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Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0954

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

Wednesday, 26 October 2022

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

THE COURT USHER: [9:31:58] All rise.

The International Criminal Court is now in session.

Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:32:13] Good morning, everyone.

Court officer, please call the case.

THE COURT OFFICER: [9:32:18] 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: [9:32:33] I ask for the appearances of the parties.
Mr Vanderpuye, you can sit down because you are unchanged, your team.

MR VANDERPUYE: [9:32:39] Indeed. Good morning.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:32:41] Good morning.

But with the representatives of the victims you have an additional member,

Ms Rabesandratana, please.

MS RABESANDRATANA: [9:32:49](Interpretation) Yes, thank you, indeed. Our
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1 team is made up of Mr Carnero Rojo and Evelyne Ombeni and myself.
2 MSLAU: [9:33:07] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours. Good morning,
3 everyone in the courtroom. Today the former child soldiers are represented by
4  myself, Fiona Lau, associate legal officer, Office of Public Counsel for Victims.
5 Thank you.
6  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:33:15] Thank you very much.
7  Iturn to the Defence.
8  MSDIMITRI: [9:33:20] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours. Good morning,
9 everyone. Mr Yekatom is in the courtroom and I asked, because I don't have the
10 power to issue orders, unlike you, I asked Ms Laurence Hortas-Laberge to rest for the
11 first two sessions, she'll join us during to the third session. So today we have
12 Mr Victor-Louis Lapointe Saint-Pierre, Ms Léa Marie Gagnon and Ms Anta Guissé,
13 and myself.
14 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:33:49] Well, in principle, I also prefer to ask
15  people.
16  Mr Knoops.
17 And not to order.
18  MRKNOOPS: [9:33:54] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours. Good
19 morning, everyone in the courtroom. We are in the same composition as yesterday,
20  Mr President. Thank you.
21  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:34:01] Thank you very much.
22 And good morning, Mr Witness, again. Ihope again you had a nice rest and you are
23 feeling well today.
24 WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0954 (On former oath)

25 (The witness speaks French)
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(The witness gives evidence via video link)

THE WITNESS: [9:34:14](Interpretation) Good morning, your Honour. Iam still
ready and willing to continue with testifying today.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:34:20] Before we start, Mr Knoops, shortly the
issue that Mr Omissé obviously was yesterday for a certain time in the same room
with the witness. This was changed relatively quickly, so the Chamber does not see
an issue here, actually. And of course it's not the fault of Mr Omissé. And nothing
has come to our attention that there was any influencing and we don't see any issue
here, so to make it clear, so we don't have to, I think, to entertain this further at this
point in time.

And, Mr Vanderpuye, my team, and also I, would appreciate it if filings would
perhaps be filed during normal working hours, if possible. Unless, of course the
house is burning. Yeah. But that does obviously not happen too often, fortunately.
So, Mr Knoops, please.

MR KNOOPS:  [9:35:25] Thank you very much, Mr President.

QUESTIONED BY MR KNOOPS:

Q.  [9:35:30] Good morning, sir. Good morning, Mr Witness. My name is
Alexander Knoops. I'm an attorney of law in Amsterdam, the Netherlands. I'm one
of the counsel of Mr Patrice Ngaissona. My apologies that I couldn't be there at the
familiarisation due to my university commitments. It's a pleasure to see you today,
and I have first some questions in private session about your background and related
questions.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:36:05] We go to private session. And of course
you may remain seated, if you want. So if you prefer that. If you want to stand, it's

of course your choice.
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(Private Session)

MR KNOOPS: [9:36:13] Thank you, Mr President. I try to combine some exercise
today with sitting. So I combine it today if the Chamber allows.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT:

[9:36:27] Okay. Well, that's up to you.

MR KNOOPS: [9:36:28] Thank you.
(Private session at 9.36 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [9:36:34] We are in private session, Mr President.
MR KNOOPS: [9:36:46]

Q. [9:36:47] Mr Witness, my first set of questions relate to (Redacted) and
also questions about the role of the FACA during the conflict.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [9:38:51] Please repeat the question.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:38:56] Mr Witness, simply in -- as Mr Knoops has
already said (Redacted)

(Redacted)
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(Redacted)

(Redacted)

THE WITNESS: [9:39:31](Interpretation) That is correct, your Honour.

MR KNOOPS: [9:39:33]

Q.  [9:39:34] Thank you, Mr Witness.

Now, based on your experience, and that's why I asked about your background,
could you say, Mr Witness, that the FACA or the defence and security forces of the
Central African Republic in 2013 were well prepared for an attack such as happened
in 2013 by the mercenaries of the Seleka?

A.  [9:40:29] This answer -- no, this question responds to -- well, really this question
is for the previous president whom the Seleka drove out. He is the one who should
be answering that question.

Q.  [9:40:55] Would you agree with me, Mr Witness, that the forces of the Seleka, the
mercenaries of the Seleka had a military superiority at that time in 2013 above the
forces of FACA, in terms of weaponry, numbers of forces, other equipment, based on
your experience as a career soldier? I am not asking about a political statement but
about your own experience.

A.  [9:41:56] Thank you very much, sir.

Going by my own experience, what I've understood, a soldier who is well trained,
that's one thing, but the weapons that he has, that does not respond -- that doesn't
necessarily equate the strike power of the Seleka. So the FACA abandoned terrain
and went back to Bangui, and the Seleka took control of the country.

Q.  [9:42:54] So you would agree with me that the forces of the Seleka in terms of
armament were superior to FACA at that time?

A. [9:43:15] That is correct.
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Q.  [9:43:17] Would you also agree with me that the number of the forces of Seleka
outnumbered the elements of FACA, the ranks of the FACA in 2013 when the
mercenaries entered the territory of Central African Republic?

A. [9:43:46] That is correct.

Q.  [9:43:50] And now the relevance of my previous questions to you, sir, was this
perhaps (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) Was this the reason why FACA sort of integrated with

civilians?

A.  [9:44:40] There's a paper as well that says that if the country is invaded by
mercenaries and soldiers cannot defend the country, others have to assist the serving
soldiers. And if things do not go well, the population has to take that -- control of that
destiny -- its destiny. *So the FACA were scattered in the forest and we were looking
for places where we could be protected and the civilians as well, the civilians --

THE INTERPRETER: [9:45:39] Inaudible.

THE WITNESS: [9:45:42](Interpretation) As for the Seleka, they also joined the fight.
And since they joined from various areas, they joined the soldiers where they were,
because they were professionals, and with them they fought to liberate the country
That is what happened in various locations, counsel.

MR KNOOPS:  [9:46:03]

Q. [9:46:03] Well, I give you an example, sir. In my situation, I'm myself a reserve
lieutenant colonel in the Royal Marines of the Netherlands currently. If I get a call
today from my government or from my minister of defence to go to the Ukraine to
fight, I have an obligation to go there and leave the Court without me here. My

question to you is, sir, at the time of the invasion of Seleka, was there a similar
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1 obligation on part of the civilians to serve in a type of a reserve military force? Can
2 you, based on your experience, tell the Court whether there was some system in place
3 whereby the country had to be mobilised in such an invasion?
4 A. [9:47:17] Thank you, counsel. At the time when the Seleka were threatening,
5  former soldiers returned to service, but they were not given weapons, and so
6 everything was vandalised. Ijust told you that there is a piece of paper that says this.
7 If the country comes under attack and serving soldiers are not able to withstand the
8 attack, the retired soldiers have to return to service. That didn't hold up. And if
9  that does not hold up, the civilians have to take control of their destiny and assist
10 with the struggle. That paper -- that piece of paper still exists. There was no order
11 abolishing that particular piece of paper.
12 Q. [9:48:29] Mr Witness, can you -- you have a copy of that paper for us? You
13 know where to find this paper? Is it a governmental decision? Is it a decision by
14 the ministry of defence? Can you tell us more about this paper?
15 A, [9:48:59] This was a governmental decision when the Central African Republic
16  was established. Ibelieve thatI could find the document and provide it to you.
17 Q. [9:49:12] Are you willing to provide it to me, the documents, to the Court?
18 A.  [9:49:23] Not today.
19  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:49:26] May I say so? Since we are assuming that
20  itis a document -- governmental document, it can be provided on evidence at any
21  time, in my opinion. So no problem. But since it seems to be an official document,
22 it could be obtained also, I think, via other means than the witness. But nevertheless,
23 if the witness has it and knows how to provide it, we don't have a problem with that
24 as a Chamber.

25 MR KNOOPS: [9:49:53] Thank you, Mr President.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:49:55] Please continue.

MR KNOOPS:  [9:49:56]

Q.  [9:49:57] Mr Witness, in your statement in paragraph 17 and 18 you alluded to
the situation that when the invasion happened by the mercenaries, the chief of staff of
the FACA or the minister of defence did call upon former FACA soldiers to return
into the ranks to defend the country.

Now, in your statement you say that these FACAs could not provide reinforcements
because they were killed. Was this the problem you just mentioned, that any
so-called reserve forces within the FACA were of no avail and therefore civilians had
tostepin? Was that the situation at that time, sir?

A.  [9:51:18] I think that I've explained to you what the situation was at the time.
There were the FACA, the former soldiers rejoined, I didn't say that word now. 1
said that the strike power of the Seleka was more than that of the FACA and they
couldn't, until the Seleka -- the FACA were scattered, each person took shelter where
he could, and et cetera. There were teams with civilians who had farms and they too
joined up to defend their country. That's what happened. Everyone knows that. I
don't need to explain that, counsel.

Q.  [9:52:29] Thank you, sir. It's always good to have an explanation (Redacted)
(Redacted)

Now, back to the question I initially asked you. The paper you just referred to
whereby, apparently, there was an obligation of the civilian population to step in
when the country was attacked and FACA was not able itself to resist, was this
underlying document or the rationale behind it, was this for you (Redacted)
(Redacted) Which you mentioned in

your paragraph 26 of your statement.
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1 A. [9:53:41] Thank you, counsel. (Redacted)

2 (Redacted)

3 (Redacted)

4  (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6 (Redacted)

7  (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 THE INTERPRETER: [9:55:12] Inaudible.
12 THE WITNESS: [9:55:15](Interpretation) -- (Redacted)
13 (Redacted)
14  (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16 (Redacted)
17 MR KNOOPS: [9:55:57]
18 Q. [9:55:58] Thank you, sir.
19 Just to finish this topic, sir, the paper you just referred to about the mobilisation of
20  civilian population in terms of war, can you recall whether this is also part of the
21  constitution of the Central African Republic? Is there such an obligation enshrined,
22 asfar as you know, you're not a lawyer, but you are military trained and mostly likely
23 also in the provisions of the constitution in relation to the army, can you recall that
24 such an obligation is part of the constitution?

25 A.[9:57:00] The constitution changes from time to time, but I mentioned a piece of
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1 paper, a supporting document, and it is a government decision. I didn't say the constitution.
2 The constitution does change from time to time. So to reassure you, let me tell you this: It's
3 notactually in the constitution of the CAR, but there is a document and there was no other
4 decision striking down that document or its provisions.
5 Q. [9:57:38] Thank you, Mr Witness.
6  Ithink the next topic we could deal with in open session, Mr President.
7  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:57:45] Open session.
8 MRKNOOPS: [9:57:49] I'll remain vigilant but --
9  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:57:52] And you remain standing, obviously.
10 MRKNOOPS: [9:57:55] And standing as far as it goes, Mr President.
11 (Open session at 9.58 a.m.)
12 THE COURT OFFICER: [9:58:04] We are in open session, Mr President.
13 MRKNOOPS: [9:58:11]
14 Q. [9:58:12] Sir, in your -- in your statement in paragraph 16, you alluded to raising
15  awareness for the dangers which occurred at that time.
16  Now, it's my understanding that you last Friday handed over to the authorities of the
17 International Criminal Court a document, amongst other documents, which was
18 disclosed to us and this is a letter.
19 And I ask the court officer to be so kind to --
20  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:59:07] Which tab is it?
21 MR KNOOPS: [9:59:09] It's tab 56 and 57 --
22 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:59:13] Thank you.
23 MR KNOOPS: [9:59:14] -- under the new system. It's a letter the witness gave to the
24 authorities here, a letter of 17 April 2012 signed by Michel Djotodia. *A confidential

25 letter to the union of democratic forces of the CAR rally Union des Forces Démocratiques
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pour le Rassemblement de la République Centrafricaine. And apparently the letter is issued on
behalf of the organization, the Islamic Conference, Organisation de la Conférence Islamique.

Q.  [10:00:01] And, Mr Witness, I ask you to look at the letter first. I'm not sure
whether it's there already.

A. [10:00:16] Yes, it's on my screen.

Q.  [10:00:21] My first question to you is why did you provide this letter Friday to
the court officials? What was the reason why you handed over this letter?

A. [10:00:43] I provided this letter because the name of Mr Kokaté figures in it.
And Mr Kokaté's name appears on the list. And that is why I provided the letter.
Because Kokaté, well, you will find him amongst the Anti-Balaka and also among the
Seleka. And thatis why I provided this letter to the Prosecutor so that it could be
studied. That was the reason.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:01:29] Actually, it is not only for this reason --
MR KNOOPS: [10:01:33] No, no, I have another reason.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:01:33] -- of interest. But I think you have some
reasons that you will address.

MR KNOOPS: [10:01:39] Yes, thank you, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:01:41] Yes.

MR KNOOPS: [10:01:42]

Q. [10:01:43] My second question, Mr Witness, how came you in possession of this
letter? Because apparently it says it's a confidential letter signed by Mr Djotodia.

So how were you able to retrieve it?

A.  [10:02:06] Thank you, counsel.

Well, when the Seleka left and that there was this man who was with the Seleka, he

provided this document to me. I'm having difficulty recalling his name, but if I
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remember it later, I'll give you his name. But he's the one who gave me this
document. And I recognised that it was important to keep this document and that's
why I kept it and that's why I provided it to the Prosecutor in connection with his
inquiries into the relevant people.

Q.  [10:03:00] Can you recall when you provided this letter to the Prosecution?

A. [10:03:14] I provided this letter I believe on Thursday, Thursday before we went
to court.

Q. [10:03:28] Right. Now, I ask you, Mr Witness, to look at tab 57, that is actually
the second page, that's CAR-OTP-00000406-000001. And in specific the third
paragraph starting with "Aujourd hui".

