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1 International Criminal Court

2 Trial Chamber 1

3 Situation in the Democratic Republic of Congo - ICC-01/04-01/06
4 Case against Thomas Lubanga Dyilo

5 Hearing - *Closed Session. Reclassified as Open session

6 Friday, 26 June 2009

7 The hearing starts at 9.00 a.m.

8 COURT USHER: All rise. The International Criminal Court is now
9 in session. Please be seat.

10 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good morning. Witness, please.

11 (The witness takes the stand).

12 WITNESS: WITNESS DRC-OTP-WWWW-0031 (Resumed)

13 (Witness answered through interpreter)

14 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good morning, Sir.

15 THE WITNESS (interpretation): Good morning, your Honour.

16 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Private, Ms. Samson?

17 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, I"m mindful of the length of private
18 session yesterday. What | propose is to commence in private session with
19 a few guestions and then seek your leave to move into public session.

20 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Thank you very much. Private session,
21 please.

22 *(Private session at 9.02 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session

23 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

24 Questioned by Ms. Samson: (Continued)

25 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson.
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1 MS. SAMSON:

2 Q- Good morning, sir.

3 A Good morning, madam.

4 Q- Sir, yesterday afternoon before we broke for the day, you were

5 discussing the activities of (Redacted), and you had indicated

6 that initially there was an outreach programme for self-demobilisation.
7 There was an unofficial stage, and there was an official stage. The

8 official stage was with (Redacted), and 1 would like to focus

9 now on the stage of the outreach programme for self-demobilisation. Is
10 that -- would that stage be the unofficial stage you were discussing

11 yesterday?

12 A. Thank you, madam. Yesterday, | talked about that stage. There
13 were two stages, an informal stage followed by a formal stage. During
14 the informal stage, | focussed on year 2001 -- rather, 2000, 2001, 2002.
15 At that time we had not yet officially started the demobilisation of the
16 children. In 2003 there was another awareness-raising programme, but it
17 was not yet official. That was before the month of June. From the month
18 of June, there was a stage that preceded the official stage. (Redacted)
19 (Redacted)
20 (Redacted)
21 (Redacted)
22 (Redacted)
23 (Redacted)
24 (Redacted)
25 (Redacted). That
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1 was in the month of June. (Redacted)

2 (Redacted)

3 (Redacted)

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted) and it was also in 2004 that

6 the formal stage started with the involvement of the state, which

7 designed a national programme for the demobilisation, disarmament, and

8 community reintegration of children serving in armed groups as well as

9 militias, because there were also adults that CONADER could take care of,
10 and the children serving in armed groups were cared for by organisations.
11 So stakeholders involved for -- involved in the protection of children®s
12 rights. That was the formal stage. So the formal stage started with the
13 arrival of CONADER.

14 Q- Thank you for the explanation. There are just a few questions
15 that 1 have for you for the sake of our transcript. The transcript

16 records the name of the organisation who came as (Redacted)

17 (Redacted)

18 (Redacted)

19 Q- And, sir, between 2000 and 2003, did you -- did child soldiers
20 who had demobilised come (Redacted)?

21 A. Yes. In 2001, we received children who had been demobilised, in
22 2001. Children who had been self-demobilised, children who of their own
23 volition had listened to the message (Redacted)

24 (Redacted) and who withdrew from the armed groups and

25 who came to see us. And we received them under the characterization
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1 children in a particularly difficult situation in order not to expose

2 them.

3 Q- Could you explain why you didn®"t want to expose them?

4 A. These children belonged to armed groups. The First armed group
5 in Ituri which brought children was the RCD-K/ML of Mbusa Nyamwisi and

6 John Tibasima. Now, these children leave these groups and they run away
7 and they come to our group. If we project them as child soldiers, then
8 they would be exposed, and these children can be taken back and harmed

9 * . So when we take these

10 children, we try to categorise them differently. We do not say that they
11 are child soldiers. And so we describe them as children in a

12 particularly difficult situation. In that case you can assimilate them
13 to street children or orphans. So it was only to ensure their

14 protection. Otherwise, if we spoke or called them child soldiers, they
15 woulld be exposed. They could be ill-treated or killed and we would have
16 serious problems, because we were not yet operating formally.

17 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, 1 just raise an issue that can be dealt
18 with, | believe, by way of the corrected transcript, and it is page 4,
19 line 4. "These children can be taken back in hand.” The French

20 transcript has a different -- has different words which accord to what 1
21 heard the witness say.

22 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Right. You flagged it. Thank you.

23 When the edited transcript is produced, that section of the witness"s

24 evidence will need to be listened again -- will need to be listened to
25 again to ensure that we get down exactly what he said. That"s very
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1 helpful, Ms. Samson. Thank you.

2 MS. SAMSON:

3 Q- Sir, this time when you -- when (Redacted) was receiving

4 self-demobilised children, how many people were working (Redacted)?

5 A. By that time (Redacted). We also had focal

6 points, and those focal points have been working up to now. We still

7 have focal points. That"s the situation.

8 Q- What were the focal points doing? What were their duties or

9 their role?

10 A. The focal points were in the communities. Their role was to

11 monitor the situation within the community and to listen to people who
12 were coming forward to talk. (Redacted)

13 (Redacted) and if there is a serious problem within the community, we have
14 to monitor the situation. That is why we had focal points. The role of
15 the focal point was to look for a certain amount of information, to listen
16 and submit reports, and when the reports arrived at our level, we would
17 then verify.

18 Focal points also received certain children who were living in
19 hiding, because when children left the army, sometimes they would go and
20 live in a family, and the families knew our focal points.

21 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: You"re speaking too quickly. You must
22 slow down, please. The French stenographers are not able to get down

23 what you"re saying at all, 1°m afraid.

24 Now, Ms. Samson, I"m going to ask you to take the witness back,
25 please, to the section where the transcript became fractured and pick up
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1 again, please, with questions from that point.

2 MS. SAMSON:

3 Q- Sir, at the moment where there was some difficulty in the

4 transcript, you were describing the reports that the focal points were

5 preparing. Could you continue from that point in a much slower pace?

6 A. Thank you. This is what I said: Focal points had a role. The

7 role was to monitor the situation within the community in which they

8 lived. Secondly, they had to receive children, self-demobilised children
9 who were living in hiding; that is, these children were living in hiding

10 within certain families, and the families would bring the children to our
11 focal points. The focal points then take the children to the centre for
12 registration as children living in a particularly difficult situation,

13 and with respect to human rights monitoring, it was these focal points

14 who gave us assistance. They were living in the neighbourhood, and they
15 lived in other territories and districts of lturi. (Redacted)

16 (Redacted)

17 (Redacted)

18 Q- When the children arrived (Redacted), were they able to

19 continuously stay there? Did they sleep there? Were they there only

20 during the day?

21 A. 1 think we told you that (Redacted) two centres. There"s what we
22 called the day centre (Redacted), and there was

23 another centre where we lodged vulnerable children, and in that centre

24 there were certain children who would come, and we would keep them there.
25 And many of -- these children came with many handicaps. There were
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1 children who would come with a bullet lodged in their bodies and which --

2 and that they were not treated. And so with the help of (Redacted), we would

3 take the children to go and remove the bullets from their bodies. So

4 these children were kept under those circumstances. We also had host

5 families. So these host families served not only as focal points but

6 also as a place for lodging these children.

7 Furthermore, the policy was also to help these children, to

8 relocate them. So at the time we"re not only dealing with children from
9 Ituri, there were children who had come from another region with Mbusa
10 Nyamwisi, and we had to look for a way of returning these children to

11 their families, and we categorised them as children who had been

12 separated from their parents living in a particularly difficult

13 situation. That is how we worked, and we proceeded in this manner right
14 up to the year 2002 before the UPC took control of the town. And when
15 the UPC took control of the town, I think you told you yesterday, that --
16 (Redacted) .

17 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1"m going to interrupt. Ms. Samson®s
18 question was whether or not children were able to remain continuously at
19 the two centres, and think I you®"re now about to go off into an area that
20 may be important but it"s not related or may well not be related to

21 Ms. Samson®s question.

22 So 1 think we"ll break that answer off at that point and can you
23 carry on with the theme, Ms. Samson, that you were dealing with.

24 Maitre Mabille.

25 MS. MABILLE (interpretation): Just one observation. You know,
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1 today we can only work on transcripts which have not yet been corrected,
2 and 1 tried to work with the transcripts of the 24th and the 25th

3 yesterday, and 1 find that it"s very difficult. 1 know we are all trying
4 to make an effort, but the witness should strive to speak more slowly so
5 that we can have a true reference to work with, that is the transcript.
6 And this is the version that we have to rely on for the

7 cross-examination.

8 1 apologise for intervening once more, but I think this is of

9 particular importance to us.

10 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Sir, many years ago when I was an

11 advocate, as part of my training by someone who was then a very senior
12 lawyer, 1 was told that I should always say to witnesses that usually
13 there"s a long answer and there®s a short answer to any question that"s
14 put.

15 Could 1 ask you, please, within the very helpful evidence that
16 you"re giving, to try to be slightly shorter in the answers that you"re
17 providing, because one of the main difficulties that"s arising is that
18 because each answer is very long and you"re speaking reasonably quickly,
19 it becomes impossible for the stenographers to keep up. So could you
20 keep it shorter and slower, please.

21 Now, Ms. Samson, you are under an obligation to intervene. You
22 must break this up. 1 do not continually want to be having to do this
23 from the Bench. You"re the advocate, and this is your responsibility.
24 MS. SAMSON: Yes. I will be mindful of it.

25 Your Honour, 1 think insofar as we -- as the witness does not
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1 describe (Redacted), we could go

2 into public session for my following questions.

3 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Excellent. Then let everyone remember

4 that we should refer to (Redacted) is how it should be described.

5 Good. Public session, please.

6 (Open session at 9.21 a.m.)

7 COURT OFFICER: Open session.

8 MS. SAMSON:

9 Q- Sir, in the period that we are describing, 2000, 2003 -- 2002,
10 2003, what was the gender of the children who had self-demobilised and
11 arrived at the centre?

12 A. There were boys. There were also girls.

13 Q- And did you come to know how these child soldiers had

14 self-demobilised?

15 A. Yes. When the children arrive in the centre, a distinction was
16 made. We could see how the focal point had brought the children in.

17 Then we would identify the children in identification office, and

18 gradually we"d find out about the child"s story. This allowed us to see
19 which children were particularly difficult. It allowed us to understand
20 the particular situation that the child soldier was in.

21 Q. To your knowledge, based on what you learned from the child

22 soldiers, was it easy or difficult to self-demobilise?

23 A It was difficult to self-demobilise. It was very difficult.

24 Q- Did you learn whether it was equally difficult for the boys and
25 the girls, or was there a difference between them?
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1 A. It was a lot more difficult for the girls than the boys. For the
2 boys, they had their way of leaving armed groups, but the girls were more
3 closely monitored. As | said yesterday, some of them had been taken as
4 the women of certain members of the military.

5 Q.- Now I would like to ask you some questions regarding the arrival
6 of the children through the process of being at the centre. When these
7 demobilised children first arrived, who did they meet with?

8 A Which period, the informal period in 2001 or the formal period

9 from 2003, the First part of 2003 and 2004?

10 Q. All of my questions right now will focus on the first period,

11 2000 to 2003. So who did the children meet with when they first arrived
12 at the centre?

13 A When a focal point would bring them to the centre, they"d find a
14 team in place there. We had an entire team on site. They received the
15 children and registered them in the centre. This is what we did with

16 children who had been separated from their parents, from -- with

17 non-accompanied children. So we received them in bulk. They would be
18 registered. We knew how to separate them. One would be a separated

19 child and the other would be a child soldier.
20 Q. Although we covered this for different points in time yesterday,
21 just to be clear, during this initial period at the centre what was the
22 age range of the children who had been demobilised?
23 A During this period, just before the month of June, the children
24 who came to the centre, well, some were 12 years old, others 16. There
25 were children who were 17. That"s in 2001.
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1 Q.- Could you please describe the process that the team engaged in

2 with the former child soldiers. So when they first arrived they met a

3 team, and what did the team do with the child soldier?

4 A. The team would receive the child in the centre, and then the

5 child would be registered. Then it was necessary to identify the child.
6 Having identified the child, you separate child soldiers from

7 non-accompanied children. So there was a service for child soldiers,

8 because one had to find out a lot of information from the child soldier.
9 We had to be able to put the child soldier in contact with certain

10 authorities so that authorisation for demobilisation could then be

11 obtained. At that point, in 2002 when Lompondo military governor was put
12 in place, we first tried to obtain documents for demobilisation with --
13 (Redacted) with SOS Grand Lacs, and they had received 163

14 children who had come from Uganda.

15 Q.- I will ask you about the SOS Grand Lacs project in a moment, but
16 for now you indicated that the teams would receive information to

17 identify the child. What type of information did the team receive?

18 A A lot of this had to do with their enrollment in an armed group,
19 how they had been in an armed group, how they had participated in battles
20 on the battlefield. For example, there was a child who fled from Watsa.
21 He"d been at the front in Watsa. The name of the child is (Redacted).
22 What is his experience? 1711 just provide you with this example.
23 He said, whatever moves is an enemy. You have to shoot. Whenever you
24 see something moving in front of you, if you see a leaf moving, you
25 should know there"s an enemy behind the leaf, behind the tree. You have
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1 to shoot. So when he saw one of his compatriots, one of his colleagues,
2 who had received a bullet and was killed, he fled and came to us. He

3 told us this story. So we then tried to follow him to help him to deal
4 with this situation.

5 Q.- And did you or your team get information about the identity of

6 these children and, if so, what type of information did you receive?

7 A. The child would provide us with its identity as a child soldier.
8 It was for us to check this. We didn"t demand anything from armed

9 groups. Some of our colleagues -- some of the colleagues would come and
10 say they were together in the army. Given our experience, when we

11 received such a child with all the information the child gave us, we

12 would gradually follow the child and gradually the child would tell us
13 that the child was really a soldier. Gradually, the child would provide
14 us with a lot of information about the front he was at, where he fought,
15 who his commander was. All this information would be provided.

