1CC-01/14-01/18-T-228-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-04-2023 1/78 T
Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, |CC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public redacted version of thistranscript isfiled in the case.

Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-1974

1 International Criminal Court

2 Trial Chamber V

3 Situation: Central African Republic Il

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

5 Nagaissona - ICC-01/14-01/18

6  Presiding Judge Bertram Schmitt, Judge Péter Kovacs and

7  Judge Chang-ho Chung

8  Trial Hearing - Courtroom 1

9  Wednesday, 26 April 2023
10 (The hearing starts in open session at 9.31 a.m.)
11 THE COURT USHER: [9:31:31] All rise.
12 The International Criminal Court is now in session.
13 Please be seated.
14 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:31:49] Good morning, everyone. Court officer,
15  please call the case.
16 THE COURT OFFICER: [9:32:00] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours.
17  This is the situation in the Central African Republic 11, in the case of
18  The Prosecutor versus Alfred Yekatom and Patrice Edouard Ngaissona, case reference
19 1CC01/14 01/18.
20  And for the record, we're in open session.
21  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:32:18] The team of the Prosecution is unchanged.
22 Ms Douzima is also in the courtroom. Mr Suprun and his team is unchanged.
23 Like always, with Ms Dimitri, also unchanged. Very good. But | see Ms
24 Proulx -- for a long time -- back. So, do you have to change something, Ms Dimitri?

25 MSDIMITRI: [9:32:40] Apparently. I'm very sorry; very sorry. Ms Fiona Houdin
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joined us today.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:32:46] So, you see, you do not have the full
overview of your team obviously.

Mr Knoops, finally, because we have additional members of your team.

MR KNOOPS: [9:32:55] Good morning, Mr President, your Honours. Good
morning, everyone in the courtroom. Yes, our team has changed. Ms Proulx is
back in the courtroom today, on the right side; and in the second row Ms Tessia
Monteiro; and Michael Rowse. And Mr Ngaissona is also present, Mr President.
Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:33:10] But, most importantly, we have our
witness in the courtroom. Good morning, Mr Witness, | hope you had a good rest
and you're feeling well today.

WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-1974 (On former oath)

(The witness speaks French)

(The witness gives evidence in the courtroom)

THE WITNESS: [9:33:28] (Interpretation) Good morning, your Honour. | would
like to greet the Court. I'mwell. Thank you so much.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:33:37] Then we continue with the examination by
Ms Guissé.

MS GUISSE: [9:33:44](Interpretation) Thank you so much. |, first of all, would like
to deeply apologise to the interpreters by telling them that I've heard their request
and | shall try and apply the recommendations | issued to the witness.
QUESTIONED BY MS GUISSE: (Interpretation)(Continuing)

Q. [9:34:01] Good morning, witness. | have been gently reminded because | am

not respecting the three-second pause, so we're going to try -- at least | will try and do
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better today.

Now, I'm just going to go back to my line of questioning. The first being, first of all,
are you sure that there were -- there was no one above 18 who benefited from the
programme?

A.  [9:34:34] Your Honour, I'm sure.

Q. [9:34:46] Witness, I'm asking you this question because | -- we heard a testimony
before this Court that actually says the opposite. A witness went to Pissa and
Mbaiki at that point in time and said that he spoke to {ICR: (Redacted)

(Redacted)} -- who admitted to having lied on his age

{ICR: (Redacted)}. The -- the witness assessed his age to be 20 or

25 years. And I'm referring to declaration P-2082, CAR-OTP-2122-4558, paragraph
45, and transcription 218 at 10:43.

Now, this very witness says that the {ICR: (Redacted)} were

aware but there was some {ICR: (Redacted)}, the ones

who needed it, given the difficult conditions that were prevailing at that point in time.
Now, do you confirm this?

A. [9:36:17] Your Honour, | say no, because we just told you today that the person
would have lied; so the person lied. {ICR: (Redacted)}

Q. [9:36:41] In fact, as | just told you, this witness says that the person did lie, but
the -- {ICR: (Redacted)} were aware. They were aware of the fact that

they lied but they decided to do otherwise. Now, do you have any comments to
make on that?

A. [9:37:05] Your Honour --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:37:10] We are in -- well, we are in open session

and we go to private session. That's it.
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(Private session at 9.37 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [9:37:30] We are in private session, Mr President.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:37:33] Well, given the circumstances, no problem.
Please continue, Ms Guissé.

MS GUISSE: [9:37:42](Interpretation)

Q. [9:37:43] Right. Do you have any comments to make on the fact that the
witness indicates that (Redacted) aware that the person lied with regard to his age but
(Redacted) overlooked it?

A. [9:38:04] Your Honour, | do not admit this assertion.

MS GUISSE: [9:38:17](Interpretation) I'm sorry, your Honour, | have a transcript
problem which I'm trying to resolve.

The problem has been resolved.

Q. [9:38:31] Now, the same witness says that the four men who lied on their age
were not the only ones because he did observe with his own eyes that there were so
many people who did not have the status of a child and they could actually be in their
20s given their physical development. Now, my question is as follows: Do you
notice that some beneficiaries had the body stature of a -- a youth who could be above
18?

A.  [9:39:13] Your Honour, we're in a court and this basically -- the person -- the
witness is giving you proof that this person is over 20.

Q. [9:39:40] The same witness says that he saw two young girls who were well
above 17 or 18 given their body development, and if you focus on the girls who
participated in the programme, do you remember any girls who had a body
development that would lead to think that they would be in their 17 -- they would be

in this age category -- or, in fact, beyond this age category, 16, 17 or 18?

26.04.2023 Page 4



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-228-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-04-2023 5/78 T

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

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Private Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-1974

A. [9:40:20] Your Honour, this is -- this is a lie. The girls who were part of this
programme were *not up to 18 years old.

MS GUISSE: [9:40:35](Interpretation) I'd like to take some concrete examples, your
Honour, and, please, rest assured that I will limit the number of examples, but I will
basically review certain documents in the file because I really want to show things
properly and he really must see the documents we have.

Q. [9:40:56] I am now going to look at number 29 on the ESF 60-person list and I'm
going to give the reference today. It's the list on tab 124 on the Defence list,
CAR-OTP-2071-0279. So this is number 29 on that list. We have someone called
(Redacted), and it is indicated that he is 16 years old on that list.

Now, with the help of my colleague, | would like to display tab 39 of the Defence
binder, CAR-D29-0013-0079. And I'm just waiting for the document to be displayed
on the screen, witness.

Now, on this document, which basically is the birth certificate issued at Pissa, you can
see that the date of birth of this person is declared as (Redacted) 1994,

which means that in reality during the training the person was 19 years old. Now,
do you remember (Redacted)?

A. [9:42:57] Your Honour, | would like to have the list of 60 -- ESF list of 60
displayed so that | can confirm.

Q. [9:43:17] I would like tab 129 of the Defence binder to be displayed and we
would like to see number 29.

May | specify, witness, that when I'm referring to the list, it was not about displaying
the list each time, but I'm speaking under the control of the Chamber and -- I'm
speaking under the control of the Chamber and -- that knows I'm referring to the list.

| have absolutely no problem in showing you, but it's just to save time that | give you
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1 the reference.

2 Solet's go to number 29. It's (Redacted), number 29. Have you seen it?

3 A [9:44:02] Yes.

4 Q. [9:44:03] Now, let's go back to tab 39, and here we have a birth certificate that

5  dates back to (Redacted) 1994. I'm not saying that you saw this document, I'm just

6 saying that this is a document we found which shows that (Redacted) is not of

7  the age that he stated to the ESF.

8  So my first question: Do you remember (Redacted)?

9 A, [9:44:47] Your Honour, this gentleman was part of the children that were in
10  the -- that was in the CTO or the transit and orientation centre.
11 Q. [9:45:03] Did you have any interactions or discussions with him?
12 A.  [9:45:10] Not at all.
13 Q. [9:45:15] So, when you say that he was part of the programme, it's because you
14 just saw his name on the list; is that it?
15 A, [9:45:25] Yes, that is it.
16 Q. [9:45:27] Right. Now, for the rest of the documents that | will show you, can |
17  avoid showing you the ESF list --
18 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:45:41] I think -- don't we have a copy of them and
19 can't we give it to the witness? That is better and also fair to the witness, | think, that
20 he can -- | think we might have in one of the binders, perhaps. | think, Mr Witness,
21  it's better when you have a look at the list also. That's better for you.
22 MS GUISSE: [9:46:11](Interpretation) We are looking for a copy and during
23 this -- meanwhile | shall continue and I'll show the list on the screen till we get the
24 paper version.

25 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:46:23] | can't give my copy because it's worked
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upon.

Well, already found. Thank you.

MS GUISSE: [9:47:12](Interpretation)

Q. So, I'll just start from where | was. So you had no interactions with him
specifically, but will you agree with me that you could not know his exact age
because you were basically basing yourself on the statement provided to you by him?
A. [9:47:39] Your Honour, | said here yesterday that the circumstances under which
we worked with these children was not normal at all so it was impossible for us to
basically access documents regarding their date of birth, so we just based ourselves
on the statements that were provided.

Q. [9:48:07] Now, | would like to focus on number 57 on that list, which is (Redacted),
(Redacted), and his age is stated to be 16.

Now, | would like tab 33 of the Defence binder to be displayed, CAR-D29-0013-0049,
on which it is stated that he was born on (Redacted) 1995. So he would have been 19
years during the training programme.

Now, once again, I'm putting it to you that you made a mistake. I'm not saying that
you're of bad faith. You actually made a genuine mistake thinking that all the
beneficiaries on that list were less than 18. Now, do you agree with me that the
children could have given you erroneous information during the certification that
was carried out?

A.  [9:49:40] Your Honour, I'm here to tell the Court that the situation in which we
worked with these children did not allow the organisation to access documents such
as their birth certificate. You also have to take into account that the documents that
we have here on the screen, if we check the authenticity of these documents, would

they actually correspond to reality?
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Q. [9:50:17] Now, to address your concern, we consulted the registry of the town
hall. So these -- this is the origin -- these are the documents that were consulted in
the town hall registry.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:50:43] Ms Berdennikova.

MS BERDENNIKOVA: [9:50:52] Your Honours, | appreciate the clarification that the
Defence has just provided, but I believe it doesn't really truly answer the question
also on the preoccupation of the witness, and not just the witness, of when these
specific documents were made. The only relevance would be is if they were
available at the time to the witness. So if -- again we don't know when the
documents were issued.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:51:15] No. No, I -- actually at that point in time,
| disagree. The witness -- also, Mr Witness, it's not that Ms Guissé is reproaching
you for anything. Your approach at the time is perfectly clear. Given the
circumstances, a civil war going on, it was impaossible for you to obtain any
documents. We understand that and that's understandable. So you relied on what
the children told you. And the question was, and | think we have an answer here:

Is it possible that some of the children would tell other dates of birth than were
correct? And, of course, this is possible.

Now, the second point is -- the second point is authenticity of these documents. At
the moment -- | have said this the other day, at the moment only what the Chamber
has on the table, so to speak, are these documents and, at least, they appear to be
authentic.

So if there is anything with the authenticity, we would have to -- the Prosecution
would have to -- | think you have an ongoing process, you will also look into it if they

are correct or not, but at the moment, it is -- the Chamber does not see anything that
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would contradict the possibility that this is a document that certifies that a *particular
person was born at a certain location and at a certain time.

So, Mr Vanderpuye.

MR VANDERPUYE: [9:52:53] If | may, Mr President. Of course, we understand
your ruling, but the question came from the witness, not the Prosecution, and Ms
Guissé's response to the witness is effectively evidence in the case -- which isn't
evidence in the case because she's an advocate for the Defence in this case. So, we
appreciate and will resolve the matter, but just to clarify, that was a question that was
posed by the witness who was presented with a document and --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:53:17] No, I understand -- | understand. And,
actually, of course, it is clear that (Redacted)

And immediately, (Redacted). But

this is an issue that will have to be resolved in the end by the Chamber and -- well, if
there is anything what could put the authenticity into doubt, we have to see if
something's coming or not.

Please continue, Ms Guissé. But Ms Guisse, again, it is clear now the point is we
have now really established that the ages are based solely on what the children told.
And you have made -- let me put it this way, you made it possible, probable, likely,
perhaps, that some children told an age that was not correct. You can -- you

can -- you referred to other examples but the point is clear.

And also -- | understand also, really, the point of the witness here. He has not -- well,
you know, (Redacted) have relied on that and it was not possible else -- in any

other way, and that's it. But we don't, of course -- don't discuss authenticity with the
witness.

MS GUISSE: [9:54:45](Interpretation) Absolutely, your Honour. Two points
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which are important and | would really like to say that in the presence of the witness
when I'm responding to the question of the witness. In fact, I'm not forced to reply
to any question, it's just out of courtesy because all parties, in fact, have the chain of
possession of the documents and they know where the documents are coming from
and not the witness. So it's just normal that | would tell the witness that | got them
from the registry of the town hall.