So in this letter Mr Djotodia writes: (Interpretation)

"Today we have 2,500 Kalashnikovs with a lot of ammunition, 124 RP]7 launchers,
three DCA and 17 ground-to-ground missiles. We are ready to begin our operations
in order to take Bangui. God willing, if we arrive at Bangui, we will instore an
Islamic regime in order to apply sharia. Even if we do not succeed in ousting Bozizé,
we will transform part of the Central African Republic, Chad and Darfur into a new
Islamic republic. Our brothers in Darfur are in agreement with us. Even our
Chadian brother, who are fighting to oust Deby, support us. After our victory, we
will help them in turn to take power in Chad.

Brothers, we need your support. We need materiel assistance, financial assistance
and men. We are in agreement that your elements come and fight at our side."
(Speaks English) End of quotation.

Mr Witness, this letter of Mr Djotodia on behalf of the Organisation de la Conférence
Islamique was issued on 7 April 2012, a few months before the invasion. And my

question to you is today, does the paragraph I read out from this letter reflect your
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own experience at that time? Does it comport with other information you had at
that time, that this paragraph was indeed the purpose of the invasion?

A. [10:07:19] Yes, sir, that is correct.

Q.  [10:07:23] My next question in this regard, sir, is, was this goal which was
circumscribed in this letter clearly by Mr Djotodia on behalf of the other Islamic states
who participated in the invasion, was this goal known at the time you were called
upon to defend your country?

A.  [10:08:08] I wanted to defend my country. Actually --

Q. [10:08:16] Of course that's -- we're not going to dispute that, of course, sir. And
that was your obligation as a soldier, of course. But my question is, what Djotodia
writes in this letter in this paragraph, did you know at the time you decided to defend
your country that this invasion was meant to create an Islamic state and transform the
Central African Republic into an Islamic state and impose the sharia law?

A. [10:08:55] Thank you, sir. When Djotodia and his mercenaries took the Central
African Republic, it was with respect to their violence. It was for that reason that the
soldiers could not accept that and dispersed all to gather resources.

Now, when I see this statement by Mr Djotodia, I see that he's changed the name of
the army and said that FACA has now become ARC, ARC. He spoke of that in his
speech. But when I came across or obtained this document and read it, that's when I
understood that Mr Djotodia and his mercenaries wanted to transform CAR into what
we have both read. It was at that point in time that I understood their reaction. I
hope you understand me, sir.

Q.  [10:10:26] Yes, that's clear. Thank you, sir.

You testified on 24 October before this Court that at that moment there were no

military orders given. My question to youis: {ICR: (Redacted)
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(Redacted)} as evidenced by your statement in paragraph 26. Was, at that time
you're speaking about, your decision to defend your country with your fellow FACA
members and civilians, was it possible for a civilian to order any FACA member in
terms of military operations?

A.  [10:11:53] Thank you, sir. I did not call upon civilians. In this document, I
said I went to a particular village on a river and hid with the military people there.
Now, we spoke to the civilians to ascertain whether they were aware of the presence
of the Seleka and they indicated to us to flee. And I think that everybody did that.
And so it was that I travelled up to where I was at the base, and the civilians asked
whether I had seen my brother, wanted to know if I had met with him. ButIdidn't
call upon the civilians. I spoke about this earlier. Ihope you've understood me.
Q. [10:13:18] I make it clear with an example, sir. Suppose I, Mr Knoops, would
have been a member of your group in November 2013 as a civilian, and at that time
you were a professional soldier, could I have ordered you to do something in terms of
military operations? Would you have accepted my order if I would have given you
an order as a civilian? That's actually the question. So the questionis: What was
the relation between the FACA and the civilians at that time? Do you know what I
mean?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:14:04] Mr Vanderpuye.

MR VANDERPUYE: [10:14:05] First of all, it's a hypothetical question. If it relates
to what the witness would do or had done, that's fine. But in terms of a policy
concerning the civilians and relationship with the military, I don't think that's an
appropriate question (Overlapping speakers).

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:14:23] Mr Knoops has clearly asked with regard

to the witness that we have here at the video link location. So Mr Witness, would
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1 you have accepted, to bring it to the point, would you have accepted an order by a
2 civilian who had joined the group?
3 *THE WITNESS: [10:14:48](Interpretation) Now, where I was at the time, the place
4 that I refer to as being the base, I certainly didn't have a civilian giving me orders.
5 Nocivilians gave me any orders. And the civilians who came who commanded
6 them? Perhaps that happened elsewhere, but I'm talking about myself and the base
7 whereIwas. There, there's no civilian that gave me an order.
8  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:15:23] And we are speaking at the moment, and
9  Ithink we come later to another point, we are speaking at the moment about civilians
10  that were in the group {ICR: (Redacted)}. We are speaking about that. Yes?
11 THE WITNESS: [10:15:44](Interpretation) Your Honour, if a civilian joined the
12 group, he was obliged to comply with the orders given to them by the soldiers, the
13 military men. They didn't have the option to do just what they wanted, no. And
14 I think that's what was written and that's what happened.
15  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:16:06] We have understood that, Mr Witness.
16  And asIsaid, there will probably -- on another level we will speak about this issue
17 again.
18  Mr Knoops.
19 MR KNOOPS: [10:16:17]
20 Q. [10:16:19] The situation, sir, at that time was such that {ICR: (Redacted),
21  (Redacted)} and you told the investigators in your
22 statement at paragraph 26 that some civilians left the group because they didn't like

23 {ICR: (Redacted)
24 (Redacted)}

25  Can you agree with me, sir, that even you, considering your background, I will not
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1 discuss this again in open session, but background we just discussed in private
2 session, it was very difficult even for you, in light of your background, {ICR:
3  (Redacted)}
4 A.[10:17:37] Thank you, sir. Now, I've just said to you that {ICR: (Redacted)}. When a
5  civilian joins {ICR: (Redacted)}.
6  You mustn't go out robbing, you must not be indisciplined, you must not cast accusations
7  atothers. That's the military way. Everybody in the zone knew the instructions {ICR:
8  (Redacted)} to protect the civilians. Now, the civilians that joined us were keen to kill
9  people, {ICR: (Redacted)}. They looked for leaders.
10 THE INTERPRETER: [10:18:34] Inaudible.
11 THE WITNESS: [10:18:36](Interpretation) They wanted to take revenge and {ICR:
12 (Redacted)}. And they didn't like that decision and so they left. They went on to do
13 all of that, but {ICR: (Redacted)}, that that should not take place. And they left.
14  Those who agreed {ICR: (Redacted)}, they stayed {ICR: (Redacted)}. So that was the
15 situation. If you carry out investigations today, in the zone where I was based, you
16  will hear the same thing. Thank you.
17 MR KNOOPS: [10:19:22]
18 Q. [10:19:23] Thank you, sir.
19 Do I understand your -- sorry.
20  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:19:28] Mr Vanderpuye.
21 MR VANDERPUYE: [10:19:29] Sorry, I didn't mean to interrupt, it's just that we
22 might better proceed in private session, I think. But if Mr Knoops is going to another
23 area, that's fine.
24  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:19:40] Well, it depends, I think. Mr Knoops,

25  what do you say?
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MR KNOOPS: [10:19:43] It's not anymore about (Overlapping speakers)
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:19:47] Okay. Then we continue in open
session.

MR KNOOPS: [10:19:50] I recall that the witness said something (Overlapping
speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:19:53] Yeah, yeah, yeah, but this -- by the way,
this information is a borderline thing. You could also -- you know, we had this issue
yesterday shortly. You could also have said, okay, it's not identifying so we don't
have to make a huge thing out of it.

Mr Knoops, please continue.

MR KNOOPS: [10:20:07] Thank you, Mr President.

Q. [10:20:10] Thank you, sir. Your answer is very clear. Do Iunderstand from
your answer, sir, that the group you were part of was actually changing from day to
day or week to week or month to month in terms of composition or numbers, people
left, people came in the group? Is that a fair reflection of the reality at that time in
your group, as far as you know?

A.  [10:20:45] Could you repeat the question, sir.

Q.  [10:20:53] You just said that people who didn't like {ICR: (Redacted)}.

Does this imply, does this mean that the group you are speaking about was changing
in size, in composition every day, every week, every month? It was not a fixed
group, it was a fluid group. Is that a fair description of what happened in those
days?

A.  [10:21:37] Thank you, sir. AsIsaid to you, the people who came, if they didn't
agree with my orders, they would leave. And others would come. If people didn't

agree, they would leave and numbers would drop. Others would come in.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:22:10] And I think also we have in mind,

Mr Knoops, additionally that we have talked yesterday or the day before yesterday,
I don't it recall exactly, that indeed there was -- there were even, well, drastic changes
in the composition of the group. So we have also that already on the record.

MR KNOOPS: [10:22:29] I note that Mr President, but I needed this answer to go to
my next question, which was not posed to you yesterday or the day before.

Q. [10:22:43] Do you agree with me, sir, that it was up to a civilian himself to join
the group or leave the group? There was no obligation, was no force issued {ICR:
(Redacted)} or your colleagues that somebody should stay in the group? Actually,
everyone could decide when to join or when to leave; wasn't that the situation?

A.  [10:23:31] It depended on the person. If somebody wanted to leave, {ICR:
(Redacted)}. So it really depended on the person.

Q. [10:23:43] And if -- if an individual didn't obey {ICR: (Redacted)} and left the
group, he could join another Anti-Balaka group. True? He could simply go to
another group. There was no method of prevention that such an individual who
didn't obey {ICR: (Redacted)} wouldn't go to another group where he was doing the
same {ICR: (Redacted)} prevented him to do; isn't that true?

A. [10:24:33] Thank you, sir. You can't stop somebody. He could join another
group, another Anti-Balaka group or he can go wherever he wants. You can't stop
him. ({ICR: (Redacted)}

Q.  [10:24:55] Thank you. In your statement, sir, in paragraph 34, you did say that
there was no coordination between the groups. And you did say in specific:

"It was not normal for us to coordinate attacks. And it was at that time," around

5 December 2013, "... no plan how to cooperate with other Anti-Balaka groups in case

of an attack. Every group had to manage it on its own."
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1 My question to youis: Can you mention any attack which was coordinated at that
2 time?
3 A, [10:26:16] An attack coordinated by whom? Could you be more specific about
4 the topic?
5 Q. [10:26:25] An attack ordered by anyone.
6  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:26:28] Well, Mr Witness, simply -- first of all,
7 Mr Knoops, I think you're speaking about 2013 still?
8  Yes, so Mr Witness, we are speaking about 2013, I think including the
9 5 December 2013 attack. So, Mr Witness, was there a -- between, let's say, different
10  leaders of different groups, was there a coordination with regard to any of the attacks
11 that were happening in 2013? I think that's the question.
12 THE WITNESS: [10:27:07](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour. The
13 Anti-Balaka came from various places. Some were in communication, one with
14  another, but others were not in communication with each other.
15 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:27:29] I understand.
16  Mr Knoops.
17 MR KNOOPS: [10:27:32] Yes.
18 Q. [10:27:33] Now, I ask you again based on your background, which we will not
19  repeat in open session, so don't say anything about your background, sir, I ask you,
20  based on your background, was it, in your estimation, from a military operational
21  perspective possible at all in 2013 to coordinate between all the different groups in the
22 villages and provinces of Anti-Balaka in order to arrive at a certain military
23 operation?
24 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:28:20] Well, all, Mr Knoops -- I think,

25  Mr Vanderpuye, you have an issue with the wording "all", "all groups".
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MR VANDERPUYE: [10:28:26] There's "all", there's "possible" and there's
"coordinate", which is a conclusion.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:28:31] We know that. Which is a very broad
concept, coordination, I understand that. So perhaps, Mr Knoops, let me give it try.
Mr Witness, first of all, the group you were in, to put it this way, did you speak with
other groups to coordinate certain attacks? First of all that, did you do that at one
point in time, you personally?

THE WITNESS: [10:29:10](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour. Now, when
Rambo Yekatom was in Yamwara, I had contact with him regarding refuge for a
Captain Kamezolai in his base. And I had contact with him, and I and him would
sometimes be in contact with each other and recount what was going on to each other.
So that is my answer, your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:29:57] So I think Mr Knoops means more that,
for example, for certain attacks, for certain operations, military operations, if there
would be talk amongst each other, to word it this way, to not use "coordination", to
join forces, for example, or to say, you know, one group attacks this place, the other
group at the same time attacks another place. That is something -- did that come to
your knowledge, or even did you participate in such a military operation?

THE WITNESS: [10:30:35](Interpretation) I did not take part in the military
operations of attacking a particular location. Perhaps the others did, but my -- but
me, myself, I did not take part. Idid not command an operation. I was not the
commander of any such operations to attack a particular place. No.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:31:00] I think we should move on now,

Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [10:31:07]
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Q. [10:31:29] I ask you again a question based on your background. In your
experience, your estimation, an operation such as 5 December where various groups
allegedly participated into an advance to Bangui, could such a military advance or
operation could have been organised by a civilian?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:32:13] Mr Vanderpuye.

MR VANDERPUYE: [10:32:14] Again, Mr President, this calls for speculation.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:32:18] Well, please ask him if he has any
knowledge about that, if there was a coordination with regard to 5 December. 1
agree here with Mr Vanderpuye.

So, Mr Witness, with regard to the 5 December attack, do you have any information
about a coordination between different forces of the Anti-Balaka in a sense that I
mentioned before, for example, joining forces, attacking at the same time different
places of the town? Is there anything that came to your attention that you have
information that you can provide us with.

THE WITNESS: [10:32:59](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour. I think that
Ms Dimitri asked me that question the day before yesterday and yesterday about

5 December. I spoke to that with counsel, with Ms Dimitri. I said that when the
sound of the explosions started and I think I said the day before yesterday, I was
answering a question from the female lawyer, and Ngremangou, I said, asked
Yekatom to send reinforcements, extra men. And Yekatom sent men. And from
there, he sent his men to join up with the ones who were on the hill to attack Camp
Kassai. I think that was on 5 December. That was the information I had and

I believe I also made mention of that in my statement, your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:34:09] Well, you're right, Mr Witness, this has

been addressed by Ms Dimitri too and we have talked about this twice now. But this
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1 was a little bit a different angle. But it's okay to repeat that.
2 Mr Knoops, I think you can move on.
3 MRKNOOPS: [10:34:30]
4 Q. [10:34:31] Did you ever hear at that time the name of Mr Ngaissona appearing in
5  the context of the 5 December attack?
6 A. [10:34:48] No, counsel.
7 Q. [10:34:51] Did you ever hear the name of Mr Ngaissona in the context of funding
8  any military operation in 2013?
9 A. [10:35:05] I think that with Ms Dimitri, and even in answer to the Presiding
10 Judge, I said no. IsaidIdon't know about Ngaissona and that aspect about the
11 financing. Ms Dimitri asked me about that, and we talked about that. There might
12 have been -- there might be other names. If you ask me, I might be able to answer.
13 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:35:38] But Mr Knoops is of course mainly
14  interested in Mr Ngaissona. And we have indeed this answer now and we had it
15  already also. But of course it's your client and your questioning. I understand that
16  you want to address it yourself too.
17 MR KNOOPS: [10:35:55] On this topic I have one question to the witness to clarify
18  the transcript of 21 October because there is an apparent contradiction in the
19 transcript.
20  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:36:16] That's Friday. The transcript from
21 Friday.
22 MR KNOOQOPS: [10:36:19] Yes.
23 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:36:20] Yes.
24 MR KNOOPS: [10:36:22] If the Court would be so kind to look at the English

25  real-time transcript, it's page 78, line 5. It does say, but it can also be a translation
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error, I'm asking the witness to clarify this, that he's referring to Mr Ngaissona was
commanding those in the north, while in transcript page 84, line 8, where the witness
was questioned.

