
Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/05-01/08
Witness:  CAR-OTP-PPPP-0073

24.02.2011 Page 1

International Criminal Court1

Trial Chamber III - Courtroom 22

Situation:  Central African Republic3

In the case of The Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo - ICC-01/05-01/084

Presiding Judge Sylvia Steiner, Judge Joyce Aluoch and5

Judge Kuniko Ozaki6

Trial Hearing7

Thursday, 24 February 20118

(The hearing starts in open session at 9.35 a.m.)9

THE COURT USHER:  All rise.  The International Criminal Court is now in session.10

Please be seated.11

THE COURT OFFICER:  Good morning, your Honours, Madam President. We are12

in open session.13

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Good morning.  Could, please, the court officer call14

the case.15

THE COURT OFFICER:  Situation in the Central African Republic, in the case of The16

Prosecutor versus Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo, case reference ICC-01/05-01/08.17

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much.  Good morning and18

welcome the Prosecution team, the legal representatives of victims, the Defence team,19

Mr Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo.  Good morning to our interpreters and court20

reporters.  We will continue today with the questioning of Witness 73, and for that21

purpose I ask, please, the court usher to bring the witness in and the court officer to22

turn briefly into closed session.23

*(Closed session at 9.37 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session24

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in closed session, Madam President.25
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(The witness enters the courtroom)1

WITNESS:  CAR-OTP-PPPP-0073 (On former oath)2

(The witness speaks Sango)3

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  We can turn into public session, please.4

(Open session at 9.38 a.m.)5

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in open session, Madam President.6

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  Good morning, Mr Witness.7

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Good morning, Madam President.8

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Are you feeling better?9

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  I was able to rest well last night and I got up10

feeling well, also.11

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Are you ready then to continue giving your12

testimony?13

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, I am ready to continue.  You can ask me any14

question you wish.15

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you, Mr Witness.  Before I give the floor to16

Maître Douzima, I need to remind you that you are still under oath.  Do you17

understand that?18

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, I do understand.19

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER: I also want to remind you that you are under20

protective measures, that your image and your voice broadcast outside the courtroom21

are being distorted so that anyone can (sic) recognise you by your face or by your22

voice.  So we ask you, please, not to mention in public sessions names, names of23

family members, of neighbours, of friends of yours, in order to keep the protection of24

your identity and of theirs.  Do you understand that, sir?25
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THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, I have fully understood.1

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Yes, correction on the transcript, "no one can2

recognise you."  Finally, Mr Witness, if at any time you need a break, you feel tired3

or distressed, just let us know and we'll suspend the hearing to give you some time.4

Just let us know.  Is that fine with you?5

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, I have understood you and that is agreeable6

to me.7

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  So I'm giving the floor to Maître8

Douzima to continue with her questioning of you.  Maître Douzima.9

MS DOUZIMA-LAWSON:  (Interpretation)  Thank you, your Honour.10

QUESTIONED BY MS DOUZIMA-LAWSON:  (Interpretation)  (Continuing)11

Q.   Good morning, Mr Witness.12

A.   Good morning, counsel.13

Q.   I am delighted to learn that you are well-rested now after your health problems14

of yesterday.  As the Presiding Judge has just reminded you, you will not be15

required to mention any names and that is because on the first two days of your16

testimony you gave a great deal of evidence and you mentioned the names that are17

relevant; namely, the names of your family members, (Redacted)18

(Redacted) children.  However, if you feel the need to mention any of those names,19

then we will go into private session.20

Let me also remind you that the purpose of my questions is to allow you to give21

clarification on points that we did not fully understand.  Is that sufficiently clear?22

A.   Yes, I have understood you.23

Q.   Thank you.  I would like to ask you a number of questions about what24

happened to (Redacted) and specifically to his children.  I believe you know25
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precisely who we are referring to.  In the French real-time transcript, page 42, lines1

11 to 17, you stated that you had not had the possibility of witnessing the rape of (Redacted)2

(Redacted)daughter.  You had also explained before that three Banyamulengue3

soldiers had taken her to an unfinished house on the other side of the compound in4

order to rape her.  What I would like to know is did (Redacted) speak to you5

about the rape of his daughter?6

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Haynes.7

MR HAYNES: Is it possible to have the date of the transcript referred to, please?8

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Please, Maître Douzima.9

MS DOUZIMA-LAWSON:  (Interpretation)  Yes, it is the transcript of the day10

before yesterday; that is Tuesday, the 22nd.11

Q.   Mr Witness, I think you can now answer my question, which was: Did (Redacted)12

(Redacted) tell you that his daughter had indeed been raped by those three13

Banyamulengues?14

A.   Thank you for that question.  Regarding what happened to his daughters, even15

during the time that followed he did not have sufficient time to call me and relate the16

events to me.  He himself was being beaten up.  I told you that it was when the17

attackers came into the house and looted the property that they left again and then18

attacked the girl on their way out.  As you know, at that time her father was being19

beaten up and that is when they dragged away the girl. (Redacted)20

(Redacted) I could see the other house being built by her father21

behind the house which was still unfinished.  There was a corridor there.  There22

were many attackers who surrounded the house.  Some of them were beating up the23

father, while others were taking away the girl.24

This was how they behaved.  It was usual for them to rape girls.  So they took the25
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girl and took her behind the house, but whatever they did to her there I'm not a1

magician to have known precisely what it was, and the father was not in a position to2

tell me what had happened, so he was not the one who told me about the events.3

How would it have been possible for him to tell me what had happened immediately4

after the events?  I was the one who personally witnessed those acts being5

perpetrated with my own eyes.  It was not the girl's father who told me.6

Q.   Thank you.  I will now refer to the real-time transcript again; that is of the 22nd.7

On page 59, you tried to describe how his son was released by the Banyamulengue8

who had taken him to their base.  You stated that they came to the house at about9

5.45 p.m.  What I would like to know is, apart from you - and I am asking you once10

again not to mention any names unless I specifically ask for that - so, apart from you,11

were there any others, other (Redacted) for example, who witnessed what was going12

on?13

A.   Yes, I can tell you that there were few people. We didn't have many14

(Redacted) around, because many of them had already fled.  There was only my15

family and the family of (Redacted) which had been attacked.  There was also a16

lady (Redacted) and her job was to prepare food for them,17

which she did from morning to evening.  During the events she was (Redacted)18

and she was able to observe everything that was happening in (Redacted)19

(Redacted)20

Q.   Thank you.  Let me now discuss with you the organisation known as21

OCODEFAD.  In the same transcript, page 74, lines 25 to 28, you said that there were22

really no serious meetings.  You said that people met to talk about things that were23

not even important for your future.  That was your testimony.  What did you mean24

by that?25
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A.   I'm happy that you asked me that question.  I believe it was a very good1

question that you chose to ask me.  I'm saying this because, as you know, the NGO,2

that is OCODEFAD, which had been created, had leaders or directors who were3

responsible for the NGO.  Those of us floor members were quite many and I can4

even estimate the number at 600.  That organisation brought together people from5

many neighbourhoods in PK12, Yembi 1, Yembi 2, Tongo Fara, Yembi 3.  In fact,6

there were many members.  When our partners, specifically the white people,7

arrived, we told them, "Dear partners, as you know we do not have any resources.8

Please give us resources to be able to carry out our activities."  Those white people9

had their cameras.  They were recording everything that was happening.  We were10

happy because we thought that, since these white people were there, we would be11

able to have solutions to our problems one day.12

As you know, when a white person wants to give you money, he does not bring13

together more than 500 people in order to distribute money. The organisation had14

leaders.  They told us, "Look, we have heard what happened to you.  We have15

understood you.  We have access to many documents.  We understand that this is a16

good organisation and it is important for you to have legal instruments governing17

your association so as to be able to make progress."  Those white people said that18

and then they went away.19

Now, why did I leave that organisation after saying that things were not going well?20

This is because right up to that time you had eight members of the central bureau, the21

ad hoc bureau.  That was the leadership of OCODEFAD.  They were the ones who22

went to the NGO's offices and, upon their return, they would bring us together to23

give us an account of what had happened.  So their job was to report to us about24

what had happened.  So the question that you have just asked me is a very good one.25
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When we were complaining and discussing in order to find solutions to our problems,1

we knew that OCODEFAD had been created to look after the interests of the victims,2

but each time we were asked to pay contributions of 500 francs each.  You had to pay,3

your wife also had to pay and every three days, every week, we had to pay those4

contributions.5

There were very many of us.  The bylaws stipulated that those contributions would6

make it possible to buy sign boards, typing sheets, books, renting of computers and7

many other things.8

I personally calculated that the total of the amounts that I contributed was 5,0009

francs.  That is why I decided to leave the organisation.  After I had contributed, I10

did not have anything in return.  That is why I decided to leave and to focus on my11

farming activities.12

As you know, those white people who came could not have left us to our own devices13

in that way.  The leaders of the organisation were not very honest with us.  They14

tried to extort money from us to ask for various contributions from us and that is why15

I decided to leave the organisation, so it was that poor management by the leadership16

of the organisation which prompted me to say "No" to them.  I was not the only one.17

Many other members left.18

MS DOUZIMA-LAWSON:  (Interpretation)  Thank you, Mr Witness.  I had other19

questions to ask you about that organisation, but your lengthy explanation included20

answers to the other questions.  Thank you for that, and I have no further questions21

for you.  Thank you very much.22

And I have concluded my questioning, Madam President.  Thank you.23

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you, Maître Douzima.  Before I give the floor24

to the Defence - if the Defence allows me, of course - I would like to have some25
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clarifications from the witness.  I could check now that a last redacted version of the1

victim application -- of the witness application for participation in the proceedings2

has been already uploaded, and I would like to ask, please, the court officer to put on3

the screen first page 9 of this new version of the application for participation and, of4

course, it's a confidential document.5

THE COURT OFFICER:  The document is available on your screens by pressing the6

button "PC1" on your remote controls, and for the record of the case, this new version7

is referenced as ICC-01/05-01/08-900-Conf-Anx34, third redacted version.8

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  Mr Witness, I will ask you some few9

questions just in order to clarify and to understand some information that was written10

in your application form for participation in the proceedings.  I would like you,11

please, to try to be very objective and concise in your answers, because then I can get12

the information I need and we can go forward with your questioning by the Defence.13

Do you understand that, sir?14

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  I understand you, Madam President.15

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much.  You have now in your16

screen page 9 of your application for participation.  In this page it is said in -- from17

the sixth line of the handwritten part, the five and the six, "Il" -- I'm going to read in18

French, because this is how it is here.19

(Interpretation) "They entered into my house.  They threw my daughter on to the20

ground, who is a minor.  They deflowered her and they raped her."21

(Speaks English) Is that correct, what I read?  My question is:  Is this what is written22

in this paragraph -- in this sentence?23

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  It is not correct.  When I see the version that24

you've just read to me, I think it's not true.  The version concerning the fact of25
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beating up my daughter and throwing her on the ground, that's not true.  When they1

entered, my daughter wasn't in the house.  When they entered, they didn't come2

across my daughter inside the house in order to throw her on the ground and rape3

her, so I would say no.  I was in the house with my wife.  We were both there.  My4

wife and myself were in the house.  My daughter wasn't there.5

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you, Mr Witness.  I now ask the court officer,6

please, to go into page 11 of the same document.7

THE COURT OFFICER:  The document is available on your screens, Madam8

President.9

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Witness, this is another page of your application10

and I just want to check again with you whether the information that is here11

handwritten is correct, or not.  In the fourth line it is written, and I'm going to read12

again in French:13

(Interpretation) "They raped my daughter, who was a minor, causing serious14

harm - the after-effects of which I don't understand - for life.  The important part is15

they raped my wife, plural."16

(Speaks English) I'm asking you again, Mr Witness, is this information here correct?17