Now, with regard to the comment made by the Prosecution, | have to reiterate what |
said previously -- that is to say, the verifications on the age of children that
participated in the programme was not part of the Defence's work. It's the OTP
that's supporting an accusation. Of course, the main component is the age of the
person, so it was at least -- the least of the thing to basically do the checks before
providing the proofs here -- the evidence here. And I think it's quite disturbing, and
| am saying what | feel, that we are told that we could have produced documents that
are not authentic, whilst we actually followed an entire chain that corresponded to
what was discussed with the prefect, Kouroupe-Awo.

So the Prosecutor estimates that he has to do verifications. That's fine, but we are
basically implying that we could have inadvertently produced false documents. |
think this is really not -- this is not really bearable by the Defence. I'm trying to be
calm here. I'm reacting, but this is two times that the question has been raised, and |
really would like to clarify this point once and for all, because this was a very
complicated field work, a very long field work, and | do not think that this was the
Defence's job in any way.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [9:57:04] | don't think that Mr Vanderpuye implied
that there was any malfeasing on the side of the Defence. Nevertheless, of course,

they can entertain a process of looking into the authenticity and if these documents
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are okay or not. As I have said, at the moment, we have the documents. They look
authentic -- yeah. And, of course, also the Chamber will compare all the different
documents with each other.

You know, there are different -- | don't want to tell you, but there are different
patterns that you could apply on it and so. But this is what -- this is what we have,
and | don't think that Mr Vanderpuye has said or wanted to imply that the Defence
deliberately did something wrong. We have no indicia for that at all.

MS GUISSE: [9:57:59](Interpretation)

Q. [9:58:01] Witness, I'm coming back to the document now. And this time I'm
going to show you another type of document we've got in our files. We spoke about
the birth certificates of people who were above 18, but we also have found registers
that were -- we've also found baptism registers in the parish churches, and | want to
look at three examples with you.

Now, (Redacted) - that's number 41 on the list - and (Redacted) at

number [19] on the list.

We've got two documents. One in tab 44 of the Defence binder, and | would like this
document to be pulled up on the screen, CAR-D29-0013-0085, and on -- that's for
(Redacted). So if you can go to the next page, please.

Now, this is a baptism document that was provided to us by the parish hall of the
Mbaiki diocese and this corresponds to basically what figures in the registry of the
church itself. And it is indicated here that (Redacted) was born on

(Redacted) 1994 and his baptism took place on (Redacted) 2014, as you can see in the
second part of the document.

Now, | would like to show you another document on (Redacted) this time.

This is at tab 32 of the Defence binder. Now, this is a document which is
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1 CAR-D29-0013-0004. Now, I'd like to go to the second page of this document where
2 we can see, so -- we see the registry number just like for the previous documents, and
3 (Redacted) was born on (Redacted) 1994 in Pissa. And as -- just like
4  (Redacted), during the training programme, he was 20.
5 Whilst, witness, I've understood that this was not a normal period, you did not have
6  access to documents -- again, it is not a blame. I'm not blaming you for that, but we
7  really need to understand the process on how this list was drawn up.
8 My question is as follows: Within the framework of the certification process,
9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted) should try and see in the registries of the
11 parish halls and get indications on the age of the children using this method?
12 A. [10:01:43] Your Honour, once again, I'd like to say and reiterate before this
13 Court that such proceedings or procedures were not possible. If we had beenin a
14 normal situation, that would be another matter. But at the time, we were in Pissa
15 and, you see, we have to realise what the situation was like in the field at that time.
16  No parent was in a position to provide records to us about their children, so we did
17  the best that we could.
18 Q. [10:02:29] As for the baptism records, I'd like to take one last example, and this
19  is number 26 on the ESF list, a young girl by the name of (Redacted).
20  Now, on the list, I believe I read here that she was 17 years old. And now I'd like to
21 show you something from tab 50, CAR-D29-0013-0100. She was baptised at the Pissa
22 parish. We have consulted the parish records and here we see that her parents were
23 (Redacted) and (Redacted) and her date of birth is recorded as (Redacted) /1992.
24 So this would mean that she was in actual fact 22 years of age at the time of Enfants

25  Sans Frontieres.
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So, you have said that the children were under 18 years of age, but we have
information taken from the church records in Pissa that show that the person was
baptised in 2008.

So | put this question to you once again: When you actually saw (Redacted), did you
ever see -- did you take note of her physical development? Did her physical
development suggest that she was over 18 years of age?

A. [10:04:42] Your Honour, some people, if you just look at them casually, you can
generally tell how old the person is in general terms, approximately. | stress this
point. But Il am not a specialist in this area so | cannot say exactly how old the
person is, and, once again I'd like to mention the situation that we were operating in
at the time. When it came to (Redacted), if you looked at her at that time, you would
never have thought she was older than the age mentioned here.

Q. [10:05:43] At the very least, Mr Witness, would you agree with me that going by
her physical appearance, she would have been at least over 14 years of age?

A. [10:06:03] Your Honour, I'm not here to attribute various ages to people. These
were the circumstances that we were working in, so | really can't -- | really can't
imagine any such thing here.

Q. [10:06:26] I refer the Chamber and the parties to another document that we have
worked from many times -- 135 -- tab 135, CAR-OTP-2126-0385, tab 135, and also tab
148 of our binder, CAR-D29-0013-0098 -- tab 148. And also tab 149, Defence binder,
CAR-D29-0014-0068.

Now, Mr Witness, we have seen that -- on the document that this lady was baptised in
2008, and we also have a statement from a village chief saying that she was living in
Pissa in 2019. This is tab 158, Defence tab 158, CAR-OTP-2135-2405, page 2410.

So, you see, Mr Witness, | put it to you that (Redacted) was living in
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Pissa at the time, in 2014. She lived there until 2019 with her biological parents, and
under those circumstances she did not meet the requirements of being an
unaccompanied child and being sent to this site in Mbaiki.

Can you explain to us, if you know, how did it come to be that she was listed as an
unaccompanied child? How did this come to be?

A. [10:08:51] Your Honour, once again, | reiterate before your Court that when
(Redacted) got to Pissa to document the situation of the various children, our mission
was not to go from house to house -- house to house and seek out the relatives of the
children who had been presented to us not by us, but by the general secretary of the
Anti-Balaka based in Pissa. Because at that time, you see, we could find no-one in
Pissa. All the relatives had fled to the bush after the heavy fighting that had
occurred in that location. How could we go from house to house and look for the
relatives? Where were we to find them? Those children were presented to us and
those children were amongst the ranks of the Anti-Balaka.

Q. [10:10:12] Mr Witness, I've understood that (Redacted) part in the

certification process. Can you guarantee that as part of the selection process, there
were no agreements made amongst various parties without your knowing to include
people in the programme who did not meet the requirements?

A. [10:10:47] Your Honour, yesterday | said before this Court that when the process
was underway, (Redacted) it was the people in

Mbaiki -- (Redacted) who did all the actual work. If there were any deals or
agreements, | don't believe so, because (Redacted) working in the field was — had
everything that they needed to do the work. If, today, people are talking about some
deals or agreements, we are before a court and the contrary can also be affirmed.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:11:37] Ms Guissé, it's also -- we have to be fair to
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the witness. | think it's -- everything is clear now. The witness cannot guarantee a
negative; no one of us can. That was how you worded your question, and it's clear
the witness was not there. He has not -- well, you never know, people behave in a
certain way or not.

MS GUISSE: [10:12:13] (Interpretation)

Q. [10:12:14] I'll move on to another point, Mr Witness. I'm referring to a different
list now that we have on the record, and for the transcript -- once again I'll be making
reference to this several times -- and I'll call this the DDR database. This is how the
document was entitled. This is the list at tab 132 of the Defence binder -- 132. |
won't reiterate the ERN number, but I'll just refer to the DDR list or to tab 132. If we
could have a look at the first page of this list. If it could be put up on the screen.
This is a PDF based on an Excel spreadsheet.

Now, sir, are you familiar with this document? Have you seen it before as part of
the ESF programme?

A. [10:13:40] Your Honour, I've never been in contact with this document.

Q. [10:13:53] Now, at any particular time as part of the programme (Redacted)
(Redacted)

A. [10:14:11] Well, what | do know is that we did have a database manager. And
these are programmes, *you know, (Redacted) people for these sort of projects ; I no
longer recognize the names, but it was (Redacted)

(Redacted)

MS GUISSE: [10:14:42](Interpretation)

Q. [10:14:42] *Does the name Fred Godendiji ring a bell?

A. [10:14:46] *Yes, Godendji Fred. | recognize that name.

Q. [10:14:56] So he was the database manager?
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A. [10:15:00] Yes, he was.

Q. [10:15:12] Do you remember when he was recruited?

A. [10:15:24] Your Honour, all the staff for that project were recruited after the
project was launched, so the contract began as of 1 August 2014, the time that the
project was launched.

Q. [10:15:55] You have just stated that (Redacted)

(Redacted). Is that correct; he had oversight over

that?

A. [10:16:19] Yes, that is correct.

Q. [10:16:23] Now, on this list we find the 60 names. The list is such that we can't
really go line by line or name by name, but I'm asking you to take me at my word.
But we do find the 60 names -- that are on the ESF list of 60 names. Do you know
where the other names came from, because there are far more than 60 people on this
larger list?

A. [10:17:01] Your Honour, yesterday | said here that the work was done in
accordance with a particular process and, therefore, this list was designed on the basis
of the initial information that the high command of the Anti-Balaka provided at that
time. Once the partnership began, this list, if someone says that there are more
names, well, that is in keeping with what | said yesterday; namely, that for
certification there was an initial step which was identification of the children -- in
other words, the profiling of these children.

Q. [10:18:04] (Redacted) list?

Did you say that there was a large list and then there was a selection process to draw
up the 60-name list? (Redacted)

(Redacted)
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A. [10:18:34] (Redacted) and he set up his own

work plan so as to reach the objectives of the project, (Redacted) the time or the
opportunity to talk to him about everything that he did as a technical expert in the
field. What is certain is that the work came to an end once we had the list of 60
children -- the 60-name list.

Q. [10:19:18] I'd like to return to the issue of this list in a few moments, but | would
like to ask you, (Redacted) sending the

60-name list, as (Redacted) saw it today -- (Redacted) send the

certification records to them?

A. [10:19:48] Your Honour, in order to activate the project with UNICEF, the
trigger was the certification records or forms. Therefore, when you send the
certification form, the forms were accompanied by the list of the children, because
UNICEF also had to check to ensure that each record included the name of the child.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:20:30] We allow ourselves a short break and we
are back in two or three minutes.

THE COURT USHER: [10:20:35] All rise.

(Recess taken at 10.20 a.m.) (Upon resuming at 10.24 a.m.)

THE COURT USHER: [10:24:22] All rise.

Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:24:41] Well, Ms Guissé, no surprise. You have
the floor.

MS GUISSE: [10:24:52](Interpretation)

Q. [10:24:53] Mr Witness, (Redacted) send this list to the ministry of social affairs?
A. [10:25:07] Your Honour, UNICEF's number one partner for the implementation

of the project was the ministry of social affairs, so in order to have them on the same
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1  page, to provide them with the same amount of information, we shared the

2 documents.

3 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:25:32] Ms Berdennikova.

4  MS BERDENNIKOVA: [10:25:37] I'm sorry to interrupt. | don't know if it's just me,

5 but I'm not sure it's clear which list we're talking about now. Is it the list of 60 or is it

6 the list of 153?

7  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:25:47] | think the list of 60 we were talking

8 about.

9  MSGUISSE: [10:25:53](Interpretation) That is not a problem. | can clarify.
10 Q. [10:25:59] When you made mention just now of documents that were sent to the
11 ministry, am | to understand that you're talking about the 60-name list, the children
12 who went to Mbaiki?
13 A. [10:26:16] Yes, that is right, your Honour.
14 Q. [10:26:23] (Redacted) send the certification forms?
15 A. [10:26:39] Your Honour, as part of the implementation of such a project, which
16  had to do with child welfare and security, the certification forms were intended just
17  for UNICEF, but the list of children and the reports were shared with the
18  partner -- that is to say, the government, the ministry of social affairs.
19 Q. [10:27:21] Do you remember to whom (Redacted)
20  (Redacted)
21 A.  [10:27:33] Your Honour, | think that within the ministry of social affairs there is
22 ahierarchy and it is true that -- it was the number one region of the ministry of social
23 affairs. They were our main partner or the lead. But everything went through the
24 ministry before being sent on to the various units or sections.

25 Q. [10:28:14] Yes, | realise that the report was sent directly to the minister.
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A. [10:28:25] When the report was filed with the ministry, there was also a copy
sent to the unit that worked with us in the field.

Q. [10:28:48] And when you make reference to this unit or section, are you talking
about the regional directorate, Ms Seremandji or Ms Condomat from the ministry of
social affairs; is that correct?