Q. [10:36:55] You sir, about the role, if any, of Mr Ngaissona in the north. You say
in line 15: "I don't know much about orders he was giving to the Anti-Balaka north."
So you understand my question, sir, is your answer --

A. [10:37:17] I understand.

Q. [10:37:19] Thank you. So is your answer to the question whether Mr Ngaissona
had a role in 2013 or '14 in regard to the north that you don't know, or that he was
commanding the north?

A.  [10:37:51] It was in 2014 when Djotodia left power and Ngaissona went to
Bangui and he tried to command all the Anti-Balaka forces. But that was not the
case. They were divided. There were some in the north, some in the south. And
he stayed with the ones in the north. It was later on, after Djotodia had left power,
after multiple negotiations with MOUDA, and so on and so forth, to join, to bring
together the movement, the movement had to be led by Edouard Ngaissona. That's
what I can tell you, counsel.

Q. [10:38:42] Thank you. Ithought so, butit's good to clarify.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:38:45] But it's now absolutely clear.

MR KNOOPS: [10:38:47] It's clear.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:38:50] Because, like always, sometimes we
forget it, but fortunately very often we at least at some point in time address it, what
time frame we are in. We have now, of course, 2013, I think it's absolutely clear now.
MR KNOOPS: [10:39:04] Yeah. Thank you.

I go to a next topic and I understand from the previous discussions that the Court and

26.10.2022 Page 23



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-169-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-10-2022 24/84 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-0954

the Prosecution prefers to deal with the meeting on 31 December in private session.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:39:17] Yes, I think so, that's better, because there
is, let's say, the participants are limited and this would -- it make relatively easy to
identify the witness.

So we go to private session.

(Private session at 10.39 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [10:39:48] We're in private session, Mr President.

MR KNOOPS: [10:39:51]

Q.  [10:39:51] Mr Witness, in your evidence given before the Chamber and also in
your statement of you in paragraph 45, you have explained the participants and the
content of a meeting on 31 December 2013 in the Gnawara school which resulted in a
split within the Anti-Balaka based on a dispute which had to do with the return or
non-return of the constitutional order.

Now, my question to youis: Is it correct, based on your statement, that

Mr Ngaissona was at that time not mentioned as being part of the Anti-Balaka north?
You're speaking about --

A.  [10:41:05] I think that ...

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:41:16] Please, Mr Witness. Could you repeat
your answer. Thank you.

THE WITNESS: [10:41:26](Interpretation) Thank you. May I respond? He just
said something. May I -- if he could -- if he could repeat the question.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:41:38] Well, the question is, Mr Witness, we are
speaking now about 31 December 2013 and according to your statement, there was a
reunion, a meeting at the Gnawara school. And the question was if at this meeting,

31 December 2013, there was any mention of Mr Ngaissona.
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THE WITNESS: [10:42:06](Interpretation) No, Mr President. Ngaissona wasn't
there. Ispecified that Ngaissona came when Djotodia had left power. Buton
31 December 2013, Ngaissona was not there, no.

MR KNOOPS: [10:42:23] I have three other meetings, I leave it to the Court and
Mr Vanderpuye if they prefer to continue in private session. These are the
consecutive meetings after 31 December.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:42:43] Well, Mr Vanderpuye, do you have any
opinion on it? I think it's a similar pattern, I would say.

MR VANDERPUYE: [10:42:52] I agree. Iwould stay in on everything.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:42:53] Yeah, so then we stay in -- well, of
course --

MR VANDERPUYE: [10:42:55] But I agree with you. (Redacted)

(Redacted) (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:43:02] And especially when you are asked about
your opinion, then you have one, obviously.

Mr Knoops, please continue in private session.

MR KNOOPS: [10:43:10] There was one meeting with 500 people, so it's
(Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:43:15] Well, no, if it is such a meeting, so of
course. Then we can -- no, really but now, seriously --

MR KNOOPS: [10:43:22] We will continue in private session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:43:24] Seriously, but if you are coming to a
meeting where you say --

MR KNOOPS: [10:43:25] Yeah, I understand. Yeah.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:43:25] -- there were hundreds of people, then I
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don't see a reason why we should stay in private session.

MR KNOOPS: [10:43:32] Okay. Thank you, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:43:33] But When you speak about a meeting,
let's say, here in the courtroom is 30, 40 people, that's different.

Please, Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [10:43:42] Yeah, okay. Thank you.

Q.  [10:43:42] Mr Witness, I understand from your statement and the evidence you
gave before the Chamber earlier that (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) First meeting was a meeting in Pisimisi six

months after Djotodia left. There were 500 people invited from the Anti-Balaka
south and north. And you did say in your statement in paragraph 65, Mr Ngaissona
was not present there. You can confirm this today before the Court?

A. [10:44:51] I haven't understood some parts of the question. Could you please
repeat the question calmly and I'll -- slowly and I'll answer.

Q. [10:45:04] (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) I deduced from

your statement that the first meeting after 31 December was six months after Djotodia
left in the Pisimisi, in Pisimisi, where the Anti-Balaka south and north were invited,
500 people, and you say in your statement, paragraph 65, Mr Ngaissona was not
present there. My question to youis: Can you confirm this today before the Court?
A.  [10:46:21] Thank you very much, counsel.

During the meeting at --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:46:30] Mr Vanderpuye, what problem do you
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have with this?

MR VANDERPUYE: [10:46:32] The Pisimisi meeting is -- I think Mr Knoops is
referring to is in May, middle of May, 15th or 16th, which the witness already testified
to and the Chamber has seen the video of.

The second thing is, unless Mr Knoops is going to ask (Redacted), there

is absolutely no reason why it can't be in open session. I thought he was referring to
a smaller meeting before, but if he's referring to this one, there's no reason why it can't
be (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:46:57] Well, now, it has been asked in private
session -- actually I came a little bit too late to realise that this is the meeting, well,
with hundreds of people and we are talking about May. But nevertheless, I don't see
a reason why Mr Knoops should not ask the witness was Mr Ngaissona present
during this meeting, and I understand if -- I have it in my head that Mr Yekatom had
invited to this meeting, I hope so that I understood it correctly, yeah, exactly,
according to your statement, and was Mr Ngaissona present. Hundreds of people,
Pisimisi invitation by Mr Yekatom, May 2013 -- 14, excuse me.

THE WITNESS: [10:47:48](Interpretation) Ngaissona was not there.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:47:50] Okay. Thank you.

Mr Knoops, open session?

MR KNOOPS: [10:47:54] Yes, I agree that --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:47:55] Open session.

MR KNOOPS: [10:47:55] It's a valid point of Mr Vanderpuye.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:47:58] Yeah, yeah. Open session, then.

MR KNOOPS: [10:48:01] I'm perhaps too cautious as Defence counsel today.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:48:07] No, it's -- with regard to these questions,
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there is, like very often in these matters, no right or wrong, so you can discuss it. It's
something -- and we have to decide on the spot very often. If we would ponder
every such decision for minutes, then we would never find an end.

MR KNOOPS: [10:48:22] I agree.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:48:23] So it's -- sometimes you can question it, of
course.

(Open session at 10.48 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [10:48:44] We are in open session, Mr President.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:48:46] Thank you.

Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [10:48:49](Interpretation) Thank you very much, your Honour.

Q.  [10:48:55](Speaks English) Mr Witness, the meeting after the meeting we just
discussed was a meeting in Lakwanga in the 2nd arrondissement organised by
MOUDA one month after Pisimisi, where Mr Wenezoui became the general
coordinator. My question to you is this -- in this second meeting, is it correct that
Mr Ngaissona first of all was not present?

A.  [10:49:42] No, he was not present at the second meeting.

Q. [10:49:47] And my second question regarding the second meeting, was his name
mentioned in any way during this second meeting which must have been also around
May 2014, May, June 2014?

A.  [10:50:08] In Lakwanga?

Q. [10:50:11] Yes.

A.  [10:50:18] The MOUDA association spoke and urged people, saying that there
would be a meeting within the UNDP compound with Mr Ngaissona and the

coordination to discuss matters. And we agreed to that. And we found ourselves
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1 there at the UNDP location and that's when the discussions began.
2 Q. [10:51:05] So, sir, would you agree with me that till the MOUDA meeting on
3 22 June 2014 at the UNDP, there were no meetings attended by you where
4  Mr Ngaissona was present?
5 A,  [10:51:41] I beg your pardon, sir?
6 Q. [10:51:45] My question to you is, before the meeting on 22 June 2014, where the
7  unification was announced and Mr Ngaissona became the general coordinator, before
8 22 June, can you recall any meeting where Mr Ngaissona attended such meeting as
9  part of the Anti-Balaka north?
10 A. [10:52:23] No, sir. Before we gathered in -- at the UNDDP, the meeting before, I
11 wasn't there. What I'm saying is -- well, I'm telling you what I know about. But
12 before that, with the Anti-Balaka of the north, no, I wasn't there.
13 Q. [10:52:43] Did you ever hear before 22 June 2014, before the big meeting at the
14 UNDP, at MOUDA, did you ever hear or observe that Mr Ngaissona was in direct
15  communication with Mr Yekatom?
16 A. [10:53:10] I don't know. I can't answer without knowing. Idon't know.
17 Q. [10:53:17] Did you ever hear or observe that Mr Yekatom was ever designated
18 by Mr Ngaissona to represent the Anti-Balaka at high-level meetings or negotiations
19 prior to 22 June 2014?
20 A. [10:53:44] I didn't know, sir.
21 Q. [10:53:50] But my question, did you ever hear such a rumour or story?
22 A.  [10:54:00] What I know is what I'm telling you. That, I don't know about that.
23 Q. [10:54:16] Is it correct, Mr Witness, that your first contact by phone with
24 Mr Ngaissona was around 22 June 2014, the day before the big meeting at the UNDP

25  organised by MOUDA? Can you recall that your first contact by phone was just the
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day before that meeting?

A. [10:54:56] I don't remember that, sir.

Q. [10:54:59] I --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:55:03] Mr Witness, have you been -- do you
recall having been in contact with Mr Ngaissona in 2014, directly, I mean, on the
phone or speaking to him personally?

THE WITNESS: [10:55:20](Interpretation) In 2014, I did not have any dealings with
Ngaissona, not directly. Or speaking to him, no. I first had direct dealings with
him during the UNDP meeting. That is when I had the opportunity to meet

Mr Ngaissona and to bless him and go to his home and to obey him. It was

the -- before that, *I was speaking with Wénézoui the coordinator of the southern
Anti-Balaka. It was at the UNDP that I had the opportunity to go up to Mr Ngaissona.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:56:19] And we know that was in June 2014.

I think this is undisputed, Mr Knoops.

MR KNOOPS: [10:56:26]

Q. [10:56:27] Mr Witness, can you recall that the Prosecution showed you a video
on this meeting and that the meeting of 22 June 2014 at the UNDP was publicly
announced by a so-called banner roll? Do you recall this? A banner, a big banner,
which was actually displayed on the streets?

A. [10:57:18] Could you show that to me? Because there's been several videos
shown. If you could show that to me, and then I will know what to tell you.

MR KNOOPS: [10:57:31] I don't think it's necessary.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:57:33] It's not necessary, I just wanted to say
that.

MR KNOOPS: [10:57:36] It's, by the way, also introduced by P-446.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:57:40] Yes. I think --

MR KNOOPS: [10:57:41] The Chamber will recall this.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:57:47] -- it's clear, yeah. And it's
understandable that the witness does not recall it at the moment.

MR KNOOPS: [10:57:48] No, no.

Q. [10:57:48] The relevance of my question to you, sir, is can you recall that all the
meetings which Mr Ngaissona after 22 June 2014 convened as a general coordinator
were publicly announced by him? It was all over in the press, it was known to the
national authorities where he met the members of the coordination?

A.  [10:58:28] After, after the meeting at the UNDDP, after, we found ourselves at the
Azimut hotel to set up a single coordination body. And thus, the meeting was held.
I believe I've answered your question.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:58:52] So this -- was this -- just one question
before the break.

Mr Witness, was this a -- could we picture this as a public meeting, so this was a
meeting that people knew about, to word it this way?

THE WITNESS: [10:59:13](Interpretation) That is correct, Mr President.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:59:16] Thank you.

Then we have the break until 11.30.

THE COURT USHER: [10:59:19] All rise.

(Recess taken at 10.59 a.m.)

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

THE COURT USHER: [11:31:33] All rise.

Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:31:53] Well, we are in open session. Yes.
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And, Mr Knoops, you have the floor.

MR KNOOPS: [11:31:58] Thank you.

Q. [11:31:59] Mr Witness, just two questions still on the meetings before I go to
another topic.

My first question is: Can you recall if Mr Ngaissona ever, during either the meeting
at MOUDA or later, after 22 June, in the Azimut hotel, ever threatened one of the
participants?

A. [11:32:39] No. Ididn't see that.

Q. [11:32:45] If a witness would appear before this Court saying that he was
present at one of those meetings and that he personally was threatened by

Mr Ngaissona, what would be your answer to that statement?

A.  [11:33:12] I don't know. I'm not aware of that individual, but such a thing did
not happen in my presence. Perhaps when I wasn't present, but I didn't witness
anything like that.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:33:23] Well, it was -- I think it was bordering
objectionable question, but with regard to the answer of the witness, it's okay.

MR KNOOPS: [11:33:33] Okay.

Q. [11:33:34] Mr Witness, can you recall that at any point in time, speaking about
2013, 2014, but mainly 2014, General Leonard Essongo, the representative of Sassou
Nguesso, asked to unify all the Anti-Balaka groups to speak with one voice in order to
make them credible?

[11:34:09] Are you asking about 2013 or 2014?

