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International Criminal Court

Trial Chamber VII - Courtroom 1

Situation: Central African Republic

In the case of The Prosecutor v. Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo, Aimé Kilolo Musamba,
Jean-Jacques Mangenda Kabongo, Fidele Babala Wandu and Narcisse

Arido - ICC-01/05-01/13

Presiding Judge Bertram Schmitt, Judge Marc Perrin de Brichambaut and

Judge Raul Pangalangan

Trial Hearing

Thursday, 15 October 2015

(The hearing starts in open session at 9.30 a.m.)

THE COURT USHER: All rise.

The International Criminal Court is now in session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Good morning, everybody, and a warm welcome.
Good morning also to Mr Witness, as we have agreed to name you during your
testimony.

Court officer, please call the case.

THE COURT OFFICER: Thank you, Mr President. The situation in the Central
African Republic, in the case of The Prosecutor versus Jean-Pierre Bemba Gombo,
Aimé Kilolo Musamba, Jean-Jacques Mangenda Kabongo, Fidele Babala Wandu and
Narcisse Arido, case reference ICC-01/05-01/13.

For the record we are in open session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Then as every morning, to put it this way, could
counsel please tell us with whom they are today in the courtroom.

MR VANDERPUYE: Good morning your Honour. Good morning, everyone. I'm
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today with Olivia Struyven to my left, Sylvie Vidinha behind her to my left and
behind me Ekaterina Kopylova. I'm Kweku Vanderpuye.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Thank you very much.

I think we stick with the sequence that we had all the other days, and we start with
Mr Gosnell, because I would prefer anybody, but because Mr Gosnell is closest to the
Bench.

MR GOSNELL: Thank you. Good morning, your Honours. Appearances are the
same as yesterday.

MR DJUNGA: (Interpretation) Good morning, your Honour. The Defence

Mr Kilolo has not changed. It's the same as yesterday.

MR TAKU: Your Honours, Arido's team remains the same as yesterday.

MR KILENDA: (Interpretation) Good morning, your Honour. Good morning,
your Honours. We have the same team assisting Mr Babala.

MS TAYLOR: Good morning, Mr President, your Honours. The configuration of
the Bemba team is the same as yesterday. Thank you.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Thank you very much. Before we continue with
the -- yes. Before we continue with anything else we of course also welcome

Mrs Doucerain, who can also introduce herself as a counsel for Mr witness.

MS DOUCERAIN: (Interpretation) Good morning, your Honour. Good morning,
your Honours. Karine Doucerain. I am the counsel for the witness.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Thank you.

Before we continue with the examination, the Chamber would like to inquire with all
parties as to exactly how much time each of them would like to examine P-260. So I
start with the Defence of Mr Arido. How much time do you think you will question

Mr Witness?
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MR TAKU: Your Honours, Mr Larochelle will essentially be doing the
cross-examination today. I'm just taking the floor in about 10 minutes just to clarify,
I mean, just to put a few questions and he will take over. And I will leave that to
him, your Honours, to the give the Court how much time he will need.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Larochelle.

MR LAROCHELLE: I think I can conclude my cross-examination in between one
hour and one hour and 15 minutes. So I think it's reasonable to assume that we will
go to the break this morning and we will definitely endeavour to stick to that plan.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Then perhaps the Defence of Mr Mangenda.

MR VERCKEN: (Interpretation) At this stage, your Honour, we have no questions
whatsoever.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: The defence of Mr Babala.

MR KILENDA: (Interpretation) In principle, we have no questions to this point to
put to the witness, but everything depends on the dynamic of the trial.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: That is fair to say.

Now Mrs Taylor, please, for Mr Bemba.

MS TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr President. The Bemba team is of the same position,
we have no questions at this point, but it may depend on what arises.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: The Chamber appreciates very much this approach
and it welcomes it to be very honest. And of course then the Arido Defence is
granted the time that it needs for the further examination.

And please, Mr Taku, continue like you want, like you wish to proceed.

MR TAKU: Thank you very much, your Honour.

WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0260 (On former oath)

(The witness speaks French)
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QUESTIONED BY MR TAKU: (Continuing)

Q. Good morning, Witness.

A.  Good morning, Counsel.

MR TAKU: I'll commence quickly by asking that the court officer should put before
you -- to bring up, and this is for reference only, CAR-OTP-0084-0412 at 0421 lines 347
to 351, tab 13, OTP binder.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Just a short reminder, we are in open session. So
please everybody now questioning, Mr Taku first and then when we come to

Mr Larochelle, please have that in mind. If you want to discuss sensitive matters,
please ask us for going into private session. Thank you very much.

MR TAKU: Thank you, your Honours. Thank you so much.