A. [10:29:10] We worked with both ladies. Ms Seremandji was the director and
Ms Condomat worked with us in the field, so the copies of the report were filed with
Mrs Seremandiji.

Q. [10:29:28] I'd now like to move on to something else, and this still relates to the
major list, the large list, tab 132 with the chart that | showed you a few moments

ago -- tab 132. And we can see some information related to (Redacted), and

this is tab 132, page 9.

If this could be put up on the screen, tab 132, CAR-OTP-2115-0369, page 9 on the large
DDR list. (Redacted) is to be found at line 6 with a birth year of 2001, and

his parents are (Redacted), and (Redacted). These people are

listed as the parents; do you see?

A. [10:31:07] Yes.

Q. [10:31:08] On the record of the case, and I refer to tab 35 of the Defence binder,
CAR-D29-0013-0061. On this particular birth certificate, we find the same parents as
we find on the chart and we see that the date of birth is (Redacted) 1998. At the
Mongoumba health centre, (Redacted) 1998.

You have said that when the list was drawn up, the information was provided during
the certification process. Am | to understand that in the case of names not to be
found on the 60-name list, was the information provided by the child -- the children,

rather, who are listed on this chart?

26.04.2023 Page 19



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-228-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-04-2023 20/78 T

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

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Private Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-1974

A. [10:32:24] Your Honour, just to allow for the Defence to understand, | told you
yesterday that this work was done in a purely technical way where, on the one hand,
we had children who were associated with groups and who were unaccompanied
and who were in the CTO at Mbaiki. Meanwhile, there was a second category of
activities that we carried out on the day -- that is in the major villages where the
checkpoints of the Anti-Balaka were found. And there were children in this
community that also participated in the Anti-Balaka activities, so their names were
communicated. But since they were in their community, we did not want to cut
them off from their families, so they remained within their communities to basically
avail themselves of the psychosocial activities. So this is the second category of
children, because this name does not appear in the list of 60.

If you see the report, the report basically says there are 266 children, and if you
subtract 60, there will be 206 children basically spread out in the day-care centres
where activities were held in the interest of these children.

Q. [10:34:14] Now, just for clarity purposes, witness, the children at the CTO in
Mbaiki or whether they went to the day-care centres and participated in the day-care
activities, we do agree that they were supposed to be below 18. They were supposed
to be minors; we agree on that?

A. [10:34:43] That's the principle.

Q. [10:34:48] So I'm coming back to my previous question, which you did not
answer. Now, for these children who are not in the list of 60, the process of -- is the
process of information collection the same? Is it on the basis of the statements
provided by the children that you fill out the date of birth or the place of birth -- the
age and the date of birth in the table?

A. [10:35:18] Your Honour, it's the same technique that we used from the base of
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Pissa. It was on the indication of the secretary-general of the Anti-Balaka who knew
the children who were part of the movement in Pissa and in the zones they controlled.
(Counsel confers)

Now, for the purposes of the record and to basically shorten the process, given the
responses of the witness, I'm going to refer you to two examples. (Redacted)

who is on page 1, line 14 of the big DDR list, it is indicated that he was born in 1996 in
Pissa. And I'm also referring to a birth certificate that's in tab 51, document
CAR-D29-0013-0105, that shows a birth certificate in which it is indicated that he was,
in fact, born on (Redacted) 1993.

Now, witness, with regard to this specific example, we have this birth certificate that
indicates that he was 21 in 2014, which is well above the age of majority. So do we
agree that if you had -- if you knew that he was 21 years old, you wouldn't have
included him in the programme, neither in the programme nor in the day-care centre
activities?

A. [10:37:37] Your Honour, I think this happened -- this -- in Africa, and when you
look at the appearance of a person who's in front of you -- and | told you here that
we're not specialists in basically getting the age of someone exactly. But when
someone comes in front of you, you might realise that he's a minor and since you do
not have the possibility to obtain the documents that attest the real age, we were
forced to basically work in these conditions so that the children could benefit from
this programme.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:38:28] Ms Guissé, we don't have to repeat that
any more, because this is really established that a precondition to be in the
programme was a certain age and not above. We don't have to -- you can give as

many examples as you want for the record, or in whatsoever, on -- and the documents
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supporting it, but we -- we need not ask the witness any more on that.

MS GUISSE: [10:39:02](Interpretation) I'm going to move on to a different point,
your Honour. This is the comparative table of the list of 60 and the list from the
DDR database, the big list, and I'm also going to limit the number of examples, but |
would like the witness to react to this point.

Q. [10:39:28] Now, I told you that in this list -- in this big list, witness, there are also
the names of the 60 children that are included in the list of 60, and when you compare
the two lists, we realised that there were variations -- differences between the
information on the list of 60 and the information concerning the same people that are
found on the big list, and I just would like you to see one or two examples.

Now, | would like for us to go to -- well, still on tab 132, so this is the big list, and |
would like to go to the page that ends in 0091, and | would like the page to be
displayed for the witness. I'm sorry, | would like to go -- for us to go to -- to tab 64.
In fact, we've actually compared the two tables, and on the same page for the children
we put information that figures in the list of 60 and the information that figures in the
big table, the big list with the corresponding lines.

So, at page 91 of this synthesis document, we've got the case of (Redacted).
(Redacted), as you can see, appears at position 4 in the list of 60 and also

appears twice in the big table, but with different information. For instance, we can
see that the year of birth in one case is 1999 and in another case it's 1997. The
nicknames aren't the same -- well, there's one mention of the nickname in one case
and no mention. There are other information, like the function. The previous
function is not the same -- the function in the group is not the same. The duration
within the group is not the same and the date of verification is not the same either.

Now, | would like to know if you could explain why -- if you could explain. It's the
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same beneficiary and you also said that it's on the basis of the information provided
by the children that the tables were filled in.

Could you explain why for the same individual there are discrepancies in the
information?

A. [10:42:50] Your Honour, I would like to thank the Defence. This is the kind of
impediment we have on the field when we are in the field of humanitarian activity.
With regard to the Defence document, there are two lines. The first one is number 4.
It has the -- and further down you have number 173. What does that mean? It
means that when we're on the field to identify, to do this work, it is possible that we
have the same individual who gives -- who gives different information on one day
and another information on another day. So I'm saying that this is an error during
the preparation of the table, because the difference between -- you see the difference
between line 4 and line 173.  You can actually see the mistake.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:44:10] Well.

MS GUISSE: [10:44:18](Interpretation)

Q. [10:44:18] For the purpose of the records, just by way of example, we have a
similar situation in -- in page 133, concerning (Redacted), and page 137

concerning (Redacted) for instance. And I'm actually referring to the

comparative table here.

Witness, I'd like to now move on to another theme.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:44:55] Just -- this is okay if you have different
themes, but one example for each is enough. Really, because | really have a little bit
of hope because | think you -- of course, | don't know what you have on your list.
You make quite some progress | think. It should really be possible -- well, yeah.

MS GUISSE: [10:45:19](Interpretation) Mr President --
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:45:20] Look in -- look into your heart and your
head and then perhaps it might (Overlapping speakers) -- because we have so many
information on that and it's really repetitive, largely. No discussion because this
only wastes time.

MS GUISSE: [10:45:41](Interpretation) | just wanted to say, your Honour, that | can
try and go to public session, open session --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:45:44] Okay, public session.

MS GUISSE: [10:45:46](Interpretation) -- for the next theme.

Q. [10:45:53] (Redacted)

(Redacted)

If you can actually do that, we can move to public session, open session, for a

few minutes.

(Open session at 10.46 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [10:46:30] We're back in open session, Mr President.

MS GUISSE: [10:46:34](Interpretation)

Q. [10:46:35] Witness, we're now in open session, so please be careful how you
answer my questions.

The first question is, am | right in saying that it's not the first time that UNICEF has
presented a child welfare programme in Africa and especially in Central African
Republic and especially in the Lobaye prefecture?

A. [10:47:09] That is right.

Q. [10:47:12] To the best of your knowledge, was there a demobilisation
programme of child soldiers insofar as there were other armed groups in the past?
A. [10:47:35] Your Honour, there were many of them.

Q. [10:47:43] Now, in these conditions, I'm right in saying that the local authorities,
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the families, the children and the youth of the locality knew that such programmes
would enable them to get funding or material assistance, at least to say, advantages.
A. [10:48:13] Your Honour, | cannot actually speak for the parents at all.

Q. [10:48:27] Am I right in saying that when the UNICEF ESF programme was
discussed with local authorities, what was offered to the children on -- what was told
to the children on how the programme will unfold and what would be the
advantages -- all this, was it explained to the children?

A. [10:49:06] Your Honour, on this point, these are things that we're not supposed
to explain to the children. We did not have direct contact with the parents. We
were supposed to say this to the children. The children were not told that they
would receive an envelope so that they could be reunited with their families. This
was not discussed previously with the children.

Q. [10:49:47] When the programme was presented, the people, whether they be
parent -- sorry, the children or the local authorities or the parents asked you questions
on that subject?

A. [10:50:13] Your Honour, we never received any questions on the project, but this
project was welcomed by the communities because it actually put an end to the
sufferings of the children, and this was a project that was encouraged by the local
authorities.

Q. [10:50:45] You indicated that within the selection process, a certain number of
people were not accepted because they did not meet the requirements. Am | right in
saying that there were numerous candidates, numerous children who were not linked
to the Anti-Balaka or who were above 18 and who, nevertheless, tried to be part of the
programme to avail themselves of the benefits?

A. [10:51:25] Your Honour, it's not for me to basically think on the places of people
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1 who were there. {ICR: (Redacted)} how to remove the
2 children who were associated with armed forces and groups, and {ICR: (Redacted)}
3 {ICR: (Redacted)}. AnNd thisis precisely why {ICR: (Redacted)} the selection process
4  sothat {ICR: (Redacted)} the objectives of the programme. But it's not for me to think
5 on -- think on behalf of the people who came expecting benefits from the project.
6 Q. [10:52:29] In open session, we heard the -- we heard from the prefect of Mbaiki,
7  Mr Kouroupe-Awo, who explained that during this period -- that is to say, 2013,
8 2014 -- given the situation there were so many programmes rolled out by various
9 NGOs and the population tried to do its level best to make the most of all these
10  diverse programmes. Now, is this something that you also observed?
11 A. [10:53:17] Your Honour, the prefect's observation is only but normal, and it's
12 true, because at that point of time the country was going through dire straits and the
13 population was so vulnerable, and to such a point that when there was a project,
14  everyone wanted to actually avail themselves of the benefits. But with regard to the
15  project specifically here, it was not for everybody. This is a project that was well
16  earmarked, and the objective of the project was to remove the children who were
17  associated with armed groups.
18 Q. [10:54:15] I'm going to specifically move on to another theme, your Honour, and
19 1'would like to react to this notion of children associated with armed forces and
20 groups. We've seen that this is the third criterion to be eligible for the programme.
21 Now, can you tell us what is your definition of a child associated with armed forces or
22 groups?
23 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:54:56] I thought this would not be asked.
24  MS GUISSE: [10:55:02](Interpretation) Mm-hmm.

25 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:55:06] I waited for it, so to speak.
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1 So, Mr Witness, what is your understanding of a child associated with an armed
2 group, or definition? You know, you are -- or whatever.
3  THE WITNESS: [10:55:33](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour. Historically,
4 when we spoke about child soldiers, there was some confusion. When a programme
5 was implemented for the betterment of these children and the jargon "child soldiers"
6  would come several times in the rhetoric or the concerns. But with time we realised
7  that a soldier is someone who handles weapons and participates in combat and this is
8 how the language changed. Because when you come to an armed group and when
9 you see that there are children, all these children do not participate in the combat.
10  The children are in various groups and carry out certain activities other than combat.
11 There are children who cook. There are children who are on the field to collect -- to
12 do some observations. Some are on the checkpoints, some are there to basically fetch
13 water and some are there to basically wash clothes, and girls especially are used as
14  sexual slaves. And amongst these children, we also have the ones who are fighters,
15 and this is why the jargon has changed to talk about children associated with
16  force -- with armed forces just to draw the attention of all military staff that when they
17  are on the field, they should avoid children coming into their group and they should
18 even avoid children doing petty works, petty chores.
19  So, this is why we're talking of children associated with armed forces and groups,
20  amongst which child soldiers that we call fighter children as well. And this is why
21  we talk about children associated with armed forces and groups, and this is how the
22 definition has changed and this is what | can say.
23 MSGUISSE: [10:58:33](Interpretation) Your Honour, I'm going to continue with
24 the subject but I can see it's two to 11, and | have so many follow-up questions, so

25  perhaps this would be a right moment to break.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [10:58:43] This is really an interesting point | have to
say. But, still, before we go into the break -- apart -- this is absolutely something that
also the Chamber is interested in obviously. But when it comes to the specificities
and some details, | don't -- we are in open session, the witness was not on the ground,
obviously, and he does not have the details with regard to certain people and -- yeah,
okay. Thank you very much.

(Recess taken at 10.59 a.m.)