Q.  [11:34:22] 2014, sorry.
A. [11:34:34] At the Brazzaville forum?
Q. [11:34:38] Before. So between the time frame of January-June 2014, did you
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hear that Mr Leonard Essongo did call upon the Anti-Balaka groups to unify
themselves in order to give them one voice and make them credible also for the DDR
programme?

A.  [11:35:05] Personally I'm not aware of that, but before the Brazzaville forum and
the negotiations carried out by the MOUDA association, the idea was that people be
brought in to attend the Brazzaville forum and the MOUDA association, and

Mr Ngaissona was coordinator of the Anti-Balaka and designated members to attend
the Brazzaville forum. That's what I'm aware of, but I'm not aware of what you were
referring to prior to the forum. Maybe others were, but I'm not.

Q. [11:36:06] Now -- thank you very much, sir.

Now, speaking about Mr Ngaissona in more specific, on 21 October you testified
before the Chamber, that is the English real-time transcript page 77, line 6, that

Mr Ngaissona was elected on 22 June or around that date. Can you give us the
reasons why he was chosen to be the general coordinator, as far as you know?

A.  [11:36:45] Thank you, sir. Well, I think I've just told you that Mr Ngaissona
was selected to be the coordinator at one of the many negotiations organised by the
MOUDA association because, and I'll repeat this again, because the lady of the
transition asked that the Anti-Balaka join forces to appoint or to designate the
Brazzaville forum and that is what happened. Negotiations took place in order to
unify us. Thope you understand that.

Q. [11:37:47] Yes, thank you. Thank you. Now, before going into some specific
actions Mr Ngaissona undertook, which you already in general describe before the
Chamber last Friday, I would like you to have a look {ICR: (Redacted)

(Redacted)}

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:38:18] Private session? Yeah, private session,
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I think.

(Private session at 11.38 a.m.)
THE COURT OFFICER:
MR KNOOPS:

Q.  [11:38:43] Sir, (Redacted)

(Redacted)
(Redacted

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

(Redacted)

(Private Session)

[11:38:43]

ICC-01/14-01/18

[11:38:41] We are in private session, Mr President.

(Speaks English) My question to you, Mr Witness, is this description of the role of

Mr Ngaissona as an interface between the government and the communauté

internationale, is this an observation (Redacted)?

A.  [11:42:18] That is the description which nobody was able to accept at the trial.
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Q.  [11:42:33] That answer I do not understand. You did accept description of the
role that Mr Ngaissona was a person in between the government and the communauté
internationale, yes or no? Maybe my question wasn't clear --

A. [11:42:50] No.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:42:58] I think -- I think we have read it of course,
but there is a certain factual understanding of events, and the question is if this is the
factual understanding that the witness also has.

MR KNOOPS: [11:43:15] Exactly.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:43:18] Perhaps we can do it this way.

It is said here that Mr Ngaissona was the -- (Interpretation) with a view to being the
interface between the government and the international community and with -- or
vis-a-vis the base on the other hand.

(Speaks English) Is this -- does this express your point of view, Mr Witness, of the role
of Mr Ngaissona? I think that is what we want to know.

THE WITNESS: [11:43:55](Interpretation) The role of Mr Ngaissona was that he was
the coordinator. It was he that would negotiate with the government in place and
with the international community. And it was he who coordinated everything.
That's it. *Not to coordinate destabilisation of a regime. No. He was the
coordinator and he was the one who communicated with the government.

No. But he was the coordinator. He was the one who would meet with the
government, meet with the international community. He was the coordinator.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:44:33] I think that answers the question. Please
move on.

MR KNOOPS: [11:44:36] Yeah.

Q. [11:44:37] (Redacted)

26.10.2022 Page 35



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-169-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-10-2022 36/84 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-0954

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A.  [11:45:52] Counsel, I think that you just stated a name and a first name of the
person, so I think it is that person who should answer that question. Ilistened, as
did everyone, at the hearing, but I don't have the proof in front of me before or after,
so I cannot accept him.

Q. [11:46:41] Let me -- let me then briefly rephrase the question. Do you have,
yourself, information that Mr Ngaissona, after he became the national coordinator,
informed the local authorities always beforehand when such a meeting was to take
place? Do you have any information on whether this indeed happened?
A.[11:47:17] Yes, I had information that before a meeting was to be held, perhaps
with the Anti-Balaka, he would inform the local authorities. I became aware of that. *
(Redacted)

(Redacted) Ngaissona would inform the competent authorities prior to holding a
meeting. But given that he did not notify the authorities before, that's why things
turned bad. So normally, Ngaissona would indeed inform the authorities before
holding a meeting.

I did become aware of that, I was informed of that.

Q. [11:48:31] Thank you. You did say, Mr Witness -- and I believe, Mr President,

this could be dealt with in open session because this is about the role of
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Mr Ngaissona.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:48:43] Well, why not. Then open session.

MR KNOOPS: [11:48:45] (Overlapping speakers) not identify the witness.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:48:47] Yeah, open session.

(Open session at 11.49 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [11:49:07] We are in open session, Mr President.

MR KNOOPS: [11:49:11]

Q.  [11:49:11] Sir, you testified last Friday about the role of the national coordinator
after June 2014 and you mentioned that his role was also to look after any -- you used
the word slippages. It's in the English real-time transcript page 77, line 4. Can you
give an example of what type of slippages you refer to and what Mr Ngaissona did do
or try to do, if anything, to reverse them?

A.  [11:50:01] Yes, thank you, sir. Now, when you're a coordinator, you have
everybody under you and there are those who go too far, who carry out excesses or
blunders, *and it's up to him then to call them to order. So it falls to him to follow up
on that. So I think I've answered your question by saying that, am I right?

Q. [11:50:42] You did, sir, thank you very much. But my question was also can
you give an example, if any, what Mr Ngaissona tried to do to prevent or to reverse
those type of slippages.

*A.  [11:51:09] Well, I can give that to you, counsel. For example, the other
ComZones, you see, you might have some ComZones who just acts as they see fit,
such as Ndale towards Bouar even if Ngaissona gives an order, they just do what they
want. That ComZone might just use the logistical means available to him to do what
he wants and he might not even execute the orders which are issued to him by

Ngaissona. When Andjilo was arrested and the younger brother of Andjilo went
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and threw a grenade into Ngaissona's compound, those are examples of orders not
being adhered to. *And similarly, my team mate, Mr Yekatom, he would act using
his strength, because he was confident, he had the arms, the strength necessary, and
so he would do what he wanted. So those are examples that I can give of you.

I've forgotten the names of some, someone like Mazimbelet, he's dead, but he would
take action. Also coordinator Lepam (phon) would do what he wanted. So these
are examples, sir.

Perhaps that answers your question. Of course I'm available to answer further
questions.

Q.  [11:53:12] Much appreciated, Mr Witness. Thank you for your answer.

My next question relates to your answer last Friday that sometimes there were also
orders to arrest somebody and put that individual in prison. Transcript page 77,
line 9 of the English real-time transcript.

Can you give an example of such an order of Mr Ngaissona to arrest someone and put
in prison? And we're speaking of course of the time frame after he became a general
coordinator in June 2014.

A.  [11:53:58] When he became the general coordinator, he said that those who were
causing disorder had to be taken and imprisoned. I think that there was one
Anti-Balaka, a soldier who was put in prison. I've forgotten his name. You might
have the name, but I've forgotten it. And others were also arrested from time to time
and were holed up in front of the courts or had to see -- had to face justice, so to
speak.

Q.  [11:54:48] Can you recall if Mr Ngaissona at that time and in those situations
tried to receive the support of the gendarmerie, the local gendarmerie? Actually,

similar what you described in your statement in paragraph 54 where you say that you
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1 also took care of robbers and handed them over to the gendarmerie, can you recall if
2 Mr Ngaissona proceeded a similar line of action?
3 A, [11:55:31] If I arrested a theft or somebody else, that person would be taken to
4  the gendarmerie. Now, he as coordinator had to be informed of that situation. So if
5 Icaught somebody up to no good and transferred him to the gendarmerie, he would
6 be aware of that. Then it would be up to him to check with -- at the -- with the
7  gendarmerie if the facts were indeed such or not.
8 Q. [11:56:14] Thank you. A third example you gave on Friday in transcript
9  page 77, line 10 -- line 11 of the English real-time transcript is that he, as a general
10 coordinator, sometimes had to apply pressure on Ms Catherine Samba-Panza. You
11 already gave an example on Friday in terms of the roadblock. Have you any other
12 examples of what we should understand with your word "to apply pressure"? Can
13 I--sorry.
14 A, [11:57:06] Well, I think that's the only example I have, the one that I relayed in
15  the paragraph that you read out.
16 Q. [11:57:19] Thank you. Would you agree that the example you gave where
17 Mr Ngaissona tried to apply pressure to Ms Samba-Panza was actually also because
18  thelocal population was very dissatisfied with the way she operated with the
19  donations which Angola provided to the Central African Republic, i.e., the
20  transitional government? Was Ngaissona actually representing with that action the
21  voice of the population at that time?
22 A, [11:58:12] Thank you, sir.
23 Well, regarding the donations from Angola which were mismanaged by
24 Ms Samba-Panza, Mr Ngaissona stood up to say no, he could not take advantage of

25  those donations and leave the population without. He then consulted the ComZone
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1 of each zone to set up a roadblock to draw attention to this issue of the donations.
2 And I think that this -- this carried on for three days, it was three days before the road
3 was cleared.
4 Q. [11:59:17] Was it your experience at that time that also the local population was
5  aware that there was mismanagement of funds and the local population itself was --
6 *A. [11:59:44] It was -- it was when -- it was when that was broadcast over the radio
7 and the people found out that Catherine Samba-Panza had embezzled the gift from
8 Angola and that was said on the radio. Some members of the population began to
9 follow that. Thatisit. So that's what happened.
10 THE INTERPRETER: [12:00:26] Interpreter correction: The witness said Catherine
11 Samba-Panza embezzled the Angolan debt.
12 MR KNOOPS: [12:00:47]
13 Q. [12:00:48] So you would agree with me that that action of Mr Ngaissona to call
14 upon to erect a roadblock for three days was not to destabilise the government or to
15 incite in any way to commit crimes, but merely to echo the frustration and the anger
16  of the population?
17 A. [12:01:26] What I heard is what I've just told you. If I had other information
18  than that, I would tell you. But thatis what I heard and that is what I have just told
19  you.
20 I'm not here to make accusations, because I can't talk about someone for no good
21  reason. IfIdidn't hear something or didn't learn about something, I can't testify
22 aboutit. Unlike others. Ican't make up something to tell you.
23 Q. [12:02:04] Thank you. Mr Witness, did you in this regard also hear that
24 Mr Ngaissona called upon Ms Catherine Samba-Panza to establish a so-called crisis

25  exit programme for the Anti-Balaka containing, amongst other proposals, the billeting
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of the Anti-Balaka on which suggestions Samba-Panza never responded? Have you
any information on these actions of Mr Ngaissona?

A.  [12:03:02] I believe that when Mr Ngaissona became coordinator, he was fully
entitled to contact Samba-Panza and talk to her about what was going well and what
was not going well between them. If Ngaissona was not united -- well, I could not
know that. If he met us and spoke to us, okay, I would know just like anyone else.
I believe I've answered your question.

Q. [12:03:46] Did, in the meetings after the MOUDA meeting of 22 June 2014,

Mr Ngaissona as the general coordinator did raise the importance of the billeting of
the Anti-Balaka during one of the meetings you attended, for instance, the Azimut
meeting?

A.  [12:04:13] I haven't really grasped the question. Could you rephrase it?

Q.  [12:04:38] Of course. Sir, can you recall that in any of the meetings you
attended with the general coordinator after June, Mr Ngaissona ever spoke with the
participants of the meeting about the billeting of the Anti-Balaka elements?

A.  [12:05:10] Ngaissona talked about that. He talked about billeting of
Anti-Balaka elements so that they be billeted and monitored. He had negotiated that
in vain. He had negotiated that with Ms -- the -- with Ms Catherine Samba-Panza,
responsible for the transition. And when he had a meeting, he informed us and he
told us about this approach he had taken, but that initiative was never implemented.
I've answered your question.

Q.  [12:05:55] You did.

Now, my next question to you, sir, is are you familiar with the actions of

Mr Ngaissona or his view in regard to the return of the Anti-Balaka elements to their

home villages? Did he ever express during one of the meetings you attended the
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importance that the Anti-Balaka elements were not to be integrated in the army but
had to return to the villages with support of the government so that they could
resume their daily activities such as agriculture work or any work they had before in
the villages?

A.  [12:07:06] I can't make things up. He talked about the billeting of Anti-Balaka
elements and that was while people waited for the DDR, for their disarmament, and
then people would be put into various options that they wanted. That was
negotiated several times. So I can't make anything up. I can't invent anything more
than that.

Q. [12:07:43] Okay. Then I would like to play two clips, audio clips for you, sir,
and maybe this might trigger a recollection. The first is tab 52, that's the translation
and the audio is tab 54. And afterwards and I think we can directly play the audio
tab 55 with translation 53. The ERN numbers for the record, indeed. The first
audios, Defence binder tab 52, the translation is CAR-OTP-2017-1489, on page 1490,
and the audio is CAR-OTP-2042-2467. And in order to save time, we can directly
play the second clip. That's the Defence binder tab 53, that's the translation,
CAR-OTP-2107-2999 at page 3001. The lines, by the way, are marked by our team
for the booth. And the audio itself is CAR-OTP-2042-2641. And the portions which
have to be broadcasted are marked in green in the translation. So maybe we can
start with tab 52 and 54. It's, by the way, an interview with Mr Ngaissona in
February 2014.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:10:37] In the meantime, the ERN is 2107-1489 of
tab 52, 2107-1489.

(Playing of the audio excerpt)

THE INTERPRETER: [12:10:56](Interpretation of the audio excerpt)
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"Journalist: According to the coordinator of the Anti-Balaka movement, Patrice
Edouard Ngaissona, the main goal of the revolution is not to incorporate his elements
into the armed forces of the Central African Republic. He said so to Ruben
Mongoulou-Ngoya.

PEN: [I've always said the objective of the Anti-Balaka. We didn't come to join the

Central African armed forces. The Anti-Balaka are a grassroots movement who rose

"

up.
Message from the booth: If the courtroom officer could kindly scroll down.

Many thanks.

The sight translation continues as follows:

"The Anti-Balaka is a grassroots movement. We can't bring the entire -- we can't
have the entire population included in the defence and security forces. These people
already have their various activities. They have their farms, they have -- their farms
have now been destroyed. Their cattle have been taken away. Their homes torched.
They have been subjected to violence, abuse, violations of their families."