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Thank you.  I'm going to repeat what I already18

said.  I didn't come here just to say anything, with a view to creating confusion.  I19

would repeat that my daughter was not inside the house.  Her attackers didn't seize20

her by force inside the house in order to rape her.  They slept with her, that is true,21

but where it concerns the point of seizing her by force inside the house and raping her,22

I would say no.  The only person who was abused was my wife.  They threw her to23

the ground.  I was the person who'd been brutalised.  That's all that I can say for the24

moment.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you, Mr Witness.  Then my following1

question is:  Who wrote it down, this information in this application form?2

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  It was the investigators, (Redacted)3

(Redacted)4

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  When you say "investigators," what investigators are5

you referring to?6

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  But who were the people who went to Bangui and7

who called me to interview me?  The first delegation was composed of women.  I8

remember the name of (Redacted), she was the person who interviewed me.9

The second person to interview me was (Redacted) and he was assisted by (Redacted)10

(Redacted).  Those are the investigators.  It was they who went to Bangui to11

interview me.12

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Are you referring to investigators from the Office of13

the Prosecutor?14

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, the investigators of the Office of the15

Prosecutor.16

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Please, court officer, could we go to page 14 of the17

document.18

THE COURT OFFICER:  The document is available on the screens, Madam19

President.20

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  Mr Witness, all these lines here, most21

of them are in black in order to protect information, but are related to the person that22

helped you in filling the form, and on item 4 of this page it just said that it is someone23

that belongs to the (Redacted) is that correct?24

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  I haven't understood your question.  If the point25
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4 isn't darkened, all I was able to see was the (Redacted) but I didn't1

understand your question.  All I've seen is (Redacted)2

(Redacted) If you could say it again, then I would be able to answer it better.3

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Sorry, it was my fault.  This part is in black, but it4

refers to the person that filled in the fields this application form.  And on item 4 there5

is a name that is in black, but then it explains that the person belongs to the (Redacted)6

(Redacted)7

I would like you to clarify, please -- let me finish, please.  What I need you to clarify8

is whether the person who wrote down all this information was an investigator from9

the Office of the Prosecutor or someone from this (Redacted)10

(Redacted) or someone else.11

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Now I have understood your question.  The12

person who filled in this form was one of the investigators of the Office of the13

Prosecutor, the one who interviewed me.14

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  During this interview for the application form, this15

form that you are seeing in front of you on your screen, was there anyone from this16

(Redacted) ?17

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  No.  When I was asked to meet -- when I was18

asked to meet them, we spent two days.  It was only them, the investigators, and the19

interpreter who was helping them.  So apart from those persons, there was nobody20

else.21

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Witness, when you gave statements to the22

investigators of the Office of the Prosecutor, do you remember the month and the23

year?24

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  I think that this figures in my documents, you25
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know.  These events date back to a very long time ago.  I already said that I don't1

remember, generally, everything referring to dates, you know.  They came in 2008.2

In 2007/2008.  But the dates and the months, I suppose all that figures somewhere,3

but I haven't -- I don't have them in my memory.  I can forget dates and months, but4

I'm sure it's the month -- I am sure it's the year that I have just indicated to you.5

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you, Mr Witness.  I ask, please, the court6

officer to put on the screen page 15 of the application form.7

THE COURT OFFICER:  Madam President, the document is available on the screens.8

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you, court officer.  Mr Witness, in this page9

it appears that your application form was filled in on 19 March 2010; is that correct?10

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  It's not correct.  If I say it's not correct, that is11

because, you know, the -- I can see the name on the page.  If I tell you that I was12

heard or I was interviewed in 2008, you should know that he, himself -- he had been13

interviewed even before me, and it was he who spoke to them about me and it was14

thereafter that I was interviewed, as well.15

If you see 2008, he was interviewed before me and so how is it possible that he -- that16

they can be speaking about 2010?  I can only deduce that this date isn't correct.17

That's what I've seen and that's what I can tell you.18

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Witness, this document that is in front of you on19

your screen is not your statement.  It is an application for participation in the20

proceedings as a victim.  This document is signed by you on the bottom of the page.21

Could we confirm that?  Please, court officer, go to the bottom of the page.  That is22

your signature; isn't it?23

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, that is my signature. That's my signature.24

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  So you understand that this is an application for25
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participation as victim.1

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, it is my request for participation as a victim.2

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  And this request for participation was made in3

which year?4

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  But I told you that this application is something5

that I filled in in 2008.  It was in 2008, that's what I know.6

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Have you read the document, or someone had it7

read to you, before you signed it?8

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes.  The document, having been filled in, I read9

it -- I read it myself before signing it.10

THE INTERPRETER:  "It was read to me and I read it myself before signing it,"11

corrects the interpreter.12

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  If you read it before, could you explain to us why in13

this document, on those pages 9 and 11, it is said that the Banyamulengues, more than14

one, "ont jeté votre fille" -- threw your daughter to the ground, they deflowered her15

and they raped her?16

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  This is something I don't accept.  To say that she17

was raped and thrown to the ground and raped thereafter, I say, no, I don't accept18

that.  What is certain is that they did sleep with her, but to say that she had been19

thrown to the ground and raped is something that I cannot accept.  Furthermore, my20

daughter wasn't even in my house at the time, so they didn't brutalise her in my21

house; they didn't rape her in my house, either.22

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  So you are saying that someone from the Office of23

the Prosecutor - an investigator - wrote it down in this form that your daughter was24

raped by force by more than one Banyamulengue.25
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THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  If my declaration was taken in Bangui, well, what1

I'd like to say is that we're speaking in French, and the interpreter said that I had to2

speak in Sango and that it was up to him to interpret everything that I was saying into3

French.  And at that time, I started to speak to them in Sango.4

So did they speak between themselves to fill in this document?  Did they make5

mistakes when they filled in this document?  To my knowledge, to not tell any lies,6

to say that it was the Banyamulengue who attacked my daughter, raped her7

afterwards, that's not something I can accept.  Even if it's what's said in my so-called8

"statement," I cannot accept that.  I'm the father of the daughter myself, chief of the9

family.  I cannot accept that.  They didn't rape her.10

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Is that correct that, when you gave your statements11

to the investigators of the Office of the Prosecutor in May 2009, that you didn't12

mention any rape, any daughter of yours being raped?13

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  That is correct.  I have told you clearly that, in14

the house where I gave that interview, I never said that my daughter was attacked15

and raped.  No, I never said any such thing.16

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much for your clarifications, sir.17

I think Judge Aluoch also has some questions to put to you.18

JUDGE ALUOCH:  Just one clarification I will seek from the answers you gave to19

Ms Douzima.  This is in today's transcript, page 4, lines 20 and 21.  The question20

posed by Ms Douzima was as follows:  This is what the lawyer asked you, the21

counsel asked you this question, Mr Witness:  "What I would like to know is did22

(Redacted) speak to you about the rape of his daughter?"  That was the question.23

Your answer effectively comes on page 5, lines 25 and 26, when you said, "I was the24

one who personally witnessed those acts being perpetrated with my own eyes.  It25
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was not the girl's father who told me."  My question is:  What exactly did you1

witness as far as (Redacted) daughter is concerned?  That's my question,2

please.3

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Let me give you an example.  If there is a fight in4

the neighbourhood, if you are not concerned and you are standing at a distance, then5

you can fully observe what is happening.  You are the one who can see someone stab6

another person.  You can see someone pick up a stone and throw at the other person.7

If you intervene to break up the fight, in fact you are the one who is in a position to8

testify to all the facts.  Obviously I was standing at a distance, but I could see with9

my eyes everything that was happening.10

I would like to repeat that her father was being beaten up at that time.  I told you a11

short while ago, since you asked me what I saw, this is my answer to you.  What I12

saw was this:  When they were taking her out of the house, I was wondering "But13

why did this girl not run away like the others, instead of staying at the house?"14

(Redacted)15

(Redacted) well, as16

you know, it was a large compound and, when they were taking her there, she could17

not even cry out.  She was terrorised, the poor girl, and when they took her to that18

unfinished house, when I saw that, I told myself that it was certainly in order for19

them to sleep with her and that they indeed slept with her.20

After that, they withdrew and then they went back to the house.  Those people took21

the road behind the house on their way out.  I was there, an eyewitness.  I saw22

those events myself.  I am telling you what I personally saw myself.23

JUDGE ALUOCH:  Thank you very much.  So I take it that what you saw is they24

sleeping with her.  Those are the words you have used so I think I will be satisfied25
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with that answer, thank you.1

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Haynes.  Now, Mr Witness, you are going to2

give your testimony being questioned by the Defence team.  Mr Haynes, you have3

the floor.4

MR HAYNES:  Thank you, Madam President.5

QUESTIONED BY MR HAYNES:6

Q.   Sir, I'm the advocate for the Defence and I'm going to be asking you a few7

questions today.  I don't think we will finish today, but if you can obey the request8

made to you by the President of the Court to keep your answers concise and objective9

we will finish all the quicker.  Will you do that for me, please?10

A.   Yes, I agree.  I will try to be brief and concise.11

Q.   Good.  Then I will begin without any further preliminaries.  I wonder if we12

might go back to page 15 of the third redacted version of the document which is on13

the screen, please, Madam President.  Sir, can you see what is on the screen?14

A.   That page, do you want me to read it out for you?15

Q.   No, I just wanted to confirm that you were able to see and read it.  Can you?16

A.   Yes, I can see it.17

Q.   Thank you.  And is that your signature and your thumb print in the middle of18

the page?19

A.   Yes, it is my signature and my thumb print.20

Q.   And do you remember an occasion when you had to sign a document perhaps21

as many as 20 times that looked like this?22

A.   Yes, I signed many documents.  I signed documents presented to me by the23

very first investigators, as well as by those who came subsequently.  If you see my24

signature, it means that I was interviewed and later on I signed.  This is not the only25
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document I signed.  I signed other documents also.1