(Upon resuming in open session at 11.32 a.m.)

THE COURT USHER: [11:32:12] All rise.

Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:32:30] I think we are in open session because we
talked about general aspects, so to speak, and we can stay there.

Please, Ms Guissé.

MS GUISSE: [11:32:43](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

Q. [11:32:45] Mr Witness, you have just provided us with a definition of a child
who is associated with armed groups, and | would like to refer you to something that
you said yesterday -- T-227, timestamp 14:40. You made mention of some -- you
made mention of children who had been in contact with armed groups, and | don't
want to twist your words so | shall quote you directly. You explained the profiling
and you said, | quote: This does raise a number of -- this makes it possible to put
some questions to the child to see whether he had been in contact with the group; yes
or no. End of quote.

Could you explain to us, what do you mean by be "in contact with"?

A. [11:34.05] Well, it means associated with -- associated with an armed group.

Q. [11:34:25] I'll clarify by providing an example. Now, for example, if you lived
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1  beside an Anti-Balaka base or checkpoint or if you often went by one of these places
2 and greeted people, would that mean that the person was associated with the group,
3 or would something else be necessary?
4 A. [11:34:46] Your Honour, those are two different things, what the Defence has
5 mentioned here. {ICR: (Redacted)} all the
6  children who took part in or spent time within the Anti-Balaka group. For example,
7  if I said "in contact with" or "in touch with", what | meant was: Was the child
8 associated with the group? Did the child carry out activities with the group? Did
9 the child stay with the group? But just going alongside a particular location, that
10  doesn't mean that the child was part of an armed group.
11 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:35:36] Allow me. | don't have a problem with
12 the line of questioning, however, in the end it boils down to a legal interpretation
13 and -- legal interpretation and the underlying facts, and that's -- well, regret it or not,
14  that's up to the judges in the end, yeah.
15 MSGUISSE: [11:36:04](Interpretation) Indeed, your Honour, this is within your
16  bailiwick. I'd like to hear the witness's perception of things and the analysis.
17 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:36:16] But again, this is also a theme or an issue
18  which can be dealt with relatively quickly, in my opinion. You know, I'm
19  still -- really, today I'm pushing it a little bit, | know. But I'm not doing it for
20  some -- | really think it would be possible. Please continue.
21  MSGUISSE: [11:36:37](Interpretation) Your Honour, sometimes we don't
22 necessarily share the same vision of what is important. Perhaps there are some
23 things that you might not anticipate or you might not yet see the relevance for the
24 Defence, but | can assure you that I'm only putting questions that are of use to the

25  Yekatom Defence team.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:37:01] I like the phrase "sometimes we do not
share the same vision”. Nicely worded. Please continue.

MS GUISSE: [11:37:13](Interpretation) Unfortunately, | think for the next topic, we'll
have to go into private session, your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [11:37:27] For the audience, you may have
recognised that this is a protected witness and the next questions that are going to be
asked could reveal the identity of the witness and that's the reason why we go to
private session. Yeah.

(Private session at 11.37 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [11:37:58] We are in private session, Mr President.

MS GUISSE: [11:38:07](Interpretation)

Q. [11:38:08] Once again, we are back in private session, Mr Witness, so you can
speak freely.

Now, at any particular time, be it when you went to Pissa or during your follow-up of
the programme or after the programme, did you ever hear any talk about orphans
who had nothing to do with the armed groups, who were able to join the ESF

group -- or programme, rather, were they able to join the ESF programme?

A. [11:38:44] Your Honour, | do not have any such information.

Q. [11:38:56] I have understood that you're saying that you only accepted recipients
who met the criteria. They were the only ones accepted into the programme -- age,
separated child, member of an Anti-Balaka group. But we have heard from two
witnesses before this Chamber who have said the contrary. And these two witnesses
stated before this Bench that some people joined the programme and apparently they
expressed their discontent during the first gathering in Pissa when they saw some

people who did not belong to Mr Yekatom's Anti-Balaka group.
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Do you remember hearing any complaints along these lines or any remarks along
these lines?

A. [11:40:19] Your Honour, before this Court I can say that the children who
entered the programme were only children whose names were on the list provided to
us by the high command of the Anti-Balaka through the general secretariat. We did
not receive any complaints from any children living in Pissa.

Q. [11:40:49] Just to point out to the Chamber and parties, I'm referring to T-218,
timestamp 14:55, witness P-2082. One of these witnesses specifically said that one of
the recipients complained to one of the people you worked with, (Redacted), and
that (Redacted) apparently said to the recipient that it was necessary to also accept
orphans into the group because Enfants Sans Frontieres was helping all children, not
just the Anti-Balaka children, but also poor children and orphans.

And for the Chamber and parties and participants, | make reference -- I'm making
reference to T-131, timestamp 12:31.

Did you ever hear of any such conversation between (Redacted) and one of the
recipients?

A. [11:42:16] Your Honour, before this Court you have (Redacted), but he's
(Redacted) before the Court, not (Redacted).

Q. [11:42:36] Yes, | have understood who I'm dealing with today, Mr Witness. My
guestion was different. | asked you: Did you ever hear of any such conversation,
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [11:43:08] Your Honour, as part of the project, (Redacted) that was

specifically for the children associated with armed groups and forces, not other
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vulnerable children such as orphans, so as part of the project, our dashboard was in
place and we were only working with such children.

Q. [11:43:43] Am | to understand by your response, Mr Witness, that you are
saying, no, you didn't hear any such thing, to answer my question? Is that what I'm
to understand, that you're saying no?

A. [11:43:58] No, your Honour. That is my answer.

Q. [11:44:10] Now, on the 60-name list, number 42 and 43 we see (Redacted),
(Redacted). Did you know that (Redacted) and (Redacted) were part of

the family of mister-- of the spouse of Mr Yekatom?

A. [11:44:48] Your Honour, I do not have that information, and since the list of
children was given to us by the general secretary of the Anti-Balaka groups, we went
by that list. So I did not know about any family links between these people and

Mr Yekatom -- family links or whether they were siblings or anything like that.

Q. [11:45:24] (Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [11:45:34] That is correct.

Q. [11:45:40] I put it to you that these two people joined the group --

THE INTERPRETER: [11:45:46] Correction: Joined the programme.

MS GUISSE: [11:45:49](Interpretation)

Q. [11:45:49] -- but were never part of Mr Yekatom's group, and one witness who
appeared before this Chamber stated that. So you never heard that, be it when you
were in Pissa or later on? You never heard people complaining that some people
took part in the programme without having been associated with the armed groups?
A. [11:46:35] Your Honour, (Redacted) no complaints because, as | was saying here

before this Court, if the general secretariat of the Anti-Balaka had not given us that list
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of children associated with the groups or movements, (Redacted) have activated the
project in the area.

Q. [11:47:06] I'd now like to move on to some other people, Mr Witness. And,
once again, | will have a look at the DDR list, tab 132 of the Defence binder,
CAR-OTP-2115-0369. So these are the names that are to be found on the long list, the
big list. Tab 132, page 3, item 125 we find the name (Redacted). And the name

of this person's father is (Redacted).

My question to you is this: Is it correct that (Redacted)

(Redacted) in Pissa, and (Redacted)

(Redacted), head of the Banda neighbourhood in Pissa? (Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [11:48:31] I'd like to correct something. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [11:48:52] Did you know that his son (Redacted) had joined the programme,

or at least the day centre -- the day centre, the programme of the ESF?

A. [11:49:18] Your Honour, the Defence has brought this item of information to my
attention. Now, initially, we were just working with the children and it was -- we
were not looking for their relatives. It's only now that | realise that our recipients at
the time were related to (Redacted).

Q. [11:49:53] I'd like to ask you for a clarification about something you just said.
You said that you -- that it was not in your interests to seek out the relatives or
parents. | thought the contrary. As part of the programme, ESF was supposed to
determine where the parents were and were supposed... so as to determine what

category the child should be placed. There were the three categories. We saw
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separated child, non-accompanied child and so on and so forth.

Wasn't it necessary to, first, seek out the relatives, the parents, before a child could
take part in the programme?

A. [11:50:51] Thank you, your Honour. | believe it's necessary to provide an
explanation.

As part of this project, looking for the parents was not at the beginning of the process,
because already, at that time, all the children who were presented to us -- a list had
already been drawn up. Let me reiterate. It was not ESF that drew up the list.

The list was provided to us by the Anti-Balaka high command. That's the first point.
When the children were boarded, two months from the end -- one month, rather,
before the end of the project, that is when the process of looking for parents began.
Your Honour, | think you'll agree that all those children, all the addresses that they
had provided, (Redacted) went from Mbaiki to all kinds of places to find the parents.
Many were to be found amongst the locations where IDRs -- internally displaced
people were, for example, behind the airport. Two children had come from very far
away, from Bambari, from Kaga-Bandoro, and those two children were reunited with
their family members thanks to the Red Cross.  All the other children were reunited
with their family members in Bangui. Because when you go to a family and you
hand the child over to the family, the parents sign a sort of -- not a waiver, but an
official document, a sort of disclaimer, and then the envelope is handed over.

No child was reunited with his family in Pissa.

Q. [11:53:29] But in actual fact, Mr Witness, the question is this: If you are given
information about the parents, even if the reunification was to occur later on, as part
of the procedure for verification, wasn't it necessary to at least make contact with the

family and say the child has been located here or there, and ESF -- well, with the
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group? Wouldn't that be a prerequisite? That could have also allowed for -- to
obtain information to confirm or invalidate information provided by the children.
That's my first question and then I'll have another one for you.

A. [11:54:26] Your Honour, between Pissa and Bangui, it's a distance of 63
kilometres. Many children for whom we took responsibility as part of this project
told us that their family members were in Bangui, Bimbo, behind the airport and, so,
we were restricted to that.

Initially, when we certified the children, the important thing was to remove the
children, get them out of there, send them to the CTO, and then looking for the family
members, that followed the normal process, because we could not have the children
in our custody for a long period of time. Many of these children were with relatives
in Bangui. When | say "relatives”, you have to consider the African context and what
we mean by "relative". The person might have been with an uncle in Bangui or an
aunt and that -- and the child would say that he was from Bangui but the biological
father might be in Pissa, so Bangui was the child's centre of interest.

And now, once we were looking for the relatives or the parents, then we could
determine who the actual father was. But that was beyond the organisation’s
control.

Q. [11:56:37] Under those circumstances, Mr Witness, doesn't that mean that you
were not able to guarantee that the children who were presented as unaccompanied
children might meet that requirement, or maybe just after the fact once this search
had been carried out for relatives?

A. [11:57:05] Your Honour, technically, as part of child welfare, when such a
problem emerges, the important thing is to ensure the child's safety. That's the

urgent requirement. The child must be protected and so the child must be sent to
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the CTO and then the following step can begin; namely, the search for relatives.

So we took action as part of our mandate, our mandate of child welfare and
protection -- not to begin with looking for relatives but, rather, first of all, to protect
the child and then later on look for family members.

So, in this regard, it was already a guarantee for the protection of the child and we
were working within our mandate, our framework of ensuring child welfare.

Q. [11:58:25] I have another question for you that flows from what you've just told
us. You said that this long list included the 60 names and the others who apparently
were presented by the Anti-Balaka command, and the grand total was 266 children.
Now, first of all, do you remember -- on the day of the signing of the agreement in
Pissa, do you remember the document, the sort of disclaimer signed by Mr Yekatom?
How many children were involved, were part of all that?

A. [11:59:13] Your Honour, you must realise that the work was done by several
stakeholders. The first stakeholder was UNICEF. They went to the field for
verification purposes and they provided an estimate of about 153 children. And
when UNICEF spoke to Mr Yekatom in Pissa, (Redacted)

(Redacted) were there. We just received the report provided by UNICEF saying
that there was about 153 children who had been verified. The document that

Mr Yekatom signed did not come from ESF directly. It was drawn up by UNICEF
and they gave it so that it might be signed.

Yesterday, | made mention in this Court, if you don't mind my saying -- | mentioned
two reports as part of this procedure. The first report makes mention of the
ceremony during which the children left, and the number given by UNICEF was 153.
And that is why the disclaimer, or -- gave an estimated number from UNICEF.

(Redacted) in the first report, the report that had to do with the removal of the
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children.
Secondly, from a technical point of view, if you look at the activity report, you will
realise that -- well, yesterday, at page 2, there was a chart -- page 2 of the report, you
will see a chart, a summary -- a chart that summarises matters and shows the
difference between the two numbers; namely, UNICEF's number, which was only an
estimate provided upstream, and then the number that we had in the field. That is
why | -- that is why | made mention of a particular number, 266. That included the
60 unaccompanied children whom we removed during the first phase -- 43, the four
and the five, and then the 17 who followed in Mbaiki, to have 60. And then there
was the 266. That is the number of children who were living within the community
but were linked or were operating within the group at the checkpoints in the area.
Q. [12:02:38] Witness, I'm going to come back to this question on reports, but on the
specific issue of 266, the difference between 266 and the 153 that are on the disclaimer.
Do you agree with me it means that on the handover of the children that took
place -- on the signing of the document on 4 August, it only concerned 153 children,
and under these conditions the other children who could have appeared on this big
list, which is above this figure -- you agree with me that there is no disclaimer from
Mr Yekatom concerning these children as well?
A. [12:03:40] Your Honour, there weren't two or three disclaimers signed from
Mr Yekatom. There was one disclaimer. So, this disclaimer included the estimated
number of children that UNICEF could check in this group, and we, as stakeholders,
because we did not have with us the real figures so that we could say clearly in a
document that was drafted and communicated so we could actually recover the
children.