16 Having contact with UNICEF also helped. They provided

17 psychosocial assistance for the children.

18 Q- Did the team record the information that they received from the
19 children?

20 A Yes. All the information was recorded. We had notebooks. We
21 had forms for each child. We presented two kinds of elements to the

22 investigators. There were elements that concerned children who came

23 later and elements concerning children who came earlier. The elements on
24 children who came before were returned. We are keeping them. There are
25 these forms that concern certain children. There are notebooks for
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certain children who came before, up until 2002.

Q- And could you help us understand a bit how it worked. Was one

worker assigned one child, or did the child always work with a team of

people from the centre?

A. (Redacted)

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

(Redacted)

Q- And yesterday you had indicated that children would provide their

ages. (Redacted) the age of the children or confirm the ages
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1 that they provided to the team?

2 A Thank you for that question.

3 Q- 1"m sorry for interrupting you, but the message from the French
4 transcribers is that you are still speaking too quickly. So please try
5 to speak a bit more slowly so that it can be recorded and so that neither
6 myself nor the Chamber have to interrupt your important evidence.

7 Would you like me to repeat my question?

8 A. No. 17ve understood your question. You asked me (Redacted)

9 the age of the children.

10 Madam, during the entire process, right up until 2004 and even up
11 until 2005, during the entire process we also worked with the state. We
12 couldn™t leave the public administration. On the outset when the child
13 would appear, the child would tell us where he or she was born, how old
14 it was. So we had to ask whether the child"s parents were in place. If
15 so, we could ask the parents to confirm the child"s age. That"s the

16 first thing.

17 IT the parents weren"t present and he showed us a certificate

18 saying where he was born or when, we could see that we could use civil

19 records to verify the age of the child. If the child had been to school,
20 we could go to the school, look at the registers to see if the child was
21 of a certain age. So that"s what we did during the entire process, even
22 when we moved on to the formal stage. We"d receive information that we
23 would receive. We could see whether the child had not registered, had a
24 civil status to see -- we could see whether the child had been to school.
25 We could obtain information from the school that the child attended
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1 before being enrolled in an armed group. So that is the entire process.

2 Q- Did the children themselves often come to the centre with

3 documentation or not?

4 A You"re referring to documents on the child"s civil status. Which

5 documents are you referring to? Which documents?

6 Q.- Yes. | wasn"t very clear. 1 was referring to identity

7 documents. Did the children often come to the centre with that type of

8 documentation or not?

9 A. No, the children didn"t come with their own identity documents.
10 They would only verbally inform us of their age. When we obtained that
11 information, we would then try and verify it. So it took a lot of time
12 before the child was reunited. We"d verify this. For example, we"d
13 contact the child®"s friends or the area that the child had lived in, or
14 we"d find information from the civil status documents. But there was a
15 policy according to which the child would be enrolled in a school to
16 learn a professional skill. So in such cases -- it was rare, but in such
17 cases certain children would bring us a sort of notebook from the school
18 where the child had been enrolled which would show the child"s age.

19 There was this certificate that the child would show us from the school.

20 Q. And if after this process of review the team was unable to find a
21 document verifying the age of a child, what did they do? How could they

22 tell if the age was correct?

23 A Right. So after a number of interrogations, if we"ve done all

24 this, we"ve covered all the steps, and still we haven®t been able to find
25 on the civil Registry a status that the child had been registered, we
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1 continue and we ask questions to the child, and eventually we"ll find the
2 date. We"ll be able to confirm the age that the child himself has

3 mentioned to us. But at some point in time when we started with MONUC,

4 the MONUC was in charge of checking the certain ages, the age of certain
5 children. MONUC was in charge of verification, and they cross-checked

6 with our partners, cross-checked the age. And then we see that the

7 certain person given had given a certain age for the child, another

8 person had given another age, and we compared the ages and we could work
9 out the approximate age of the child, because he may said -- he may tell
10 a person that he"s 10 years old, and another person comes another day and
11 asks the same question and he says no, he"s 12. So of course we

12 understand that the age that was mentioned is wrong. Now we can say he"s
13 13 years old. So he"s trying to use the age range. And at the end of

14 the day, if you compare the ages, you"ll be able to realise that the

15 child may not be 10 years old. Maybe he"s 10. This is what he said to
16 one person. Or he may be 12. So somewhere between 10 and 12. In other
17 words, he might well be 11 years old.

18 Q- Did the physical appearance of these children come into play or
19 was it not a factor that you considered?
20 A. Physical appearance could be a factor. Very often a 15-year-old
21 child has a -- a height which may mislead you. He may well be 18 -- even
22 look 18 years of age, although he"s not 18 yet. It all depends on how he
23 grew up and how he was raised. So the size or the weight or the body
24 itself is not really significant. It"s something different. But at some
25 point, because the child mentions his age and then we go checking, if
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1 we"re not sure that we"ve captured his real age, some children we decided
2 not to take them in. We didn"t take them in because we"re not sure about
3 their age. So the physical appearance -- very often, physical appearance
4 is not enough. It wouldn®"t tell us anything about the child.

5 Q.- Sir, one exercise that may assist the transcribers is pausing in
6 between each sentence, and that may assist them with their task. So if

7 you could try to pause after each sentence just for a second or two it

8 may assist.

9 I would like to talk now about the attitudes of the child

10 soldiers who arrived at the centre. How was their behaviour when they

11 initially arrived?

12 A. Well, my experience with the other children is that child

13 soldiers tend to be more brutal. There was something brutal in their

14 ways, and the psychological condition was different. Okay. Child

15 soldiers used to take drugs. Some of them were having hallucinations.

16 Some of them were deaf or at least deaf in one ear. They couldn®t hear
17 very well, so you had to repeat and keep repeating all the time.

18 Now, some children who came to us -- 1°d like to use one example
19 in the formal period. One child were having seizures, epilepsy. So

20 these were the conditions. 1 mean, the brutal and different types of

21 disorders. This is what we found. And they liked to fight. They liked
22 to have the brutal types of games or plays and complex of superiority.

23 They feel superior to others, et cetera. Or stealing, too.

24 Q- How did the team address these behaviours?

25 A. (Redacted)
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1 (Redacted)

2 (Redacted)

3 (Redacted)

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6 (Redacted)

7 (Redacted)

8 Now, there was another method. We provided game with the playing
9 field or games field. They could do sports and then gradually with this
10 approach children would feel better.

11 I could mention a child, a boy, whose name was (Redacted). He was a
12 great robber when he came to the centre, but now he"s really a

13 responsible person, very responsible. He looks after his family and

14 supports them. Thanks to the education that we gave him, he has changed.
15 Q.- Sir, going back to your last answer, you had indicated that child
16 soldiers used drugs. Did they use drugs in the centre or before they

17 arrived in the centre? When were they using drugs?

18 A First of all, when they arrived at the centre they"d been in

19 contact with the armed groups. They would smoke hemp, drugs, these

20 substances that might disrupt their behaviour. When they reached the

21 centre -- of course, it wouldn®t happen overnight. They couldn®"t quit
22 immediately. Sometimes they would arrive at the centre, and they were
23 taking drugs, but once in the centre -- so we set up a mechanism at the
24 centre. The -- before the child comes from a host family and comes at
25 the centre or arrives at the centre, he has to go through a team, a
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1 monitoring team, and they would find cigarettes in their pockets, or

2 razor blades or similar dangerous objects in their pockets. This was

3 very frequent. And sometimes the child would escape, go to the toilets
4 in order to smoke there. He had hidden his cigarettes before. So we

5 decided that each centre (as interpreted) who arrived at the centre had

6 to be checked.

7 Q- How long in general did children stay at the centre or use the

8 centre?

9 A. You mean how long during the day? The time they stayed at the

10 centre before their arriving at the centre and family reunion? Could you
11 specify what you mean by duration?

12 Q- In this case I"m describing the period of time from arrival at

13 the centre to reunification. Is there an approximate or average length
14 of time that the children stayed at the centre?

15 A. As to the process the child had to follow from identification to
16 family reunification, where the child would typically spend three months
17 at the centre, one hundred days at most, in order to enable us to

18 identify him, to find his documents, to be able to check the age, to look
19 for his family. We were supposed to look for the family of the child.

20 And the time to raise awareness in the community. Outreach was important
21 so that the community would accept him and take him in. Because, you

22 know, these children have made so many mistakes, they couldn®"t be

23 accepted or taken in by the community. And then the child has committed
24 a number of torts. So it was difficult for him to go back to his family
25 or go back to his community, because he made mistakes there. So this is
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1 why -- within three months or a hundred days was enough, give us enough

2 time to -- for us to try and convince the family that the child should go
3 back to them and be taken in.

4 So this is what we call family or familial integration so the

5 family would take him back, and eventually there was reunification of the
6 child. And after reunion or reunification there was another period, a

7 follow-up, in order to make sure that the child was indeed accepted by

8 the community, that he had indeed been reincorporated in the community

9 and that the community has accepted the child back. This was the last

10 period.

11 Q.- Was the team often able to find the family of these children or
12 was that not often the case?

13 A Thank you for this question. If you can search our documents,

14 you"ll find that we had a programme set up. Now, the programme that

15 assisted did not only include education or psychosocial care. There was
16 also the literacy so that the child would be able to write and decipher
17 his name. And there was also drawing classes and mapping classes. And
18 what we mean by mapping classes, that we gave the opportunity or the

19 occasion to the child to draw his own village or the environment where he
20 was living in order to help him locate his neighbours. So he was

21 supposed to draw a map. So if the child wasn"t able to do it properly,
22 the social agent would help him, sitting next to him, and we would use

23 that map in order to find the families, to locate them with all the

24 elements -- the information provided to us by the child. And social

25 workers, social agents, would go to that place, use those documents,
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1 drawings, and the maps. So that®"s very important, something which would
2 make our task easier. | mean, finding relatives. This is an important
3 part of it. Very useful to find the families. Mapping, drawing, it was
4 the best way, the most useful way for us.

5 Then sometimes it was difficult because a child might draw a map,
6 and the social agent goes there, finds the environment, finds the place
7 using the map and finds that the family, because there"s been a bit of

8 war and outbreak of war has moved out of that place, so all the traces

9 drawn on the paper can"t be found. So we have to find sites of displaced
10 persons, the one which is closest to what the child has drawn on the map.
11 So using this location, the sites, you can collect information to know
12 the whereabouts of the family, relatives, or friends of the child using
13 the names -- or the name given by the child.

14 Q- And you told us that some families or communities had difficulty
15 accepting these children. Did you come across any specific cases where a
16 family did not wish to reunify with a former child soldier?

17 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Don"t answer that for a moment, sir.

18 I1"m not sure about the purpose of this. Is it, Ms. Samson, that
19 you just want an example of a situation where a family has found it

20 difficult to achieve reunification? What"s the benefit of that? The

21 witness has said that that sometimes happens. Is a particular incident
22 really going to improve our understanding?

23 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, 1 can move on.

24 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1 think so.

25 MS. SAMSON: It was just an illustration of the difficulty, but
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1 if it"s sufficiently clear --

2 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1 think it is, yes.

3 MS. SAMSON: Thank you.

4 Q- Sir, you had mentioned some of the awareness-raising that was

5 done in order to allow families to accept these children. Could you

6 explain what was done, very briefly?

7 A. Awareness-raising to have the child accepted. Let me return to
8 what the Presiding Judge stated, well, with respect to relevance and

9 importance, but I think this was very important. Even the illustration
10 was very important.

11 Now, a child who belongs to an armed group, you must understand
12 that such children within the armed group, they kill. They plunder.

13 They loot within certain communities. They rape girls, women, old women
14 of about 60 years within such communities.

15 Now, such children who are then hated by the community have to be
16 taken back to the community, and the community has bad memories of the
17 child because they saw what the child was doing. So that is why many

18 families, many communities, did not want to receive these children back,
19 because these were like children rejected by the community, because they
20 have a different experience, not the type of experience that they could
21 have had if they had stayed within their families. This is very

22 important. And that is why we had to sensitise, to raise the awareness
23 of the community, have them forgive the child, forgive the child for all
24 the offences and the criminal acts committed.

25 On the other side, we also had to raise the awareness of the
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1 children. You know, it was upstream and downstream. We had to raise the
2 awareness of the children as well, because sometimes if the children have
3 encountered problems within their communities, then the illustration

4 would be very important, especially for these children if they"re not

5 accepted. If they commit certain acts within their community and you

6 tell the child, "We are taking you back to your community,"™ and the child
7 knows that he has committed certain acts within his community, then the

8 child will have difficulties. He will have -- we will have difficulties
9 taking the child back. But the child can only live well within his own
10 biological family, within his own natural family. So we had

11 difficulties, and so awareness-raising was of major importance.

12 That"s what | have to say on awareness-raising, but there is also
13 a second aspect which 1 would like to add with respect to

14 awareness-raising: mediation. Now, what do I mean by mediation? The

15 child is reunified with the community, but once he arrives there he

16 creates problems, and the community would either reject him or beat him
17 up- And then they would come back to us and they would tell us: The

18 child you sent back to our community has now become a problem to the

19 community.
20 Now, (Redacted) and (Redacted) social workers would then there go back

21 there to go and talk to the child, try to carry out mediation to bring

22 reconciliation and calm between the child and his relatives and parents.
23 There was a child in Kasenyi. We reunited him with his family,
24 and after some time he beat up his father. The child was in Kasenyi. So
25 there was this child, then, who beat up his father. First of all, his
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1 father had refused to take back the child. We insisted, and he took back
2 the child. Then the child ended upbeating up his father. And we had to
3 address this situation to have the parents accept their child. That is
4 what 1 mean by mediation.

5 Q.- Sir, I"m getting the message that for long answers you are still
6 going too quickly, so please try to build in the pauses that 1 had

7 mentioned earlier. | recognise that it"s very difficult, but please try.
8 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, would it be appropriate to go into

9 private session for a few questions?

10 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Certainly, Ms. Samson. Absolutely.