(Playing of the audio excerpt)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:13:17] Well, I think there are two possibilities.
First of all, we did not play everything that you wanted us to play and if the
continuation was intended, then we don't have any interpretation for that. So
perhaps we start the second part, we start it again, and to tell the interpreters where it
starts from perhaps. That would be, I think, appreciated. Mr Knoops or

Ms Eleftheriou, you could tell us from where on and then the interpreters -- and then
we play it again, please.

THE INTERPRETER: [12:13:55] Many thanks.

MR KNOOPS: [12:13:58] You want us to play the second (Overlapping speakers)
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:14:00] The second part and tell us from where it

2 starts and then the court officer can scroll --

3 MRKNOOPS: [12:14:05] Yes.

4  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:14:06] -- to the respective portion.

5 MRKNOOPS: [12:14:08] That's the audio page -- tab 55 and the translation is 53, tab

6 53, lines 34 till 45, 34 till 45, and already highlighted in the binder in green.

7 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:14:30] Okay. Fine, good.

8  Ithink we can play it now.

9 (Playing of the audio excerpt)
10 THE INTERPRETER: [12:14:45](Interpretation of the audio excerpt)
11 "Patrice Edouard Ngaissona: I call upon the authorities of our country to release the
12 young people who were arrested and who are rotting in prison so that they can rejoin
13 the others at the various billeting locations, thus reassuring us of our decision to
14 withdraw definitively and to await the result of the hand that we have extended out
15  to the government for negotiations with a view to facilitating the billeting of these
16  young people, disarming them and sending them back to the regions that they came
17  from because people have destroyed -- because they have lost many possessions, they
18  decided under -- out of anger to go to Bangui. They did not come to join the army,
19 but the authorities of our country must know that and must set up projects, social
20  development projects, they must find resources to bring these people together in
21  groups and provide them with farm tools, seed, so that they can go back to their areas
22 because the rainy season is coming up soon and these young people want to quickly
23 return to their homes. I think that this is what we have to tell the government of our
24 country so that they quickly release these brothers."

25 MR KNOOPS: [12:17:02]
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Q. [12:17:03] Mr Witness, you have heard a clip where Mr Ngaissona took the floor.
Can you recall that the message he conveyed here on the radio in this interview was
something he also expressed when you met him as general coordinator in June 2014?
A. [12:17:28] Thank you. Iheard that on the radio like everyone else, that the
coordinator spoke and I heard -- I heard it on the radio like everyone else did.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:17:52] But, Mr Witness, the question was if once
you came to know Mr Ngaissona personally and had personal interactions with him
from June 2014 on, did he express similar thoughts, similar objectives that he did in
this interview from February 2014 which we just listened to? If you -- if you recall or
if you have any information of that, if you can tell us something about that.

THE WITNESS: [12:18:29](Interpretation) No, I don't have information about those
who -- he said so, Mr President.

MR KNOOPS: [12:18:48]

Q. [12:18:57] The view of Mr Ngaissona as just heard by us through this interview,
was this also your personal view that this was the only and best direction to go
forward with the elements and the future of the country?

A.  [12:19:22] I believe that counsel -- well, that was on the radio, counsel. That's
what we just heard. Itold you, when you asked me the question, whether

Mr Ngaissona informed us about the approaches made to the government and the
international community, and that is what I just told you, that if he informed us, we
would be aware. If he didn't inform us, we couldn't be aware.

And you asked me according to the information, what did you hear about his -- well,
about the billeting of the former Anti-Balaka elements, he asked for them to be
billeted. He negotiated for that. He negotiated with the transitional president and

the international community so that Anti-Balaka elements be billeted.
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I think I've repeated this to you and you have played the audio, we all heard the
audio. Iheard itjustlike you. If I've answered your question.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:20:58] I think you can move on, Mr Knoops.
MR KNOOPS: [12:21:00] But my question was really -- with all due respect, sir, my
question was not about what you heard for now. My question was: Were you in
agreement with this approach of Mr Ngaissona? You personally.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:21:24] As expressed in the -- as expressed in the
(Overlapping speakers).

THE WITNESS: [12:21:30](Interpretation) I entirely agreed with his idea, the idea
that he put forward. And if there are other questions, I'll answer them for you.

MR KNOOPS:  [12:21:38]

Q. [12:21:39] Thank you, sir.

Now, next question relates to the finances of Mr Ngaissona. Last Friday you were
asked by the Prosecution whether the financing by Mr Ngaissona or providing of
finances started after the end -- UNDP meeting. And this is in the English real-time
transcript page 81, the question you find in line 13, 17. And the answer you can find
in lines 18, 24, but the question was not as such answered by you. The question was
put by the Prosecution.

Now, just to clarify, Mr Witness, to be also clear later on when we have discussions in
court, can you confirm that if Mr Ngaissona gave any type of finances to support the
movement, and we come to the details later, did it start, did it happen after June 2014,
after the UNDP meeting? And that this is what you meant in your statement in
paragraph 74?

A.  [12:23:16] This is correct, sir.

Q.  [12:23:17] And is it correct that you said last Friday that the mentioning of
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Mr Ngaissona in paragraph 47 might have been an error? These were your words in
the transcript page 82, line 6. Would you agree with me that the only type of
finances Mr Ngaissona provided after the meeting at the UNDP was for food of your
people, funeral of several of your elements and travel expenses, and it had nothing to
do with the purchase of weapons or ammunition?

A.  [12:24:23] Let me explain to you once again a number of things. Ibelieve I said
that it was a mistake because the question was put regarding the funding in 2013
when Ngaissona was still -- I didn't hear his name in relation to the financing in 2013,
but when Djotodia and his mercenaries left the country, Ngaissona came to Bangui
and then there were many negotiations with --

THE INTERPRETER: [12:25:06] Inaudible.

THE WITNESS: [12:25:08](Interpretation) And he became the coordinator of the
movement and I began to know him then. Ithink I have already said that it was at
that time I got to know him. The money he gave, maybe you have problems, you go
see him, he gives you money. Or maybe an Anti-Balaka dies and you have no
money to buy a coffin, you go see him and he gives you the money. So that is what I
can tell you. But if the person in question had money and went to buy weapons,
that's his business.

I can tell you what I saw and what I know about. And I've been -- I was very specific
about that in my statement. I think -- have I made myself understood?

Q. [12:26:12] Very much so. Very much so. It's in your statement at paragraph
106, but that's why I asked for a clarification. So you would agree with me that you
never saw or heard that Mr Ngaissona gave money specifically for the purpose of
buying weapons or ammunition, it was just for the purposes described, for the

humanitarian assistance of the people. Correct?
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A.  [12:26:51] AsI've told you, the party -- well, what I will tell you is that at the
meeting, what Ngaissona said was that each ComZone should have the opportunity
to surveil his area and if you needed money, you had to supply yourself with
weapons and ammunition. You never knew when those mercenaries might return
and you might have to put up resistance. He said that over the radio and everyone
heard that. He can't say that on the radio. Have I answered your question?

Q. [12:27:50] You did, sir.

Did you ever see or hear that Mr Ngaissona himself distributed weapons to anyone in
(Overlapping speakers)

A.  [12:28:06] No, I didn't.

Q.  [12:28:09] Coming back to your statement you gave to the Court on Friday last,
transcript page 82, line 6, you would therefore agree with me that the mentioning of
Mr Ngaissona in paragraph 47, as you suggested Friday, was indeed an error?

A, [12:28:49] If you could read that part to me.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:28:51] I just wanted to suggest it, because it
presupposes the question that the witness has in mind everything he said, he might
have had that in mind, but also related to the paragraph where he has said it.
Perhaps let me do it. It's CAR-OTP-2102-1070, that's the French version. So,

Mr Witness, listen, there it is written down: (Interpretation) "Ngaissona, Mokom
and Francois Bozizé financed the Anti-Balaka to buy weapons and ammunition."
MR VANDERPUYE: [12:29:38] Mr President, I was just wondering if you're --
THE WITNESS: [12:29:41](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

MR VANDERPUYE: [12:29:44] -- the corrected version of it. As came up, I think,
during the direct examination there was issue there. But I'm not (Overlapping

speakers)
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:29:49] What does he have corrected insofar and I
don't have on the radar?

MR VANDERPUYE: [12:29:54] He corrected that Kokaté, I think he lined that out in
the corrected version. Idon't have the ERN handy, though.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:30:01] Nevertheless, but it's still --

MR VANDERPUYE: [12:30:01] Yes, yes, yes.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:30:02] We are talking about Ngaissona now.

I continue, Mr Witness, you have heard, Ngaissona, Mokom, Bozizé financed Balaka
by buying arms and ammunition. And I continue in French:

(Interpretation) "They were given orders through Captain Ngremangou", (Speaks
English) and now we have the "Lt. Konate, Lt. Wangai, Wenezoui", (Interpretation)
"Father Kob, Koicate."

(Speaks English) And Kokaté obviously has been corrected, so we leave that out.

So this is in your initial statement and this is the paragraph 47 that counsel is referring
to, and the question is if this was an error then, this part of your statement that you
gave in 2017, I think. That is the question.

THE WITNESS: [12:31:06](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour. Yes, that part
is corrected. Isaid no. When it comes to the financing prior to Seleka leaving
power, I didn't hear Ngaissona's name, nor Kokaté's. So that part needs to be
corrected. Ididn't correct their names. I think that I showed the lady counsel
which were the people who had possession and were in a position to talk about that.
What I went on to say was that Ngaissona had become the national coordinator of the
Anti-Balaka and therefore was then in a position to be aware of these transactions.
That's what I said.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:32:05] Perhaps it might also be interesting,
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1 especially for the Prosecution. So is there -- in general this sentence that I've read to
2 you, with the exception of to incorporate Mr Ngaissona, Mr Kokaté, is it correct, so
3 meaning that Mokom, Francois Bozizé have financed the Anti-Balaka with regard to
4 arms and ammunition and they have been given orders by the intermediary of
5  Captain Ngremangou. Is that correct still? Not Ngaissona, not Kokaté involved,
6  but these other two or three persons involved; is that correct?
7~ THE WITNESS: [12:32:49](Interpretation) That is correct, your Honour.
8  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:32:51] So I think -- well, it might also be
9 interesting for the Defence, this part.
10  MRKNOOPS: [12:32:58] Yes. Thank you, Mr President, for your intervention.
11 Q. [12:33:02] Thank you, Mr Witness, for your clarification.
12 My last question on this topic is the following: Did you ever hear or see that
13 Mr Ngaissona ordered any of the Anti-Balaka elements to go from Bangui to the
14  provinces as so-called reinforcements to fight there? Did he ever give orders to fight
15  to elements, in general or in specific, to go from Bangui to the provinces as
16  reinforcement?
17 A. [12:33:48]  don't recall.
18 Q. [12:33:54] My next question relates to the contacts you say that you had with
19 Mr Namsio and Ndomate in your statement and also in your evidence given last
20  Friday, transcript page 102, lines --
21 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:34:22] And paragraph 70 of the statement.
22 MRKNOOPS: [12:34:25] 70 of the statement. It's lines 16 till 19 of the English
23 real-time transcript page 102. You speak about orders which were transmitted by
24 people like Ndomate and Emotion Namsio. My question to you, sir, is the time

25  frame you speak of those instructions or orders or contacts with these two gentlemen
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1 relate to the time frame after June 2014, therefore after the UNDP meeting with
2 MOUDA?
3 A, [12:35:12] Those two individuals whose names you just cited, now Namsio was
4  the spokesperson. When he was appointed spokesperson at the Azimut hotel,
5 Ndomate was the chief of staff -- or, rather, the deputy chief of staff of the movement.
6  Now, sometimes if they wanted to contact people, sometimes they would ask
7 Ndomate to contact people or Namsio to contact these individuals, if these people
8  were their contacts, because they were the spokespersons. And that started after the
9  UNDP meeting at the Azimut hotel. And to maintain contacts, either he would ring
10 or others would ring on his behalf.
11 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:36:38] And that was your question, when it
12 started after --
13 MR KNOOPS: [12:36:42] Exactly.
14 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:36:44] He's answered.
15 MRKNOOPS: [12:36:46]
16 Q. [12:36:46] Thank you, sir.
17 Next question. In the transcripts of last Friday, 21 October, 103, line 18 of the English
18  real-time transcript, you did say, in the context of the arrest of Andjilo, you say the
19 order to arrest Andjilo was Emotion Namsio. And then you say:
20  "...Ndomate, they stood up and said no. He is too soft to give orders."
21  Isit correct that you refer here with the person "he" to Mr Ngaissona?
22 A, [12:37:45] I'll explain that part. Irecall speaking on this on Friday. Isaid that
23 Emotion Namsio -- now, I said at the point in time that Andjilo was arrested, Namsio
24  and Ndomate, they decided that Mr Ngaissona should take the decision, or otherwise

25  create disorder or what have you, but as he refused, they felt he was unable to take
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decisions and that is what caused the younger brother of Andjilo to kidnap Sayo.
And I think Sayo is there and you could contact him. And so it was that his younger
brother kidnapped a white woman and coordinator Ngaissona then began to
negotiate. And that was not easy, nobody would listen to him. {ICR: (Redacted)}
when he was taking those various steps vis-a-vis different parties. And that white
woman was indeed released. First of all, Sayo was released and then that woman
was arrested and was released. So it was in that context, that was the context in
which I was speaking. But I didn't say that Namsio had given the order that
anybody be arrested, no. So I think I've been clear now.

Q. [12:39:54] Yes, thank you, sir.

You did say also earlier this morning that Mr Ngaissona was threatened by Andjilo
and his brother and he threw a grenade in his -- in his yard. Why was Andjilo,
according to your information, threatening Ngaissona?

A.  [12:40:28] Andjilo threatened Ngaissona because he felt that he wasn't up to the
job of being coordinator of the movement because he was not taking mature decisions
to do things, to create things or indeed orders to influence the government. *As he
found him to be too soft, he refused to follow him and the gentleman even threw
grenades into his compound. Others were present and could even -- can tell you
about that. Thank God there were no victims. He was present, he himself could
tell you about that.

Q.  [12:41:29] You spoke last Friday about the individuals who were ignoring any
instructions from Mr Ngaissona, mainly from what you called hinterland.

Transcript page 104 of the English real-time transcript. Would you agree that the
same actually accounted for Mr Mazimbele? Was he amongst those individuals who

were beyond control of anyone?
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A.  [12:42:04] Yes, that is correct, sir. And that caused Mazimbele to not follow the
orders and it led to his death, and he did die.

