approximate distance between
(Redacted)

(Redacted)? Would you agree with this calculation?

A.  [15:42:48] Well, that's your estimation. Ihave no estimate. Personally I can

cover 50 kilometres in a day. A distance of (Redacted) kilometres is not a long one
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for me, nor for other Africans. To go from Bouca to Bangui, how many kilometres
were covered by the Anti-Balaka? Well, from (Redacted)

kilometres and that's nothing for an African.

Q. [15:43:42] And I understand from your evidence that you were in the days
before the attack on Bangui, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [15:44:08] Yes, that is true.

Q.  [15:44:15] So your evidence is that you, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:46:13] Mr Knoops, he has answered that.
Please move to another point.

MR KNOOPS: [15:46:17]

Q. [15:46:17] How much time did you stay at your home before you went back to
(Redacted)

A.  [15:46:39] It wasn't long.

Q. [15:46:51] You stayed there for the night or just a few hours? Do you have any
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recollection?

A.  [15:47:05] No, I didn't spend the night.

Q. [15:47:13] Sir, can you confirm the phone number you had at that time which
you used. So the time you, what you say, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [15:47:56] I've lost that telephone number. Ilost it a long time ago, very long
ago. Since 2014, a lot of time has passed. Ino longer use that telephone so I don't
know the number.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:48:22] Do you have a number to put to him that
he perhaps recognises it?

MR KNOOPS: [15:48:26] Yes.

Q. [15:48:27] May I refresh your memory, sir, whether your number at that time
was (Redacted)

And it's also, by the way, in the statement of the witness so we might put that
statement to him, if necessary.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:49:08] If you hear these numbers as your -- does
that make you recall if it was your telephone number at the time?

THE WITNESS: [15:49:34](Interpretation) If the number begins with (Redacted),
then it's definitely my number, but if -- but it's not necessarily my number. I'm
telling you this goes back some time.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:49:54] Mr Knoops, have I understood you
correctly, has he stated in his statement that's his telephone number?

MR KNOOPS: [15:50:02] My suggestion is that --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:50:04] No, no, but this is Rule 68(3). You don't

have to put this then to the witness.
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MR KNOOPS: [15:50:10] Well, we have just noticed that sometimes it might be
helpful to put the statement to witness.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:50:17] Yes, but you would -- I think you will
agree with me in hindsight when we have a completely correct transcript, that these
are different issues that you addressed earlier and this one.

MR KNOOPS: [15:50:29] Yeah.

Q. [15:50:30] Maybe we can ask the witness if the number you gave to the
investigators in 2016, was that at that time a correct number? You didn't give for
some reason a false number to the investigators? The number you gave to them in
your interview, was that at that time the correct number?

A.  [15:50:57] I said that it was my telephone number.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:51:04] Mr Knoops, please move on, very simply.
We don't have any reason to believe that -- as I said, and I repeat it, Rule 68(3) means
that the witness has said this was his telephone number. We don't have any reason
to believe that it's a wrong number at this moment in time.

MR KNOOPS: [15:51:22] Right, right.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:51:24] Perhaps if Ms Struyven jumps up and
says we are completely wrong, then we would have to discuss it again, but I put it
here into the room, so to speak, I throw it into the room that we simply can take it.
MR KNOOPS: [15:51:39] This is of course the reason for us why it's important to
have this number confirmed to the Court, you might imagine. But anyway, I'll
accept that there's no objection from the Prosecution that the number I read out was
the number at that time of Mr Witness.

And my last question before the break -- because, Mr President, I'm going to delve

into a topic which takes quite some time, it's a lot of CDR information, so I ask the
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1 Court, because it would interrupt this whole topic, if after this last question we could
2 adjourn for tomorrow?
3 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:52:19] Of course, but you know always, you
4  can--
5 MRKNOOPS: [15:52:22] If possible.
6  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:52:23] No, no, it is possible, of course. Under
7  one condition --
8 MR KNOOPS: [15:52:28] We finish tomorrow.
9  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:52:30] Yes, exactly.
10 MR KNOOPS: [15:52:32] Of course. You have a guarantee.
11 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:52:35] Under this condition (Overlapping
12 speakers)
13 MRKNOOPS: No, no. You have a guarantee. We finish tomorrow (Overlapping
14 speakers)
15 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yeah, yeah, but perhaps the Prosecution will have
16  some additional questions so we have to have a buffer a little bit, a little bit of a buffer.
17 But I understand that Ms Dimitri does not have too much to question.
18  MSDIMITRI: [15:52:50] It's Mr Suzuki, Mr President.
19  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Suzuki.
20 MSDIMITRI: Butindeed less than a session, I believe.
21 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:52:57] Less than a session.
22 How does that sound, Mr Knoops?
23 MRKNOQOPS: [15:53:01] I think we need one session and a half. But I will try to
24 squeezeitin.

25  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:53:07] I think you manage in one session. I'm
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optimistic.

But put for today your last question, please.

MR KNOOPS: [15:53:15] Okay.

Q.  [15:53:16] Sir, the number we just read out, your phone number at that time, did
you have that number with you when you, what you say, (Redacted)

Was this phone with you all the time (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:54:13] Mr Witness, the question, the question
was do you recall if you had this telephone with this number with you (Redacted)
Do you recall that?

It's difficult after eight years, but do you recall it?

THE WITNESS: [15:54:41](Interpretation) I've repeated several times that that is the
number that I was using even before the Anti-Balaka arrived.

MR KNOOPS: [15:54:54] Mr President, maybe I'll ask the question differently.

Q.  [15:54:57] Sir, did you use, did you make calls when you were at -- when you
were (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [15:55:32] I used that number to make calls. I told you it was my number.
That means I used it to make calls. What details do you need?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:55:50] I think we stop it here.

I think we conclude now the hearing for today.

Mr Witness, this was a tough day for you, but also for others here in the courtroom.
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I think we all need some rest, you especially need some rest. And please remind
when we meet tomorrow what I told you, this is what -- it depends on the different
roles that the parties have in these proceedings that there are counsel, Defence
counsel, that tries to put into doubt something what you said. They have simply to
verify if everything what you said holds true. Some things might be that you do not
remember correctly. You see, this is their task that they have to do and please accept
that. And we all I think can meet together at 9.30 tomorrow perhaps in a little bit
more spirited way.

So we reconvene 9.30 tomorrow.

THE COURT USHER: [15:57:06] All rise.

(The hearing ends in private session at 3.57 p.m.)
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