11 *(Private session at 10.05 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session

12 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

13 MS. SAMSON:

14 Q- Sir, on your First day of testimony you had discussed and told
15 the Court about meetings (Redacted)

16 (Redacted)

17 you stated at that time that the meetings sought not to duplicate

18 information and to have a correct database. So my question is could you
19 please describe what steps were taken during those meetings to achieve
20 that goal?
21 A. Thank you. The purpose of these meetings was to have us avoid
22 duplication, that is, having a child registered in several centres at the
23 same time. And you know the children were very capricious. They could
24 go to the centre of (Redacted) and then they leave (Redacted) for
25 registration and then they move on to another centre. To avoid all of
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1 that, we had to put certain protective mechanisms in place, certain

2 security mechanisms, and we did this during the meetings. And what did

3 we learn from these meetings? We learnt that -- that is, we adopted

4 certain standard forms, standard for all the associations. We had to

5 standardise the forms for all the associations.

6 We did not stop there, because when we started with CONADER, when
7 we started the formal phase with CONADER and UNICEF, we prepared a

8 document which we called the interim operational framework, and in that

9 interim operational framework document, within that framework we prepared
10 certain forms which we discussed together with UNICEF and CONADER. Using
11 those forms we were able to come up with a single format for

12 identification, a single format for verification to prepare a

13 demobilisation certificate for the children and a form for family

14 reunification. So we worked together. We also prepared a standard

15 documentation form. Those are the first things.

16 Secondly, it also made it possible for us to ensure that at each
17 meeting we should be able to verify data on certain children, to make

18 sure that a child in one centre does not go to register in another

19 centre. It also enabled us as officials to have an overview of all the
20 centres, to make sure that a child does not go for a second registration
21 under another name in a different association.
22 So that"s the way we went about it (Redacted).
23 Q- Do you know why children would try to register at various
24 centres?
25 A Yes. Now, why would children go from centre-to-centre after
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1 family reunification? Once the child has been reunited, the first thing
2 is that the child is afraid to live within his community. He considers
3 the centres as a refuge. They would like to remain in the centre. And
4 so after family reunification, they try to go back to another centre to
5 seek refuge, because they are afraid that they would be recuperated by

6 armed groups, because it was frequent to notice that after family

7 reunification a child is taken by another armed group.

8 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1"m going to interrupt this. We"re

9 going to deal with some administrative matters now. We"re going to give
10 the witness and the stenographers a break, and we will recommence the

11 witness"s evidence at 11.00. So I"m sorry to interrupt you, sir, but I"m
12 afraid the transcript had completely disintegrated.

13 Closed session, please, so the witness can have a break, and

14 we" 1l pick it up again at 11.00.

15 *(Closed session at 10.11 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session

16 (The witness stands down)

17 COURT OFFICER: Closed session.

18 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, this is very difficult.

19 I"m not at all critical of the way you®re doing it. You"re trying very
20 hard, so please don"t take this in any way personally.

21 1 wonder whether it may help, but 1 immediately recognise this is
22 difficult, to ask questions that are slightly less general in their form.
23 Your last question, wholly understandable, but your last question was a
24 very general one: "Do you know why children would try to register at

25 various centres?' Now, that has the potential for a very long answer.
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1 I1"m not going to say that I could necessarily think of a way of

2 asking a question that would split the issue up, but there may be ways of
3 introducing it to try to keep these in bite-sized grabs as it were. So

4 over the adjournment when we take it, could I ask you to reflect on this,
5 to see whether we can really put this into small segments, because I™"m

6 becoming worried that we"re really going to be placing the Defence in an
7 impossible position in terms of questioning, and the time consequences of
8 that are potentially dire.

9 Right. Not your fault.

10 Now, let us -- what we are going to deal with now are some

11 administrative matters.

12 First of all, on the 23rd of June and these are transcripts 196
13 and 197, the Defence requested clarification from the Prosecution team as
14 regards (Redacted), and they indicated that they wished to know the

15 witnesses with whom that intermediary had contact. 1 wish to find out,
16 Ms. Samson, if we can, whether the Defence has been provided with

17 assistance in relation to that.

18 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, all of the contacts were being compiled
19 over the last few days, and the Defence is aware that the Prosecution

20 anticipates being able to provide them with that information on Monday.
21 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good. 1"m possibly tempting fate by

22 raising this issue, and | don"t in any way wish to precipitate a hasty

23 decision, but is there any clarification as yet as to the Prosecution®s
24 stance as regards Witness 15? |If there isn"t clarity now, that"s fine,
25 but do you -- if there isn"t, do we have an expected time of arrival for
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1 a decision?

2 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, it"s very difficult for us to give a

3 final answer now. We have not been involved in the interview, so we know
4 bits and pieces, but until we have a chance to assess the statement,

5 which 1 gather will be Monday evening, we won"t be able to make a final

6 decision. We can already anticipate that the Prosecution will not call

7 this witness, but we would prefer to finalise that position once we read
8 what it is he has said.

9 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1 think the Chamber would be

10 disinclined to entertain submissions on this until the position is clear.
11 Thank you.

12 We order a redaction of the -- of the word "our,'"™ which is to be
13 found at page 23, line 13.

14 This is part to remind the Registry, part to reassure

15 Maitre Mabille: Two issues were raised of an administrative nature in

16 relation to the Defence offices on the fifth floor and the holding room
17 outside the back of this court. We have requested a report, a formal

18 report from the Registry on both issues, and the deadline for that report
19 was 12.00 p.m. today. So simply to inform you, Maitre Mabille, that we
20 haven®t forgotten this and to remind the Registry that they owe us that
21 report.

22 Finally, the Defence - this is transcript 199, page

23 60 - requested -- and that was on the 25th of June, yesterday. | think
24 it was yesterday. Yes. Yesterday was the 25th. Requested clarification
25 as to the exact dates of Ms. Peduto®s testimony. |In fact, 1 asked the
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1 Prosecution to respond after lunch yesterday in relation to that and

2 forgot to ask the question.

3 Mr. Sachdeva, do we have clarity in relation to that?

4 MR. SACHDEVA: Thank you, Mr. President. |1 actually discussed

5 with lead counsel after the hearing and the decision was that we would

6 come back on Monday with a final answer. We have to discuss issues with
7 respect to Witness 15 beforehand.

8 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Thank you. 1 wanted to make sure it

9 hadn®t fallen through the cracks. Thank you very much.

10 (The Trial Chamber confers)

11 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: On two occasions we have heard

12 submissions ex parte from the Defence as regards Defence preparation and
13 what in the submission of Maitre Mabille is a realistic date for the

14 commencement of the Defence case. Having reflected long and hard on

15 those submissions and not withstanding our desire for this case to move
16 forwards as speedily as is consistent with fairness to everyone, it is
17 our preliminary view that the date that we had originally set for the

18 beginning of September is overambitious. We currently have in mind a

19 start date for the recommencement of evidence as being the 6th of

20 October. However, that will not be the commencement of the Defence

21 evidence. Our preliminary view is that on the 6th of October, other

22 witnesses will be heard and including the UN representative and the

23 expert on the use of names within the DRC, together with the evidence of
24 three participating victims. | anticipate that either today or at the
25 beginning of next week our written decision in that regard will be handed
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1 down.

2 That, on my calculations, provides the Defence, at least in the

3 main, if not entirely, with the length of time that has been requested

4 for preparation without there being court sittings. The only element of
5 the Defence request that will not have been met is that the three

6 participating victims will give their evidence shortly before the

7 commencement of the Defence case.

8 IT particular time is required to call evidence and to research

9 evidence relating to those three witnesses, we will, of course, hear

10 applications at an appropriate stage to afford the Defence with a further
11 opportunity later in the trial to research any evidence that they need as
12 regards those three individuals.

13 So that, ladies and gentlemen, is the proposal. We don"t ask at
14 all for responses now, but if that causes difficulties or for other

15 reasons objections are taken to that proposal, please revert to the

16 Chamber sometime early next week.

17 Now, those are the administrative matters that we wish to raise.
18 Are there any other matters in the next Ffive minutes before the normal

19 time for the break that anybody wishes to raise? No. Very good.
20 1"m Ffinally going to ask the Court Officer to speak with the
21 witness about the way in which he"s answering questions, because looking
22 at the French transcript now, speaking at the speed with which 1 am
23 speaking, there are no apparent difficulties.
24 My hectoring the witness from the Bench doesn®t appear to be
25 securing any useful result. So I think we"ll try another avenue, and I™"m
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going to ask the Court Officer to go and have a detailed and meaningful
discussion with the witness, please, to try to encourage him to build in
pauses in the way that he speaks.

Does anybody object to that? No.

11.00.

COURT USHER: All rise.

Recess taken at 10.26 a.m.

On resuming at 11.01 a.m.

COURT USHER: All rise. Please be seated.

PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Witness, please.

(The witness takes the stand)

PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Open session, please.

(Open session at 11.02 a.m.)

COURT OFFICER: Open session.

PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes, Ms. Samson.

MS. SAMSON: Thank you.

Q. Sir, were the child soldiers who entered the demobilisation
centres given anything?

A. You mentioned the demobilisation centres. CONADER demobilisation
centre? Could you repeat the question?

Q. Yes. Before the break we were discussing the reasons why some
children would register at multiple centres, and my question is did the
children receive anything at the centres in which they registered?

A Thank you. Before CONADER was put in place, before the state got

involved, there weren"t any appropriate documents for this purpose. When
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1 we had this interim framework set up, that"s when documents started to be
2 used, documents that we called demobilisation certificates for children

3 in armed groups. This was signed by an authority representing the

4 government. This was someone responsible for CONADER, in charge of

5 CONADER.

6 Q.- And when children came to centres having just demobilised, did

7 the centres give them anything, clothes, books, food, money?

8 A Yes. When a child is living in the centre or comes to the centre
9 after having been identified, after the whole process has been followed,
10 identification, documentation, et cetera, the child is then provided with
11 assistance in the centre. The child eats at our expense. |If he"s placed
12 or she is placed in a host family, we assist the host family by providing
13 food and clothing, all items that the child needs. And this is based on

14 what we have to do according to the convention on human -- on child

15 rights.

16 There"s the reunification process, and this includes all the

17 needs that the child has to reunite with his community. There"s the

18 community that the child has to reunite with, and this community also has
19 to have the support of the organisation. So sometimes we could provide,
20 for example, some goats, or we could provide agricultural items if the

21 community needed such items. We had to identify the needs of the

22 community. And if the child needed an education, one could use some of
23 these school fees or pay for some of these school fees because there were
24 a lot of children who hadn®t studied. So to readapt to society, they

25 would also be placed in professional training centres where they would
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1 learn a trade. After six months they would have a certificate for a

2 trade, and they"d start with certain activities. That"s how we acted

3 with these children.

4 Q- Just to clarify, sir, | think in French you had mentioned

5 reunification kits. |Is that what you said?

6 A. Yes. | mentioned reunification kits, because there was a kit

7 that we would give a child to go to a host family, and then there were

8 kits for reunification. That"s a bag that one would give the child with
9 items -- containing items so that the child could continue with its life
10 within its community. Kit.

11 Q.- Thank you. Yesterday, you told the Court that after May 2003

12 various individuals from human rights organisations came to Bunia. Was
13 there any particular initiative taken at that time with regard to the

14 demobilisation of child soldiers?

15 A. Yes. After the events of 2002, 2003, there were certain

16 international organisations that came to involve themselves in the work.
17 They came to work with basic organisations that were already based there,
18 they already had children. They came to support these organisations, and
19 they came for outreach activities with regard to demobilisation.

20 Q. And at this point in May or June 2003, you had indicated the UPC
21 was back in power. Were there any particular initiatives involving

22 demobilisation from the UPC?

23 A Madam, in May 2005 (as interpreted), the UPC still needed power.
24 It hadn"t demobilised children. It hadn"t taken any initiative to do

25 this. That"s an important factor, but also the children in our centre,
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1 the children who had been reunited, well, many of these children fell

2 into the trap of being re-enrolled. It was the second or third time that
3 they were re-enrolled in the UPC, to only mention the UPC, because there
4 were several armed groups. So they continued to enroll the children.

5 There were no initiatives taken to demobilise them during this period.

6 In June, right up until June, there was a tendency to demobilise
7 children because there was pressure exercised by organisations such as

8 MONUC. So there was a tendency to demobilise children during this

9 period.

10 As far as 1 know, and 1 have some information, that"s the first
11 time one addressed the issue of demobilisation in relation to the UPC,

12 and this concerned about 68 children, but it was just staged, because the
13 same children entered armed groups. There was a CTO where everyone had
14 to work together, the FFPM, PAV, and La Terre des Enfants. There was a
15 CTO, MONUC and Save supervised them. There was UNICEF.

16 Q.- Thank you. At the beginning of your answer, you had indicated

17 that this was in May 2005. Did you mean 2005? |1 had referred to 2003 in
18 my question?

19 A. No, 1"m telling you about 2003, not 2005. It"s about 2003. You
20 asked me about 2003, and 1 said, yes, there were certain initiatives,

21 certain organisations that had come to support our activities, the

22 activities of organisations already in the field. That"s the First thing
23 I had said. And then the second thing is that as of June, after the UPC
24 had taken power, there was an initiative as a result of pressure

25 exercised, an initiative to demobilise 68 children, but this was just

Case No. 1CC-01/04-01/06 Friday, 26 June 2009



|CC-01/04-01/06-T-200-Red2-ENG CT WT 26-06-2009 35/93 PV T +EE-6H04-0H06-T200-Red-ENG-CT-W26-06-2009-35/93-RM—F
Pursuant to Trial Chamber I’s email instruction dated 14 December 2011,
the redacted version of the transcript is reclassified into Public.

Witness: Witness DRC-OTP-WWWW-0031 (Resumed) (Open Session) Page 35
Questioned by Ms. Samson (Continued)

1 something that had been staged. That"s all 1 said.

2 Q- Do you know how the demobilisation of the 68 children was

3 intended to take place? That"s the framework of my question, but I1°11

4 ask you something specific.