Q. [12:04:39] So I understand that this document signed by Mr Yekatom
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corresponded to an estimated figure, and we do not know exactly to which children
this disclaimer corresponded to?

A. [12:04:57] Yes, that is exactly it, your Honour.

Q. [12:05:03] I would like to continue on the list in tab 132. We have (Redacted),
(Redacted) who is on page 4 of the DDR list, and at number 164 there is a certain
(Redacted) and the name of his father is (Redacted). Now, is it

right that (Redacted) was also the head of the Sangala district in

Pissa -- the Sangala neighbourhood in Pissa?

A. [12:05:58] Your Honour, I'm not an inhabitant of Pissa so | do not know all the
heads out there.

Q. [12:06:15] That's not a problem. I'm just basically putting names to -- if you
know them, say that you know them. If you do not know them, you can say that
you don't know them. Does (Redacted), the head of the Magouga district or
neighbourhood in Pissa...

A. [12:06:41] Your Honour, | don't know.

Q. [12:06:44] It's because we have on the list, page -- tab 132, we have a certain
(Redacted) on page 1. So this name does not ring a bell or do you have — do

you remember having met this person within the programme?

A. [12:07:11] Your Honour, as part of this programme, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [12:07:37] That is perhaps on the big list. You don't know everybody, but did
you have special contacts with beneficiaries that are on the ESF 60 list? Did you

have more contact with the children that were at the CTO in Mbaiki?
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A. [12:08:02] Generally speaking, your Honour, | was with these children (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [12:08:36] Now, amongst the children at the CTO in Mbaiki, did you recognise
children that you saw previously before? | know there's (Redacted), but were
there other children whom -- about whom you knew more or you had more affinity
with these children?

A. [12:09:07] I had absolutely no affinity with these children, your Honour, so no.
Q. [12:09:18] I'm coming to the DDR list on tab 132 and I'm going to continue
asking questions on certain names and localities. (Redacted)

(Redacted) so, again, if you know this -- these people, you can say so, otherwise,

it's not a problem.

Now, does (Redacted) ring a bell? Did you know he was the head of the

Ngaka district in Pissa?

A. [12:10:04] Your Honour, no.

Q. [12:10:06] Because on page 5 of tab 132, number 194 we have (Redacted).

The last name's that's of interest to me... Does the name (Redacted)

ring a bell -- as part of the (Redacted) family who was the head of the

Mokotamba district in Pissa?

A. [12:10:50] Your Honour, no.

Q. [12:11:04] Witness, I'm putting it to you that many heads of village who were
aware of this programme -- this ESF programme -- did what they had to do to make
the children part of this programme, and even though these children were not

associated in any way whatsoever with the Anti-Balaka, and this was a kind of abuse
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that happened. Now, do -- have you ever been aware of such distortions or aware of
people who tried to unduly benefit from the system?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:11:57] Ms Berdennikova.

MS BERDENNIKOVA: [12:12:01] Yes, your Honours, | believe this calls for
speculation on the part of the witness and also -- and also a relationship to a certain
family who has a certain position within the community doesn't necessarily exclude
an association to an armed group.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:12:19] Well, the beginning of the long question
headed at asking for speculation, but when the question finally was answered, if |
recall it correctly, it was if he is aware of such instances, and that is an absolutely
acceptable question.

So, were you -- Mr Witness, you have heard our, and you understand of course what's
going on here, were you aware of any such instances where local dignitaries, local
people who were not entitled -- or their children were not entitled, wanted to profit
from the whole project?

THE WITNESS: [12:13:13](Interpretation) Your Honour, | have absolutely no
information concerning this situation.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:13:27] So even if it had been, or were -- called for
speculation, he did not speculate.

Please, Ms Guissé.

MS GUISSE: [12:13:36](Interpretation)

Q. [12:13:38] Witness, in light of certain civilian actions, | presented to you certain
copies of the baptism registry that | showed you. Do you agree with me that the
way your certification system was done was not deepened, given the circumstances

and under these circumstances, you couldn't guarantee that the information provided
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1 by the children was accurate?
2 A, [12:14:38] Your Honour, I think with regard to the situation | was rather clear.
3 Thiswasn't -- was the situation where we could ask the children to run back home
4  and fetch their birth certificates so that we could certify. It just doesn't hold well.
5 Now, if this exercise could even involve the 60 children on that list, we would realise
6 that there were children who would be less than 18, so this is why we are just quoting
7 afew names on that list. But the others --
8 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:15:29] We have several times asked him if he
9 can guarantee -- well.
10  MSGUISSE: [12:15:37](Interpretation) Your Honour, I'm going to move on to
11 another theme, your Honour. This was the end of this part.
12 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:15:44] (Overlapping speakers) The last
13 guarantee of a question. Good.
14 MS GUISSE: [12:15:48] (Interpretation)
15 Q. [12:15:49] Now, witness, | would like to move on to another theme and come
16  back to certain reports that we have in our file.
17  Now, before we come to these reports, do you remember a person called Richard
18 Kongaye?
19 A. [12:16:18] Your Honour, Mr Richard Kongaye, peace be on his soul; he was the
20  director of the social affairs centre in Mbaiki.
21 Q. [12:16:44] *He was the Head of the Social Affairs Service of the Lobaye district ;
22 isthatright ?
23 A. [12:16:55] Yes, you are.
24 Q. [12:16:58] Did you work with him in partnership with the ESF programme?

25 A. [12:17:11] Your Honour, this project was executed at the social centre where
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Mr Richard Kongaye's office was situated, and we only could work in partnership
with him because it was Mrs Seremandji who was the -- who was in charge of the
region. So the reporting line was established from the ministry of social affairs and
the project was implemented in the site, or in the office of the ministry of social affairs
where this person was on top -- was the person in charge.

Q. [12:18:10] When did this collaboration start? Was it when the children came to
the CTO in Mbaiki or was it before that? Again, I'm talking about -- within the
framework of this project?

A. [12:18:29] Your Honour, the contact with (Redacted) was established

in Mbaiki by my colleague (Redacted) because we

had to find a place to set up the transit and orientation centre, the CTO. So, when
the activities were unfolding in Pissa, (Redacted) struck a contract

with this person at the same time because (Redacted) CTO, and to get that we

needed authorisation.

So, when the -- when contact was established with the high command of the
Anti-Balaka in Pissa, and during the month of July, this gentleman was also asked to
contribute and to help us set up the children.

Q. [12:19:48] Indeed, according to a document signed by the regional director of
social affairs, at the onset of the collaboration of the social affairs ministry with ESF in
the month of July -- and (Redacted)

(Redacted) | wanted to review certain documents with you that speak of

other dates, that mention other dates.

But for clarity purposes, you, personally, did not know of any process or
collaboration between ESF and the ministry of social affairs or Mr Kongaye before

July 2014 on this specific project at hand?
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A. [12:20:54] Your Honour, collaboration with this gentleman started with this
project, clearly so. It'strue. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [12:21:26] So, basically, you're talking about July 2014, and this is precisely why
I would like tab 128 of the Defence binder to be displayed. The reference being
CAR-OTP-2109-0470.

And | would like the first page to be displayed on the screen.

So could we just scroll up so that we can see the beginning of the page?

So this is a report that was drawn up by the regional social affairs unit of the
prefectural services of social affairs of Lobaye. This was Mr Kongaye's unit and it is
indicated -- and this is indicated as follows. The title is "A joint mission report:
UNICEF, COOPI, ESF and government as part of the verification and identification
activities of child soldiers associated with the Anti-Balaka in Pissa from 11 to 13

June 2014".

Right. So, the first question: (Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [12:23:20] Your Honour, this is the first time I'm actually seeing this report.

Q. [12:23:29] In page 471 of this report, this is what's indicated -- and you've got
that on your screen. It's a joint mission comprising nine people, including two
UNICEF expats, three representatives from the NGO called COOPI International, one
representative from ESF, one representative of the government, the head of the
prefectural services of social affairs from Lobaye and two drivers.

Now, am | to understand, witness, that (Redacted) who is, according to what we

heard in this Chamber, the ESF representative that participated in the mission, am I to
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understand that (Redacted)

A. [12:24:45] Your Honour, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) When they come to the field, they basically get

in touch with the authorities and they do what they're supposed to do. So (Redacted)
(Redacted)

But, as I've seen on top, in the box, it is written that this is a verification mission, and
as | said yesterday, UNICEF was also doing this. They would actually go with
partners for verification. And | saw this with -- | saw that the NGO COOPI, which
was an Italian NGO that was also mentioned, Enfants Sans Frontiéres was mentioned,
so this is a mission that took place from time to time (Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [12:26:09] (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) And I would like to now go to page

472 of the report.

And this is what's indicated. It is indicated that the people in charge communicated
on 222 child soldiers associated with armed groups.

Now, without having seen this report, at any point of time (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [12:27:34] Your Honour, | can confirm, again, that (Redacted)
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(Private Session)

(Redacted)
(Redacted). It's only now I'm laying my eyes
on the report. (Redacted)

Q. [12:28:10] On this report, again, in page 472, it is written that only *133 children

were verified -- only *133 were verified and identified. Now, according to the jargon
you use for such verifications and missions, is it -- are we referring to this verification
process done by UNICEF?

A. [12:28:57] Your Honour, there's only one thing | know -- that is, UNICEF has its

own modus operandi. | am not alluding to this report because, (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)
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(Redacted)

Q. [12:31:43] I would now like to move to a different document, tab 129 of the
Defence binder, CAR-OTP-2109-0473. And if the first page could be put up on the
screen.

And, Mr Witness, if you could tell us whether you have seen this second report,
written by Mr Kongaye? It's entitled "Report on project activities for the assistance
of children associated with armed groups and forces in Mbaiki and their return to
society".

Is this report familiar to you? Have you seen it before?

A. [12:33:03] Your Honour, this is the first time I've ever laid eyes on this report
from Mr Kongaye and that's quite normal because Mr Kongaye was a public servant.
(Redacted) He prepared this report for his ministry. This is

the first time I've seen this report.

Q. [12:33:37] Page *0476 of this report, if we could. And here's what we read -
this activity began -- this is the paragraph entitled "Identification of the EAFGA™:
"This activity began on 12 June 2014 in Pissa in the deliberations room at the town hall
of said commune, and the activity expanded in the following days to the locations of
Mbata, Batalimo and Mongoumba.”

So are these places that were covered by the certification of the children targeted by
the ESF programme?

A. [12:34:43] Your Honour, | can see these locations are indeed the places where
ESF worked. But, oddly enough, what I see here that -- | see that the date on which
the activities began, according to Mr Kongaye -- the date is 12 June 2014. But
actually, ESF, (Redacted), began activities in -- in the course of

July and began the project in August.
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Q. [12:35:36] Well, perhaps just to get some background, this report comes after the
first report, which I have shown you, and in actual fact when he said that the activity
began on 12 June 2014, he's making reference to the mission that was mentioned in
the first report. So he reiterates the mission. He -- he's still talking about the
mission. Just to make sure you don't think that we're talking about another activity,
| believe he's talking about this -- the -- the first mission. Just to clear that up.

But what interests me here is the numbers. Here we see that during the
identification 256 children, both genders, were surveyed, but 68 EAFGA of which
three girls and 65 boys were between 10 and 17 and who were non-accompanied
children were eligible -- that is to say, they did not have parents in the locality and
had to be transferred to the Mbaiki listening centre. End of quote.

You'll see, and if we could scroll down a bit, you can see that -- further down, please.
Here we see that mention is made of the ceremony of 4 August in Pissa. On 4
August -- and this comes further down, after the paragraph about transporting the
children to the Mbaiki centre. Here we read that on 4 August 2014 the first EAFGA
were transported from Pissa to Mbaiki.

My first question to you is this:  Now, | realise that you are not familiar with this
report, but at any particular time (Redacted) about numbers —

numbers related to (Redacted)? Was mention ever made of 256 children surveyed?
A. [12:38:29] Your Honour, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

MS GUISSE: [12:39:03](Interpretation) I'm sorry, your Honour. I'm just checking a
[transcript] reference. | don't want to say something ridiculous so if you could...
(Counsel confers)

Q. [12:39:40] Well, Mr Witness, I've realised (Redacted)
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(Redacted) I'm talking about the number.

At any particular time did you hear this number, 256 -- 256 was this number
mentioned at any time?