Q.   Yes, but there is a reason why you should remember this one.  Can you see just2

below your signature there are two names there of témoins?  And please do not read3

the names out.4

A.   Yes, I can see that.5

Q.   And are those two names the names of (Redacted) and his son?6

A.   Yes, that is correct.  It is the names of (Redacted) and his son.7

Q.   So this document was created, at least in part, while they were there.  Do you8

remember creating a document where they had to put their signatures on it too?9

A.   Please kindly repeat your question, counsel.10

Q.   Certainly.  Do you remember signing a document which was witnessed by11

(Redacted) and his son?12

A.   If they signed a document, it was certainly not in my presence.  As you know,13

when somebody is called to be interviewed, they are interviewed and then they sign14

and it is not in other people's presence.  I was never present during the time they15

were being interviewed to be able to sign with them, or to be there when they signed16

the document.17

Q.   Very well.  I want to remind you of something you told us yesterday.  In fact,18

you've told us it on a number of occasions, but I will give you the reference of what19

you said yesterday.  Yesterday, at the real-time transcript, English, page 28, lines 1320

to 18, you told us that during the attack on you and your wife, the soldiers stole beer21

and small things.  Do you stand by that?22

A.   Yes, I confirm that.  They came into my compound and they went right inside23

my house.  If I say that they took away my belongings, that is not a lie.  When those24

people saw valuable items in the house, they could not leave them there.  They took25
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the drinks that were there and also the proceeds from the sales of the drinks.  They1

took all of that away.2

Q.   Thank you.  Now I wonder if we could go to page 21 of the document, and just3

briefly down to the bottom, please.  Thank you very much.  Sir, is that also your4

signature?5

A.   Yes, it is my signature.6

Q.   And is the whole document in your writing?7

A.   No, I was not the one who wrote the document.  I did not pick up a pen to8

write down this document, no.9

Q.   Is it your writing where it says "Page 21"?10

A.   No, I'm not the one who wrote "Page 21."  The signature is indeed my11

signature, but I am not the one who wrote "Page 21."  It is not my writing.12

Q.   Who were -- whose writing is it on this document, then?13

A.   As you can see where it is indicated "Total," that is not my handwriting.  The14

only thing that I wrote is my signature.  The rest was not written down by me15

personally.16

Q.   Well, you've said that, but I want to know who did write out this document.17

A.   But it was someone who wrote the document.  The document cannot simply be18

written from nowhere.  The document bears my signature.  You have asked me19

questions about that.  There was one man, a person -- you know there are many20

people who work at the International Criminal Court.  There is a man with many21

documents who was moving around in the neighbourhoods and who was responsible22

for the reparation for victims.  He was responsible for drawing up inventories of23

what people had lost.  When that person came to the neighbourhood, he introduced24

himself as a member of the Court, and as soon as he arrived there were many people25
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who came to seek his assistance in filling up the documents.  He started in Ouango,1

PK12, cattle market, before he came to our neighbourhood.2

(Redacted) who was attacked was the one who invited him.  He came to (Redacted)3

(Redacted) house.  He had a large handbag with many documents. (Redacted)4

was there with his sons.  He was filling the documents for them and, out of curiosity,5

I walked up to where they were, I greeted him and I asked to know what was6

happening.  I was told that he was an envoy of the Criminal Court and that he had7

come to prepare files for the purpose of reparation, to draw up inventories of the8

belongings lost or looted by the victims.  So I said, "Okay, this is a good thing."  He9

had a piece of paper on which he would put down the amounts, put a stamp and10

distribute to the people concerned.  I saw that amount of 4,700,000 and I said, "That11

is not serious."  I told (Redacted) that he should be careful because the Judges would12

not accept just anything.  I advised him to stand by the initial statements that we had13

already given and, as you can see, what I was saying has become the reality.14

After having filled the documents for those who were present, (Redacted)15

introduced me as being also one of the victims.  He told him that my wife and myself16

had also been brutalised and that my belongings had been looted, so he asked me to17

sit down and to tell me (sic) what I had lost.  So I told him what I had lost.  I told18

him that my wife was selling drinks and beer and that those people were drinking on19

credit, without paying; that they asked for food to be served to them, without paying;20

that they took 30,000 francs from my wife; they sold a radio set to me which they took21

back from me later, without refunding the money I had paid.22

As you know, it is always good to tell the truth.  When I told that person this, he told23

me, "But, listen.  People are mentioning large sums of money, and you, you are24

mentioning just small amounts of money.  You don't want to eat of the cake?"  As25
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you know, some people were talking about 800,000, 180,000, others mentioned1

400,000.  But am I crazy to talk about 30,000, firewood, cakes and the radio set that2

was sold to me for 4,000 francs?  This means that I would be setting up a trap for3

myself.4

So, when I started telling that person about cakes, he said, "No, you had to put5

300,000."  When I talked about 30,000, he was telling me about 300,000, 400,000.6

And when I told him about the radio set, he instead mentioned a television set to me7

because the television set was more expensive.  So the person himself was making8

proposals and filling out the document.  After having filled out that document, he9

said, "Since I have been working since yesterday and today, I have to go to (Redacted)10

(Redacted) to give an account of what I have been doing, so listen to me carefully."11

He took the documents and he left. He put 80 million and he said, "That is what12

would be given to you."  No, he was talking about 2.5 million.  And I told myself, if13

80 million is paid to someone here, would that be real?  I took whatever he did or14

said very lightly.  I did not take it seriously at all.15

Did this person belong to any particular group?  I could not know.  He said that he16

had gone to Bossembélé and other areas where atrocities had been committed.  This17

did not sound very credible to me, and I thought this was something that he had been18

used to doing.19

Two days later, he came back to my house.  That person was telling me that, in a few20

days, the International Criminal Court would send a team to come and help us and21

try to compensate for the damages that we had sustained.22

I know that my signature can send me to prison but, as you know, I never received23

anything from anyone, so I cannot lie to you.  This person was doing things to others24

who were naive, men, women, and they were paying 2,000, 2,500 francs to that person25
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for him to assist them, because he said that those amounts would pay for typing1

sheets and computers to prepare the documents.  Do you understand me?2

He was the one who did everything, and all we had to do was to sign the document.3

After having said and done all those things, he left.  Two days later, we heard that he4

was in the Muslims' compound; and then two days later again, we were being told5

that he was in another compound.  And I wondered, people were talking about6

180,000 and they were talking about 4 million.  What could I do?7

I told myself that obviously there would be investigations to establish the truth and if8

after the investigations it became clear that I had lied, then I would have been trapped.9

I would go to prison.  This person was called (Redacted).  He had a lot of10

documents with the logo of the ICC, and he told us that his role consisted of helping11

victims to obtain reparations.  He also said that there were four of them.12

They could go to Bossembélé, another went to Damara, another could work in13

Ouango.  It's thanks to this issue that I remembered all these different figures that14

I've just given to you.  I'm not mad to be able to get up one day just to say to a15

person to pay me 400,000, 500,000.  No, I'm not mad to establish such a document.16

You know, now I'm before you, I'm telling you the truth.  I lost 30,000 francs, my17

radio was stolen, my daughter was sexually abused, but -- we talk about 400,000, but18

what materials would I have in my house to be able to talk about such large sums of19

money?  That's what I can tell you for the moment.20

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Haynes, we have to suspend, but I would like21

to -- just to put one question to the witness if you allow me.22

Mr Witness, this person - whose name was just mentioned - did he say to at any point23

that he was an investigator from the Office of the Prosecutor?24

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, he said that he was one of the investigators of25
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the Office of the Prosecutor.  And during our meetings, I even asked him if he was1

from here.  You know, all the documents that they had had logos of the ICC.  They2

also had forms of the ICC.3

And when they came to my house, we gave them some food, we had some coffee4

with them, and they had us read the documents.  Apparently, they worked for the5

Office of the Prosecutor and there were four of them; their roles consisted of dealing6

with reparations for material damages.  Each victim who had allegedly lost their7

goods had to give them -- or property had to give them a list.  And when you talk8

about a small loss, they would say, "You're ignorant."  They wanted us to put in a9

heavier figure, a higher figure.  That's what I can say.10

(Redacted) was his name.  He told us that he worked for the Office of the Prosecutor.11

He even went to the (Redacted)12

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much for your clarification, and13

now we are going to suspend for half-an-hour for you to take some rest.  It's14

5-past-11.  We will resume at 11.35.  Please, court officer, turn into --15

THE WITNESS:  (No interpretation)16

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Turn into closed session, please, for the witness to be17

taken outside the courtroom.18

*(Closed session at 11.06 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session19

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in closed session, Madam President.20

(The witness stands down)21

THE COURT USHER:  All rise.22

(Recess taken at 11.07 a.m.)23

*(Upon resuming in closed session at 11.40 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session24

THE COURT USHER:  All rise.  Please be seated.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Welcome back.  Could, please, the court usher1

bring the witness in.2

(The witness enters the courtroom)3

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  We can turn into open session, please.4

(Open session at 11.41 a.m.)5

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in open session, Madam President.6

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  Mr Witness, welcome back.7

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  Good morning once again, your Honour.8

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Could you take some rest during the break?9

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  Yes, I was able to rest.10

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  So are you ready to continue being questioned by11

the Defence?12

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  Yes, I'm ready.13

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much.  Mr Haynes.14

MR HAYNES:  Thank you very much, Madam President.15

Q.   And welcome back, sir.16

A. Thank you, counsel.17

Q.   I just want to ask you two or three more questions about the list we were18

looking at before the break, and then I want to move on to another aspect of the form.19

Is that okay?20

A.   Yes, that is fine.21

Q.   Thank you very much.  The person who you referred to, who was helping22

people to make these claims for compensation, was it a man or a woman?23

A.   It was a man.24

Q.   Thank you.  And did that person also help you to fill in the rest of the form or25
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did they just help you to fill in the list of items that were allegedly stolen?1

A.   They didn't help me fill in the form.  They helped me write the list, but he was2

in a hurry on that day because he had come, he was asking us to give the list of the3

lost items.4

Q.   Thank you.  The form, where was it filled in and signed; was it at your house,5

(Redacted) house or somewhere else?6

A.   Where it concerns the document, all this -- when he came, every time he got out7

these documents, and he would go to (Redacted) - it was (Redacted)who was8

aware of everything - and he spoke to him, and when he came it was at (Redacted)9

(Redacted) house that he would go.10

A lot of other people would also go to (Redacted) house to meet this person.  And I11

pushed my curiosity, I also went over to get information, and there I learnt that this12

person was working for the Prosecutor, the Office of the Prosecutor.  He had come to13

help victims list the pillaged property.14

But put yourself in our position.  All those who'd heard that, they were very pleased15

to come. The person asked me to write a list of goods that were lost, and I said, "But16

I've already been interviewed on 28 October, that's a long time ago."  I'd already17

been heard by the Office of the Prosecutor, but on this time what can I say in addition18

to that?  So I asked this question within myself.  I don't know.19

What they asked us to do, was this true?  Were people sent from the International20

Criminal Court?  With regard to these documents, I didn't know if it was a con, but21

when they came he asked us to go up to him to explain and that's why he came.  He22

said that he had been sent to us to list the objects that had been lost, and a lot of23

people came.24

When I came, he asked me the following question:  "What have you lost?  You have25
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to have a list of objects that were lost, because it's time to be able to list them and1

make an inventory of them.  He took a pen, and I said, "When these people arrived,2

they beat me up.  They took money from my wife."  And I said that when they3

came -- well, he asked for 2, 000 francs, and they said that they could do some4

shopping to help him carry out his work.5

But I asked the question myself:  "But have you really come from the ICC?  The ICC6

didn't give you any money for your work?"  And he said, "Not even five francs.  I7

haven't received even five francs from the ICC."  So I asked the same question again,8