5 When was that demobilisation to take place?

6 A. I think it was around June approximately, beginning of June. 1
7 can"t really remember the date. It should have been beginning of June

8 when (Redacted) and friends of Save and local organisations

9 exercised pressure so that (Redacted) children.

10 Q. Who from the UPC leadership was involved in this?

11 A. The person who could be involved was only the president, only the
12 president. In 2003 he was in command. He could become involved. He

13 could be pressurised to demobilise children. Yes.

14 Q- And in June 2003, could you tell us the name of the president of
15 the UPC?

16 A. In June 2003. In June 2003, the president of the UPC was still
17 Thomas Lubanga. Since the time that it was established, he was the

18 president. There was never any other president.

19 Q- You said that this demobilisation was staged. Could you tell us
20 if the 68 children were in fact demobilised from the UPC?

21 A. Sorry, | haven"t really followed your question.

22 Q. Were these 68 children demobilised from the UPC? Did that

23 happen?

24 A I said that it was staged in a certain sense. It was a token

25 gesture. There were certain things that they expected. They expected
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1 Save and MONUC -- the MONUC protection unit, and UNICEF, would follow

2 this procedure. The UPC wanted to be able to control these children, so
3 they opened a centre so that the UPC could control the children. So

4 that"s where problem arose, because the process didn"t really bear fruit.
5 There was a signature, an order that they issued, but this procedure

6 wasn"t respected, because the children were still within the programme of
7 being enrolled.

8 Q- Who issued an order?

9 A. The order to demobilise the children? 1 said this process was

10 followed through by MONUC, UNICEF, Save, and stakeholders in the

11 programme for child protection. They followed this process. They

12 contacted the UPC for this purpose. They had control over the town, and
13 this was done to demobilise the children who were in their ranks. This
14 is the action that was taken. So it was for the UPC to sign a decree in
15 order to demobilise these children. This could only be done at their

16 level. Children could only be demobilised at their level, because we

17 wanted to exercise pressure in order to ensure that these children were
18 demobilised.

19 Q- And did you get to know whether or not the UPC had in fact issued
20 an order?
21 A. Wwell, you know, when the UPC appointed certain authorities, this
22 was covered In the media, television, radio, but in this case I didn"t
23 follow this on television, on the radio, so I couldn"t really provide you
24 with an answer to this question. But what 1 know is that at a meeting we
25 were told that they were going to demobilise the children, that the
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1 children should be demobilised.

2 Q- And in an earlier answer, you said that the procedure was not

3 respected because the children were still within the programme of being
4 enrolled. What do you mean by that? Who was enrolling the children?

5 A. Madam, thank you for the question. Who would enlist the

6 children? Well, the UPC would do this always. 1 think I told you

7 initially that children whom we reunited, some of them would kind of

8 relapse and end up In armed groups, because whenever there was

9 demobilisation the UPC would take the child back. So you reunified the
10 child and then they would take him back again whenever they meet him in
11 the street.

12 So this is my answer: The authorities of UPC, represented by its
13 president, Mr. Thomas Lubanga.

14 Q- And you mentioned that a transit centre had been opened for --
15 intended for these demobilised children. Who opened the centre?

16 A. 1 told you that (Redacted).

17 Save ensured the child"s protection. UNICEF and Save the Children were
18 the three organisations that opened up the centre, and each organisation
19 would place the children there. Each organisation had to authorise the
20 members, one representative, two representative, each representation --
21 organisation, sorry, had to work there. Because there was a problem

22 during that time having access to (Redacted). (Redacted) that centre,
23 but that was only during that period of time and then the centre

24 disappeared and each organisation went back to its original framework.
25 Q- IT the 68 children we were discussing were not demobilised, did
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1 this transit centre continue to function?

2 A. Madam, these are transit -- | mean, the transit centre was not

3 open to receive the 68 children because at the time there were other

4 children we were being -- having problems and they were found in

5 different sites, different locations, at the aeroport, the site for

6 displaced persons, well, we found a number of children there. Those who
7 were at the headquarters of MONUC. So these children had to be hosted,
8 accommodated there, and this is the reason why the centre was initially
9 opened up, and then later on they took other children in. 1It"s a centre
10 for short stays.

11 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, could you just scroll back
12 to page 34, line 21. |Is there a need for a redaction?

13 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, | believe there is. We had identified
14 it, but I wasn"t certain of the e-mail traffic on the issue.

15 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes. 1It"s just I hadn"t seen anything
16 rolling off the printing press in front of me, so | just wanted to make
17 sure it hadn"t been missed, but please continue if it"s in hand.

18 MS. SAMSON: In fact, | believe there are several redactions that
19 we will be proposing in the course of the witness®s last few answers.

20 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good. All right. Thank you very much.
21 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, may I -- I do seek leave to go into

22 private session just for a few questions.

23 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Private session, please.

24 *(Private session at 11.25 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session

25 COURT OFFICER: Private session.
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1 MS. SAMSON:

2 Q- (Redacted)

3 (Redacted)

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6 (Redacted)

7 (Redacted)

8 (Redacted)

9 Q- And I believe In my question 1°d introduced an element that you
10 may not have introduced yourself. Was this the first transit centre or
11 had there been transit centres before this one was opened?

12 A. Apart from this centre, which up until then was the first centre,
13 another centre was opened up with (Redacted)

14 (Redacted). They opened up their own centre as well.

15 Q.- Thank you. And in the transit centre open in June 2003, which
16 (Redacted)

17 A. In the -- this transit centre there was the organisation (Redacted)
18 (Redacted). (Redacted). As well as (Redacted)

19 (Redacted). So there were two organisations

20 involved in this centre directly, and they were in charge of management.
21 Q. During the summer of 2003, taking that period as an example (Redacted)
22 (Redacted)

23 (Redacted)?

24 A Thank you for the question. | could answer this question in two
25 parts. The first part (Redacted) had to do outreach on the
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1 basis of the ethnic groups. In other words, those who were from the

2 north will go and see whether our children there who are involved with
3 the armed groups, and they will try and identify and see how many

4 children are there. Those who are in the south, the Lendus and the

5 others in the south, would go there and get down there to work there and
6 will give us -- provide us with information, but we also needed some

7 information concerning violations of human rights. So this is the first
8 part.

9 The second part -- the second part, there was steps that were
10 taken in Bunia with (Redacted) in order to get in touch with

11 the military camps in order to be able to identify the presence of

12 children there and request demobilisation. (Redacted)

13 (Redacted)

14 (Redacted)

15 MS. SAMSON: Mr. President, so long as we do not discuss the
16 (Redacted)

17 (Redacted), with your leave we may go into public

18 session.

19 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good. 1°m sure that (Redacted) will
20 understand that we should, if possible, avoid mentioning particular

21 people™s names whilst we"re in public session.

22 Good. Public session, please.

23 (Open session at 11.30 a.m.)

24 COURT OFFICER: Open session.

25 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes, Ms. Samson.
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1 MS. SAMSON:

2 Q- Sir, where did these individuals go? Which camps did they visit?

3 A. Our social workers, well, one group went north. They went to the

4 north, and another one went to the south in different sites where

5 children -- child soldiers were enlisted, at Katoto or lga Barriere, and

6 on the other side part, Medhu, Zumbe. They left to go there.

7 Q- And when you refer to north and south, are you referring to the

8 north and south of Bunia or another area?

9 A. No. [I"m referring to Bunia, Bunia being the centre, the capital
10 city of the district -- or province of lturi, a small republic. So this
11 is my reference.

12 So you"re referring to size, it"s on the Lendu side -- if you"re
13 referring to the south, sorry, it"s on the Lendu side. If you“re

14 referring to the north it"s on the UPC side. So that was the division.
15 Q.- And you mentioned visits to military camps. Which armed groups
16 were controlling the military camps that were visited?

17 A. Madam, all military camps at Bunia were controlled by UPC,

18 Mr. Thomas Lubanga.

19 Q- Did you come to know the result of the visits? What age were the
20 soldiers at the camps?

21 A. Well, the result of the visits -- you"re referring to the

22 results. That was to raise awareness about all these issues. And what
23 was the result? Well, the result that we could see for ourselves and

24 check the presence of children in these armed groups, and we wanted to
25 request their demobilisation. So on that basis, CONADER wanted to take
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1 measures that so that demobilisation would be effective.
2 Q- Did you learn what the ages of the soldiers at the camps were?
3 A. In this case the age of children was from 12 to 16 years of age,
4 and we could all see some children were far too young, 9 or 10 years old.
5 MONUC took pictures and filmed children at the time. Maybe you received
6 them showing those children, a very young age.
7 Q- Do you know if there were any discussions between the NGO and
8 individuals who went to the camps with the people who were running the
9 camps?
10 A. I didn"t understand your question. | heard: ™At the time 1 was
11 born."
12 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, just a moment, please.
13 We"ve got a printer problem.
14 Can we for a moment going into private session, please.
15 *(Private session at 11.35 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session
16 COURT OFFICER: Private session.
17 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: There needs to be a redaction at page
18 37, line 10, removing the words (Redacted). There needs
19 to be a redaction at page 34, line 22, the words (Redacted)
20 And finally, page 37, line 4, (Redacted)
21 (Redacted)
22 Public session, please. And if you could be in a position to put
23 your last question again, Ms. Samson.
24 (Open session at 11.37 a.m.)
25 COURT OFFICER: Public session.
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes, Ms. Samson.

2 MS. SAMSON:

3 Q- During these visits to military camps, did the team who was

4 observing the child soldiers speak to any of the commanders in charge of
5 the camps?

6 A Yes.

7 Q- Can you tell us what was said?

8 A. The purpose of the visits, as | said, was in connection with the
9 presence of children, was to see the presence of children. And that was
10 one. And second was around demobilisation. There was no other purpose.
11 The key point was children demobilisation.

12 Q- And what was the response from the commanders?

13 A Well, the commanders® response, basically the message. They

14 could accept the message. So we wanted to see what would happen then.
15 So they would receive the message, and we expect them to demobilise

16 children. So the response as such was -- | can"t say that there was

17 demobilisation, so they listened to the message.

18 Q- Could you specify more precisely which camps or locations were
19 visited?

20 A. (Redacted), the camp that were visited were

21 Rwampara. There was the case of the camp of Mandro. So these were the
22 camps.

23 Now, other camps had to be visited, but 1 didn"t go there as a
24 person, but (Redacted) did visit other camps.

25 MS. SAMSON: Mr. President, may | ask one question iIn private
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1 session, please.

2 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Assuredly.

3 Private session, please.

4 *(Private session at 11.40 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session
5 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

6 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes.

7 MS. SAMSON:

8 Q- Taking what you just said, sir, I want to confirm: (Redacted)
9 (Redacted)?

10 A. I"m still waiting for the interpretation. (Redacted)

11 (Redacted)

12 (Redacted)

13 MS. SAMSON: So long as we don"t mention (Redacted)

14 (Redacted), we could go into public session with your

15 leave.

16 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Public session, please.

17 (Open session at 11.41 a.m.)

18 COURT OFFICER: Public session.

19 MS. SAMSON:

20 Q. Taking the case of the visit to Rwampara first, did you get to
21 know who the UPC commanders that were spoken to were, what their names
22 were?

23 A. There were several commanders. | do not -- 1 did not retain
24 their names.

25 Q- Did you get to know the names of any of the UPC commanders who
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1 discussed these issues in Mandro?

2 A Once more, no, | was not there. (Redacted) to go

3 there with MONUC.

4 Q- Sir, do you remember when the visit to Rwampara and the visit to
5 Mandro took place?

6 A. It must have been the second half of the year 2003. Between

7 June, July, August, during that period.

8 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Private session, please, for a moment.

9 *(Private session at 11.43 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session

10 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

11 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Redaction, please, page 43, line 9, the
12 words ""(Redacted)'" Page 43, line 5, "(Redacted)"

13 And page 44, line 12, "(Redacted)"

14 Public session, please.

15 (Open session at 11.45 a.m.)

16 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, this is quite --

17 COURT OFFICER: Public session.

18 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: -- lengthy evidence for the witness. |
19 have to say it"s nothing to do with the transcript. Since the

20 mid-morning break it"s been, 1 think, almost impeccable. 1 have in mind
21 possibly rising for the lunch -- for the midday adjournment slightly

22 early, around 12.00, so as to make this not unduly arduous for the

23 witness.

24 How much longer do you think?

25 MS. SAMSON: Well, your Honour, | suppose | would have about an
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1 hour to go.

2 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Fine. Yes. Well, if you could bear

3 that in mind. We"re now back in public session, and please continue.

4 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, my apologies. My next questions, with
5 your leave, would be in private session.

6 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Private session, please.

7 *(Private session at 11.46 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session

8 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

9 MS. SAMSON:

10 Q. Sir, you had mentioned that (Redacted)

11 (Redacted)

12 (Redacted)

13 A Madam, 1 told you earlier that (Redacted) that has

14 its procedures and which works according to a programme. (Redacted)

15 (Redacted)

16 That"s the fundamental thing.

17 Furthermore, in our meetings, our network meetings which we hold
18 with partners, we can also monitor the situation on the ground through
19 such meetings.

20 Q. Coming back for a moment to the composition of the transit centre
21 that commenced operation in or about June 2003, you have told us that
22 there were two organisations, (Redacted), who were

23 coordinating, 1 think was the word you used, the transit centre. Could
24 you please tell us first who was overall in charge of that centre?

25 Al Madam, I did not talk of (Redacted) organisations. | talked about (Redacted)
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1 organisations which were partners. (Redacted)

2 (Redacted) organisations which had responsibility.

3 (Redacted)

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6 Q. In terms of the day to day activities of this transit centre, (Redacted)
7 (Redacted)

8 (Redacted)

9 (Redacted)

10 A The mode of functioning from the technical standpoint up to a
11 certain extent was different, because in that transit and orientation
12 centre, (Redacted) activities that had a rapid impact. It was set up in
13 a situation of emergency. So it focussed mainly on identification and
14 the monitoring of the children, as well as looking for ways to reunify
15 them with their families later on.