A. [12:40:02] Your Honour, I've said here that there were several stakeholders
involved in this project and, so, | can only answer today as someone from ESF. | can
only speak to the work done by ESF. Some stakeholders had their own ways of
doing things, but we followed the standards set for us by UNICEF. (Redacted)
(Redacted)

Q. [12:40:57] As we see at page 476 regarding the June mission, here we read that in
the following days the same activity continued in Mbata, Batalimo, Mongoumba
localities and...

If we could go to page 476 of the same document. First paragraph, please.

When making this initial contact, the mission asked that the children under 18 be
gathered together, both genders, at the Pissa town hall.

Now, I've understood from your response that you were not aware of any such
gathering or assembly at the Pissa town hall. What interests me is this: How were
these children brought together? How were these people gathered together. As
part of the ESF mission, was it common to send out a general call to the population
and then make some kind of selection to determine which children might be eligible
for the programme?

A. [12:43:06] Your Honour, | believe I've answered a similar question previously.
Our mission was not to alert everyone or to bring everyone together. The Defence
asked if the matter had been discussed with the prefect. You see, given the high
level of vulnerability within the community, we followed the humanitarian principle

of do no harm. Do no harm to the recipients during implementation of a project.
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1 That is the principle that we always followed. We avoided excessive publicity or
2 talk about our projects. ESF never asked everyone to gather at any place for any sort
3 of selection or sorting out of recipients.
4 Q. [12:44:24] Well, you said that there was a gathering, that the children were
5 gathered at the Pissa town hall. Do you know how the message was sent out to the
6 children and to the people concerned?
7 A. [12:44:47] Your Honour, (Redacted)
8 Q. [12:45:02] Am I to understand...
9  (Counsel confers)
10 Now, does that mean that (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 A. [12:45:41] Your Honour, no, not at all.
13 Q. [12:45:49] | mention this to you because, you see, we did hear from one witness
14  who learned (Redacted)
15 (Redacted) and I refer to transcript 223, (Redacted)
16  (Redacted)
17  (Redacted) Hassomeone made a mistake here?
18 A. [12:46:43] Yes, someone has made a mistake because, (Redacted)
19 (Redacted)
20  (Redacted)
21 Q. [12:47:12] Now, as part of the identification and verification missions, was there
22 alunch provided to people with whom there would be an interview?
23 A. [12:47:35] Your Honour, | have no such information.
24 Q. [12:47:46] I've understood from your testimony that the different numbers -- 256,

25 222 -- these discrepancies between the two reports, these numbers (Redacted)
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(Redacted), yet in the first report we do see a particular figure -- page 0472, tab

128. We read that there were 43 children deemed to be eligible for orientation in a
return to society centre in Mbaiki. This number, 43 children deemed to be eligible
for orientation at the CTO, was that a number that you had already heard, (Redacted)
(Redacted)

A. [12:48:43] Your Honour, after UNICEF passed through (Redacted)

(Redacted), as | said yesterday, most of the work had been done by (Redacted) in

the field. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) That is what | know about

this project.

Q. [12:49:40] So this number, 43 children, you have seen this number somewhere?
Now | would like to make reference to another number in the second report -- tab 129,
page 0476.

Here -- here we read 68 children associated with armed groups. So did that number
ever come up at any time -- 68 eligible -- 68 children, eligible children?

THE INTERPRETER: [12:50:33] Correction by counsel.

THE WITNESS: [12:50:35](Interpretation) This is a number that came from the
prefectural section head within the ministry of social affairs. 1 can only speak to
numbers that ESF, the NGO, collected and worked with.

MS GUISSE: [12:50:58](Interpretation)

Q. [12:51:04] Now, what about another number which we find at page 0477 of this
report, is as follows. Here we read that only 45 children, including three girls, were
at the Mbaiki listening centre; whereas, and | quote, because the report reads as such,

"the other children went with their guardians to the camp where caterpillars were
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being collected.”

You make mention of children who were out collecting caterpillars at paragraph 43 of
your first statement, but you only mentioned 17 children. Could you tell us who
gave you that number -- 17 children who had gone off to collect caterpillars?

A. [12:52:16] Your Honour, (Redacted), the person

who was working alongside us and giving us time in real time, was no -- was actually
the general secretary of the Anti-Balaka forces. He always had his notebook with
him and the names of the children were in that notebook.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

"Are the 60 children all here (Redacted)

(Redacted) the 43 children were there and the 17

others had followed some members of the community into the bush and they were
out there in the bush looking for caterpillars.

Oddly enough, your Honour, (Redacted)

(Redacted) the 17 children were already there (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted).

So, I stand by the numbers (Redacted) with a person

who provided us with the information who, namely, was the general secretary of the
Anti-Balaka at the time.

Q. [12:54:32] Thus, from your testimony, I've understood that the 17 other children
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came the following day -- the day after the removal of children, or the handing over?
A. [12:54:47] Yes, that's right, your Honour.

Q. [12:54:51] And just before the break -- I've forgotten you, interpreters.

In that report by Mr Kongaye, he said that the children left with their guardians, so
that would mean children who were with their family members who were not within
the armed group.

Do you have any explanation between the discrepancy here because you said that
they were with the community?

A. [12:55:40] Your Honour, my testimony here is being given under oath. | have
taken an oath and I can confirm that this matter of the 17 children who went off into
the bush with members of the community in Pissa, that was not -- this assertion was
not false. This was said by the general secretary in front of everyone during the
ceremony to mark the removal of the children, the ceremony held at the town hall in
Pissa.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [12:56:32] I think it's time for the shortened lunch
break. We come together again at 2 o'clock.

THE COURT USHER: [12:56:39] All rise.

(Recess taken at 12.56 p.m.)

(Upon resuming in private session at 2.00 p.m.)

THE COURT USHER: [14:00:47] All rise. Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:01:05] Ms Guissé, you have the floor.

MS GUISSE: [14:01:18](Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

Q. [14:01:25] Mr Witness, I'd like to resume where we left off, and, we were talking
about Mr Kongaye's reports and | was asking you to respond to a number of points.

Now, | would like us to focus on the report that we have on the record of the case;

26.04.2023 Page 52



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-228-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-04-2023 53/78 T

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

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Private Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-1974

namely, a report that ESF staff (Redacted)

(Redacted) a number of figures that come directly from ESF.

First of all, if we could look at the final report, tab 122 of the Defence binder,
CAR-OTP-2068-0568 -- 2068-0568, (Redacted)

And if it could be put up on the screen, please, the first page. And then if we could
go to page 572 of the report. And I'd like to show you a chart, first of all, the title of
the chart. Here, we read: Number of unaccompanied EAFGASs in the day centres.
And here we see a chart that sets out of the number of children at the Mbaiki CTO,
the number of children at the Pissa day centre, the centre in Mbata and so on and so
forth.

Would you agree with me that there's a mistake in the title of this chart? Because as
you explained to us, the only unaccompanied children were in Mbaiki.

A. [14:04:03] Your Honour, I'd like to thank Defence counsel for stressing that this
isan error. In principle, this title should be: Number of EAFGA in the day centres.
So | think the word "unaccompanied” could be struck out because it does not -- well,
it's not appropriate for some of the places where the children were being cared for.
Q. [14:04:43] I'm not so sure I've understood. Now I've understood that the day
centres should be set aside, but also we read "M'baiki CTO." Are you telling us that
all the -- this is all the children who were being assisted; is that correct?

A. [14:04:56] C’est ca.

Q. [14:04:57] Now, if we could move to page 573 of this same report, and, here, we
read that the total number is 253 unaccompanied children and separated children
were certified during the period of time during which the project was carried out.
I'm not sure, is that up on the screen?

Paragraph 2, can you see that up on the screen, Mr Witness? During the time that
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1  the project was implemented, the project leaders cert- -- the activity leaders certified
2 intotal, 253 children.
3 Do we agree, Mr Witness, that once again there is a problem with the terminology
4  used because there were not 253 unaccompanied children, there were only 60? All
5  the other children were in the day centres?
6 A. [14:06:29] Your Honour, | can see that this is an error. And there's just the chart
7  on page 2 that certifies and summarises the number of children that we were taking
8 care of as part of the project.
9 Q. [14:06:56] Mr Witness, this chart was drawn up by someone, but by whom?
10 A. [14:07:06] Your Honour, this chart is the outcome of the activities carried out in
11 the field in Mbaiki by (Redacted), and this chart bears
12 testimony to the number of children who were assisted as part of this project.
13 Q. [14:07:33] If I could hark back to this particular number, 253. Now, | do realise
14  that there is a problem with the wording, but what bothers me is the word "certified",
15  only 253 certified children. But this morning, you were talking about 266 children
16  receiving assistance.
17  Does that mean of the 266, some children were not certified?
18 A. [14:08:09] I just said that this is an error, just an error. That's what | know.
19  Within this project we had 266 children and 60 were unaccompanied, and 206, if they
20  were divided up by zone, as we see in the chart, we have a total -- we have 206
21 children.
22 So all this to say that this is a mistake. | reiterate, this is a mistake.
23 Q. [14:08:54] If we look at page 573 of this report, we read -- page 573, we read the
24 number -- we see something here about the number of activity leaders, 18 activity

25  leaders were recruited and trained for the programme.
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Does that correspond to your memory? (Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [14:09:35] Your Honour, indeed, the 18 activity leaders mentioned here, that is
the number that was chosen. And those leaders were trained in Mbaiki and some
remained at the Mbaiki CTO. Others were allocated to the various day centres.

Q. [14:10:09] Mr Witness, my question was whether (Redacted) All of them?

All 18 of them?

A. [14:10:21] Your Honour, (Redacted)

(Redacted), that meant (Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [14:10:38] Could you give us the names of the activity leaders? The names you
remember?

A. [14:10:47] Your Honour, | can't remember the names of all 18.  Well, the names
of the people, that is problematic for me, but in Mbaiki | do remember Omer was one
of them; that was his first name, Omer. And in Pissa, there was Didier. (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [14:11:45] Omer Kassot, Didier Beninga, do those names ring a bell?

A. [14:11:54] Yes, your Honour.

Q. [14:12:05] In this report, mention is made of three sorts of supervisors:
Encadreurs, in French, page -- page 287; and then five community social workers; and
it says that each day centre had two leaders, activity leaders.

So that means -- if we do the math, that means there were eight project leaders in the
four day centres --

THE INTERPRETER: [14:12:47] Correction: "activity" leaders.

26.04.2023 Page 55



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-228-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-04-2023 56/78 T

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

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Private Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-1974

MS GUISSE: [14:12:48](Interpretation)

Q. [14:12:49] And you also said -- and perhaps | should show this to you to refresh
your memory, tab 122 of the Defence -- CAR-OTP-2068-0568, at page 0577.

We are going to bring up that page and show it to you on the screen.

Now, in this report we read that the recommendation - | would suppose this is

a UNICEF recept - is to have one activity leader for each 15 children. Now, for 60
children at the (Redacted), that would mean the recommended number should

have been four -- four activity leaders. But if we look at the numbers, we see that
there were 10.

So my question to you is this, wasn't this a waste of funds that could have been used
to help the children in another fashion?

A. [14:14:17] Your Honour, this is a purely technical and organisational matter.
(Redacted)

(Redacted) sometimes there are a number of problems that

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted) If the number was reviewed downwards, perhaps technically (Redacted)
(Redacted)

Q. [14:16:02] I'd now like for us to look at another report -- tab 125 of the Defence
binder, CAR-OTP-2071-0285. This is a progress report and it was signed by
(Redacted), and you had this report | believe.

Page 0289, please, of this report, and if | could draw your attention to the last
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paragraph, in particular.

Last paragraph, please. Yes.

Here, we read:

"The M'baiki centre was supposed to house 60 unaccompanied EAFGA, three girls
and 57 boys, but currently there are 50..."

But in the brackets, we read --

"...(48) EAFGA and 12 absences."

We also read as well that --

"...seven only joined the group on the 14th of September of 2014 as | was preparing to
table this report.” End of quote.

So | put it to you -- or, rather, | ask you, Mr Witness, how can you reconcile this report
from the Mbaiki office -- from what you said just before the break, when you said that
60 children were there the very day after the signing of the agreement? You said
that 43 were there on the day of -- and then 17 children joined the centre, and now this
is not what we read here.

Could you clarify this point for us?

A. [14:18:54] Your Honour, | do remember the situation. This situation was
amongst the various incidents that we experienced during implementation of this
project. | think you will agree that working with children who have come from such
groups -- you see, these are very demanding children. At one particular pointin
time, we realised that these children had interests that lay elsewhere. Yesterday, |
mentioned the caterpillar season. That is a time of the year when people who live
alongside the forest, managed to earn a little money by collecting and selling
caterpillars, and that period coincided with the period of time when many of the

children, who had already taken part in this activity, fled. They left the centre and
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they went to the places where we had got them from.