"You have nothing from the ICC?" And he said, "Imagine the number of people who9

come, more than 500, and everyone had to give 1,500, 2,500," because the ICC gave10

nothing and he had to do all that work.  He had to present a report.11

What I can say is that what he did, well, this was his way of having money.  How12

much did I give him?  2,500, before he filled in the form for me.  2,000 francs.  I13

gave him 2,000 in cash and then another 500.  He asked me for my photo.  I said I14

did not have one.15

He started with a list, started with number 1.  And when I gave him the list, he had16

said, no, when my wife was beaten, that was serious.  And when I said what the17

objects were, he put the amount himself.  And I said to him that they had sold me a18

radio, 4,000 francs.  And he said, no.  And he said my wife had lost saucepans; the19

value thereof was 800,000 -- 400.  And he said, no, you have to increase that.  They20

took 30,000 francs from my wife.21

My daughter was raped, thirdly.  They took my radio, four.  They drank everything22

that my wife had in terms of drinks, ate all the fritters.  I put prices -- well, not a very23

high amount, but he didn't accept that.  He told me, or he said to me, "Why are you24

putting such a low figure?  If I continue to do it, the other people are going to have a25
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lot of money and I am going to stay where I am.1

It was in that way that he took all the documents to go to (Redacted) in order to be2

able to correct it and take us -- the final version of it.  He took all these documents in3

his hands; he walked around with them in the neighbourhood.  He was asking for4

victims to fill in the forms and sign them.5

And when he came to (Redacted) house, I saw the document in6

question and I went up to him in order to do it, as well.  I haven't filled in this form7

to be able to swindle anyone or try and get money.  He gave me the document and8

he asked me -- well, it's not to me he did it.  He did it to not -- he didn't just do it to9

me, he did it to a lot of people.  That's what I can tell you.10

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Haynes, would you allow me just to interpose a11

small question?12

MR HAYNES:  Absolutely, your Honour.  Do you mind if I sit down?13

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Of course not.  Court officer, please go into private14

session.15

*(Private session at 11.54 a.m.) Reclassified as Open session16

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in private session, Madam President.17

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  Mr Witness, just one more clarification.18

You said that this person, his name is (Redacted); is that correct?19

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  Yes, that's correct.  We weren't living together.20

I couldn't know his family name.  When he arrived, he told us that his name was21

(Redacted) and it was in this way that I was able to get his name.  I didn't walk22

around with him or have conversations with him.  When he arrived, he said he had23

work to be done; it was urgent.  He just gave us his first name.  I knew nothing24

about his family name.25
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PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  And was he from the Central African1

Republic?2

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  Yes.  He was from the Central African Republic,3

yes.4

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  So you spoke to him all the time in Sango; is that5

correct?6

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  Yes, that's correct.7

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much.  We can turn into open8

session, please.9

(Open session at 11.56 a.m.)10

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in open session, Madam President.11

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  And thank you, Mr Haynes.  I give12

you back the floor.13

MR HAYNES:  No, no need for an apology.  Thank you very much.14

Q.   Were there, to your knowledge, more than just this man called (Redacted)15

fulfilling this role in your area?16

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Haynes.17

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  Yes, he was alone when he was doing this work.18

He said that there were four of them; one went from M'Bobaki (phon), another19

Ouango, and he in particular was responsible for Bossembélé -- Begoua, in20

general - and that's what he told us.21

MR HAYNES:  Thank you very much.22

Q.   And I want fully to understand what it is he persuaded you to do.  Did he23

persuade you to make a list of documents -- I am sorry.  I'll repeat that.  Did he24

persuade you to make a list of items and say that they had been stolen when they had25
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not?1

A.   Where it concerns the list of items, I didn't write it on paper to provide it to him,2

but when he arrived I went up to him and he said that he had come to work on behalf3

of the ICC and he came to make an inventory of the property of victims.  This is4

what he said to us.5

He didn't give us a document to fill in or to make an inventory of the lost items.  It6

was he, himself, who filled it in.  He noted everything himself.  It wasn't me who7

drew up the list of these objects.  You know, why did I sign?  I signed because I was8

recognised as being a victim.9

When the first investigators went to Bangui, they interviewed me and I was happy on10

that occasion.  I thought, well, sooner or later, we will win because it's not for11

nothing because these people have come.  That's what we were saying between us.12

As for that man who was helping us to fill out this document, in any case, I did not13

have any trust in what he was doing.14

Q.   But I'm just clarifying your very long answer from a few minutes ago.  Are you15

saying he also persuaded you to increase the amount of money which had been stolen16

from your wife?17

A.   Yes, he was the one, as I have already had the opportunity to say.  When I told18

him that an amount of 30, 000 had been taken away, he said, "But what is wrong with19

you?  I thought you are intelligent, and you are mentioning the amount of 30, 000?"20

I was afraid, but we were just playing around.  But based on what he was saying,21

some people actually believed what he was saying, given that he had documents with22

the logo of the ICC, and those of us who could read, read those documents.23

He regularly went to the (Redacted).  It is possible that he was indeed24

working in the (Redacted), but he used a trick to persuade the members of25
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the population to increase the amounts allegedly stolen.  I remember that he was1

telling me that I was afraid and that the amounts of money I was declaring were very2

low.  He even told me that when it came to the kitchen utensils, he said I should3

increase the amounts.  I said but that was not logical because anybody who was4

intelligent would know that kitchen utensils would not cost that much.  But he was5

the one convincing people to increase the values of the looted goods.6

Q.   But did your wife in fact have 30,000 francs stolen, or is that an increased7

amount?8

A.   I have said that my wife had an amount of 30,000 francs, but there was another9

amount.  However, I know that there was 30,000 francs which represented the10

proceeds from the sales of the drinks.  She kept that money on her person because11

she was afraid that that money could be stolen by the children, so she kept it on her12

person and it was that amount that was taken.  I already stated that that amount was13

30,000, so I could not declare to another person that the amount was 300,000.  So the14

reality is that the amount was only 30,000.15

MR HAYNES:  Well, could we please, then, have a look at Defence document16

number 2, which is confidential, and the page I'd like displayed on screen is 0349.17

For my colleagues for the victims, the French citation ends 0040.18

THE COURT OFFICER:  Counsel, could you please repeat the page that you want to19

be displayed in the screens because in the transcripts, English, it's 0040.20

MR HAYNES:  No, that's the French version.  0349, please.21

THE COURT OFFICER:  The document is available on your screens, and for the22

record of the case it bears reference EVT-OTP-00029 and is marked as confidential.23

MR HAYNES:24

Q.   Sir, so that you understand, this is one of your interviews with the investigators25
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of the OTP, and I am going to read out something you said in English, so would you1

listen very carefully.  The investigator asked you, "What did the commander say2

before his men left the house?"  And you replied, "After the other elements had left,3

the commandant asked my wife, saying, 'Mum, how much money did they take from4

you?'  And my wife answered that 'They took 10,500 francs and the remaining beer.'"5

And I wonder if, before I put a question to the witness, we could go back one page to6

0348, please, at the bottom.  And there you were asked, "Do you know how much7

money they took?"  And you said, "I think it was 10,500 francs."  Sir, how much8

money was taken?9

A.   I said, and I repeat, I never estimated that amount at more than 30,000 or less10

than 30,000.  I estimated that amount at 30,000.11

Q.   Well, why did you tell the investigators of the Office of the Prosecutor in 200812

that it was only 10,500?13

A.   The document being presented in which I estimate that amount at 10,500, well, I14

really do not know.  I do not understand.  As you know, the questions that you are15

asking me refer to events that took place five or six years ago.  I am making efforts to16

try and remember all those things so as to answer your questions.17

I told the investigators the amount.  It is not my wife who told them the amount.  I18

was the one who gave him a list of what she was selling and which made it possible19

for her to have some income.  They took that money from her loincloth.  And when20

they asked how much money was taken, when the commander asked that, I said21

30,000, no more, no less.  But when the investigators asked me, this was seven, eight22

years ago that these things happened, but I remember that I declared 30,000 francs.23

If an amount of 30,000 had been taken from my wife, I wouldn't say something else.24

I wouldn't change and say that it was 10,500 francs.25
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Q.   Very well.  Again, so that I can understand what advice you were being given1

when you completed your victim's application --2

JUDGE ALUOCH:  Mr Haynes, can I interrupt?3

MR HAYNES:  Of course you may, your Honour.4

JUDGE ALUOCH:  Do you mind?5

MR HAYNES:  No, not at all.6

JUDGE ALUOCH:  I'm looking at the interview of the witness by the investigators,7

the translation into English, and I think this is CAR-OTP-0039-0352 and this is page 12.8

He was asked a question and I just want to capture the answer that he gave.  I'm sure9

you must have looked at it.  The investigators asked him, "Would it be possible to10

estimate the money value of what was taken or -- " And his answer was -- have you11

found the page?12

MR HAYNES:  Your Honour, yes.13

JUDGE ALUOCH:  His answer was, "If I have to make a calculation, I can reach14

30,000 to 35, 000 francs because they stayed long." I just wanted to draw your15

attention to that answer also.16

MR HAYNES:  Absolutely.  Thank you for the intervention.17

Q.   I just want to be clear, did the man who helped you with your claim for18

compensation suggest that it would be a good idea also to say that your daughter had19

been raped?20

A.   Yes, the person who came for the compensation gave me that advice.  He told21

me that the attack against my wife and her illness and whatever happened, well, I22

told him that we had been defenceless and if that woman would -- if thanks to the23

grace of God that woman did not fall ill that would be good, but if she fell ill that24

would be unfortunate.  And then he told me that the Banyamulengues came and25
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slept with wives of people, and daughters, and I had to say clearly that they raped my1

daughter.  Why should I just say that my daughter was going out with them?  Why2

should I say that?  But I know she is my daughter.  Had she been deflowered before3

or afterwards, or was it the person who courted her that deflowered her? I am not4

God to be able to know that.  I never lodged a complaint and that person was never5

prosecuted to determine whether he really slept with my daughter.  But I told this6

person, "You are telling me to say the contrary.  I cannot say that."  I did not have7

any intention of saying that.  I stand by my statement.  The question had been put8

to me and I stand by my answer.9

MR HAYNES:  Thank you.  Could we briefly go back, therefore, to the third10

redacted version of the application form at page 9, which is confidential?11

Q.   Sir, do you recall when Madam President read this section to you earlier this12

morning?13

A.   Yes, I remember that.14

Q.   And you can see just at the bottom of the screen, is that your signature?15

A.   Yes, it is indeed my signature.16

Q. And I don't want you to read out the name, because we are in open session, but17

three lines above your signature is the name of your daughter.  Can you see that?18

A.   Yes, I see that.19

Q.   And again without giving too much away, it's her full name with a middle20

name included, isn't it?21

A.   Yes, there are two surnames and a first name.  I gave her my family name and22

another first name.23

Q.   Thank you.  And did you give that information to the person who filled in this24

form?25
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A.   No, I did not give him that information, but I did not know him.  He1

introduced himself to me as an investigator of the Criminal Court.2

Q.   When you signed this page of this form, did you know that it included an3

accusation that your daughter had been raped by more than one man at your home?4

A.   I admit that it is my signature.  I have already said, and I would like to repeat,5

that I never stated here at any time that my daughter was raped by several people.6

In this document it is said that my daughter was raped by several persons, but I7

cannot accept that.  I told you that everything was happening without my8

knowledge.  Even if this is written down here, I will deny it.  I cannot accept it.9