16 Now, as opposed to (Redacted)

17 (Redacted)

18 (Redacted)

19 (Redacted)

20 (Redacted)

21 (Redacted)

22 (Redacted)

23 (Redacted)

24 Q- Earlier you had mentioned (Redacted) that

25 the records of contact with children were kept in notebooks. Was the
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1 same record-keeping applied to this CT0? Where -- in what type of

2 document was this information kept?

3 A In this CTO the first thing is that there was a register in which
4 the name of the child would be written, that is the full identifying

5 information of the child, where the child came from, that is which armed
6 group the child came from, the date of birth, level of education. This

7 was the information that was entered into that register.

8 Now, the children were interviewed, (Redacted)

9 (Redacted). They collected only certain

10 information with respect to the enlistment of the child. So there was

11 this difference between the CTO (Redacted), and such interviews were

12 carried out by the child protection services of (Redacted), they

13 interviewed the children just to get certain types of information.

14 Q. And who recorded the information in the documents? Was it (Redacted)
15 (Redacted) or was it the people in charge of the transit centre, the

16 organisations that you mentioned earlier?

17 A. Yes, madam. (Redacted) limited

18 their activity to registration of information in the register, a register
19 in which the name of the child is entered, the registration number is

20 written, the date of birth, the age, his parents, and the origin of the
21 child, that is, which armed group. That is what was done.

22 Now, with regard to material aspects, how -- that the upkeep of
23 the children at the centre and that they interviewed the children, this
24 was carried out by (Redacted) at the CTO, (Redacted)

25 (Redacted). At the time there was no interim operational
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1 framework.

2 Now, these were technical aspects, and 1 think 1 would like to

3 give you that information. It"s very important.

4 At that time things were not yet perfect. (Redacted)

5 (Redacted) you had the involvement of the

6 state through CONADER and UNICEF, and then we had an interim operational
7 framework which appreciated the final operational framework. That is how
8 (Redacted) worked in those centres. At the centre it was (Redacted) which carried out
9 all those interviews through those working in the service responsible for
10 child protection, and sometimes during meetings we would certain

11 information with respect to what was -- had been obtained as the

12 information from the children.

13 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, we"re still in private

14 session. Is that necessary for this?

15 MS. SAMSON: No, your Honour, I don"t think it is. Thank you.

16 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Public session, please.

17 (Open session at 11.55 a.m.)

18 COURT OFFICER: Open session.

19 MS. SAMSON:
20 Q. Sir, you"ve described record-keeping when children arrived to
21 this transit centre. Do you know if records were kept as children left
22 the centre?
23 A I think there is a register on that. You know, (Redacted)
24 (Redacted) after this stage some of the children then came to (Redacted)
25 (Redacted), children who had not yet located their families. So they were
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1 allocated (Redacted) separately, and at the centre there was

2 some -- a certain amount of information (Redacted) from the time --

3 which was collected from the time they entered the centre right up to the
4 time they had to be reunited with their families. That"s the way it was
5 conducted.

6 Q.- And just now you were discussing meetings to share information.
7 Is it the same type of information-sharing meetings that had taken place
8 at an earlier stage, 2001, 2002, or were these meetings with a different
9 purpose?

10 A. Well, those meetings, after the centre was set up, dealt with

11 technical aspects. Look at the future. Look at how (Redacted)

12 (Redacted)

13 (Redacted)

14 (Redacted) and work

15 with the children. Because the children were violent (realtime

16 transcript read in error "valid™) and sometimes they would threaten the
17 social workers.

18 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, forgive me for

19 interrupting. 1 think it"s just been corrected. No, in fact it"s not.
20 In fact the witness said | think it just now at line 22 that sometimes
21 the children were violent rather than valid, but I simply make that note
22 for the perfected transcript.

23 One more question, then we"l1l break.

24 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, regrettably my next question would have
25 to be in private session, obviously with your leave.
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Well, one last question in private

2 session. Private session then, please.

3 *(Private session at 11.59 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session

4 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

5 MS. SAMSON:

6 Q.- Sir, did you see these registers that you were describing where
7 information was taken from children when they arrived at the centre and
8 when they left the centre?

9 A. Yes, | saw the registers, because we all had this prerogative of
10 going to the CTO to contact the workers (Redacted) to

11 see what was happening and to take a look at certain registers and see
12 how the children and our workers were living and operating in the centre.
13 And all of this was done to protect the rights of the children. 1 saw
14 the registers.

15 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Public session, please.

16 (Open session at 12.00 p.m.)

17 COURT OFFICER: Open session.

18 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Thank you.

19 Sir, we"re going to take a break now for lunch. We look forward
20 to seeing you again at quarter to 2.00. So 1.45.

21 Closed session, please, so the witness can withdraw.

22 *(Closed session at 12.00 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session

23 COURT OFFICER: Closed session.

24 (The witness stands down)

25 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Public session, please.
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1 (Open session at session 12.01 p.m.)

2 COURT OFFICER: Open session.

3 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Mr. Diakiese, | don"t want to take you
4 by surprise a little bit later today or on Tuesday, so let me flag up an
5 issue so that you can have the maximum opportunity to reflect on it. At
6 the moment we are anticipating that following Ms. Samson"s examination,
7 the next question -- questioner will be Mr. Suprun on behalf of the

8 Office of Public Counsel for Victims. Once that examination is complete,
9 we will then turn to consider the application that 1 think carries

10 Mr. Walleyn®s name, the application made to examine Witness 31 on behalf
11 of the victims who you represent that was set out in document 1970. In
12 that application, which is resisted by the Defence, I think I"m right in
13 saying you"ve essentially identified six areas of interest, and forgive
14 me iIf I just spend a moment describing them.

15 The first is the financing of various recruitment campaigns in
16 the UPC/FPLC.

17 Second, the physical and psychological condition of child

18 soldiers upon their arrival at a particular centre.

19 Third, the management and the content of the demobilisation

20 programme, again at the same particular centre.

21 The physical and psychological harm suffered by former child

22 soldiers in the UPC/FPLC.

23 Fifth, the reintegration process of child soldiers in their

24 community of origin and their family, and the follow-up as regards these
25 children following reintegration.
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1 And sixth, the events in Bunia between May and December 2003.

2 As regards the first five, it is likely that we are going to ask
3 for your assistance as regards two things. First, whether or not those
4 areas have been covered by the questioning of Ms. Samson and counsel for
5 the OPCV. And if those areas have already been canvassed by other

6 counsel and you wish, nonetheless, to address questions about them, we"re
7 likely to ask for at least a short summary of the particular fresh areas
8 in that regard that you are going to wish to deal with.

9 Second, we may be asking your assistance as to how it is in

10 relation to the particular centre that what happened at that centre is
11 relevant to the position of the victims who you represent, and how it is
12 that you"re asking this witness questions about that centre is really

13 going to improve the position as regards the views and concerns of the
14 victims you represent.

15 As regards area six, events in Bunia between May and December

16 2003, the objection that has been taken is that the area, to the extent
17 that you have identified it -- or, rather, Mr. Walleyn has identified it,
18 has been described too generally and that greater specificity may be

19 required as regards what it is in particular that you are wishing to deal
20 with by way of events in Bunia between May and December 2003 and how it
21 is said those events are relevant to the interests of the victims who you
22 represent.
23 So rather than deliver a lengthy surprise question to you later,
24 we wanted to give you warning of those areas of possible concern on the
25 part of the Bench now so you can have time to reflect on them, and if
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1 necessary you can help us in that regard later. 1 hope that is clear and
2 acceptable to you.

3 MR. DIAKIESE (interpretation): It"s very clear, your Honour.

4 With your leave, as far as the last part is concerned, that concerns the
5 events that allegedly happened in Bunia, well, we have conferred with my
6 colleagues and our team will abandon this item in our application.

7 As far as the other items are concerned, the ones that have been
8 covered, iIn accordance with your instructions we will prepare a summary

9 if we believe that the OTP has not gone into detail with regard to our

10 concerns. Thank you.

11 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: That"s very helpful, Mr. Diakiese,

12 thank you. 1 want to make it clear we"re not seeking to deter you. It"s
13 jJjust we may require greater assistance on the precise focus of your

14 questions and how it is said they properly arise out of the interests and
15 concerns -- the views and concerns of the victims you represent.

16 MR. DIAKIESE (interpretation): That is exactly the way in which
17 we understood what you said, your Honour.

18 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: The final matter that the Bench needs
19 to raise before the luncheon adjournment, apart from some further

20 redactions which 1*11 deal with now -- we need to be in private session
21 for those see we"ll deal with those last.

22 The final matter in open session is that we have received,

23 Ms. Samson, a fairly lengthy e-mail from Mr. Vaatainen yesterday as

24 regards protective measures for Witness 116.

25 Has that been copied to the Office of the Prosecutor or not?
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1 MS. SAMSON: No, your Honour.

2 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Right. Could I trouble a member your
3 team, please, to liaise with Mr. Vaatainen over the luncheon adjournment
4 and to say we"re not expressing a view -- not to say, to ask whether it
5 is possible for that e-mail that was sent to us to be distributed wholly
6 or appropriately redacted to the parties, because it is likely that in

7 order for us to be able to resolve of protective measures for 116, you

8 are going to have to know, and Maitre Mabille, is going to have to know,
9 what the particular concerns are of the Victims and Witnesses Unit. So a
10 little bit of clarity if it can be achieved over lunch would be extremely
11 helpful.

12 MS. SAMSON: Yes, we will ask.

13 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1"m obliged to you.

14 Private -- ah. Maitre Mabille.

15 MS. MABILLE (interpretation): |1 apologise, your Honour. 1 have
16 a request 1 would like to submit to the Chamber. For various reasons, |
17 woulld like to be authorised to commence with my cross-examination on

18 Tuesday. My colleague, as far as 1 understand, has another hour, and

19 then there will be the victims representatives. So if I won"t be
20 disrupting the Chamber®s time table too much, 1 would like to be
21 authorised to commence with my cross-examination on Tuesday.
22 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1t"s another Friday afternoon
23 application, Maitre Mabille, although I know it"s not made with that in
24 mind. Give us a moment.
25 (The Trial Chamber confers)
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: We understand that this is a witness in
2 relation to whom you are going to need full instructions from the accused
3 once you"ve had the opportunity of being able to digest the evidence that
4 he has given. We are sympathetic to the application, Maitre Mabille, and
5 you will not be expected to commence questioning today.

6 MS. MABILLE (interpretation): 1°d like to thank the Chamber for
7 that.

8 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: That remark was made entirely

9 flippantly, Maitre Mabille.

10 Private session, please.

11 *(Private session at 12.13 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session

12 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

13 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: We®"re likely, Mr. Suprun, nonetheless,

14 to conduct your questioning this afternoon if there"s time.

15 Redactions, please, to page 49, lines 18 to 21, removing the

16 words (Redacted). Lines 6, 7,

17 and 8, removing the words (Redacted). And line 10, the

18 words (Redacted) and line 17, the word (Redacted)

19 Can we please try and ensure that the printer is working after

20 the luncheon adjournment.

21 Thank you all for your patience. We"ll sit again at quarter to

22 2.00 this afternoon.

23 COURT USHER: All rise.

24 Luncheon recess taken at 12.15 p.m.

25 On resuming at 1.48 p.m.
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1 COURT USHER: All rise. Please be seated.

2 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1"m very sorry to have kept you

3 waiting. 1 suddenly discovered 1°d left something upstairs.

4 Closed session, please, and Witness.

5 *(Closed session at 1.49 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session

6 COURT OFFICER: Closed session.

7 (The witness takes the stand)

8 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good afternoon, sir.

9 THE WITNESS (interpretation): Good afternoon.

10 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Private or public, Ms. Samson?

11 MS. SAMSON: With your leave, your Honour, 1 would like to show
12 the witness some documents, and the content of the documents will have to
13 be discussed in private session.

14 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Private session, then, please.

15 *(Private session at 1.51 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session

16 COURT OFFICER: Private session.

17 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: And whilst these files are being

18 circulated, a decision -- a written decision has been handed down by the
19 Bench today in relation to victims 225/06, 229/06, and 270/07. The legal
20 representatives of those victims will need to consult with the VPRS so
21 that jointly they can propose redactions so that a public version of that
22 decision can be issued by the Chamber as soon as possible, and we set a
23 deadline for those proposals for a week. So 4.00 p.m., Friday the 3rd of
24 July, and the proposals can be sent by e-mail to the legal advisor to the
25 division, and they do not have to be set out in a filing.
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1 Ms. Samson.

2 MS. SAMSON: Thank you, Your Honour.

3 Q- Sir, in front of you you"ll see a binder of materials. May | ask
4 you, please, to turn to the first tab, tab 1.

5 Sir, what 1 have here are copies of some documents. Do you

6 recognise the first document at tab 1?

7 A. Yes, 1 recognise the first document.

8 MS. SAMSON: Forgive me, your Honour. | just remembered that it
9 may be best to provide the Court Officer with the registration number.
10 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Absolutely. If we could, 1 think with

11 each of these documents at the commencement of the questioning in

12 relation to the document, give the identification number. Thank you.

13 And, Usher, 1 suspect you probably don®"t need to remain there but
14 thank you very much for offering to cooperate.

15 Good. So document reference number, please, Court Officer -- or
16 sorry, Ms. Samson, rather.

17 MS. SAMSON: Yes, this first document is DRC-0TP-0140-0200.

18 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes.

19 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, will an EVD number be assigned now or
20 later?

21 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1 think we need to -- we"ll deal with
22 EVD numbers at the end of each document. So identifying at the

23 beginning, EVD number it at the end.

24 MS. SAMSON: Thank you.

25 Q- Sir, you"ve indicated that you do recognise the document. Could
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1 you briefly tell us what it is.

2 A. This document is a child associated to armed forces who has been
3 self-demobilised in 2001.

4 Q- Do you know where the document comes from, which centre?

5 A. (Redacted).

6 Q.- And what was the purpose of this document?

7 A. It"s a notebook when the child came into the centre. (Redacted)
8 (Redacted) social workers to know the

9 background of the child, to understand the child, where he comes from,

10 and the progress he was making (Redacted).