So this -- you see, this is a progress report in the middle of the project. So these
children -- yes, we put 60 children at the Mbaiki transit and orientation centre. It so
happens that those children did disappear. They could not go and -- back to the
places where they had been released from.

| would remind you that during the ceremony, Mr Yekatom drew their attention to
one particular point. He said he no longer wanted to see them within the groups.
Even if they were in Pissa, he did not want to see them back in the group.

And, at one point --

Q. [14:21:39] Sorry to interrupt, but there is one point and | would like to ask you
to clarify it for us.

You said that all the children totalled 60, the day after, right after, and what | am
telling you is that there never were 60 of them at the CTO, and that's why the report
written by Mr Kongaye that | showed you earlier made mention of 48 children, the
others having left, and that is why (Redacted) said here that even though they were
expecting 60, there were 12 who were not there. They were not at the CTO centre.
They never were at the centre, other than the seven who came back on 14 September.
Does that refresh your memory?

A. [14:23:03] Your Honour, | was explaining the situation so that the Defence
would properly understand. Your Honour, it's really not our task to make reference
to Mr Kongaye's report. He prepared a report, but as a civil servant, as an official
from the ministry of social affairs, | am responding to the questions as someone from
ESF, an NGO. Of the 60 children that we placed at the CTO, an incident occurred,
and a number of children during that incident left the CTO at night and they did not

even tell the supervisors. They went off to collect caterpillars.
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1  We had no information. We looked for them. We -- they were not in Pissa. You
2 see, they had gone into the bush to collect caterpillars; so that was the situation.
3 Thatis what was explained here, but with a number of minor errors.
4  They came back, but really very slowly, one or two at atime. Perhaps 12 children

5  were absent, and (Redacted)

6 And, so, indeed, those children left, they fled, they were found in the bush of the *22,5
7  came back. came back.. We put that in the incident report that we had to share with
8  UNICEF because, at the time, we already had discharged the children. We had

9 adocument showing that Mr Yekatom had made a commitment to release all the

10  children.

11 So we had responsibility for those children; so | think that needs to be clarified.
12 Perhaps my colleague did not write this properly, but the seven other children came
13 back, five -- well, there were -- a group of them were together when they left.
14  (Redacted)

15 (Redacted)

16  (Redacted)

17  (Redacted)

18  (Redacted)

19 (Redacted)

20  (Redacted)

21  (Redacted)

22  (Redacted)

23 (Redacted)

24 Q. [14:27:21] If we could move on to something else now; namely, the foster

25  families. Yesterday you explained that some foster families took care of the children
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for a month after they had spent two months at the Mbaiki CTO. You said that
yesterday, timestamp 15:04.

Now, once again, in the progress report that (Redacted) wrote, page 02[9]5, here, we
read that on 9 September, training was provided to the foster families. According to
this report, during the training, the parties' obligations were explained to the
stakeholders, ministry of social affairs, the foster families et cetera.

Could you explain these obligations to us? What were the obligations of the various
parties?

A. [14:28:26] Thank you. Your Honour, during that training provided to the foster
families, (Redacted)

(Redacted) Butin general terms, as

a stakeholder, | would say that here, the ministry of social affairs, which was acting
on behalf of the government, had a number of obligations in relation to the placement
of children, and the ministry was supposed to identify the homes and was supposed
to ensure follow-up once the children were placed with foster families. And, if there
were any concerns, it was the task of the ministry of social affairs to deal with the
concerns so that actions could be readjusted.

As for the NGO, we had an obligation too, which was to identify these foster families,
train them, and place the children with them and then to provide resources to these
families to support the children while they were there.

And, in actual fact, the foster families had an obligation too. Their obligation was to
raise these children; ensure their wellbeing. They were to ensure that the children
went to the centre --

THE INTERPRETER: [14:30:34] Correction: The children were supposed to be

going to psychosocial activities.
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THE WITNESS: [14:30:35](Interpretation) The families were supposed to make sure
that the children did go to the transit centres and that once the activities were over,
that the children would go back to the family. They also had to manage the meagre
resources that were provided to them to help with these children.

So, in brief, those were the tasks or the obligations of each party during that period of
time when the children were sent to foster families.

MS GUISSE: [14:31:20](Interpretation)

Q. [14:31:21] Well, more specifically, because you're talking about the small
resources, could you tell us -- or could you confirm, rather, that the host or foster
families didn't only have to cover the food costs of the beneficiaries of the programme,
but also the meals for their own children?

A. [14:32:00] Your Honour, the very objective that UNICEF wanted to achieve was
to encourage the placement of the children who had left these armed forces and
groups, and that they have a foster family before they go to their own family. And
also, to provide these children with that feeling of living in a family.

Secondly, because of these small resources, which we gave to the families for the
children who were in their care, those families were not going to only use that money
for those children who were placed with them by the organisation, because that was
an extra mouth to feed, but also contributed to the household in general.

So if they only dealt with the child who arrived, then it would be imbalanced. So we
wanted to help these children understand what it means to live in a family after they
had left their foster family.

Q. [14:33:37] We have a document, which comes from Mrs Condomat, who was
responsible in the ministry of social affairs at some point in time, which talks about

the foster family and states the following:
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At the end of the project, if the children or the family of the child had been found, it
was placed or returned to the family; otherwise, they would be placed with a foster
family. End of quote.

Could you perhaps clarify this? Are these foster families there only within the
framework of the programme? Or as a result of the programme, was there

a placement with a foster family?

A. [14:34:33] Your Honour, a distinction must be made. When you are faced with
a situation where there are non-accompanied children, generally speaking, all
non-accompanied children - once we have got the information about them - have to
be placed in a family, firstly, because of their -- to protect them. That's the most
important thing. To protect them against any attack on their individual and also any
breach against them.

Looking for a family happens immediately when we -- we look for the family
immediately once the children have been placed in the foster family. So the case
mentioned -- Mrs Condomat is talking about a specific case where we don't find the
parents or family of their children. So looking for the family still has to continue, but
during that time you can't just simply leave a child in the street. The child has to be
housed in the family where the family -- the child was originally placed, until we
found the family. So we continued with the family research, and, in the meantime,
those children would be with their foster family, and at the end of the project, all
those children were reunited with their own family during the programme.

Q. [14:36:24] To go back to the example of (Redacted), you said that he spent

two months in the CTO. After that, do you agree with me that he went back to his
family?

A. [14:36:48] Your Honour, the case of (Redacted)
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(Redacted). And | must say before this Court, that (Redacted) wasn't fully
integrated into the programme in Mbaiki. Perhaps it was a set of circumstances
where a child who was living with its parents -- his father was in Bangui and the child
was with his father, but during that period | cannot explain under which conditions
they became separated, where the father went and where the child -- and the child
found himself in Pissa. It's a set of circumstances so that the child was in Mbaiki, in
the CTO, in Mbaiki, given that his family -- or, at least, part of his family was in
Mbaiki, that's to say, his grandmother, his paternal uncle, and he was already
included in the programme.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [14:38:28] Excuse me, but you haven't answered my question, my question was
specific. We've already raised the issue of (Redacted) in the programme. I'm talking
about him getting out of the programme. My question is, after two months in the
CTO in Mbaiki, did (Redacted) join his family? That's my question to you.

A. [14:38:55] Your Honour, (Redacted) was reunited with his family, not in
Mbaiki, but in Bangui. Because as | said yesterday and today, and, | repeat, that the
father of (Redacted) did not live at any point in time in Mbaiki. He was in

Bangui. So the child was reunited with his family in Bangui.

Q. [14:39:29] And at a certain point in time within the framework of the
programme, since he was in the group of non-accompanied children, was he at any
point in time in a host family? If yes, which one?

A. [14:39:52] Your Honour, | haven't got in front of me the list of foster families that
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received these children; so | cannot tell you today with certainty which family he
went to -- where (Redacted) went.

Q. [14:40:19] But he was in a foster family, is that so?

A. [14:40:22] Your Honour, all the 60 children who were in the CTO in Mbaiki were
placed with foster families.

Q. [14:40:33] I'd like to move on to another topic.

In the midterm report, drafted by (Redacted), the report in tab 125 -- no, no, no,
sorry.

Yes, yes, indeed, it is that.

It is said in this report, page 0920, (Redacted) has 10 encadreurs -- organisers and one
psychologist. Similarly, in the final report which (Redacted) which is in tab 122,
page which ends 0577, it says that according -- that this is done according to the
psychologist's report.

So my question is as follows: Did you (Redacted) psychologist? And if

yes, what is the name of that person?

A. [14:42:09] (Redacted) wanted to recruit a psychologist. However,

at that time, the Central African Republic, as a whole, did only have one single
psychologist, and when | talk about a psychologist, it is someone who's fully trained
in this area and knows how treatment -- the psychological treatment should take
place, but we only had one single person.

(Redacted), we had to look for people who had some sort of

training in the psycho-socio domain (Redacted)

(Redacted) a nurse who had some knowledge of social matters,

and, therefore, she was responsible -- or he was responsible for psychosocial matters,

but | can't remember his name.
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(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [14:43:56] So, | understand (Redacted)

(Redacted)

there's a psychologist? (Redacted) there's a nurse. (Redacted) there's a

person who has some understanding in this field.

But would you agree with me that what is stated in this report is not exact?

A. [14:44:29] Your Honour, it's not a question of being exact. (Redacted)
(Redacted) We had to have someone who had to work as a psychologist (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [14:44:53] (Redacted) have explained that in the report? (Redacted) as if
there was a psychologist?

A. [14:45:05] Your Honour, | think ultimately what (Redacted) was looking for was
achieved. (Redacted) - because the country only had one

psychologist - (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

We had to find some sort of solution, and (Redacted)

Q. [14:45:56] Mr Witness, in fact, my question was not (Redacted)

(Redacted) found a solution to this particular problem, but rather, (Redacted)
include that in the report? (Redacted) not say (Redacted) had a particular difficulty?

Because that's part of the report, to explain there's only one psychologist for the entire
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1  country and, therefore, (Redacted)
2 Why were the problems not mentioned in the report?
3 And this is my final point on this topic.
4 A. [14:46:37] Your Honour, at that moment, (Redacted)
5 (Redacted)
6 Q. [14:47:00] I'm going to change topics, Mr Witness.
7  Can you confirm something you said before. (Redacted)
8  (Redacted)
9  Could you tell us under which conditions (Redacted) and when, in the
10  programme, (Redacted)
11 A. [14:47:35] Your Honour, | found (Redacted)
12 (Redacted)
13 (Redacted)
14  (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16  (Redacted)
17  (Redacted)
18 (Redacted)
19  (Redacted), there was an amount
20  allocated to the service as a follow-up service, and there was a delay and, therefore,
21  (Redacted)
22  (Redacted)
23 Q. [14:49:18] I'm now going to move on to another topic.
24  (Redacted)

25  (Redacted)
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1  (Redacted)
2 (Redacted) someone specifically for that function?
3 A, [14:49:53] Your Honour, that part was so sensitive that because of the
4  situation -- (Redacted)
5  (Redacted) who was personally responsible to do that. (Redacted)
6 (Redacted)
7  (Redacted)
8  (Redacted)
9 (Redacted)
10  So it was work who was done by (Redacted) himself.
11 (Redacted)
12 (Redacted)
13 (Redacted)
14  (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16  (Redacted)
17 Q. [14:51:43] For the record, you said on several occasions, when talking about the
18 (Redacted)
19  (Redacted) is that correct?
20 A. [14:52:03] I'm sorry, it is (Redacted)
21 Q. [14:52:10] Again, amongst (Redacted)
22  (Redacted)
23 A, [14:52:30] Your Honour, it's true, Héritier was (Redacted)
24  (Redacted)

25 Q. [14:52:48] I'm going to another topic now.

26.04.2023 Page 67



ICC-01/14-01/18-T-228-Red3-ENG CT WT 26-04-2023 68/78 T
Pursuant to the Trial Chamber V’s Initial Directions, |CC-01/14-01/18-631, dated 26 August 2020, the public redacted version of thistranscript isfiled in the case.