My daughter was never raped in my house by several people, no.10

Q.   But I'm sorry, I thought you told us a little while ago that the man who helped11

you fill in this form persuaded you it would be a good idea to say your daughter was12

raped?  Isn't that the case?13

A.   But that man, I was not sitting right next to him to dictate what he had to do. I14

did not tell him anything about my daughter being raped.  He told us that he had15

come to assist us to receive compensation and he told me, "You see, you have a16

beautiful daughter.  Instead of saying that she was raped by several people, you are17

only saying that she was taken away and courted," and so on.  I told him that, "There18

will come a day when I will be called upon to testify in a court and I would have19

difficulty justifying what I said."  That is what I told him, but I was not right there to20

tell him what to do.  He was the one writing down.  He was the one putting in the21

amounts.  If you told him an amount, he would increase it.  I cannot come and22

contradict myself here by saying that several people raped my daughter.  I cannot do23

that because tomorrow, when I am going to go back home, I would be troubled.  I24

would be having problems with my conscience.  He is the one who persuaded me to25
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say my daughter was raped by several persons, but I said, no, I would not do that.  I1

cannot come here and contradict myself by saying that my daughter was raped by2

several people.  Never.3

Q.   Thank you.  Can you see just above your daughter's name there is a date?4

Can you read, please, the question that is above it and the date for us?5

A.   You want me to read beginning with the question and then continue6

afterwards?7

Q.   Yes, please.  The question is not in handwriting.  It's part of the form.  Would8

you read the question that is part of the form and the answer just the date, not the9

section which has your daughter's name on it?10

A.   "When did the events happen?  If possible, specify the date, month and year."11

Q.   Could you read the answer for us, please?12

A.   You want me to read the answer under the date?13

Q.   No, just the date, please.14

A.   Wednesday, 30 October 2002.15

Q.   What event happened to you on that date?  Well, perhaps I can help you if16

you're struggling to answer, or do you have an answer now?17

A.   Where it concerns 30 October 2002, I'm a bit lost.  Could you help me?  Could18

you help me find where I am with regards to your question?19

Q.   Yes.  Would you go up to the question 1; can you see question 1 above?20

A.   Yes, I see.  Yes, I see "30 October."21

Q.   Can you read that date until the end of that sentence, the last word of which is22

"domicile."23

A. "30 October.  The soldiers, the soldiers burst into my home.  They dug large24

holes and they -- and they put --25
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THE INTERPRETER:  Inaudible.1

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation) -- into my compound.  They came into my house.2

They threw to the ground my daughter, who was a minor, and they deplored (sic) her.3

They raped her.  They beat her up with my wife until --4

THE INTERPRETER:  Inaudible.5

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  They drove me out of the house.  They forced me6

to leave the neighbourhood with my wife and they pillaged all my goods, furniture7

and objects from my home.  A victim of war crimes, I come to the International8

Criminal Court to request reparations.  Wednesday, 30"  That's "30 December 2002."9

MR HAYNES:10

Q.   Do you remember that the day on which the soldiers came to your house was a11

Wednesday?12

A.   You know, the information that we mention, I remember the years, but when it13

comes to the dates and the days, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, these days, no, it14

just concerns the month.  30 October, that could be a Tuesday, it could be a15

Wednesday.  That's what I can tell you.16

Q.   Do you have a recollection of what day of the week it was that the soldiers did17

come to your house?18

A.   As I've just said, they entered into my house in that year, but when it comes to19

the day - a Monday, a Tuesday, a Wednesday - I couldn't tell you that.  What I do20

know is the year in which it happened.21

Q.   Is that all you know, the year?22

A.   Yes, it's the year.23

Q.   You see, yesterday afternoon, at page 25 of the real-time transcript, lines 1 to 4,24

you said that you said to (Redacted) that you "had to be careful about dates so25
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that date," the 22nd November, you meant, "is one we retained as being a lesson."1

What did you mean by that?2

A.   Well, when I spoke about 22 November 2002, I could have forgotten the days,3

Mondays, Tuesday, but the month and the years, well, it's not for nothing I say that.4

22 November 2002, this is a date that I can't forget, and why not?  Because it's on that5

date, that precise year, that I gave them -- well, I mentioned this date and this6

coincided with the day when they came, 22 December as well.  Anyone can ask me7

with regards to these events.  I could -- I could give a specification with regards to8

that date.9

Q.   With how many of (Redacted) did you have the conversation about10

having to be careful about dates?11

A. You see, it's, well, one of (Redacted) who was interviewed by the12

investigator.  I was invited as well.  There were also other people who were also13

interviewed.  On reflection I thought -- I said, well - to myself - we have to14

understand each other with regards to the dates.  It's necessary to note them down.15

Because we gave these dates, it's necessary to maintain this date because we've16

already stated this.  We therefore came to an agreement and we noted down these17

dates.  It could be the case that there are investigations which lead to a trial, and if18

we were asked on what date something occurred, we would refer to the dates that19

we'd taken, and that's the reason why I stated that we had decided to take those20

dates.21

Q.   Where did the dates 25, 29 and 30 October come from in the document we're22

looking at?23

A.   Well, the date of 29 October and 30 October, as you're asking me, what I can say24

is that I didn't know, or at least these dates don't mark a particular event that I have25
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experienced.  The attacks came afterwards, but the 29th and the 30th, from the1

moment that I didn't experience an event, or a particular marking event, as it were, on2

that -- on that date.3

Q.   Very well.  In any event, I think we can agree that the soldiers who came to4

your house and beat you up had only been in PK12 for about a week by that stage; do5

you agree?6

A.   Yes, that's correct.7

Q.   And you believe that the soldiers who came to your house were part of the8

same unit that had arrived in PK12 a few days before; is that right?9

A.   The same day as they arrived they took over the neighbourhood and they took10

up position in front of our house, but they didn't commit these crimes on the day they11

arrived.  It was one week afterwards that they attacked us.12

Q.   Thank you.  And I just want to go through a few of the features of these men13

very briefly, if possible.  About how many of them did you see arrive at PK12?14

A.   When they arrived if I hadn't seen myself I would say, "I don't know," but I was15

there.  There were over 100 of them.  To give a figure, around 100.  Afterwards,16

other -- others came.  So the 100 are the first arrivals and the people who took up17

positions.  Others came thereafter.18

Q.   Thank you. And were they easy to distinguish, this 100, from soldiers of the19

Central African Army?20

A.   Yes, I could distinguish them.21

THE INTERPRETER:  "I could distinguish between them," repeats the witness.22

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  From my point of view, and given their23

behaviour, I can make a distinction between them.  There is a real difference.24

MR HAYNES:25
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Q.   Did some of them wear red head scarves on their head?1

A.   Yes, they had red head scarves.  Not any type of scarf.  They were red ones.2

Some had put them on their head, like head scarves, but others put them on their3

rifles.  They had beads, like rosary beads like Catholics have, and one might have4

two rosary beads on the end of his rifle, some of them round the neck, or others5

would be wearing such beads as bracelets.6

Q.   The soldiers that came to your house, were they wearing red head scarves?7

A.   When they arrived they still had these scarves on and, even if they were8

wearing a hat or a cap, they always had the scarves and the beads.  They never took9

them off.10

Q.   Was that all of the men that came to your house, or just some of them?11

A.   When they arrived, they didn't all come to my house.  There were a lot of them.12

They took over; took over the neighbourhood.  Others went under the trees.  And a13

week later, having reconnaissed the area, they started pillaging the population and14

then they attacked me, but the ones who came to my house weren't very numerous in15

number.16

Q.   I understand that, but were they all wearing red head scarves on their head?17

A.   No, they didn't all have these scarves.  Out of the 100, some had red scarves;18

maybe about 30 of them.  It wasn't obligatory for them.  One person could have the19

scarf, but what was it about?  Well, these were scarves of virtuous women, I don't20

know if you know that, so it was these scarves that these women would wear as head21

scarves when they went to pray.  And we -- well, these are women who said22

afterwards, "Well, listen, these are scarves of the Protestant church which they are23

wearing on their heads," and I can estimate the number of people who put them on as24

around 30.  Not all of them had them on their heads.  Some of them attached them25
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to the end of their rifles.  I didn't know if it was an object of worship, or some kind of1

protection device for them.  That's something I couldn't tell you.2

Q.   Yes, I am sorry, sir.  It's my mistake.  The question I meant to ask you was3

whether all the soldiers who came to your house had red scarves around their heads?4

A.   They didn't all come to my house.  There were six attackers.  Amongst these5

six attackers, those who wore them, well, they still had the rosary beads.  They had6

the rosary beads on the end of their rifles, but they didn't all come.  It was a group of7

persons who came to an agreement that they would attack us.8

Q.   I will try one more time.  Of the six men that came to your property, how many9

were wearing a red scarf around his head?10

A.   Five.  Five, but their commander didn't have one.  I'll say again, they were11

scarves.  Betawali scarves.  It was the betawali who normally carry these scarves for12

prayer and these scarves were permanently on the end of their rifles, as well as rosary13

beads.  They didn't take them off.  The person who commanded the group he did14

not have a scarf, but the others it was like a trophy.  They didn't take it off and, when15

they attacked, they still had these scarves.  Even for somebody who had a cap on,16

he'd put it -- the cap over it, and others attached the scarf around their neck like17

scouts do.  Others had rosary beads on the end of their rifles.  Those who came to18

my house there were five who had these scarves, but their leader did not.19

Q.   How was the leader dressed?20

A.   Their leader was wearing jeans, a pair of training shoes and wearing a shirt - a21

long sleeved shirt - and he put another shirt over the top and then he had a red cap on,22

but he was their commander and it could be that the way he dressed was different.23

Q.   Thank you.  Just for my clarification, betawali, who are they?24

A.   (No interpretation)25
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THE INTERPRETER:  The English interpreter isn't getting the feed from the Sango1

booth.2

THE WITNESS:   (Interpretation)  These are virtuous women and among them3

there is the deaconess, and when they pray it is important to wear the scarf.  It has4

particular importance, so when there's a prayer meeting they wear the uniform and5

the scarf.  If they don't wear this scarf, they can be sanctioned.  Betawali, these are6

virtuous women.  They are religious women.7

MR HAYNES:8

Q.   In what part of the Central African Republic will we find betawali?9

A.   Throughout the Central African Republic there are betawali.  In Bangui there10

are thousands of betawali because the protestant churches, in all the protestant11

churches there are betawali.  In all the neighbourhoods, Petevo, Ouango, Ouango12

Bongo.  Everywhere where there are protestant churches, there are betawali, and if13

you take the Damara road, after PK12, there is a protestant church, there are betawali14

there.  Sibut also.  Kimari (phon) as well, Bombari, Bangassu, Bossangoa, all15

throughout the Central African Republic territory.  To give you the number, well, it16

could maybe be a billion.17

THE INTERPRETER:    Says the witness in French.18

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  In the Central African Republic they are19

everywhere.20

MR HAYNES:  Thank you, sir.  I think that is probably where we will have to stop21

for the morning.22

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you, Mr Haynes.23

Mr Witness, we are going to have now a break in order for you to have lunch and to24

take some rest. It's 1 o'clock.  We are going to suspend now the hearing and we'll25
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resume at 2.30 in the afternoon.  I'm going to ask, please, court officer, to turn into1

closed session in order for the witness to be taken outside the courtroom.  And in the2

meantime we suspend and we will resume at 2.30 in the afternoon.3

Court officer, please.4

*(Closed session at 1.01 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session5