11 Q.- And does the date of 2001 that appears on the first page inside
12 the notebook, which is at registration number DRC-0TP-0140-0201, does

13 that date seem to be accurate in terms of when this document was created?
14 A. The document, yes. It was at that date. At that date it was

15 created. As said, these were children who had been self-demobilised.

16 Q.- Thank you.

17 MS. SAMSON: 1 have no further questions on this document. Would
18 it be appropriate to assign it an EVD number?

19 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes, certainly. 1 just wonder,

20 Ms. Samson, whether it may be helpful to know who -- who made the entries
21 within the document. 1 don"t know whether you®ve deliberately not

22 addressed that.

23 MS. SAMSON: No, your Honour. Thank you.

24 Q- Sir, could you help us to identify who made the entries? Was it
25 one person or more than one person, and who were they?
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1 A. There might be two or three social workers who worked on this
2 particular child.
3 Q- And iIn this case, are you able to identify who the authors were?
4 A. Well, the authors -- oh, you mean the persons who transcribed,
5 who were in charge of the follow-up? You mean the persons who are --
6 took care of the child and followed him up? 1°d like to make sure I
7 understood your question.
8 Q- Let"s start with the First page, the page that | had referred us
9 to earlier where there is a date. I1t"s DRC-0TP-0140-0201.
10 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Usher, could you just with this one
11 make sure the witness has got the right page. It"s 201. Thanks.
12 THE WITNESS (interpretation): Thank you. The person who
13 listened to the child put his name. |If you look at the page too, the
14 name of the person is there. The name is (Redacted).
15 MS. SAMSON:
16 Q. Are you referring to page 2027?
17 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes. 1 think it"s four lines down.
18 MS. SAMSON: Thank you.
19 Q- And i1t says animatrice (Redacted). (Redacted) a woman?
20 A. It"s (Redacted), a woman. (Redacted) is the name.
21 Q. Yes, and just to be clear for the transcript I ought to have made
22 it known. 1 was mentioning a word in French, animatrice.
23 What was (Redacted)?
24 A. (Redacted) is a social worker, and a social worker could be called
25 animatrice. In the field you could call him or her a social worker.
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1 (Redacted)

2 Q- And on the Ffirst page, 201, the registration date, is it the 12th
3 of April, 20017

4 A 12th of April, 2001. It would be taken at admission and also at
5 the end, before the person who interviews could ask the question -- the

6 name, sorry, could write the name down.

7 Q. Is it the date that would be taken at admission?

8 A. This is the exact date when he -- the child (Redacted).

9 Q- And on page numbered 204, which is the fourth page of this

10 document. | just want to draw your attention to other dates that appear,
11 the 13th of May, "01, the 25th of May, "01. So was this illustrating the
12 progress of the child through time (Redacted)?

13 A As | said, this is a notebook whereby we saw the progress of the
14 child from the time when the child first came in, and on those dates we
15 saw the behaviour, the conduct of the child would change. He was making
16 progress based on this -- reactions he had before he came (Redacted)

17 and once he was there and whether he was feeling comfortable. Whenever a
18 situation -- something would occur to him, we took it down. We wrote

19 this in the notebook.

20 Q. And if I could ask you to turn to the page numbered 207. Do you
21 know whose handwriting this is?

22 A. Yes. (Redacted)

23 "Very keen,"™ and ""Adapts easily.” (Redacted).

24 Q- Forgive me, sir, but I don"t see. Is it the very first two

25 sentences of this page?
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1 A. (Redacted). (Redacted), and

2 the part where it is written "Interview.” He says he was enlisted by

3 force. So every time that a social worker is carrying out monitoring,

4 (Redacted) establish contact with the

5 children in order to know the evolution of the case.

6 (Redacted)

7 (Redacted)

8 (Redacted). That is to talk about the child"s adaptation.

9 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1 think, Ms. Samson, if you look at the
10 third line on that page, the last four words on that line. 1"m not going
11 to attempt to pronounce it in French because I*1l massacre it, but I
12 think you"ll find that the words "Adapt easily," are clearly there in
13 French. And as | understand it, the witness is saying that (Redacted)

14 follows immediately thereafter.

15 MS. SAMSON: Thank you, Your Honour. | was conscious of getting
16 it right for the record, but you"ve done it, your Honour.

17 Q.- And, sir, on the next page, page 208, could you tell us who wrote
18 this entry?

19 A. This is written by social workers.

20 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, perhaps it"s a good moment to have the
21 EVD number assigned.

22 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: It is, Ms. Samson. |If you"re going to
23 leave the document, page 209.

24 MS. SAMSON:

25 Q- Sir, taking us to the very last -- second-to-last page, it"s
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1 referenced at 209, could you tell us who wrote this entry and what does

2 it mean?

3 A Well, it"s the social workers who wrote this part. They wished

4 to present the situation of children who had dropped out of the programme

5 as of the 13th of February, that is children who ran away from the

6 centre, and you"ll fine the names written this, the five names written

7 there. So these are children who abandoned, who fled, who left the

8 centre.

9 Q- And if we go back on the very first page, page 200. So it"s the
10 cover of this notebook, at the top is written (Redacted). (Redacted) a name?
11 A. (Redacted) is the name of the owner of this book. As you will see on
12 the second page, the name is included amongst the names of children who
13 deserted. It"s written "Abandon," but these are children who dropped
14 out. And this could mean that they had been re-enlisted, something like
15 that.

16 Q.- So when you say that (Redacted) is the owner of the book, was he
17 the child (Redacted)?

18 A Yes. This was a child (Redacted) child soldier who

19 had to have been self-demobilised (Redacted). Even when

20 you look at his nickname, his nickname was kadogo, so kadogo is a name
21 given to child soldiers. That"s his nickname.

22 Q.- And, sir, is that reference to kadogo on page 2017

23 A (No interpretation)

24 Q- Sir, there seems to have been some difficulty with --

25 THE INTERPRETER: 1 apologise. The microphone was off. He said:
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1 "That was the nickname he gave when he came to the centre, the nickname
2 kadogo."

3 1 apologise.

4 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Do you want an EVD number, Ms. Samson?
5 MS. SAMSON: May 1 have one more moment, your Honour?

6 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Certainly. OFf course.

7 MS. SAMSON:

8 Q- (Redacted) again after the date written on this

9 notebook as 13 February 2002 when it"s written "Abandoned'?

10 A. Yes. (Redacted), met (Redacted) and

11 the others dressed in military uniform. That is a long time afterwards
12 they met them dressed in military uniforms.

13 Q. Did you get to learn which group (Redacted) was in when they met him?
14 A. I can"t hear the interpretation.

15 Q.- 1"11 repeat my question. Did you know or learn which group

16 (Redacted) had joined when he was met by the social workers?

17 A. When he was met by the social workers, it was just after the UPC
18 had seized power again. So that is the group he belonged to.

19 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, perhaps an EVD.

20 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Certainly. EVD number, please.

21 COURT OFFICER: This document will bear the number EVD-OTP-00469.
22 MS. SAMSON:

23 Q- Sir, 1 would now like to ask you questions about the document

24 that is at tab 2 of the binder, and the ERN of this document is

25 DRC-0TP-0138-0150.
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1t would be helpful if the usher could
2 jJjust show the witness that on this document the -- the DRC numbering is
3 not now in the bottom corner but appears in a stamp in a slightly

4 different place. So if you could just point that out to the witness so
5 he can follow the numbering from there.

6 Right. Okay, Ms. Samson.

7 Thank you, Usher, very helpful.

8 MS. SAMSON: And, your Honour, I will be asking some initial

9 questions as the process which has been described, because this is a

10 document to which the Defence had objected unless sufficient foundation
11 was laid.

12 Q- Sir, do you recognise this document?

13 A Yes, | recognise the document.

14 Q- Could you tell us what it is, please?

15 A. This document was written SPD -- two SPDs (Redacted)

16 (Redacted)

17 (Redacted)

18 (Redacted)

19 (Redacted). When the children were brought, then we

20 made this entry. Where it is written AFGA -- or AFGA --

21 THE INTERPRETER: And other names. The interpreter did not hear
22 that clearly.

23 MS. SAMSON:

24 Q- Excuse me, sir, for interrupting. We"ll have to go over some of
25 what you had said a moment ago because it was a bit too fast.
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1 The child called (Redacted). Could you say that name again more
2 slowly, please.

3 A. 1 said the child (Redacted).

4 Q- And the name of the police force, could you repeat that, please?
5 A. The police force (Redacted). They brought the

6 child to the centre.

7 Q. And so, sir, could you tell us is this notebook emanating from

8 (Redacted); is that correct?

9 A. Yes. This notebook comes from (Redacted).

10 Q. Do you know who prepared this document?

11 A. Where it"s written SPD on the first page, (Redacted)

12 (Redacted) .

13 Can I move on to the second page? On the second page it"s a

14 signature signed by a social worker who received payment for a mission
15 that had to be conducted on the field. Where it"s written "Refreshment."
16 THE INTERPRETER: He called a figure which the interpreter didn"t
17 hear.

18 THE WITNESS (interpretation): (Redacted)

19 (Redacted) --

20 MS. SAMSON: Excuse me, one moment, sir.

21 Your Honour, we"ll go through this in greater detail and more

22 slowly so that it"s captured well for the transcript, but I stop to

23 inquire as to whether or not the objection is continued on the part of
24 the Defence or whether I can actually proceed to ask substantive

25 questions on the document.
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Questioned by Ms. Samson

1

2

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Case No.

PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD:

Just a moment, Ms. Samson.

Sir, quickly looking through this document, I, of course, am not

a handwriting expert, but is this mostly in (Redacted)

(Redacted)?

THE WITNESS (interpretation): (Redacted)

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

(Redacted)

Now, additional refreshments --

PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD:

Slow down, sir. Slow down. And I™m

going to interrupt you just for a second.

Maitre Mabille, this is a book (Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted).

1CC-01/04-01/706

Is there any further objection as regards

Friday, 26 June 2009



| CC-01/04-01/06-T-200-Red2-ENG CT WT 26-06-2009 68/93 PV T
Pursuant to Trial Chamber I’s email instruction dated 14 December 2011,
the redacted version of the transcript is reclassified into Public.

Witness: Witness DRC-OTP-WWWW-0031 (Resumed) (Private Session) Page 68
Questioned by Ms. Samson

1 admissibility in those circumstances?

2 MS. MABILLE (interpretation): No other objections, your Honour.
3 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Thank you very much.

4 1 hand back to you, Ms. Samson.

5 MS. SAMSON:

6 Q.- Sir, since you were discussing who had written the various

7 entries, you were discussing, | believe, the second entry on page 152.

8 Do you know who wrote the second entry?

9 A. "Additional refreshments.” This was a request (Redacted),

10 because they said (Redacted) increase refreshments for the EAFGA, and had
11 to write this entry, that is, $53 for the payment of school expenses for
12 the children sent to school.

13 So this book is not for a child. (Redacted)

14 (Redacted)

15 (Redacted). So these were notebooks

16 that were (Redacted), or one of the notebooks (Redacted).

17 Q. What does EAFGA stand for?

18 A. EAFGA stands for children -- or, rather, child associated with
19 armed forces and groups. Child associated with armed forces and groups.
20 That is the appropriate term or expression for child soldiers.

21 Q. And just continuing with authorship, on the following page, which
22 is 153, do you know who made this entry?

23 A (Redacted). It had to do with assigning children to host

24 families. As you can see, it says "Assigning” on the 21st of October.
25 THE INTERPRETER: 21st of April, interpreter”s correction.
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1 THE WITNESS (interpretation): When 1 say that these children had
2 to be prepared, they had to have their kits. You will see that the

3 handwriting changed there, too, children there. So it has to do with

4 security. (Redacted). | said that there were other children who had

5 to be moved. On the following day when 1 come back, 1 can check this.

6 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1"m sorry to harry you, Ms. Samson, but
7 the interpreter corrected the date the 21st of April. Different

8 countries put dates in different ways, and 1 think the witness has

9 indicated that it"s the day of the month, then the month, then the year.
10 Certainly an earlier entry of his works in that way, so I think we need
11 to go back over this.

12 MS. SAMSON:

13 Q- Sir, at the very top right-hand corner of page 153 there®s a

14 date. Could you tell us what that date is? |Is it April or is it

15 October?

16 A. Which page are you referring to?

17 Q.- Page 153 at the bottom.

18 A Yes, | see. The first date at the top where it says "Movement,
19 "it"s the 21st of October, 2004.
20 Q. Thank you. And you were indicating that (Redacted) made the entries
21 on this page, but is it that at a certain point in this page the
22 handwriting changed to somebody else, or was it on the next page, 154,
23 that the handwriting changed?
24 A Yes. On the following page, number 6 and number 7. Items 6 and
25 7.
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1 Q.- Do you know who wrote the entries 6 and 7 on page 1547

2 A Now these are (Redacted) social workers who were involved. They
3 could be someone added to the children who were to be moved, and this is
4 what they noted. They noted down that there were these two children, and
5 you have the relevant date there.

6 Q.- And starting with the entry on page 154, where there"s a date of
7 15/11/04 and then the word "Placement." Starting from there down, do you
8 know who wrote that entry?

9 A. Yes. (Redacted). You can see it says 15, (Redacted),

10 movement, the 8th of November, movement. (Redacted)

11 (Redacted). You can see an arrow there. It was necessary to make a change.
12 Instead of putting the child of the 15th first, you had to go back to the
13 child of the 8th. (Redacted)

14 (Redacted)

15 (Redacted)

16 (Redacted)

17 These agents had to sign somewhere. (Redacted) social workers had to be
18 involved in monitoring and also had to approve of the matter and submit a
19 report (Redacted) on the following day.
20 Q.- Continuing on through to the next page, page 155. (Redacted)
21 (Redacted)
22 (Redacted).
23 Q- And page 156? Same question. Who authored that? (Redacted)
24 (Redacted)
25 A. This notebook, well, (Redacted) drafted this. When you referred -- when
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Questioned by Ms. Samson

1 one refers to (Redacted), his parents were in Tchomia

2 (Redacted)

3 (Redacted)

4 (Redacted)

5 (Redacted)

6 Q.- And the person®s name that you were referring to, is it (Redacted)
7 A Yes, (Redacted). The two children, there"s (Redacted). (Redacted)
8 (Redacted) that child wasn"t eating meat

9 in the centre, because if the child ate chicken, then it had an effect on
10 him. So this was noted down.