Q.  [12:42:40] In your evidence given Friday before the Court, sir, transcript page 98,
line 2 till 3 of the English real-time transcript, you did say that Mr Ngaissona relayed
messages of peace to make sure that all the checkpoints were removed after
Brazzaville. Do you recall whether in those missions, those actions of Mr Ngaissona,
he included the Sangaris forces to accompany those actions? So these were not just
actions by Mr Ngaissona, but he coordinated those actions to remove checkpoints
with the local authorities and the national security forces, such as the Sangaris. Can
you recall that this was the approach of Mr Ngaissona in those days?

A.  [12:43:58] At the Brazzaville forum, there were negotiations and they were then
closed. One of the decisions was that the roadblocks or checkpoints should be
removed and that each ComZone was to return to his locality, the locality in which he
was in charge and inform the local authorities there that henceforth or -- yes, from
that point onwards, there were to be no checkpoints. And indeed, the idea was that
there should never be checkpoints again. So all of the actions which had previously
been taken were to cease. So after Brazzaville, each was to return to -- back to his
locality and inform his local authorities, in whatever way if he felt appropriate, based
on whatever document he had, but to tell them to remove the checkpoints, et cetera,
et cetera. So that is what I understood and that's what I'm relaying to you.

Q.  [12:45:29] Thank you, sir.

Now, let's say this is the theory, this was the theory of Brazzaville. What about the
practice? Was this whole idea of Brazzaville by Mr Ngaissona practically
implemented? Did he live up to this agreement, to this promise at Brazzaville?

What can you tell us about his actions to enforce that promise of Brazzaville?
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A.  [12:46:13] Now, further to the negotiations in Brazzaville, the situation was as
I've just sketched out to you. Some will have complied, others will not have
complied. Asin all things. Some will have complied, others will not have
complied. Especially those in the hinterland.

Q. [12:46:43] Maybe I can assist you, Mr Witness, with -- actually, the purpose of
my question is really which you can find in tab 16 of the Defence binder, and maybe
the court officer could be so kind to show to the witness. It's CAR-OTP-2030-0243.
It's a radio communiqué, which is not dated, but with reference to the first sentence it
must have been issued after Brazzaville.

I'm not sure already you see it, Mr Witness, the document?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:47:30] And before 7 August.

MR KNOOPS: [12:47:33] Yes, correct, Mr President.

Q.  [12:47:35] Mr Witness, could you be so kind to read out the -- to read the
document, and my question is whether this reflects the situation after Brazzaville
when it concerns the actions of Mr Ngaissona. You can read it now, if you wish.
A. [12:48:10] That is right.

Q.  [12:48:13] Sir, you see in the third paragraph of this radio communiqué, the last
sentence it says, I read out (Interpretation) "That action will be accompanied by
Sangaris operatives, also of EUFOR and of Anti-Balaka patriots"

(Speaks English) My question here to youis: Can you recall that Mr Ngaissona
indeed, also here, always looked for cooperation with the local authorities and the
national or international security forces to enforce his actions?

A. [12:49:17] That is correct, sir.

Q.  [12:49:20] I have two topics left.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:49:25] I also have the impression that you were
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quick today.

MR KNOOPS: [12:49:29] Two and a half topics maybe.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:49:32] Meaning in, let's say, minutes or in --
MR KNOOPS: [12:49:35] The topic --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:49:37] -- hours?

MR KNOOPS: [12:49:38] No, not hours, Mr President, no. The topicI can deal with
before 1 o'clock is a very brief topic. It's about the -- some questions about the
money of Brazzaville and --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:49:57] Well, let's do that, and actually can you
say already after the break half an hour maximum?

MR KNOOPS: [12:50:05] Let me check, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:50:08] No, really because I have also enough
imagination what counsel could ask potentially.

MR KNOOPS:  [12:50:15] I think 45 minutes.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:50:18] Okay. Good. And Icome again with
my imagination, I could envision that there is no redirect today.

MR VANDERPUYE: [12:50:28] It depends a little bit on what those 45 minutes
entail.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:50:37] Of course, of course. This is the caveat.
You had to say that, I know.

Mr Knoops, please, this issue that you want to discuss before the break.

MR KNOOPS: [12:50:45] Yeah.

Q.  [12:50:46] Mr Witness, this is also something we can, I think, speak about in
open session. This is about the statement you gave last Friday, sir, your testimony

that Mr Maxime Mokom received at the Brazzaville conference money, we spoke
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about it last Friday in detail. At the day Mr Ngaissona already left the conference,
the second day and the third day, the money was distributed amongst the groups.
Are we -- we're in open session, I think?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:51:27] I think we are in open session.

MR KNOOPS: [12:51:28] Oh, we are.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:51:30] Yes.

MR KNOOPS: [12:51:32]

Q. [12:51:33] So, the Anti-Balaka turned against Mr Mokom up to the moment they
received the remainder of the money. And my question is, can you confirm that

Mr Ngaissona, from his part, his share, paid the remainder to the group in order to
calm things down? After that, Mokom siphoned off the money.

A.  [12:52:19] Thank you, sir. I'll answer on that matter. In factI think I already
have addressed this matter. So Ngaissona had already left the Brazzaville forum
and he left instructions to Mr Mokom and Mokom took the money. Mokom
informed people that it was 1 million per person and the general coordinator had
instructed him, he was to provide 600,000 to each person and 400,000 was to be taken
by him and given to the other ComZones who had remained in Bangui.

*Now, things began to unravel at the airport, the true information began to leak, M.
Wénézoui wanted to attack him and Konaté, et cetera, and there was discussions on
the matter. Then when they arrived in Bangui, there was disagreement. There was
some gunfire around Boy Rabe. But the coordinator negotiated with everybody for it
to stop and it did cease. And he was contacted by the relevant persons who wanted
to obtain their money, which was to be 400,000 per person, and that was indeed then
done. I'm not sure if I've answered your answer.

Q.  [12:54:32] Partly, sir. Thank you. But my question was, and I relate to your
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1 evidence Friday, transcript page 97, line 17 of the English real-time transcript, you did
2 say last Friday that Ngaissona, I use the words "did top up" the allotted money. You
3 used the words "he did top up the allotted money." And my question is, do you
4 know how he was able to top up the allotted money himself and why he did so?
5 What was the reason that he himself, despite that Mokom embezzled money, did
6  make sure that everyone still got his share? That is the question from me.
7 A. [12:55:26] Thank you, sir. Now, I don't know, was it the rest of the money
8  which had been taken by Mokom that he had obtained, got back from Mokom or
9  whether he had used his own money to replace the missing money, that I don't know.
10  He called the various people who should have received the money together and
11 provided it to them. That's all I know.
12 Q. [12:56:00] And my final question before the break is: Do you agree that
13 Mr Ngaissona made all those efforts to make sure that still everyone got his share to
14 avoid any disorder amongst the group and the participants? He wanted to have
15  peace also in the group and therefore he went out of his way to make sure that
16  everyone got his share. Is that --
17 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:56:31] Mr Vanderpuye.
18 MR VANDERPUYE: [12:56:32] If Mr Knoops is asking what Mr Ngaissona said,
19 that's one thing, but to ask the witness to divine what was in his mind is another.
20  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:56:45] Yes, yes. What was the
21 understanding -- Mr Knoops, allow me.
22 What was your understanding why Mr Ngaissona, I think, as I have understood it,
23 convened people and the other ComZones and gave them their share?
24 For -- wherever the money came from, you said you didn't know that, what was in

25  your understanding, what was the reason that was done for?
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THE WITNESS: [12:57:13](Interpretation) Because upon returning to -- returning
from Brazzaville, based on the information that the participants had, they were
surprised by the situation and people began to fight. And he wanted to put an end
to that fighting and so he called in the various people concerned to provide the
money to them.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:57:42] So we have the answer here. And

I think we can go then into the break and perhaps we are even a little bit quicker than
45 minutes after the break.

Until 2.30, please.

THE COURT USHER: [12:57:54] All rise.

(Recess taken at 12.57 p.m.)

(Upon resuming in open session at 2.31 p.m.)

THE COURT USHER: [14:31:08] All rise.

Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:31:33] Mr Knoops, you still have the floor.

MR KNOOPS: [14:31:36] Thank you very much, Mr President.

Q.  [14:31:41] Mr Witness, I just have two topics left for this afternoon. I appreciate
your patience.

Before I start with these two topics, sir, were you able to recall in the meantime the
name of the person who provided you with the document of Mr Djotodia, 17 April
2012? You said this morning that you were able to reflect on this name, have you
any recollection already on this name, who provided you this document?

A.  [14:32:26] I've been trying to make my brain work hard, but I can't remember.
If I do find the name, I will tell the Prosecutor.

Q. [14:32:37] Thank you. Thank you, sir. That's really appreciated.
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1 Mr President, the two topics I have left can be dealt with in public session. Iassume
2 that we are in public session.
3 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:32:48] I think we are in public session.
4  Otherwise, I think I would have been informed.
5 MRKNOOPS: [14:32:55] Yes.
6 Q. [14:32:56] Mr Witness, last Friday you were asked by the Prosecution about
7 the -- what happened with the Muslim population at a certain point in time during
8  the conflict. What can you say about, if any, the role of Mr Ngaissona, first, as the
9  Muslim community, after he became the general coordinator in June 2014.
10 A. [14:33:48] Could you please repeat your question, sir.
11 Q. [14:33:52] Last Friday, you were asked about -- by the Prosecution, what
12 happened with the Muslim population alongside the PK9-Mbaiki axis. You gave a
13 certain answer. My question is specific now on the role of Mr Ngaissona.
14 After he became general coordinator in June 2014, can you tell us anything about his
15 role, his actions, his view on the Muslim community.
16 A. [14:34:44] Thank you very much, sir.
17 After having thought about it and put forward when Ngaissona became general
18  coordinator, and what I've just told you here, that this gentleman, when he became
19 coordinator -- the question that you've just put to me, the way you've put it vis-a-vis
20  the Muslim community, this gentleman sought to unite the Muslim community and
21  the Christian community. He was looking for this. He tried to unite them. That's
22 whatIsaw from his part. He never spoke to me as -- in the meetings itself
23 that -- saying that somebody should attack the Muslim community. No.
24 The attack against the Muslim community did not come from the decision of

25  Ngaissona.
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If you have another question other than that, perhaps I could also answer that for
you.

Q. [14:36:11] Thank you, sir.

Very specific, can you recall any action of Mr Ngaissona to make sure that the Muslim
population could observe their religion, in specific the Ramadan? Do you recall any
incident or situation whereby Mr Ngaissona intervened to make sure that the Muslim
community in Bangui could observe the Ramadan? Speaking about the time frame
after, of course, June 2014.

A.  [14:36:58] I have no idea about that question, sir.

Q. [14:37:03] Thank you.

My last topic, Mr Witness, relates to the question whether you did hear at that time,
and we are speaking here specific, after the conference in Brazzaville, if you heard
about any tensions between Mr Maxime Mokom and Mr Patrice Ngaissona? And if
so, if you know anything about this, could you enlighten us on this relationship
which ensued after Brazzaville between the two of them.

A.  [14:37:52] Thank you, sir.

I'm going to shed light on this question which you've just put to me. Perhaps it
might be necessary to go into private session, and then I can explain to you some
parts of my answer.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:38:14] Yes, we pick that suggestion up by the
witness and go to private session.

(Private session at 2.38 p.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [14:38:36] We are in private session, Mr President.

MR KNOOPS: [14:38:46]

Q.  [14:38:47] Sir, you can answer. We are in private session.
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1 A, [14:38:54] Thank you. Let me explain some aspects. (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  This led this gentleman to the other -- to create another movement under the name of
18  Mokom. Typically, he received orders from Bozizé and no longer received orders
19 from Ngaissona. This completely upset people in the assembly, because (Redacted)
20  (Redacted) There was people who punched each other. There were clashes
21  between him and people who accompanied him. The situation calmed down, and
22 now, coming back, Mr Ngaissona was forced to accept the situation to avoid
23 problems. He was forced to accept so that this gentleman, Mokom's father, would
24  be Anti-Balaka number 2, and he started from that basis.

25  So this gentleman is now in The Hague. This is my explanation. There was a
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1 certain point in time which you could ask the investigators who they could offer you

2 explanations about this gentleman and follow that through. But according to the

3 question you put to me, after Brazzaville, and this is what I'm explaining to you, it

4  didn't work out between Ngaissona and Mokom. And this forced Mokom to go to

5 Nairobi to find Bozizé and start up his Anti-Balaka group called the Anti-Balaka

6  group -- the Mokom group.

7  Thope I've answered your question.

8 Q. [14:43:06] Yes. Thank you, Mr Witness.

9 T'have some detailed questions on your answer, but before we start, we found,
10 Mr President, an error in the transcript. It's being said in the English version that,
11 page 75, line 5, that Mr Ngaissona "aggressé" Mokom, but the witness said "laissé", if
12 we are correct. It's page 75, line 20-21.
13 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:43:47] Well, we are not at page 75 yet, I think.
14  THE INTERPRETER: [14:43:53] English version.
15 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:43:55] Ah, English version.
16 MRKNOOPS: [14:43:55] English version.
17 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:43:56] Yes, because you are speaking French, so
18 I--because of that, ] was not aware. Okay. But that's correct, of course.
19 MR KNOOPS: [14:44:02] And the second one is and I can ask the clarification from
20  the witness because it was also on my list to clarify. It's my understanding page 75
21  in the English real-time, line 20-21, it's not mentioned correctly, the witness said it was
22 Mokom who wanted Bozizé back, not Ngaissona. But I can ask the witness again.
23 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:44:23] Perhaps since this seems to be a
24 material --

25 MR KNOOPS: [14:44:28] Question.
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:44:30] -- fact, or question, perhaps you ask him
2 again. No problem.
3 MRKNOOPS: [14:44:34] Yeah, it was -- yeah.
4 Q. [14:44:34] Mr Witness, speaking about this relationship you just described after
5  Brazzaville, I have two specific follow-up questions. First of all, is it correct that
6  Mr Mokom was the one in favour of the return of Mr Bozizé in accordance with what
7 they called the constitutional order, while Mr Ngaissona was not in favour of the
8  return of Mr Bozizé, and that this was part of the clash between the two of them?
9 A. [14:45:22] I didn't talk about that. The return to the constitutional order started
10  since the -- at the Yamwara school, but it didn't work out. And you found the
11 Anti-Balaka south and the Anti-Balaka north.
12 Now, when you talk about Mokom, if Mokom, if, I stress "if", if Mokom wanted
13 Bozizé to return, to the extent that he created another movement, so he adhered to
14 that decision of the return of the constitutional order.
15 Thope I've answered your question.
16 Q. [14:46:04] Indeed. And according to your information, at the time you had
17 contacted Mr Ngaissona after the return of -- after Brazzaville, is it correct that
18  Mr Ngaissona expressed that he was not in favour of reinstating Mr Bozizé?
19 A. [14:46:38] No, I didn't hear it from the mouth of Mr Ngaissona. I do not want
20 tolietoyou. Idonotknow theidea he had on this point. So I cannot answer this
21 question, sir.
22 Q. [14:46:53] Thank you, sir.
23 My second follow-up question is the following: Were you aware that after this
24  situation unrolled between Ngaissona and Mokom after Brazzaville, that Mr Mokom

25  visited Anti-Balaka elements in the provinces and took actions without informing
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Mr Ngaissona? Are you aware of such examples?