Trial Hearing (Private Session) ICC-01/14-01/18
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-1974

1  Yesterday, (Redacted)

2 (Redacted)

3 (Redacted) Does this mean that (Redacted)

4  (Redacted)

5 A, [14:53:30] Your Honour, (Redacted)

6 (Redacted)

7  (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)
10 Q. [14:54:11] Does this mean that there was (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 (Redacted) always open for the community, for the local community?
13 A.  [14:54:32] Your Honour, all steps were taken as regards (Redacted) or
14 working together with the community and the public, (Redacted)
15 (Redacted) And when it was not open,
16  you could always find someone. It's only normal that the (Redacted)
17  (Redacted)
18 Q. [14:55:16] I'm going to follow through as regards other employees of ESF, but
19  before that, I just want some clarification on two documents which we have in our
20  files. 1would like to show you a document, which can be found at tab 59 of the
21  Defence binder, CAR-OTP-- [D29]-0013-0146.
22 Could you tell me whether you've already seen this type of document; namely,
23  astatement regarding identity? Have you ever seen this type of document within
24 the framework of your activities, (Redacted)

25 A, [14:56:29] Your Honour, I've never seen this document.
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1 Q. [14:56:41] My question was slightly different. | didn't ask you whether you
2 saw this specific document. I'd like to know whether you have already
3 seen -- perhaps, we'll look at the content and there you can see the name of Mr
4  (Redacted), who is the head of the (Redacted) neighbourhood
5 in (Redacted), and who says that Mrs (Redacted) is born on such-and-such a date and
6 shelives in (Redacted) AnNd it's signed to say and confirm that that is the person, the
7 individual.
8  Now, have you seen this type of document issued by the head of a neighbourhood or
9 village?
10 A. [14:57:47] No.
11 MSGUISSE: [14:57:47](Interpretation) | have a suggestion from my colleague, for
12 some minutes I'll try and go into public session, but be aware that this document
13 shouldn't be shown to public and the names that are on the document shouldn't be
14  seen by the public either.
15  Shall we give that a go?
16 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [14:58:14] Well, we give it a go and, of course, the
17  documents are not to be displayed to the public. Open session.
18  (Open session at 2.58 p.m.)
19 THE COURT OFFICER: [14:58:38] We are in public session, Mr President.
20 MS GUISSE: [14:58:45](Interpretation)
21 Q. [14:58:46] Now I'm going to show you, Mr Witness, by reminding you again
22 that we are in public session and therefore you must not reveal your name and
23 function, nor mention the names which appear on the document.
24 I'm going to now move on to another document, which is tab 58 of the Defence

25  binder, document CAR-D29-0013-0145.
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Contrary to the previous document, which was stated a "Declaration relating to
identity"”, this is called "Attestation of recognition™ and there, you have the name of an
individual from the programme and also the place of residence.

My question is the same as previously: Have you ever seen this type of document
issued by the head of a village?

A. [15:00:23] Your Honour, no.

MS GUISSE: [15:00:36](Interpretation) Your Honour, if | could have 30 seconds to
determine whether | can continue in open session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:00:45](Overlapping microphones)

MS GUISSE: [15:01:14](Interpretation) Your Honour, | think I've gone as far as we
can go. There's just too much risk otherwise.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:01:30] No problem.

And for the audience, this is for you, it's unfortunate but it's inevitable. Itis

a protected witness and largely we have to conduct the examination in private session
so not to reveal the identity of the witness.

So we go back to private session.

(Private session at 3.02 p.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: [15:02:06] We are in private session, Mr President.

MS GUISSE: [15:02:11](Interpretation)

Q. [15:02:12] Well, we are back to private session, Mr Witness, so you may speak
freely.

Several times we've mentioned (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [15:02:45] Your Honour, (Redacted)
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(Redacted)

Q. [15:02:56] When he -- when did he stop working for the organisation, (Redacted)
A. [15:03:07] Your Honour, in 2021, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [15:03:28] (Redacted) or good terms?

A. [15:03:39] Your Honour, (Redacted)

(Redacted) has not criticised him for anything. It was his right (Redacted)

THE INTERPRETER: [15:03:58] Correction: (Redacted)

THE WITNESS:  [15:03:59](Interpretation) -- (Redacted)

(Redacted)

MS GUISSE: [15:04:08](Interpretation)

Q. [15:04:09] I'd like to move on to another person, (Redacted), we

mentioned him. (Redacted)

Could you be more specific about (Redacted). | realise he did work

(Redacted), but what was his job?

A. [15:04:49] My Didier Beninga was a social worker and (Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [15:05:12] Mr Witness, I'd like to show you a photograph, tab 85, Defence binder,
CAR-D29-0016-0109, and I'd like to ask you to confirm whether this is indeed him?
A. [15:05:43] Yes, this is him, Mr Didier Beninga.

Q. [15:05:50] I'd like to show you another document, tab 57 of the Defence binder,
CAR-D29-0013-0140. The first page is indicating that this is the civil registry of the
town of Pissa, and here we see a birth certificate:

BENINGA - (Redacted); born, (Redacted); father...

THE INTERPRETER: [15:06:46] Apologies from the booth, the document is not fully
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1 visible.
2 MSGUISSE: [15:06:52](Interpretation)
3 Q. [15:06:52] Can you confirm that this child was indeed born, the child named
4  (Redacted)
5 A, [15:07:01] I know Mr Beninga professionally, but I didn't really know anything
6  about his family or his children, no.
7 Q. [15:07:22] This document can be removed from the screen. Now, one witness
8 gave testimony before this Chamber, and this is transcript 225, and this witness said
9 that arecipient had -- well, this person was referred to as (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 And indeed, there is an (Redacted) on the long DDR list at tab 132, first page,
12 item 36 -- or entry 36. And we also find the same name on the 60-name list.
13 So my question to you is this, do you know what link there is between this child,
14  (Redacted), and Mr Didier Beninga?
15 A. [15:08:28] | have no idea.
16 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:08:31] Is the name "Beninga", is this a rare name
17  orisitlike Schmitt, for example? Every third or fourth person in Germany is called
18  Schmitt, but is it a rare name or is it a name that people happen to have often? If you
19  know, Mr Witness, of course you are not an expert in names but I'm just interested.
20 THE WITNESS: [15:09:15](Interpretation) Your Honour, I'm not an expert in this
21  area, but I just worked with this gentleman. Nothing more than that.
22 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:09:25] Okay. I'm fine with the answer, actually.
23 Ms Guissé, you know, because you asked what the relation is, you could also have
24 asked if any -- if any relation, yeah? But he has given the answer, the witness.

25 Yes.
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1  MSGUISSE: [15:09:50](Interpretation) Off the top of my head - and | think | can
2 confirm this in a moment - but unless I'm mistaken, at the particular line that |
3 specified (Redacted), the ESF list, | will check this point straightaway, well, I'll check
4 line...
5 lwill revert to you, your Honour, but off the top of the head, that name was on the
6 list and the father's name was given as well. | will revert to you as soon as possible.
7 Q. [15:10:45] In any event, Mr Witness, I'd now like us to move on to another
8  person who worked with ESF.
9 Do you remember Wilfried Molouba?
10 A. [15:11:06] | have no idea.
11 Q. [15:11:13] And if I put it to you that he also goes by "Demba" -- "Wilfried
12 Demba", does that also ring a bell?
13 A. [15:11:34] Your Honour, | have no idea. (Redacted)
14  (Redacted) and I am not necessarily able to remember (Redacted)
15 (Redacted)
16 Q. [15:11:49] That's entirely understandable, Mr Witness, and that is why I'd like to
17  show you a photograph and I'd like to ask you whether the face rings a bell.
18 I'd like to ask my colleague if she could display tab 86, please. Defence binder
19 CAR-D29-0016-0125.
20  Does this name ring a bell?
21 A, [15:12:49] Your Honour, not at all. Not in the slightest.
22 Q. [15:13:04] What about Manuella Demba? Manuella Doupalayen? Does that
23 name -- or rather, do those names ring a bell?
24 A, [15:13:17] No.

25 Q. [15:13:23] And Gabriella Gouhoutou?
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1 A. [15:13:35] No.

2 Q. [15:13:48] I'd like to move on to some other people who worked for ESF, in

3 particular, at the Mbaiki CTO or in the day centres. Am | correct in saying that

4 amongst the cooks who worked at the Mbaiki CTO, there was someone known as

5  Yvette Kozoué (phon), (Redacted)

6 A. [15:14:27] Yes, that is true.

7 Q. [15:14:34] Is it correct that Yvette's husband is Sylvain Gbade and that he was

8 awell-known man in Mbaiki; unless I'm mistaken, he was a truck driver?

9 A. [15:14:55] Yes, that is true.
10 Q. [15:15:04] Did Yvette have a grandson by the name of (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 A. [15:15:21] Yes, your Honour.
13 Q. [15:15:26] Do we agree that he is the person on the 60-name list -- entry 16? No,
14 not16. Number 15, (Redacted), reference family, (Redacted). Do you
15 remember Yvette's grandson being at the Mbaiki CTO?
16 A. [15:16:04] Your Honour, | can attest to and | can confirm, and, the situation of
17  that child was a surprise to me because he had spent all his time at PK12 on the
18  father's side of the family, and with the situation, he was impossible to locate.
19 Nowhere to be found.
20  As we went through Pissa, oddly enough, he was part of the group of children who
21  were found in Pissa and his name was even on the list that was shared with us by the
22 general secretary of the Anti-Balaka. And, so, since this child did not -- was amongst
23 the children who did not have parents there, he was evacuated to Mbaiki.
24  THE INTERPRETER: [15:17:10] Correction: They were evacuated to Mbaiki as well.

25 MS GUISSE: [15:17:15](Interpretation)
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(Redacted)

(Redacted)

A. [15:17:33] Yes, your Honour. That person was a member of the organisation
that led to the NGO.

Q. [15:17:48] And amongst the activity leaders within ESF, am | also correct in
saying that (Redacted) was there, the younger brother of (Redacted) --

THE INTERPRETER: [15:18:04] Correction by counsel --

MS GUISSE: [15:18:05](Interpretation)

Q. [15:18:06] -- the elder brother?

A. [15:18:07] Yes. Yes, your Honour. (Redacted) was one of them. He

was a relative of (Redacted), but | have to explain something. (Redacted)

(Redacted) amongst the best who (Redacted)

(Redacted) after the various tests. (Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. [15:18:53] Earlier you mentioned Kassot Omer, who was an activity leader in
Mbaiki. Is it correct that he had a younger brother by the name of (Redacted)
(Redacted)

A. [15:19:23] Your Honour, I don't -- | can't recognise that or acknowledge that.

Q. [15:19:36] You don't acknowledge that he had a younger brother by the name of
(Redacted)

A.  [15:19:45] No.

MS GUISSE: [15:19:47](Interpretation) For the record, your Honour, |
mispronounced the name of Yvette -- Yvette Koeze, K-O-E-Z-E, was the correct name.
Q.  [15:20:15](No interpretation) Est-ce que, parmi les... le personnel d'ESF, il y a eu des

gens qui ont... en plus de leur travail, étaient aussi familles d’accueil ?
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A. [15:20:33] (No interpretation).

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:20:46] We don't have interpretation at the
moment.

THE INTERPRETER: [15:20:49] Apologies from the booth. The last answer was as
follows:

Your Honour, according to the standard for child welfare, foster families can include
people actually involved in protection.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:21:07] Thank you.

Ms Guissé.

MS GUISSE: [15:21:12](Interpretation)

Q. [15:21:14] So I can conclude that your answer is yes, that amongst the ESF
employees, there were a number of people who served by providing foster families?
A. [15:21:31] Thank you, your Honour. | can't say exactly which employees had
taken in some children, but it was allowed. It was allowed. For people working in
the child welfare field could have these unaccompanied children join their families,
but I can't tell how many (Redacted) took in children at that time.

Q. [15:22:08] A bit earlier we were talking about an official from the prefectural
service, Mr Kongaye. Do we agree that he would go to the Mbaiki CTO, and could
you specify whether he carried out any activities? Was he one of the activity leaders
for the recipients of the programme?

A. [15:22:43] Your Honour, | can't answer that question exactly or accurately
because (Redacted)

(Redacted). So I can't tell you whether or not he (Redacted) in

activities, but that is where (Redacted). He was working in the field of child

welfare; so he did have a role to play, (Redacted)
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1  (Redacted)

2 (Redacted)

3 (Redacted)

4 A. [15:23:45] Your Honour, I'm not aware of that.

5 (Redacted)

6 (Redacted)

7  (Redacted)

8  (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)
10  (Redacted)
11 (Redacted)
12 (Redacted)
13 (Redacted)
14 Q. [15:24:56] I should normally go into another topic now; so perhaps it would be
15 agood idea to have a break now.
16 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:25:02] Yes, so a break would mean a substantial
17 break as we all know.
18  So Mr Witness, for now, this is everything. On behalf of Chamber, | would like to
19  thank you that you answered patiently all these questions; we know that's not the
20 easy. We thank you that you have come to the Court and provided yourself as
21 awitness. Butit's not yet finished, your testimony. You recognise that. We will
22 have for logistical reasons a substantial break and we will come back to you when we
23 will resume; so thank you for the moment, Mr Witness.
24 This concludes --

25  Ms Dimitri, you don't agree?
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MS DIMITRI:  [15:25:52] | agree, Mr President, with your leave, perhaps -- because
it's a special situation and it is going to be a substantial break, perhaps we could
kindly request the witness not to discuss his testimony during the break.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: [15:26:02] Yes, that's correct. That's fine.

Mr Witness, you have heard what counsel has said, but | think (Redacted)
(Redacted) Please, in the meantime, before we continue with your testimony,
don't discuss your testimony with anybody, (Redacted)

(Redacted)

So this concludes for today.

The Court is adjourned.

THE COURT USHER: [15:26:27] All rise.

(The hearing ends in private session at 3.26 p.m.)
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