11 Q. The two children that you mentioned, sir, just now, were they

12 (Redacted)

13 A The Ffirst one, it"s (Redacted). The other child is (Redacted). You
14 can see the arrow below. It says (Redacted). And parents were at Tchomia.

15 So that means (Redacted) discovered that this child"s parents were in Tchomia.

16 Q.- And the next page, please, 158. (Redacted)

17 (Redacted)

18 A This is the report (Redacted)

19 (Redacted)

20 (Redacted)

21 (Redacted)

22 (Redacted)

23 Q- Perhaps you could take a look at the following pages until the
24 end, 159, 160, and 161, and tell us (Redacted) wrote those entries.

25 A. In this notebook, well, (Redacted) drafted everything in the notebook
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1 because this is a notebook (Redacted). So whenever there was a

2 situation, (Redacted)

3 (Redacted) so the children could be assighed somewhere or so

4 that funds could be allocated.

5 Q.- Taking you back now to the first page, page 151. At the top

6 left-hand corner is written "ESPD." What does at that stand for?

7 A. Thank you, madam. You"ve asked me this question -- you asked me
8 that question earlier. | said SPD meant -- or ESPD meant a child in a

9 particularly difficult situation, a child in a particularly difficulty
10 situation. These are the technical terms that we used in the field of
11 child protection.

12 Q- And the second entries below the line that"s written on page 151.
13 The entries under the letters EAFGA. Do you know when these entries were
14 made, what date approximately?

15 A. (Redacted) used this notebook in 2004. 1f I can see the date here it"s
16 the 20th of August. The discharge for the report -- or, rather, for the
17 signature and the report by the animatrice. So this note was taken on
18 that very same date, on the 20th.

19 Q- Sir, are you referring to the date that appears on the following
20 page, page 152? It appears to be 20 August 2004.

21 A. Yes, that"s the date 1"m referring to. That"s when the worker
22 presented the report (Redacted) and had to carry out a mission, had to go
23 into the field, and at the same time you"ll see that there"s another

24 date, the 3rd of November. That is the deadline by which one should pay
25 fee schools for those who were -- who were there.
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1 Q.- And going back to page 151. Entry number 2, do you recall the

2 circumstances (Redacted) what it was about?

3 A. The girl who"s 13 now was presented with this girl -- (Redacted)
4 (Redacted). It says the person was near the commander. You

5 can see the name, and the person arrived yesterday and resides with

6 another commander. So the child came from that commander (Redacted)

7 (Redacted). The child left the first commander, went to stay with another
8 commander in Bunia, and then left that commander (Redacted).

9 Social workers saw the child, (Redacted)

10 (Redacted)

11 (Redacted)

12 (Redacted)

13 (Redacted)

14 Q. And, sir —--

15 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, I think, unless 1"m much
16 mistaken, you and the witness were at cross-purposes in that there's a
17 second entry at the top under the name (Redacted), and there"s a second entry
18 at the bottom with the name (Redacted). Now, I1"d assume that you were
19 referring to the second entry at the top, and for most understandable
20 reasons | think the witness dealt with the second entry at the bottom.
21 At some stage | think we need to know what the witness meant when the
22 various names were put in and when there"s a date or an age put what that
23 means.
24 MS. SAMSON: Thank you, Your Honour. If it wasn"t clear, 1 was
25 referring to the two entries below the line on page 151, underneath the
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Questioned by Ms. Samson

1 letters EAFGA.

2 Q- And, sir --

3 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: My mistake then. 1 thought you were
4 referring to the line at the top under ESPD. Right. So you weren"t at
5 cross-purposes, | was at cross-purposes. But at some stage | think you
6 need to deal with the top page as well.

7 MS. SAMSON: It"s equally worrisome if there are cross-purposes
8 in either direction, so it"s best to clear it up. Thank you. If | may,
9 1*11 continue to deal with this entry and then with the other entry.

10 Q. And, sir, (Redacted), just so we"re clear, is that a boy or a
11 girl?

12 A. It"s a boy.

13 Q- And where you have written "UPC-L," what does the L stand for?
14 A Okay. Thank you, madam, for having asked me to clarify this.

15 In the December 2003, there was a misunderstanding in the UPC.
16 The UPC was to split into two fractions, the Lubanga UPC and the Kisembo
17 UPC. So they had this tendency to break up into two fractions. So when
18 you asked a child where he came from, he would say from the Lubanga UPC,
19 because at one point in time one of the groups was in the north and the
20 other group wanted to control the centre. So there was a

21 misunderstanding within their group.

22 Q.- Do you recall how long this child had been in the UPC-L at the
23 time that he arrived (Redacted)?

24 A I couldn"t say, because I"d have to have a look at this child"s
25 documentation to see how the child progressed. Initially they were
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1 together. Before there was a Lubanga and Kisembo UPC, they were

2 together, but it"s better to have a look at this child®"s form to see the
3 date on which this child arrived, see how much time the child was there
4 for.

5 Q.- Just another clarification to your last answer. You indicated

6 that one of the groups was in the north and another wanted to control the
7 centre. Are we describing Bunia?

8 A. Can 1 answer the question? So, what 1"m saying is this: At some
9 point the group wanted to split up. There were the two sides, the

10 Lubanga side and the Kisembo side or wing.

11 When Artemis force came in, UPC had gone back to Muito (phoen)

12 from Mudzipela. So there was some kind of a disagreement. Kisembo

13 wanted to go back and stay in Bunia with a group of children there, and
14 the others stayed with Thomas Lubanga.

15 Q.- And looking at the entries at the top of the same page, page 151
16 where it is written "ESPD," the two names that are written there, 1,

17 (Redacted), and the second one, (Redacted), were they child

18 soldiers?

19 A. Thank you. At First when UNICEF met them they didn"t know they
20 were child soldiers or children in particular difficult situations. (Redacted)
21 (Redacted) I mean, the place where

22 children had to be handed over, so we had to check the situation. We

23 found that the first child was a child of the street, while the second
24 one, we discovered that he was a child soldier. So he has his form, and
25 you"ll be able to see for yourself that he was indeed a child soldier.
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1 It"s on the form. When we asked about his background, his history, he

2 explained -- he told his story. So that was for cross-checking purposes.
3 (Redacted)

4 Q- And did you come to know what group he had been a child soldier
5 in?

6 A. The second child (Redacted). You have

7 them in your file. He was a member of UPC.

8 Q- Did you get to know when he had joined the UPC?

9 A. 1 couldn®t tell you right now, but maybe it would be a better

10 idea to have the -- see the form. You"ll find the date of enlistment in
11 the UPC there.

12 Q- Sir, if I could ask you to turn to page 153. And here there are
13 a series of entries, 1 through 5. Could you explain a bit what these

14 entries are? Is it similar to the entries we were just looking at?

15 A. Thank you. These children are children associated to armed

16 forces and groups. Let me take the first name coming from lIga Barriere.
17 You will see at the end it says 2001. 2001, that"s the date from which
18 he was a member of that group, this armed group.

19 Q- And you"ve indicated to the right of the age of (Redacted), the
20 first entry, "UPC," and then there"s another word next to the "UPC."
21 What word is that, please?
22 A. Mbidjo. Mbidjo. 1It"s a village, a locality, a village.
23 Q.- And what does "FAT" stand for?
24 A FAT means, Famille d"accueil, host family, and T is for
25 transitory. Transitory host family, famille d"accueil transitoire,
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1 meaning the families that (Redacted) to host children, families who

2 were used as focal points to take care of children at the time (Redacted)
3 (Redacted). This is the identification stage --

4 sorry, the documentation, we look at the documents and all the way to the
5 end stage, that is family reunification.

6 Q.- And the age that is given next to his name, again still with

7 entry number 1, is 17 years. |Is that 17 years in 2004 or 17 years in

8 20017

9 A. In 2004, 17 years in 2004. The age you see here is the date, (Redacted)
10 (Redacted), and this is the age mentioned. So he

11  was placed -- you check -- you wait until the checking is done by (Redacted)
12 (Redacted) and then you continue with the rest of the process.

13 It"s the age that he had when he came (Redacted).

14 Q- And following through with the other entries on this page, number
15 2. The name is (Redacted).

16 A. Yes. The name is (Redacted).

17 Q. And does the indication of 2001, UPC, Walu,"™ W-a-l-u, what does
18 that signify?

19 A. When the child arrived, he explained his situation (Redacted). So he
20 had to be placed in a host family. He said that he was coming from a
21 certain province and since 2001 he was used at the UPC. (Redacted)
22 (Redacted). You will see
23 further down. (Redacted). Now, if you go further down you will
24 see an arrow one line below. It says "Family in Bogoro."™ His family was
25 living in Bogoro. And then further down it says (indiscernible) was a
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1 pupil at the (Redacted) as he was a student in that school. And

2 then you see "(placed in FAT on the 21st of April),” and this is the date
3 when he was placed with a host family.

4 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, forgive me for

5 interrupting. 1 think out of fairness to the witness and kindness to

6 everyone we"ll just take a ten-minute break just so everyone can stretch
7 their legs, and we"ll sit again at five past 3.00.

8 We" Il have a short break now, sir 1 hope that will help you.

9 You"re doing extremely well. Closed session, please.

10 *(Closed session at 2.54 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session

11 COURT OFFICER: Closed session.

12 (The witness stands down)

13 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Five past 3.00.

14 Recess taken at 2.55 p.m.

15 On resuming at 3.06 p.m.

16 COURT USHER: All rise. Please be seated.

17 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Witness, please.

18 (The witness takes the stand)

19 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Private session, please.
20 *(Private session at 3.09 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session
21 COURT OFFICER: Private session.
22 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson.
23 MS. SAMSON: Thank you.
24 Q- Sir, you still have the document in front of you that we were
25 viewing just prior to the break, and we were on page 153, and I have one
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1 or two questions generally about entries 3, 4, and 5 on that page. They
2 seem to have a similar format or structure to entries 1 and 2, and | just
3 want to confirm that the ages that are present for the children in

4 entries 3, 4, and 5 were ages as of 2004. 1Is that correct, that was

5 their age in 2004?

6 A. Yes. This is their age in 2004. (Redacted) so that they

7 could get a certificate of demobilisation, because 2001, 2001, at 17

8 years old they couldn"t be taken in the centre, but since there was a

9 concern and they wanted them to get a certificate, therefore CONADER and
10 their partners recommended us to place them with host family.

11 Q. And the information next to each of their dates of birth include
12 the armed group in which they were a soldier and the dates -- the date

13 that they had become members of that group; is that correct?

14 A. This is correct.

15 Q. And the names of places. So, for instance, entry 3 we see Mandro
16 under the letters UPC, and for entry 4 we see lga, l-g-a, and Mandro, and
17 entry 5 is Inga, I-n-g-a. Could you tell us one more time what these

18 places represent?

19 A. Thank you, ma®"am. (Redacted)
20 (Redacted). These children -- or this
21 child said that he"s been in Mandro. He fought at lga Barriere in Sota.
22 So that®"s how it is.
23 The other one says in 2000 they were in Mandro and then went to
24 Barriere, Centrale, Saloniama and the next one told us they went to lga
25 in 2000, and then he went to Barriere and then to Mwanga. So as far as
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1 UPC is concerned, there was the Hema group initially and then it was

2 transformed and became UPC formally as the child arrived in our centre.
3 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: When the transcript is edited in the

4 French version, there may be a missing answer on page 96 around line 23,
5 so the audio will need to be listened to at that point, but please carry
6 on, Ms. Samson.

7 MS. SAMSON:

8 Q- So from your last answer, sir, you would indicate it was a Hema
9 group initially and then it was transformed and became the UPC formally.
10 Is it to this Hema group that these children were initially members? Am
11 I right in that?

12 A. Yes. If it says 2000, for instance, it means that informally the
13 UPC was identified with the fighters or the militiamen in the Hema tribe
14 until they were trained in Uganda, and then in 2001 they proclaimed

15 themselves as being UPC, especially in 2002 they started fighting. So
16 throughout that time the last piece of information concerning that

17 particular group is UPC according to what -- what the child told us.

18 Q- You mentioned training in Uganda. Do you know where that

19 training took place in Uganda?

20 A. Yes. There were children who underwent their training in

21 Tchakwanzi, if | remember well.

22 Q.- And do you know what the age range of these children was that

23 were trained in Tchakwanzi?

24 A The answer to that question, (Redacted)

25 (Redacted), for example, one was trained in 2000/2001. He
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1 must have been 12, 13, or 14 years old at the time (Redacted)

2 (Redacted). You take 2004 and you try to do a subtraction to get his exact

3 age.

4 MS. SAMSON: Your Honours, | have no more questions on this

5 document. If it could be marked with an EVD number.

6 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Certainly, Ms. Samson.

7 COURT OFFICER: This document will bear the following number:

8 EVD-0TP-00470.

9 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes. Where do we go next, Ms. Samson?
10 MS. SAMSON: May 1 ask the witness and the Chamber to move to
11 document at tab 3 of the binder in front of you.

12 And 1 will give the EVD number. It is D -- pardon me, the ERN
13 number. 1t is DRC-0TP-0160-0060.

14 Q- Sir, do you recognise this document?

15 A. Yes, madam, | recognise this document.

16 Q.- Could you explain what it is, please?

17 A 1 told you that at the centre (Redacted)

18 (Redacted) a time for drawing sketches. (Redacted) the child an

19 opportunity to draw or describe his place of origin, the place he was
20 living in before joining the armed group, and so with these sketches
21 (Redacted) identify or determine the manner in which the

22 child was recruited and where that recruitment took place and also to
23 know where the family of the child is located, that is, within the

24 location of (Redacted) family tracing or tracking programme (Redacted)
25 (Redacted) those places with a view to the future
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1 reunification of the child with his or her family.