A. [14:47:42] That is correct.

Q.  [14:47:45] And were you also aware, sir, that after Brazzaville, Mr Patrice
Ngaissona intended to transform the Anti-Balaka movement into a political party,
while Mr Maxime Mokom wanted the movement to remain a resistance movement, a
patriotic movement for self-defence purposes? That this was also a difference
between the two people at that time, Mokom and Mr Ngaissona?

A.  [14:48:37] That is correct, sir. At the moment when Ngaissona tried, tried to
transform the movement into a political party, the PCUD, Mokom wasn't in
agreement completely. As he wanted to transform the movement into a political
party, he would become a politician. So the Anti-Balaka movement should continue
its own path. And because of that, there was disagreement between the two, and
Maxime Mokom took another path, to continue. And Patrice Ngaissona remained
with his own vision, to continue in the political sphere of his party. That was it.

Q.  [14:49:35] In your statement you gave to the investigators of the Office of the
Prosecution, paragraph 106, in the last sentence you refer to this transformation of the
Anti-Balaka movement into a political party initiated by Mr Ngaissona. And then
you say: "We asked ourselves what we should do to support Mr Ngaissona in this
regard."

Can we take it from your statement that you were in agreement with the view of

Mr Ngaissona that the Anti-Balaka should not remain there as a resistance movement,
but should move into the democratic process of a political party being part of the
democratic system of the Central African Republic? You were in agreement with
him in this respect? You yourself as a person.

A. [14:50:56] That is correct, sir.
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Q.  [14:50:59] Are you familiar, Mr Witness, that Mr Mokom tried to obstruct the
ideas of Mr Ngaissona with certain actions? Can you recall any concrete actions he
undertook to potentially sabotage or obstruct this plan of Mr Ngaissona?

A.  [14:51:35] This gentleman, Mokom, took the steps that you all know about.
Everybody knows about it. They know them. And the others, other Anti-Balaka
chiefs, knew his approach. He was againstit. He was opposed to the vision which
Mr Ngaissona had. Ngaissona wanted to take another path. This approach was
seen, and in the Anti-Balaka group, we all knew about it.

I hope I've answered your question.

Q. [14:52:18] Yes, you did.

Then my final question to you, Mr Witness, for today is the following: Also in your
evidence given on Friday in this court, paragraph 105 of the English real-time
transcript, line 5, you did say that Mr Ngaissona undertook actions to calm things
down. These were your words.

This morning and this afternoon, I've examined you on several examples of

Mr Ngaissona's actions. You mentioned the issue of his involvement to repress
slippages, the arrest of persons, the actions he undertook versus the Muslim
community, et cetera.

Can you say, based on your own knowledge, your own experience in those days, as a
witness, what you have seen from his actions, what you have experienced from his
actions, that these actions after June 2014 had an impact on the peace process in your
country? Did it make a difference, what he did, in your view, Mr Ngaissona?

A.  [14:54:16] Yes. Imust say, after that, things did change. And it continued
when he was in The Hague, and it continues until the social position and peace is

being installed. It is starting, et cetera. That's his vision, and that's what happened
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1 sofar. According to what I see, that's what I believe.
2 Q. [14:54:46] But I mean -- I mean, sir, practically, did you see, after he became
3 general coordinator in 2014, that his actions towards peace and to calm things down,
4 these are your words, really changed at that time, 2014, the situation in your country?
5 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:55:15] Hasn't he answered that?
6 MRKNOOPS: [14:55:17] He said it in -- more in the abstract in my view.
7  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:55:22] Okay, good.
8  Mr Witness, you have heard the question. If you want to add something to your last
9 answer, you have the time to do that, of course.
10 THE WITNESS: [14:55:32](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour. I'm going to
11 answer the gentleman.
12 Isaid the action of Mr Ngaissona, when he was general coordinator of the
13 Anti-Balaka movement, the action that he carried out in order to bring about peace
14 was, for me, an attempt to bring about peace, at least partially, in Bangui. And he
15 continued to do that. And right now, he is in the Hague. *So for me, his actions, as
16  far as I'm concerned, assisted a little to calm down the tension in Bangui.
17 MR KNOOPS: [14:56:23]
18 Q. [14:56:24] Thank you very much, sir, for answering all my questions. These
19 were my last questions. I thank you for your cooperation.
20  Ithank the Court for the time allotted to me. Thank you.
21  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:56:37] Mr Vanderpuye.
22 MR VANDERPUYE: [14:56:39] Mr President, I do have a few questions on
23 re-examination. Idon't think it should take very long. Not more than half an hour,
24 Tthink. Maybe shorter than that.

25  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:56:50] I'm surprised, actually.
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MR VANDERPUYE: [14:56:52] You're surprised that I do or that I don't?
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:56:53] No, that you do. But please -- please
move forward.

MR VANDERPUYE: [14:56:55] Okay. I will try to come straight to the point.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:56:57] Yeah.

MR VANDERPUYE: [14:56:57] Thank you, again.

QUESTIONED BY MR VANDERPUYE:

Q. [14:57:03] And good afternoon, Mr Witness. Just following up on what

Mr Knoops just asked you concerning the impact of Mr Ngaissona's actions with
respect to the crisis that unfolded in 2013-2014.  You are talking about his position
once he became the coordinator general of the Anti-Balaka, and you are talking about
from June 2014 onward. Am I clear about that?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:57:32] We are clear about that. Not only the
witness, we are clear about that.

MR VANDERPUYE: [14:57:38] Okay.

Q.  [14:57:41] So the question to the witness is then, is your evidence that Mr
Ngaissona was not the general coordinator of the Anti-Balaka before --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:57:47] Mr Vanderpuye, could you please -- okay.
You have to continue. You have to start again because there was a microphone on.
MR VANDERPUYE: [14:57:54]

Q.  [14:57:55] Is your evidence, sir, that Mr Ngaissona was not the general
coordinator of the Anti-Balaka before June 2014?

MR KNOOPS: [14:58:09] Mr President, I believe this was already asked and
answered.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:58:14] Yeah, yeah, yeah, but I think it's faster if
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1 we let him answer.
2 Please, Mr Witness, with regard to the time before June 2014, what was your
3 understanding of the role of Mr Ngaissona?
4  THE WITNESS: [14:58:32](Interpretation) Before Ngaissona was the general
5  coordinator of the Anti-Balaka of the Central African Republic, at the moment when
6  Ngaissona came to Bangui, he came to Bangui, and at that time he was the general
7  coordinator of the Anti-Balaka north. I think I've said this on several occasions.
8 It was after the PNUD meeting that he became the general coordinator of the
9  Anti-Balaka north and Anti-Balaka south.
10 Asregards the question which the gentleman has put to me, when he was coordinator,
11 his approach led -- led to positive results in Bangui. That is the question that he
12 asked me. But before he was Anti-Balaka coordinator of the north, afterwards they
13 reunited, became united, and then he became general coordinator of all the
14 Anti-Balaka.
15 Thope that I've answered your question fully, your Honour.
16 MR VANDERPUYE: [14:59:54]
17 Q. [14:59:54] To your knowledge, was Captain Kamezolai ever a member of
18  Mr Ngaissona's coordination before June 2014?
19  MSDIMITRIL: [15:00:14] Mr President, first we are in private session. And second --
20  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:00:17] Okay, yes, we can go to open session in
21  the meantime, when you are -- yes, indeed.
22 MSDIMITRI: [15:00:22] And these questions were -- they could have been
23 anticipated by the Prosecution in the 68(3) statement. The coordination was there,
24 the meetings -- the various meetings were there. The name of Kamezolai was -- it

25  wasin the statement. And I don't see how this specific question arises from
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cross-examination.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:00:43] Well, it does not always arise from
cross-examination, but I don't see actually the need or the relevance, but the question
is on the table. Let's hear the answer.

(Open session at 3.01 p.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [15:01:03] We are in open session, Mr President.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:01:06] What I mean -- what I mean by that is we
have a witness who has a certain knowledge. We always have to take into account,
with any witness we have, what information the witness has. And the witness has
testified over several days, has a very distinct, and I would not say complete, but a lot
of good recollection. And this is specifically with regard to certain things in 2013,
and when it comes to coordination, after June 2014. So why we now entertain again
the first half of 2014, I'm not so sure. But, no, I don't want further discussions, I
simply would really want to finish that.

So, Mr Witness, in your understanding, the role of Mr Kamezolai before June 2014,
was there anything that you knew about, the role in potential coordination, be it north,
or south, or unified?

THE WITNESS: [15:02:13](Interpretation) What I know of Mr Kamezolai, I think that
I've already relayed that to counsel. But I'm happy to explain. Before

Mr Ngaissona was in Bangui, Kamezolai was the chief of staff of the Anti-Balaka
south. He himself spoke about that on the radio. Everybody heard that.

Now, when Ngaissona returned to Bangui, he was still the chief of staff of the
Anti-Balaka south. * When Ngaissona became general coordinator, that is when

Mr Kamezolai left his work as chief of staff of the Anti-Balaka south. IhopeI've

answered your question. I'm happy to answer any other questions, if I can.
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MR VANDERPUYE: [15:03:21]

Q. [15:03:21] Do you recall what Mr Bara described the coordination of the
Anti-Balaka to be during the meeting on 15 May at Pisimisi? Did he say -- do you
remember what he said about the coordination of the Anti-Balaka at the beginning of
2014?

A.  [15:03:54] I was in Pisimisi, but what Bara said, I've forgotten a bit. Perhaps
you could jog my memory, and then I could confirm it or not.

Q. [15:04:07] Let me show you a document. It's CAR-OTP-2001-3372.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:04:18] First, Ms Dimitri, then Mr Knoops.

MS DIMITRI:  [15:04:22] Mr President, first of all, out of courtesy, if -- I understand
that Mr Vanderpuye is trying to use documents that probably are not on the list, but
out of courtesy, if at least -- this question was probably not written down in the last
half hour. If at least we could be informed in advance, because by the time we pull
out the document and I then I form an objection, in fairness, I would like to see where
he is going with that. That's first.

Second, the question of the meeting of 15 May is in the statement. It's a 68(3)
statement. It's part of the examination of Mr Vanderpuye. Now, what we're doing
here is we're giving him a second chance, a second opportunity to examine the
witness on something that was in the statement.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:05:14] Yes, I agree with you actually.

Mr Knoops, you want to add something.

MR KNOOPS: [15:05:19] Yeah, just to say this question could of course easily have
been asked in examination {ICR: (Redacted)}.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:05:26] And I also -- Mr Vanderpuye, don't we

have the impression that the witness has provided on these -- during these many days
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that he was questioned by you and Ms Dimitri, Mr Knoops, has really tried to
recollect everything, has provided us with every information that he has currently in
mind, plus we have the Rule 68(3) statement. Please go over to something else.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:05:50] Mr President, just as a matter of principle, I think
that -- I agree with counsel that to the extent that certain questions could be
anticipated, they should be led. There is a question of economies of scale also with
respect to the proceedings. And where I disagree with counsel is where information
which is not led is led by counsel, which skews the evidence to some extent which is
in the possession of counsel, which they know of --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:06:20] Well, but we -- I have decided on that
matter. Please move to another point.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:06:26] The witness has asked to have his recollection
refreshed (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:06:28] I have decided on the matter. Please
move on to something else.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:06:33] Okay.

Q.  [15:06:34] Was Mr Kamezolai Mr Yekatom's boss or superior in the Anti-Balaka
de zone sud?

MS DIMITRI:  [15:06:45] Mr President, I'm sorry if I seem to be interrupting.

My -- this is -- again, it's the purpose of why this witness came. It's to discuss the --
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:06:54] And the witness has talked about

Mr Kamezolai extensively and also about the relationship with Mr Yekatom. But to
really -- to shorten the whole thing, since it is a yes or no question.

Mr Witness, was Mr Kamezolai the superior to Mr Yekatom? You can answer with

yes or no, so this is shorter then.
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1 THE WITNESS: [15:07:25](Interpretation) I'm going to respond, President.
2 Captain Kamezolai was a superior to Mr Yekatom. He was a captain. So
3 Kamezolai was certainly superior to Mr Yekatom.
4 If there are other questions, please feel free to put those.
5  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:07:51] Okay.
6 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:07:53]
7 Q. [15:07:53] Was he the chief, the top person in the Anti-Balaka de zone sud,
8  Kamezolai?
9  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:08:07] Well, I allow the question, but I am
10 wondering -- but that's -- I'm not commenting. Yeah, I'm not commenting.
11 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:08:22]
12 Q. [15:08:22] Did you hear my question, sir?
13 A, [15:08:27] No, I didn't hear your question.
14 Q. [15:08:29] Okay. My question was: In the Anti-Balaka de zone sud, was
15 Kamezolai Yekatom's superior? Was he the top person in the Anti-Balaka de zone sud,
16  to your knowledge?
17  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:08:49] No, no, I'm interested in the answer now.
18 I'mvery interested. I think it has been already been covered, but nevertheless, let's
19  get surprised by the answer.
20 THE WITNESS: [15:09:03](Interpretation) May I answer?
21  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:09:05] Of course.
22 THE WITNESS: [15:09:10](Interpretation) Yes. Mr Kamezolai himself said that he
23 was the chief of staff of the Anti-Balaka south. He said so himself. And he
24 remained the chief of staff of the Anti-Balaka south. He was the superior. Sol

25  think that answers the question.
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MR VANDERPUYE: [15:09:39]

Q. [15:09:40] All right. Then I have a video I'd like to show you.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:09:43] No, no. No, no, no, no. Really not.
This is -- you have brought the thing up, and I'm not sure if you have got the answer
that you wanted or that you expected, and I think -- well, that's -- okay. Sometimes
it's better to follow perhaps some suggestions by the Presiding Judge when he says
that he expects or he would be surprised if any questions are asked.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:10:14] Well, Mr President, with all due respect, I've been
working on this case since 2017, and I have a pretty good sense of what the evidence
is in this case; documentary, testimonial, electronic, video and audio.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:10:29] Like we have also, yeah.