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in closed session, Madam President.6

(The witness stands down)7

THE COURT OFFICER:  All rise.8

(Luncheon recess taken at 1.03 p.m.)9

*(Upon resuming in closed session at 2.34 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session10

THE COURT USHER:  All rise.  Please be seated.11

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Good afternoon.  Welcome back.  Let's continue12

with today's hearing with the testimony of Witness 73.  I therefore ask, please, the13

court usher to bring the witness in.14

(The witness enters the courtroom)15

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  We can turn into open session, please.16

(Open session at 2.36 p.m.)17

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in open session, Madam President.18

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you.  Good afternoon, Mr Witness.19

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Good afternoon, Madam President.20

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Did you have lunch and manage to rest a little bit?21

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, I was able to have lunch and have a rest22

before coming back.23

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Are you ready to continue giving your testimony?24

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Yes, I'm ready.  I'm ready to answer your25
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questions.1

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much.  If at any time you feel tired,2

or for any reason you want to have a break, just let us know.  Mr Haynes, you can3

continue please.4

MR HAYNES:  Thank you, Madam President.5

Q.   Well, welcome back, sir.6

A.   Good afternoon.7

Q.   Do you remember that before we broke for lunch we were talking about the8

clothes which were worn by the six soldiers who came to your property?9

A.   Yes, I do remember.10

Q.   Were any of them in military uniform?11

A.   Yes, some of them were wearing military uniform, but those were not actual12

uniforms in fact because the top and bottom, well, they didn't match.  They were not13

like what a normal army wears.  Some would wear a civilian shirt, whereas the14

trousers would be military or would be camouflage, and they also wore tennis shoes15

and things like that.16

Q.   Thank you.  Now, you had seen the whole group arrive.  Did the small group17

that come -- that came to your house reflect the way in which the whole group was18

clothed; namely some partially in military uniform, but most not?19

A.   Yes, that's right, sir.  When they came, I noted that they didn't wear clothing20

that normal military men wear.  Just looking at them, the way they were clothed, it21

was easy to see that this wasn't really an army or troops, normal troops, because they22

were wearing mismatched tops and bottoms.  They were wearing tennis shoes.23

Some of them wore Ranger boots.  Others wore berets.  Others wore caps.  Some24

wore sunglasses and --25
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THE INTERPRETER:  "Camicas" (phon) is the word used by the witness.1

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  Just by looking at them, you could tell that -- well,2

you could tell that they were rebels.3

MR HAYNES:4

Q.   Thank you.  And you identified a building at which they made a base.  Where5

was that?6

A.   Their headquarters, their base, where the chief was located, that -- those7

headquarters were at the school of Begoua.  That is where they set up their base.8

There were also other bases.  In our neighbourhood, the large houses that they had9

commandeered were, as it were, sub-bases.  That is where they stored the looted10

goods, the stolen goods, and those sub-bases were full of stolen goods, but the11

headquarters was in the school.  But in the neighbourhoods there were also12

sub-bases and in those sub-bases, well, that's where they stored objects that they had13

looted, but the main base - the big one - was at the school.14

MR HAYNES:  Thank you very much.  Madam President, can we go into private15

session, please, just for one or two questions?16

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Court officer, please.17

*(Private session at 2.43 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session18

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in private session, Madam President.19

MR HAYNES:20

Q.   Sir, I'm going to ask you some questions about some people who you have21

named, but I'm going to try and do it in open session.  So the first person I'm going22

to ask you questions about is the man called (Redacted) so can we please refer to him23

as "the commander," is that okay?24

A.   Yes, that suits me.25
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Q.   And the second person I want to ask you questions about is the man you've1

called (Redacted).  Can we call him "The man who came to your house at night"?2

A.   Yes, I can do that.3

MR HAYNES:  Good.  Then, on that basis, we will go back into open session, with4

Madam President's leave.5

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Court officer, please.6

(Open session at 2.45 p.m.)7

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in open session, Madam President.8

MR HAYNES:  Thank you very much.9

Q.   Sir, it's important - now that we're back in open session - that you don't use any10

of the names that we've just talked about while we were in private session.  Are you11

clear about that?12

A.   Yes, I understand that clearly.13

Q.   Are you able to tell us, approximately, how many soldiers from this group who14

arrived at PK12 you spoke to?15

A.   I spoke to many of them, many soldiers.  I spoke with them about my radio set.16

Secondly, I spoke with them when they came to my place to ask for food.  I crossed17

the main road to go and visit my younger sister and, when I did that, I met the18

commander, who asked me this question, "Tata, where are you going?"  I told him19

that I'm going to visit my younger sister.20

When I was coming back and when I was crossing the road to go back home, some of21

those men were walking around and, since they knew me, one of them asked me22

whether I had gone out, and I said, "Yes."  This is to say that I did speak to, say, 30 or23

40 of these men because we got to know one another.  These are human beings, after24

all, and sometimes they would come to me and ask me where I was going.25
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Q.   Thank you very much.  That's very helpful.  Quite a number of them spoke1

Sango, didn't they?2

A.   Yes, some of them did speak Sango.3

Q.   I want to run through a few of them with you that you have already mentioned.4

Their commander, or the commander of the unit that operated near to your home,5

spoke Sango, didn't he?6

A.   Yes, he spoke good Sango.7

Q.   And a man who came to your house late at night spoke to you in Sango as well,8

didn't he?9

A.   The man who came to my place at night, yes, he spoke Sango, but his Sango was10

poor.  He had a lot of difficulty speaking Sango; he didn't speak it fluently.11

Q.   The soldiers who sold you the radio spoke Sango as well, didn't they?12

A.   Those who sold me the radio set, well, there were four of them and they had13

sent out one of the younger men among them to get me to come over.  The one who14

sold me the radio set, well, he spoke French.  Actually, all four spoke French.  You15

know, the French language is a language everyone wants to speak.  Even those who16

don't speak it will attempt to do so.  They had a lot of difficulty speaking French, but17

they did speak it nonetheless.18

Q.   What about the man who came to take the radio back from you, did he speak19

Sango?20

A.   The one who came to get the radio back, he didn't speak Sango.  He only spoke21

French.22

Q.   And what about the man who courted your daughter, did he speak Sango?23

A.   He too spoke Sango, but the Sango that he spoke -- well, some of them spoke24

very clear Sango but, on the other hand, there were others who had great difficulty25
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speaking Sango.  We wondered why the people who came from the other side of the1

river did speak Sango so well.  So, in fact, the boy in question did speak Sango.2

Q.   Thank you very much.  I just want to ask you to complete this picture about3

some other people that you mentioned in your interview with the investigators, and4

it's document number 2 on the Defence list of documents at page 351 in English, and5

if my colleagues for the victims will bear with me, I'll give them a reference in French6

in a minute.7

(Pause in proceedings)8

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Mr Haynes, it's 0042.9

MR HAYNES:  Thank you very much, indeed.  In the English version, could we just10

scroll down the screen?  This is, of course, a confidential document.  That's perfect.11

Thank you very much, indeed.12

Q.   In this section of your interview you were talking about men who came to your13

house and had cakes on credit, and you were asked, "Can you describe the four men14

who came?"  And you said, "Those four men who came in my place in the morning15

had guns, but they were dressed in ordinary clothes, not military uniforms."  And16

you said, "What do you mean by ordinary clothes?"  And you said, "Sometimes they17

had jeans, T-shirts, sandals or shoes."18

You were asked, "What sort of guns did you see?"  And you said, "Kala."  And you19

were asked, "In what language did they communicate?"  And you replied, "When20

they were happy, they spoke a little Sango, but usually they would use Lingala."21

Do you remember these four men?22

A. I do remember them.  I remember what you have just been describing.23

Q.   Your first conversation with the commander was quite soon after the troops24

arrived in PK12, wasn't it?25
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A.   Well, yes, they'd already arrived in PK12, and it was when I was outside on a1

walk that we met.  It was after they arrived.  He, himself, was walking around in2

the neighbourhood and we did meet and had this conversation.3

Q.   And the conversation you had with the man who came late at night was about a4

week after the arrival of the troops in PK12; do you agree?5

A.   That's right.  The man who came to my place at night -- well, actually, the6

soldiers had already arrived in the area - they'd already spent a week there - and they7

had all arrived together and then they were deployed in the area.  And it was one8

week after they arrived that these assailants came to my place, but you should know9

that they all came together.10

Q.   The four men who came and took the cakes, when did you first communicate11

with them in Sango?  Was that before, or after, the attack on you at your house?12

A.   It was before the attack.  You know, the cakes were prepared in large13

quantities and, since the base was just (Redacted), they would come along to14

our place from time to time.  Some would come to get firewood; others would come15

to get other things.  And so one of them might have come over and said, "Papa,16

hello."  And I would answer, saying, "Thank you."  And then he'd go again.  Then17

another one would come along and say, "How are you?"  And I'd answer, "I'm fine.18

How about you?"  So there was -- there were these exchanges.19

I was at home under the mango tree a lot of the time and I did my work.  Some of20

them came and spoke to me in Sango.  I don't speak Lingala and they knew that so,21

when they came to my house, they would try and speak to me in French and others22

would try to speak in Sango.  When they came to get cakes, it was difficult to23

identify them.  These people were people we didn't know.24

When they would come and get what they were looking for, they wouldn't go away25
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immediately.  They'd stay there and have a conversation with us, then they'd thank1

us and go away, promising to come back and pay, but, of course, they didn't come2

back.3

What I can say is that some of them spoke Sango; others came and spoke to us in4

French.  And when they arrived, we knew that they were coming to get cakes again.5

So, to finish, I did not speak to them in Lingala.6

Q.   Thank you.  The soldiers we have just been talking about, the local commander,7

the man who came late at night, the men who sold you the radio, and the people who8

came for cakes, they were not soldiers of officer class, were they?9

A.   They weren't officers.  They weren't officers.  There was only one officer10

among those who came to the house, but those who came for the cakes, including the11

one who came to take the radio, they were all from among the ranks.  They weren't12

soldiers such as sergeants or corporals, no.  They were squaddies.  They were all13

under command.14

Q.   Thank you.  Were you surprised that within a few days of arriving in your area,15

so many of these ordinary soldiers could speak Sango?16

A.   Well, how could I not be astonished by such a situation?  I told you that some17

of them spoke Sango with difficulty, others spoke it quite well, and I thought of these18

people who have lived in the Central African Republic before going back to their19

countries, I don't know, but the question that you've just asked me is welcome.  A lot20

of them spoke fluent Sango.  A lot of their compatriots came to Bangui and they21

spoke Sango fluently.  So, certainly, it was those who went back home to come back22

later among the soldiers, and it was in this way that I tried to understand the23

situation.24

Q.   The forces of the present president of your country, Mr Bozizé, were in PK1225
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during the month of October 2002, weren't they?1