2 You will find here that the child has determined the village,

3 Kunda. He draws two houses. He shows the roads in the village, and then

4 he selects the second house and says that is his home -- or, rather, the

5 second house. So in other words, "The second house in our compound,"

6 according to the child.

7 Q. And the name on the top left-hand corner -- or, rather, the word

8 on the top left-hand corner, which is (Redacted), what is that, please?

9 A Thank you, ma®"am. Many of these children who had been enlisted
10 into armed groups and forces were illiterate. They did not know how to
11 read or write. They even had difficulties writing their own names. He
12 has written (Redacted) is not his name. The full name is actually
13 (Redacted). So the child is actually called (Redacted). That®"s his name.
14 There are similar cases. When the child draws, the social worker
15 usually stands by to help the child to determine certain places. For
16 example, you see what is written in blank ink, 1 believe that is written
17 by a social worker who was standing by to help the child. But there are
18 certain aspects that the social workers would not touch on, such as the
19 name and others.

20 Q. And do you remember this child®s full name?

21 A. Well, for the second name 1 think it would be best to look at the
22 forms and the reports which we submitted.

23 Q. Was (Redacted) his Ffirst name or was there a different first name?
24 A I remember that we had many children. They did not all come from
25 the same tribe. They came from different tribes, because we received
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1 children from other tribes. (Redacted) who came from the FNI, a

2 Lendu militia group. There was also another (Redacted) whose second name 1
3 don"t know about. 1 know the other one, and so with this one I don"t

4 know his second name. The other one is actually literate, because he

5 went to school. He spent some years in school.

6 Q.- And the date at the top right-hand corner which is written as

7 15/06/2004, does that seem accurate to your recollection?

8 A. Yes. (Redacted)

9 (Redacted). Well, if you find this date here, it is because the

10 official will write a date on the tape -- on the blackboard, and then

11 they would ask the child to copy the date and then carry out this sketch
12 of their place of origin. So the date must be accurate.

13 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, just one note for the edited

14 transcript. Page 81, line 25.

15 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Something to be looked at carefully.
16 Is that what you"re indicating?

17 MS. SAMSON: Yes.

18 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good. EVD number for this?

19 MS. SAMSON: Please.

20 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Please.

21 COURT OFFICER: This document will bear the number EVD-OTP-00471.
22 MS. SAMSON:

23 Q- Now, sir, would I ask you to move to the document at tab 4 of
24 your binder. Do you recognise this document?

25 A I recognise the -- 1 recognise that document, madam.
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1 Q. Could you tell us, please, what it is?

2 A (Redacted)

3 (Redacted)

4 (Redacted). The child had to

5 have a document attesting to his or her demobilisation to avoid any

6 confusion, and it was also to give that child some measure of security

7 with respect to recuperation by armed grouped. So within the framework
8 of the interim operation framework with UNICEF and CONADER, which

9 represented the government of Congo, (Redacted) certain forms.

10 We had the identification form (Redacted). We had the

11 verification for (Redacted) which had to certify the dates and certify whether
12 the child had effectively belonged to an armed group. They had their way
13 of interviewing the child. (Redacted). But apart

14 from that there was also a documentation form. A documentation form was
15 confidential. (Redacted)

16 (Redacted)

17 Now, before the child is reunited with his or her family, that

18 child needed to have his attestation, the document attesting that he had
19 come from an armed group, and that document had to be signed by CONADER
20 which was headed by a Colonel, Colonel Duku. He was the official who had
21 to prepare the document together with the host institution of the child,
22 and that document could then be delivered to the child by him as the

23 military authority duly recognised by the state of Congo. And so this
24 attestation is for the child whose name is written thereon.

25 MS. SAMSON: Thank you. | believe I neglected to give the Court
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1 Officer the ERN number. Apologies for that. And the number is

2 DRC-0TP-0160-0129.

3 Q- Sir, Mr. Colonel Duku, I can see it written on the piece of

4 paper, so could you tell me if it"s a correct spelling, D-u-k-u?

5 A. That"s correct.

6 Q.- And do you know who the host institution was for this child?

7 A. The child (Redacted), are you talking about the armed group he

8 belonged to?

9 Q- 1 ought to have explained better. You had indicated that the --
10 a copy of this document would go to a host institution, if 1 understood
11 you correctly, and 1 wondered which was the host institution for this
12 person, for (Redacted)?

13 A This is what 1 said: Well, to talk about the interim operational
14 framework, | am talking only about this document which is an attestation
15 certifying that the child had belonged to an armed group and that he is
16 recognised as having been demobilised, recognised by CONADER, CONADER

17 which was a coordination, a structure which had been empowered by the

18 government of Congo to issue this document.

19 So the child has to pass through a centre. (Redacted).

20 (Redacted). MONUC verified the situation of the child. UNICEF did

21 the same thing. (Redacted) at the end, CONADER was

22 also informed of this child, and at the end, CONADER then issued this

23 document as the structure recognised by the state to do that.

24 THE INTERPRETER: And the witness added: "And CONADER couldn®"t
25 do this without involvement of they who had monitored the child, that"s
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1 the institutions or the organisations that had monitored the child."

2 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: EVD number.

3 MS. SAMSON: Yes, please.

4 COURT OFFICER: This document will bear the number EVD-OTP-00472.
5 MS. SAMSON:

6 Q. And, sir, you mentioned that the child written in this document,
7 (Redacted). Do you recall what his age was at

8 the time he arrived (Redacted)?

9 A. Madam, for that you"ll have to consult the lists, the lists we
10 provided for all these children, and there are certain forms at your

11 disposal. (Redacted).

12 (Redacted)

13 (Redacted) .

14 Now, under the convention on children®"s rights, the protection of
15 children®s rights, that was the document we used as the reference.

16 THE INTERPRETER: The witness was not very clear, 1 must say.

17 MS. SAMSON:

18 Q. And, sir, to which group did (Redacted) belong, if you can recall?
19 A. (Redacted) must have belonged to the UPC.

20 Q. Thank you, sir. 1 will ask you now, please, to turn to the

21 document at tab 5.

22 MS. SAMSON: And the EVD of this document -- pardon me, the ERN
23 of this document is DRC-0TP-0160-0160.

24 Q- And, sir, this document looks similar to the document we just
25 saw. Do you recognise it?
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1 A. 1 do recognise the document.

2 Q- And do you recognise the name of the demobilised child soldier

3 who"s receiving this certificate?

4 A. Yes, | do.

5 Q.- And the name for the record is first name (Redacted), second name
6 (Redacted) .

7 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: 1 think you better spell that,

8 Ms. Samson.

9 MS. SAMSON: Yes. First name (Redacted). And second

10 name (Redacted).

11 Q. Sir, could you confirm that the second last letter of this

12 person®s last name is a (Redacted)?

13 A Yes. (Redacted).

14 Q- And is this document also emanating from CONADER or from another
15 institution?

16 A It emanates from CONADER.

17 Q.- And do you remember in which group this child had been a soldier?
18 A Yes. The file we provided on a case-by-case basis were Ffiles

19 that concerned children who were mostly members of the UPC armed group.
20 Q. And if you can, you"ve already indicated that it may be
21 difficult, in which case you"ll let me know, do you recall the age of
22 this child at the time he arrived (Redacted) or at the time that he
23 was demobilised?
24 A Madam, the answer 1 can provide you is almost identical to my
25 previous one. The children (Redacted), up until the time that they
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1 were united with their families, had the following age range, from 10 to
2 16, but there were particular cases. | mentioned that in relation to
3 certain children there were some 17-year-olds. This was the result of a
4 measure that had been taken by partners so that these children could also
5 have certificates. And this also had to do with the convention on
6 children®s rights. You couldn®t take children who didn®"t fall within
7 this age range. A 19-year-old couldn®"t come (Redacted) because this
8 was an adult. Under 18 years, yes, (Redacted), because
9 there were different programmes with CONADER for adults. The adults had
10 a demobilisation site run by CONADER, and CONADER could also provide them
11 with certificates of demobilisation.
12 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, forgive me for being
13 tedious. Given the answer as to age that the witness gave with the last
14 document, which was effectively identical, 1 think that was unnecessary.
15 But please carry on.
16 MS. SAMSON: Yes. Thank you. 1 just asked on the off chance
17 that this particular child was more memorable, but apparently not.
18 May we have an EVD assigned to this document.
19 COURT OFFICER: This document will bear the number EVD-OTP-00473.
20 MS. SAMSON:
21 Q. 1 would like to move now, skipping a few documents 1 will come
22 back to, to the document behind tab 8 in the binder, please.
23 MS. SAMSON: And I note for the Chamber that this is also a
24 document to which the Defence has objected unless a foundation is
25 sufficiently laid.
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1 The ERN of this document is DRC-0TP-0140-0510.

2 Q- Sir, do you recognise this document?

3 A. Yes, | do recognise the document.

4 Q- Could you tell us what it is, please?

5 A. Thank you. There was a group of children. This concerns the

6 document. We had groups of children. Whenever they were to be placed

7 somewhere, we would ask the social worker to prepare a list of names.

8 We"d give the social worker the names we had agreed on with our partners.
9 For example, (Redacted). So to place these children somewhere, the social
10 worker would prepare the document required. So this document was there.
11 The children, the EFGAs had to be placed somewhere. You could see the
12 order, you could see the names, the ages, the sex of the children. You
13 could see the host family noted, and then there were comments that were
14 made. In this case you can see the date, the 2nd of July, 2004. That"s
15 the first date that you can see. The children from 1 to 6 -- (Redacted)
16 (Redacted) is the Ffirst one and then (Redacted) is the last one, well, these
17 children should be assigned to host families. 1 said that 1 also formed
18 a host family. You can see that there were children in my family. Under
19 the heading columns, you can see the names of host families where

20 children were to be placed.

21 On the 4th of July, the case is the same. On the 30th of July
22 the case is the same. So this is what the social worker drafted on this
23 first page.

24 Q- Thank you, sir. Looking at the date at the very first entry, is
25 it 2 July "04 or 21 July "047
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1 A. It"s the 21st of July, 2004.

2 Q- And do you know who wrote the entry on the first page?

3 A. It"s a social worker who noted this. (Redacted) social workers who
4 were involved In these matters, and they drafted this. They drafted the
5 number of -- the names of the children who were to be placed somewhere.
6 (Redacted)

7 We"d give this to our partners and then the children would be placed on
8 certain dates.

9 Q- And were the ages recorded reflecting the ages in 2004 when the
10 document was dated?

11 A. Yes. This is the age when -- of the children when they arrived
12 in the centre.

13 Q- And taking the first entry, (Redacted), what is the age that is
14 written there?

15 A It seems to be 11. It seems to be 11.

16 Q.- And turning to the next two pages, 511 and 512, do you know who
17 authored these two pages? Is it the same person?

18 A I can"t really say. It should be the same person.

19 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Ms. Samson, we"re shortly to turn into
20 pumpkins. We"ve only got two hours this afternoon on the tape, and we
21 sat at 10 to 2.00, so any moment now I*m afraid we"re going to have to
22 terminate. Is that hugely inconvenient to you?
23 MS. SAMSON: No, not at all. 1 have a few more questions, so
24 perhaps if we break it makes sense, and apologies. 1 thought that this
25 would be finished earlier, but I suspect it will continue this time for
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1 sure on Tuesday, not tomorrow.

2 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: No, exactly. Thank you very much,

3 Ms. Samson.

4 Sir, you"ve been extremely patient with us and we"re well aware
5 that having to look at the detail of this can be extremely arduous, so

6 our profound thanks to you, and we look forward to seeing you again on

7 Tuesday morning at half past 9.00.

8 Closed session, please.

9 *(Closed session at 3.48 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session

10 COURT OFFICER: Closed session.

11 (The witness stands down)

12 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Our thanks to Ms. Struyven for the

13 glossary. It looks extremely helpful. As regards the admissibility of
14 this document as against the answers given thus far by the witness, we
15 woulld commend that the parties have a quick look at our decision of the
16 13th of June, 2008, document 1398, which dealt with a number of documents
17 very much in this category. No substantive submissions now, we don"t

18 have time. |If necessary, on Tuesday morning.

19 Maitre Mabille.

20 MS. MABILLE (interpretation): |1 had objected (as interpreted) to
21 this document, your Honour. My colleague made a mistake. | didn"t

22 object to this particular document though.

23 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Let"s not fight about it. Thank you
24 very much, Maitre Mabille. Very helpful.

25 You now know, Ms. Samson, you can tread a little bit more
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1 forthrightly.

2 Was there something else you wanted to raise? Please do.

3 MS. SAMSON: Your Honour, given that the Chamber®s decision in

4 relation to Witness 46 was issued confidentially, we are seeking the

5 leave of the Chamber to provide the decision to the United Nations and to
6 Witness 46.

7 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes. We"d overlooked that.

8 Absolutely.

9 (The Trial Chamber confers)

10 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Yes.

11 MS. SAMSON: One last matter. Witness 116, we did an receive

12 e-mail from the VWU further to the request that we made of them in

13 relation to his protective measures. We are making redactions, and then
14 it will be distributed to the Defence and any appropriate legal

15 representatives.

16 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Will the redactions nonetheless enable
17 substantive and informed responses from the Defence to the requests?

18 MS. SAMSON: Yes.

19 PRESIDING JUDGE FULFORD: Good. Then we®ll find a time that"s
20 convenient on Tuesday, if possible, to deal with the application for

21 protective measures.

22 We wish you all a pleasant weekend. Half past 9.00, Tuesday.

23 COURT USHER: All rise.

24 The hearing ends at 3.52 p.m.

25 RECLASSIFICATION REPORT
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1 Pursuant to Trial Chamber 1°s email instruction dated 14th December 2011,
2 the transcript is reclassified as public after the indicated redactions
3 have been implemented as ordered by the Chamber. All private and closed
4 sessions (*) are now available to the public with the exception of the

5 portions of the transcript that have been redacted.
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