MR KNOOPS: [15:10:32] But then the question is, why did the Prosecution didn't
introduce this evidence, as it's so familiar with this evidence, in examination.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:10:38] I'm not going to engage in rhetoric --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:10:41] What -- what do you want to show the
witness, please? I think we have seen it already.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:10:45] I don't think you have. I want to show -- I want to
show the --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:10:46] So what do you want to show -- please
tell us first what you want to show the witness.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:10:49] I want to show a video footage of Mr Yekatom
describing his role in the Anti-Balaka zone sud, which is directly --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:10:55] But we don't -- so we don't --

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:10:55] -- pertinent to the issues that were raised and

suggested by counsel on cross-examination.

26.10.2022 Page 73



1CC-01/14-01/18-T-169-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-10-2022 74/84 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-0954

1  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:11:04] Yes, but can't we draw out the
2 information out of this video before watching it now and saying that, obviously, you
3 are of the opinion that Mr Yekatom claimed to have the chef of the Anti-Balaka sud or
4  not. So then -- then take it over.
5 So, Mr Witness, there is obviously video footage where Mr Yekatom claims that he is
6  the chef of the Anti-Balaka sud.
7~ MSDIMITRI: [15:11:35] Mr President, I'm sorry to interrupt you, but I don't even
8  know which video we are talking about. Idon't even have an ERN. I'd like to
9  have --in fairness, I would like to watch it myself first.
10  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:11:44] Then we watch it now and then --
11 MSDIMITRI: [15:11:46] But I'm not suggesting --
12 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:11:46] No, no, no, that --
13 MSDIMITRI: [15:11:47] -- that we should show it to the witness. The whole
14  statement is about Mr Yekatom and his role. Why are we putting procedure aside
15 and letting counsel have a second examination-in-chief? I'm completely lost as to
16  what are the limits of re-examination.
17 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:12:08] Mr President, information which is disclosed to the
18  Defence which is marked as material is marked as material because itis. The fact
19 that counsel isn't familiar with that information is not a problem for us.
20  The second thing is, to the extent that they elicit information directly contrary to or
21  suggesting contrary information to the information that is sitting --
22 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:12:30] What has the --
23 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:12:30] -- on their desks --
24  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:12:32] What has --

25 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:12:32] -- in their electronic folders --
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:12:34] No, no, no, no.

2 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:12:34] -- in the disclosure is not appropriate. They can't

3 say, on the one hand, he doesn't have this -- he didn't play this role, while they are

4  sitting on the evidence which contradicts it, and then say that we can't introduce that,

5  which is exactly what they are trying to do.

6  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:12:53] What has the witness said that contradicts

7 his Rule 68(3) statement and that would induce you to ask these questions?

8 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:13:00] It's not what the witness said that contradicts his

9  witness statement. It's what the Defence has elicited which contradicts the witness's
10  evidence --
11 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:13:06] What has the -- the --
12 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:13:06] -- and the evidence in the case.
13 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:13:10] And what has the Defence elicited? You
14  know, the Defence elicits -- when we have a live witness here, elicits what the witness
15 says on what -- for example, what videos and so on and so forth, the Defence presents
16  to the witness. If you explain to me what the Defence has elicited via an answer of
17  the witness that contradicts what the witness has said in the Rule 68(3) statement,
18 thenIallowit. If not, then I don't allow it.
19 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:13:41] What the witness has said here is that Mr Kamezolai
20  was the superior of Mr Yekatom, which was suggested and elicited on
21  cross-examination. I confirm that only now, but it was elicited on cross-examination.
22 The evidence that the Defence has in their possession is a statement of their own client
23 saying exactly the contrary.
24 The suggestion that it was elicited is to influence or direct the Chamber's attention to

25  aversion of the narrative which they themselves know is not a correct one. That's
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the reason for the redirect examination. And this witness is in a position to answer
that question.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:14:15] The last take now, and then I decide
finally.

Ms Dimitri.

MS DIMITRI:  [15:14:20] Thank you, Mr President.

I completely disagree with the fact that I misled either the Chamber or the witness. I
did not, I did not elicit that. Mr Vanderpuye just did. What I did was I was very,
very meticulous. I spoke about the meetings in December where Mr Kamezolai was
appointed chef d'état major which the Prosecution has in evidence with other witnesses
and other witness testified about that as well here. That's whatIdid. And thenlI
mentioned that he remained a chef d’état major until May 2014 because that's what we
have on video. Idid not mislead anyone, and I would -- if that is the suggestion, I
would like to have the specific quote of the transcript where I said the contrary.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:15:11] No, actually, I don't think that you misled
anyone. Idon'tthinkso. And]Iwould be --it would be helpful if we have the
concrete quotation there. But this is, in my opinion, absolutely unnecessary what we
are discussing since 20 minutes. And therefore, therefore -- we have already an
answer by the witness, but nevertheless, therefore to shorten the procedure, how long
is this video?

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:15:43] The section that I have to play is not quite a minute.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:15:50] So --

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:15:51] Maybe 50 seconds.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:15:54] We look at that video shortly, and then

the last answer by -- that's the last thing that we have from this witness.
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1 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:16:03] Yes, on this matter. There is the one matter that

2 youraised earlier this morning that I'd like to ask the witness about.

3 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:16:08] When I raised it, there is some

4 assumption --

5 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:16:11] It's a different issue and we need to do that in

6  private session (Overlapping speakers)

7 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:16:14] Okay. Good. Then let's play this.

8 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:16:15] This is -- just for the record, the video is

9  CAR-OTP-2118-0415. The transcript reference is CAR-OTP-2127-4410 at page 4432.
10 And it's line 760 through 774. Let me just make sure that we're lined up in the right
11 spot.
12 Ithink we're just about ready.
13 The booth, it's only a couple of lines. Maybe you can sight translate it. Let me
14 know.
15 THE INTERPRETER: [15:17:00] Okay.
16  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:17:02] Okay? Yeah, okay.
17 (Viewing of the video excerpt)
18  THE INTERPRETER: [15:17:09](Interpretation of the video excerpt)
19 "Once again on the road. This time we are heading for Mbaiki. That's a number of
20  kilometres from Bangui. We are going to meet one of the Anti-Balaka leaders who is
21  the most remarkable, Alfred Yekatom Rambo, better known as General Rambo.
22 "I am Alfred Yekatom Rambo. Iam the head, the chief of the Anti-Balaka movement
23 south. I'wanted to build our country. Those who came here, came here with
24 mercenaries, killed people, looted. I was personally present to witness kidnappings.

25 Iwentto Zongo. InZongo Isaw many soldiers, and that's where I had the idea. I
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1 saw that we had soldiers. I thought, what should we do? Ireturned to my country,
2 and that's when I set up the Anti-Balaka movement to oust, to drive out those
3 mercenaries who had come to our country.
4 "These people -- these persons attack the mercenaries on a daily basis, as he explained
5 tome. Today they are not bearing weapons because they want to present
6  themselves to the general public as political figures."
7  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:25] Do we know when this video footage was
8 taken?
9 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:18:30] Not exactly, no.
10  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:32] Okay.
11 Mr Witness, so the last time on that point, you have heard what Mr Yekatom has
12 said --
13 MSDIMITRI:  [15:18:40] Mr President.
14  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:41] Yeah.
15  MSDIMITRL [15:18:42] 2016.
16  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:43] So this is from 2016?
17 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:18:46] This is when it was aired and put on a --
18  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:48] Okay.
19 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:18:49] That's right.
20  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:18:52] Okay. But still we have a witness here.
21  This is -- at the moment we are listening witness testimony. The witness has already
22 answered the question, and now this is the last take that you get on that and I take
23 over the questioning.
24 So, Mr Witness, you have heard what Mr Yekatom has said at some point in time.

25  We don't know exactly when. So hearing that, and bearing also in mind the answer
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to the question that you gave before, was Mr Yekatom the chief of the Anti-Balaka
south or was it Mr Kamezolai?

THE WITNESS: [15:19:31](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

I think that the Court has put the question to me to establish whether Kamezolai was
superior to Yekatom or not. Isaid, yes, he was, because Kamezolai was a captain,
whereas Yekatom was a chef corporal, a chief corporal. That's what I was referring
to.

Now, I see this video which was broadcast, but there he says with his own voice that
he was the chief of the Anti-Balaka south. What I know is that Kamezolai was the
chief of staff of the Anti-Balaka south. He himself said that he was the chief of the
Anti-Balaka south.

So I've viewed this video with you, but your question was about Kamezolai. And so
I really focused on Kamezolai to respond, to report to you on the position of
Kamezolai in the Anti-Balaka.

Now, chief of staff is different to chief.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:20:59] So now we move to your last topic.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:21:03] Mr President, I'd like to go into private session for
that, if I may.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:21:07] Okay. Private session.

(Private session at 3.21 p.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [15:21:28] We are in private session, Mr President.

MR VANDERPUYE: [15:21:30] Mr President, this arises from the information that
we received this morning regarding the circumstances of the witness's testimony on
Friday that I'd like to ask him about.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:21:43] Why?
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1 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:21:44] Because I don't have any information about it other
2 than the mere fact that there may or may not --
3 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:21:50] No. No, no, no. We have the
4 information that there was no interaction. Perhaps this has not been --
5 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:21:56] I don't have that information, Mr President.
6  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:21:57] What do you want to question him about
7  then?
8 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:22:01] Because I'd like to know what the circumstances
9 are--
10 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:22:04] Why?
11 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:22:05] Because it may have an impact on his evidence.
12 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:22:07] No.
13 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:22:08] And it's after the fact. If I had known it during the
14 course of my examination, I would have asked about it.
15  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:22:14] No, no, I don't allow that. So we --
16 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:22:15] Well, then I will have a separate application. And
17  then my separate application is to ask the Registry to provide a detailed account of
18  those circumstances --
19 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:22:23] They have done that already.
20 MR VANDERPUYE: [15:22:24] I don't have it, Mr President. [don't have it. What
21 TIhave is testimony which appears inconsistent with the witness's evidence which
22 occurred at 15:30 on Friday. I do not know when the contact allegedly happened. 1
23 don't know what the extent of itis. I don't know what was exchanged or wasn't
24  exchanged. And]Ihave no report from the Registry, despite the fact the Registry

25  communicated that to us -- communicated -- actually, I heard on the grapevine on
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1 Friday. Today is Wednesday.
2 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:22:52] No, but I have the information that there
3 wasno inter -- okay.
4  (Redacted)
5 (Redacted)
6 (Redacted)
7 ~ THE WITNESS: [15:23:18](Interpretation) I didn't follow your question entirely,
8  Presiding Judge. Could you repeat it.
9  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:23:25] Mr Witness,
10  (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 (Redacted)
13 (Redacted)
14  (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16 (Redacted)

17  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:24:19] No. (Redacted)
18  (Redacted)

19 (Redacted)

20 THE WITNESS: [15:24:38](Interpretation) I don't recall, your Honour.

21  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:24:41] Okay. There we have an answer, if we
22 likeitor not. Okay.

23 So, Ms Dimitri.

24 MS DIMITRI: [15:24:50] Mr President, would you allow me one question in light of

25  the video that was shown and the fact that Mr Vanderpuye (Overlapping speakers)
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1  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:24:56] Yes, that's only fair.
2 MSDIMITRI: [15:25:00] Thank you, Mr President.
3 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:25:00] Yeah, you are allowed to do that.
4  MSDIMITRI: [15:25:01] I don't mind asking it in public session. I'm in your hands.
5  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:25:04] Please continue in private session.
6 MSDIMITRI: [15:25:07] Just a second.
7 QUESTIONED BY MS DIMITRI: (Interpretation)
8 Q. [15:25:15] Good afternoon, Witness. Ijust have a question regarding the video
9  which you just saw of Mr Yekatom. Do you recall seeing it in 2016 during his
10 campaign to become a member of parliament?
11 A, [15:25:33] Could you repeat the question. You were quite fast just there.
12 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:25:34] And you have to explain to him that we
13 are going back to the video, perhaps.
14 MSDIMITRL:  [15:25:39] Yes.
15 Q. [15:25:40](Interpretation) Witness, I have one question regarding the video that
16  the Prosecutor just showed you, the video that we just saw a few moments ago.
17 Now, do you recall seeing that video as part of Mr Yekatom's political campaign in
18 2016 where he was standing to be elected as a member of parliament to the National
19  Assembly? Do you remember seeing that video being presented as part of his
20  election campaign?
21 A.  [15:26:16] I can say to you that during Mr Yekatom's campaign, I was not
22 present during his campaign. ThatI can affirm.
23 MSDIMITRI: [15:26:29] Thank you, Mr President. That was all.
24  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:26:33] Mr Knoops, but, of course, out of fairness,

25  you have also --
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MR KNOOPS: [15:26:36] One question, because --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:26:38] Yeah, yeah, yeah. Goon. Go on.
QUESTIONED BY MR KNOOPS:

Q. [15:26:43] Sir, were you in the last couple of days, starting with your testimony
on Friday, in any way, by me, Mr Knoops, or any member of my team, or any
member of my team in Bangui, influenced during your testimony before this Court?
A.  [15:27:21] T am relaxed. This is my testimony which I defend. If there is
another suggestion, I don't know. And Ireferred to my statement, my testimony. I
answered questions on that. I defended what I have presented to the Court, and I
explained pursuant to your questions.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:27:46] Okay. Thank you. That's all.

It has now -- I had it not here clearly before me:

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

We go to open session now and finish now the examination of the witness.

(Open session at 3.28 p.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [15:28:48] We are in open session, Mr President.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:28:49] Thank you.

Mr Witness, this concludes your testimony. On behalf of the Chamber, I would like

to thank you that you patiently and diligently answered all the questions over so
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many days and that you really tried to recollect everything that you could possibly
recollect at all. Thank you very much for that. And on behalf of the Chamber, I
wish you a safe trip back home, Mr Witness.

THE WITNESS: [15:29:13](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:29:15] This concludes also the hearing for today.
Tomorrow we start at 9 o'clock. Don't forget that, 9 o'clock, for once. Nine until 11
and 11.30 until half past 1 with 1839, I think.

Ms Dimitri.

MS DIMITRI:  [15:29:32] Mr President, since we have a few minutes left. Justa
small request for the next witness, with the Chamber's permission, me and Ms Guissé¢,
we separated the examination. I'm going to do most part of it. And if you allow it,
Ms Guissé will address the issue of Count 11 through 17. And the witness was
informed accordingly.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:29:51] I don't see any problem with that.

MS DIMITRI:  [15:29:54] Thank you very much.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:29:55] Thank you very much.

So we see each other tomorrow.

THE COURT USHER: [15:30:01] All rise.

(The hearing ends in open session at 3.30 p.m.)
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