A.   In PK12 there wasn't an army.  There were soldiers.  He had soldiers when he2

was still Chief of Staff.  He understood -- he had a good understanding with his3

soldiers.  He commanded some, others commanded others, but in PK12 he didn't4

have an armed group available to him, at his disposal.  He didn't have a special5

army at his disposal there.  That's the answer I can give you now.6

Q.   Did you see his forces at any time?7

A.   Who are you talking about now?  I haven't understood the question.  I would8

ask you to rephrase your question, please.9

Q.   I'm sorry, sir.  Did you see Mr Bozizé's forces at any time during 2002 or early10

2003?11

A.   I think I said here that Bozizé did not have troops. He didn't have loyalists.  I12

think that has to be clear.  You asked me the question whether I had seen Bozizé's13

forces.  Well, there weren't any.  If there had been, these would have been loyalists14

because he would have been the one commanding them.  But there were volunteers.15

There's a difference between the loyalists and the volunteers who follow him because,16

well, the question is something that I have to be able to answer clearly.  I didn't17

speak about loyalists, but there were volunteers who put themselves forward to join18

the rebellion.  That's the answer that I can give you to the question that was put.  It19

was like that.20

Q.   Thank you.  Just a couple of questions:  What did these volunteers look like?21

How were they dressed?22

A.   You know, these are young people who were selling at the market, others who23

were growing things or who pushed carts, and when these events took place, when24

there were -- when there was the conflict, it was during this conflict.  Before these,25

ICC-01/05-01/08-T-73-Red-ENG WT 24-02-2011 49/63 PV TICC-01/05-01/08-T-73-Red2-ENG WT 24-02-2011 49/63 SZ T
Pursuant to Trial Chamber III ‘s Orders, ICC-01/05-01/08-2223 and ICC-01/05-01/08-3038, and the instructions in the email
dated 29 October 2013, the version of the transcript with its redactions becomes Public



Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/05-01/08
Witness:  CAR-OTP-PPPP-0073

24.02.2011 Page 50

before these hostilities, they lived in PK12 and here I'm talking about them living in1

PK12.  Two or three quarters of the young people who were living in PK12 had an2

insurrection because somebody who lived in their neighbourhood was being attacked3

so they volunteered themselves and they were numerous.  That's something I saw4

with my own eyes.5

They were recruited.  Others were recruited or were responsible for recruiting.6

This was some employment.  There wasn't a lot to do and they followed7

because they -- well, they wanted to have an occupation.  But this is my point of8

view.  And this is basically what happened.9

Afterwards they decided -- and we can estimate their number at 80 or 100, but we10

didn't know.  There was recruitment at the school and there we understood that11

these young people wanted to enter and follow the current president in the rebellion.12

Now, some said, well, they could do that but they had to face up to the men.  This all13

started on the 22nd, 23rd, 24th, and the next day, between the 24th and the 25th, we14

were in the neighbourhood, at our homes.  We heard explosions of heavy weapons15

coming from the town centre and these explosions were coming in our direction.16

There were armoured vehicles, tanks at the front.  And before we arrived at Ngola17

bridge there was an attack.  These soldiers of CEN-SAD, well, we didn't realise that18

there were living areas behind.  There were -- there was shrapnel which -- or mortars,19

with shells, which fell into the area and certain inhabitants got hit by bullets.  And20

there was explosions and it was these young people who followed him.21

They were never trained.  They were just shown how to load and unload a weapon22

and -- or a firearm.  And as these were people -- people were faced with experienced23

soldiers, the current president at the time himself saw that the force -- the force wasn't24

equal, that there was a risk that all these young people would be killed, and he25
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decided to leave.  And when we fled, we were on Damara road, going towards1

Ngola and there were a lot of people on the road because the attack was intense.2

They therefore fled towards Ngola and there was convoy of three vehicles and in each3

vehicle there were lots of people.  It was these men or these young people who4

followed him in the rebellion, and it was those who I saw in PK12.  It was they who5

had never had any military training and who had trained just there and took up6

weapons to join the rebellion.  That's what I understand by his soldiers.7

Q.   Thank you.  How many of them did you see?8

A.   You know, these young people, when you have this type of thing, they are not9

concerned about the consequences.  There was more than a hundred of them,10

because there were three vehicles - three pick-ups - and each vehicle had at least 5011

people in.  And I would say that it was around a hundred young people who were12

volunteers to go into the rebellion, because they took up weapons and so they are13

soldiers.14

Now, the question that you put to me is totally normal.  They therefore left and the15

current president said -- well, he reflected and he thought as a military leader the16

force was not equal, and those who came to attack turned around with their17

armoured vehicles because even their helicopters had pursued the president.  The18

helicopters had turned round, around PK12, and then it had left again towards the19

town centre.  This is what I saw with my own eyes.20

Q.   Thank you.  And how were these volunteers dressed and equipped?21

A.   How were they dressed?  Well, you see, other young people were playing22

football.  Others were selling their produce at the market.  Others were delivering23

water to Muslims.  And given the events they decided to go to school, because -- go24

to the school, because on the pretext that they had suffered too much they had to go,25
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go to the rebellion, because they had suffered too much, and if only they managed to1

do so they were going to take advantage of that.2

Now, "Life or death," that's what they said, to do everything or die.  From the3

moment that they accepted to be recruited, it was the current president who was4

going to the school and who -- well, it wasn't him who gave the weapons.  It wasn't5

he who registered them.  He wasn't there.  He himself, he was hiding because they6

were looking for him.  When somebody enters into an army, in whatever way, they7

get a weapon.  He wasn't the one who gave them the weapons but, even if it's not he8

himself who gave out the weapons, he can give an instruction to somebody else to9

give them weapons, because the people - well, his volunteers - they weren't going to10

fight with nothing in their hands.11

Now, where it concerns their clothing, it was what they were wearing.  Jeans,12

flip-flops, these were the clothing that they were wearing for their ordinary activities.13

Even when they followed him, they didn't equip them like a regular army, no.  They14

left with the clothing that they usually wore.  That's it.15

Q.   Thank you, sir.  Now, a few minutes ago, in describing the forces at16

Mr Bozizé's disposal, you referred to loyalists.  Did you mean soldiers who were17

loyal to General Bozizé?18

A.   No, it wasn't soldiers who were the loyal, or loyalist, to General Bozizé.  When19

I speak about loyalists, I'm speaking about soldiers who were in the base, or in the20

barracks in the town centre.  It was they who came to attack in PK12, and that's clear21

and I said that so you understand me well.  Here I'm telling what I experienced,22

what I saw.  No, Bozizé didn't have loyalist soldiers.  It was the soldiers, the troops23

of CEN-SAD, who were based in Kambaya.  Others were based in the 14th Villa.24

Others as well in M'Poko.  And it was those -- they had armoured vehicles and they25
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had a helicopter.  It was they who -- well, because their base, on their base they were1

cooperating with these loyalist soldiers at the time of the bearded president.2

THE INTERPRETER:  Says the witness.3

THE WITNESS:  (Interpretation)  And it was those who came to attack the current4

Head of State.  That's the reason.  So when I speak about loyalists, it's those who5

came.  A regiment came to attack the current president.  That's the reason why I6

speak about loyalists.  I don't talk about loyalists of the current president.7

MR HAYNES:8

Q.   Thank you.  So where and on how many occasions did you see Mr Bozizé's9

fighting force?10

A.   When they withdrew, they took time and everything happened in October.11

I don't know if I've been understood on that, but they left and towards the 31st, 2, 3,12

they came back.  I'm talking about the ones who followed him, they came back, but13

the current Head of State was not with them on that day.  In the morning, everything14

was going well.  Everybody was carrying out their occupations.  All of a sudden15

they burst in and the young people in the neighbourhood ran -- ran towards them to16

welcome them when they arrived.  They came aboard three vehicles.  They spent all17

their time smoking, drinking alcohol and walked around in the whole neighbourhood.18

We too, we were walking around, and some of them who knew us came up to us to19

ask us questions.  They asked how we were, we said we were well and they said20

there in bush, their situation, their life, well, they had a difficult life and that's the21

reason why they thought it would be useful to come back and get supplies and that's22

why they also went into the shops of Muslims to get soap and other things that they23

needed.24

And on that day it started to rain.  I saw them myself leave on these three vehicles.25
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31 October, it was.  Four days afterwards, they came back on the same vehicles.1

Some of them who were still in the bush were also among these forces.  They went to2

the checkpoint and, when the population saw them, they were afraid.  They took3

over PK12 checkpoint and they drove out the police who had been at the checkpoint.4

They came back once, they left again and then they came back.  Having eaten all the5

supplies they came back to look for more, but because they were armed they were6

called soldiers.  Anyone could call them a soldier.  Before they were rebels, but they7

didn't want to hear that and that's why the population called them soldiers instead of8

rebels.9

They left again and they came back a week later.  They went to the cattle market and10

they filled their vehicles with carcasses, with meat, and people said, "Well, there we11

have soldiers who have crossed the river in order to go towards PK12, but we have to12

be careful.  If you can, try and flee," and that's why they left.  But every time they13

came, when they came on to the scene, the current Head of State was not among them,14

and this is why they withdrew when they learned that there were soldiers who had15

crossed the river to come to fight them.  They learnt that these soldiers who had16

crossed were very bad people, they were prepared to shoot children, women, and17

that's what pushed them to withdraw.18

Some time afterwards the people that we were talking about arrived, that's the reason19

why I spoke about loyalists who were fighting next to the CEN-SAD soldiers, but20

when they came to attack that was because they received an order, but they didn't21

succeed in fighting them.  That's what I wanted to tell you but, if there are things22

that you haven't understood, I'm here and you can ask the question again.  I will be23

able to answer you.24

Q.   From where did Mr Bozizé's troops take their supplies?25
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A.   I just said, the soldiers weren't recruited regularly.  They hadn't had training.1

They didn't have a base to receive rations.  They spent two days and then they left2

again.  They supplied themselves where they were.  They didn't establish their base3

in PK12.  Even for their arms, their weapons, they joined the rebellion with a precise4

aim, so they expected something, and once recruited the soldiers could not fight with5

empty hands.  They all had weapons, that's what I can tell you.6

Q.   But what about food, where did they take that from?7

A.   Well, I'm going to repeat something and say to you that these soldiers were not8

in Bangui.  They weren't there at Bangui.  They came; they made forays.  They9

might have come, for instance, at 11.30 and then leave again at noon.10

They didn't stay at PK12.  They didn't live there, they didn't have their base there at11

PK12.  They would eat where they found food.  They didn't set up a base at PK12.12

If they had set up a base at PK12, we would have been aware of that, but they would13

come in, in forays, they would fight in the morning and then -- they would come in14

the morning and then they would go away again.15

Q.   Did you see amongst the soldiers under the command of General Bozizé any16

soldiers of Arab appearance?17

A.   No, there were no Arabs.  When they left, there were just young people from18

the neighbourhood that had followed them.  But Muslims generally, before they19

embarked on something like that, would generally think about it a good deal20

beforehand.  But what I can say is that most of them were just young people from21

the neighbourhood.22

Q.   Did you see any of the soldiers under Mr Bozizé's command wearing headwear,23

such at turbans or other coloured items?24

A.   No, they didn't have anything of that type.  All they wore was their uniforms,25
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their clothes.  They would always wear the same thing - caps, for instance - the1

young people, that young people in Bangui wear.  Some wore flip-flops or tennis2

shoes.  Others wore shoes.  They didn't all wear the same thing.  They didn't wear3

uniforms.  Some would wear caps, others berets.  Some had nothing at all.  They4

wore just a scarf.5

Q.   I'd just like to ask you about something that you said in your interview with the6

investigators, and it's Defence document number 1, and the English page is page 0328,7

and in French the last four digits are 0018, and it's at the top of the page, please.8

During the course of your interview with the OTP investigators, you were asked, "Did9

you see Bozizé's troops and, if yes, can you describe them?"  And you said, "No, I did10

not see them."  Was that the truth?11

A.   Yes, but what's the issue here?  If I repeat to you that Bozizé himself had no12

soldiers, he, himself, was a soldier under the command of another soldier, but what13

actually happened I really don't know.  At one moment in time, we heard heavy14

artillery. And when I asked questions around me -- as I told you, I didn't see them,15

but I think I was right in saying so because at that time Bozizé didn't have his own16

army.  That is why I said that I didn't see his soldiers.17

Now, if we say that he had soldiers, I can only say yes, because perhaps after that he18

was able to recruit the young people from the neighbourhood.  He did recruit them19

and they followed him as he fled.  Those young people that followed him, they are20

the ones who came back and that's why I say "those were the soldiers."21

When the investigator asked me whether I'd seen Bozizé's soldiers, well, he shouldn't22

have asked that question since it doesn't in any way concern the investigation, the23

relevant investigation.  So that question that you have just asked me, I can't answer24

you, because at the time Mr Bozizé didn't have any soldiers.25
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It was only following an incident between himself and his senior ranking officers that1

young people from the neighbourhood began to rally around him.  Now, if the2

investigators today were to interview me and if I said to them "I didn't see those3

soldiers," I can only be right in saying so.4

Q.   Thank you.  Were there people in PK12 who were afraid of Mr Bozizé and his5

armed men?6

A.   What I am saying is it was not he who started the attack.  He was the one to be7

attacked.  And what I can say is that today the whole population of PK12 - men,8

women and children - absolutely everybody loves this gentleman wholeheartedly.9

You can go to PK12 today, and if you get there and if you speak badly of this10

gentleman even the traders might attack you, might -- that's what I can say here and11

now.12

Why am I saying this?  Well, how could he threaten the population, in view of the13

fact that the inhabitants of that area were the ones who joined him and go into the14

bush with him?  Neither he, nor his soldiers threatened anybody at PK12.  On the15

contrary, the inhabitants of PK12 go to his wife's home and NGOs have been set up.16

Mr Bozizé's wife helps them.  Even elderly women have their own organisation and,17

in that organisation, they are given sacks of rice and other foodstuffs.  So I can tell18

you that his soldiers did not in any way attack the inhabitants during his stay.19

Q.   What about when they destroyed the shops to get provisions?20

A.   Thank you for that question.  You know, when they left, they would never21

have taken anything.  They were attacked and they had to flee.  And when they22

returned, they had vehicles, they had weapons with them.  And when they got to23

PK12, well, you know, when the conflict began all the Muslims shut their shops, and24

the bar owners no longer opened and everybody went away.25
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When they arrived, they thought, well, we have nothing so we simply have to go and1

help ourselves in those bars, and that's why they broke down the door to the bar in2

question and got hold of everything they needed before withdrawing.  But when3

they left -- well, actually, after the victory, there was nothing.4

Of course, people would refer to them as "rebels," but then after their victory they5

were called "liberators."  When they took over power, their head said to them that he6

didn't want any disturbances and he didn't want any looting.  So the doors were7

broken down at the time when they were still in the heat of the fighting against the8

loyalists.  That's what I would say.9

Q.   What happened to the people who owned those shops?10

A.   Well, if your shop is broken into and destroyed, well, they would throw the11

bottles all over the place, and sometimes they would take the shelves and sell them.12

But listen, you yourself, if you are the owner of a bar, what can you do?  These were13

soldiers.  These were people who had weapons.  What would you as an owner do14

to them?  The owners could see them, could see them doing this but they couldn't do15

anything about it.  Their houses were close by, close to their stores and bars, but they16

couldn't come out and resist.  Nobody could come out and do that.  It was after this17

damage that people came along and observed the damage.18

Q.   Why could nobody stop Mr Bozizé's troops from looting the bars and shops?19

A.   Well, nobody could prevent them from doing so.  Who could have done so?20

Who could have prevented them?  Who?  Two young children that are armed, if21

you're an adult like you or I, if you say -- would you say "Stop that."  But if they22

actually ask you to kneel down, wouldn't you do it?  They were armed.  They did23

all this.  But who could get close to them?  Who could protest?24

And as for the police station, there were people in there doing their jobs.  They25
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removed the barrier before they left.  At that time in that particular place there were1

only civilians.  There were civilians, and activities were normal.  The market was2

operating.  But who could object?  Who could oppose them?  There were a lot of3

people there, but who would take the risk to come forward and speak to them?4

Of course, these were children that were with us in the area, but by then they had5

become soldiers.  They were armed.  Nobody could go up to them and prevent6

them from doing what they were doing.7

Q.   Thank you.  I want to move on to something else you talked about.  What is8

CEN-SAD?9

A.   What do we call CEN-SAD?  These are the Libyans in Bangui.  We called10

them the CEN-SAD, but in actual fact they were Libyans.  In the various11

neighbourhoods of Bangui you find the FACA, the BT, BT1 and BT2, and also the12

CEN-SAD.  It's true, they were Libyans, but their corps was referred to as CEN-SAD.13

They spent a lot of time in Bangui.  Everybody knew that the Libyans had spent14

many years in Bangui.15

Q.   And what role did the Libyans who were part of CEN-SAD play in the events of16

October and November 2002?17

A.   22 October 2002, they were in their base and they were confined to their base18

starting on the 22nd.  They didn't go out to any front.  The events I'm describing19

here, well, it's because I am used to going out and crossing the city and going to the20

department for my papers, so in discussions with my friends I am able to keep track21

of things, and that is what I'm describing here.22

Q.   Thank you.  But at whose disposal were the CEN-SAD forces comprised of23

Libyan units?24

A.   The CEN-SAD troops were under the command of the former head of state, the25
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bearded one.  They came to the Central African Republic because he had asked them1

to do so.  He was not based at Koncassi (phon) or Kombiyal (phon) like the FACA2

forces were.  There were units at 14 Villa and others close to Barque (phon) and3

others at M'Poko, the airport.  They weren't -- they didn't mingle with all these other4

troops. They were confined to their own barracks in a separate place.  Because I5

have brothers who were part of FACA and sometimes, when they go to work, I ask6

him where and he says he goes to CEN-SAD or Kombiyal because that's where he's7

going to take his tour of duty.  All this information allowed me to acquire more8

knowledge about these events.9

Q.   Thank you.  And that in part is why I'm going to ask you this next question.10

You mentioned, when you were giving evidence earlier this week, a unit called the11

Barracudas.  Who or what are they?12

A.   The Barracuda, I don't have any information about them.  There is no13

relationship.  I spoke about the Barracuda because these were troops, French troops.14

They were referred to as the Barracuda.  But previously they were referred to as the15

French army, and then all of a sudden we called them the Barracuda.  They were16

confined to their base and they did not cooperate with the Libyans, nor with the17

FACA.  The FACA were in their own base; the CEN-SAD theirs; and the Barracuda,18

in their base, too.  The Libyans came for a specific assignment.  They were confined19

to their barracks and those troops would go out on patrol, either on the Boali road.20

That's what the Barracudas did.  But CEN-SAD didn't go out on patrols.  They21

stayed in their barracks and didn't move from there.  The Barracudas, everybody22

knew them.  They came to Bangui; there were many of them.  They patrolled all23

over the city and they have their own base.  Their assignment, I don't know.  These24

were foreign troops, just like CEN-SAD.  The Barracudas are a unit that belongs to25
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the French army.1

Q.   Thank you.  Were they there to assist Mr Bozizé in his rebellion?2

A.   Well, he had no soldiers.  The current head of the state didn't have soldiers.3

There were no troops that assisted him, quite simply because the young people were4

the ones who got organised.  These were young volunteers.  There were many of5

them.6

You know, if there had been a previous understanding, we would have been aware of7

that, but this was spontaneous.  Let's suppose you're having a meal and there's an8

attack.  You get your weapon and you return fire, and when you realise that there is9

an imbalance and that the balance is against you, only some of the FACA knew what10

was going on, but others were further away, at the airport, for instance.  And it was11

only later that some realised that the current head of state had been attacked at PK12.12

But to say that one soldier belonging to FACA had actually followed him and rebelled,13

I would say no, that's not true.14

Q.   Thank you very much.  I know there's three minutes to go before we have to15

adjourn but I'm about to move on to a very different topic.16

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much, Mr Haynes.17

Mr Witness, we are going to adjourn for today. We hope we have -- you have a very18

restful night, and we will continue with your questioning by the Defence tomorrow19

morning at 9.30.  Thank you very much.  Court officer, please, let's turn briefly into20

closed session.21

*(Closed session at 4.00 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session22

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in closed session, Madam President.23

(The witness stands down)24

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  We can turn into public session, please.25
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(Open session at 4.01 p.m.)1

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in open session, Madam President.2

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much.  I have two very short issues3

to inform the parties, or to discuss with the parties, and for that purpose I will ask the4

court officer to turn into private session.  After discussing such issues with the5

parties, we are going to adjourn and resume tomorrow morning at 9.30.  So I take the6

opportunity that we are in public session to thank very much the Prosecution team,7

the legal representatives of victims, the Defence team, Mr Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo,8

our interpreters and court reporters.  So we go very briefly into private session and9

then we adjourn.10

*(Private session at 4.02 p.m.) Reclassified as Open session11

THE COURT OFFICER:  We are in private session, Madam President.12

PRESIDING JUDGE STEINER:  Thank you very much.  First is just to inform the13

Defence and the legal representatives that tomorrow we have -- we are sitting only in14

the morning, from 9.30 to 1 o'clock, since in the afternoon we are having upon the15

request of the Prosecution an ex parte hearing with the presence of VWU and it16

was -- the request from Prosecution was agreed upon.17

The second point:  On 18 February, the Chamber received an information related to a18

document, or to documents, that were left in the Defence bench.  Confidential19

documents - and, more specifically, a witness statement in which the name of the20

witness appeared clearly - was found by security under the desk of the Defence team21

in Courtroom 1.  This incident was communicated to the Defence, of course.  This22

incident occurred on a Friday, meaning that the document stayed in the courtroom23

for the whole weekend and for the morning of 14 February, when the Pre-Trial24

Chamber held a hearing in the case of The Prosecutor versus Mr Mbarushimana.  It25
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was just a very lucky coincidence that counsel for Mr Mbarushimana is co-counsel for1

Mr Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo.2

But the purpose of this communication is just to remind again parties and participants3

about their responsibility in ensuring that confidential information or material doesn't4

go into the wrong hands.  So we are using again this episode to once again remind5

parties and participants of their responsibilities in relation to handling highly6

confidential materials.7

So, having said that, I thank you very much again for the presence of the teams and8

the legal representatives, and we are going to resume tomorrow morning at 9.30.9

THE COURT USHER:  All rise.10

(The hearing ends at 4.05 p.m.)11

RECLASSIFICATION REPORT12
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