Q.  Witness, have you seen that lines 347 to lines 3517 Now, let me put the
question to you. That was on 5 November 2014. You told the investigators that
many persons were present during the debriefing in Douala, but some of them were
eliminated from the list. I do not know the reason.

Correct, Witness?

A. Yes, Counsel.

MR TAKU: Now, court officer, also put reference CAR-OTP-0075-0246, tab 82,
Judges' binder.

Q. Do you have that before you, Witness?

Now, Witness, did you know that Mr Arido's involvement in the Bemba case was to
be an expert and to provide a report titled (Interpretation) "Strategic planning of
operations"?

Did you know that?

A. No.
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MR TAKU: Now, court officer, please bring CAR-OTP-0080-0021 at 0040, tab 3, OTP
binder.

Q. Isthatbefore you? That's lines 668 to 669, 668 to 669.

Now let me read that out for you.

This document is not to be shown to the public, please. Thank you.

(Interpretation) "ButIno longer know. I am no longer in Kilolo's thing. Ihave
already left that. Ihave found my place elsewhere. I'm notinvolved in that."

Is that what you told the investigator Mr Arido told you?

A. Yes, that's it.

MR TAKU: Now, court officer, put -- show him CAR-OTP-0075-0567-R01. That's
the Judges', this is tab 47.

Q. This is an email from Mr Arido to you dated 9 October 2012 where he tells you:
(Interpretation) "Due to my security I have withdrawn from the Kilolo case, because
I've been interviewed on several times by the DST in (Redacted), and there's been no
reaction to protect me. Once free, I intend to prosecute the ICC for breach of
confidentiality. At your level you have to assess it in accordance with your interest.
They are not serious or wise. Thank you. Iam leaving Brazza at the end of the
month."

Did you receive that email, Witness?

A. Ididn't receive this email.

Q. Butyou see it was addressed to you, Witness.

A. Ididn't receive this email, Counsel.

Q. Yes, but now from ...

Sorry, your Honour.

Now, from the email in front of you, it was addressed to you?
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1 A. Yes, itisaddressed to me, but I did not receive this email.

2 MRTAKU: Now, show him --no, donot. This is for the attention of the Judges.

3 It'snot to be shown to the witness. It's information involving, relating to other

4  persons, but it is CAR-D24-002-0924. This is at tab 67. And I will read out the area

5 of interest here, the area of interest here, and then I will ask my question, your

6 Honour, with your permission.

7 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yes.

8 MRTAKU:

9 Q. Iwillalsonotmention specific names that are there. "According to the
10  information in the UNHCR records, Mr Arido and the other person then contacted
11  the DST and arranged for another meeting with the policeman who was arrested by
12 the DST when he arrived at the meeting. UNHCR was informed that the policeman
13 was found to be in possession of four documents. One, a document stating that he
14  was an expert consultant in sociological. Two, a Central African Republic passport
15 in which he was presented as a civilian administrator."
16  Let me omit the passport number, your Honours, because it may reveal the identity of
17  that individual as well.
18  That's Issued on 7 March 2012 in Bangui.
19 "Three, United Nations laissez-passer” also the number, which expired on 3 February
20 2010 and extended on 8 March 2013, stating the person's name as Mister -- I wouldn't
21  call the name, your Honour -- operations protection assistant.
22 And three, a badge of the International Criminal Court expired since March 2012
23  stating his title as field officer.
24 Mr Witness, did you listen, did you hear this? You listened to what I just read.

25 Mr Arido told you about his security, that he was not secured and that he has left.
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He will not testify in the case any longer. So what do you say to this, Witness, upon
hearing this now?

A.  Your Honour, when Mr Arido was meant to leave (Redacted), he called me one
evening in the town centre. I think it was around 6 or 7 o'clock in the evening, and
the sky was threatening. And he said it had been a long time that we hadn't met.
And before leaving he said the following: "I am currently leaving the case with
Kilolo. Iam nolongerin. Iam going to go elsewhere to find myself." That's all he
said.

Now, as you will find out when Mr Kilolo is there, you will take the information and
you will go -- or you will take the documents and you will go through the Cameroon
border. And there will be a Congolese person who will take you, and he will
provide you with documentation. The documentation will make it possible for you
to travel to The Hague, because Cameroon refused to issue you a safe conduct.

And those were the instructions that he called me to give. And I said okay, and that
is how we separated.

Q.  Witness please --

Court officer, put on the screen CAR-D24-0002-0001, tab 66 for the Judges.

Witness, have you seen that document?

A. Yes, I see the document.

Q.  Witness, the director of public security of the national police, Cameroon police,
went to that motel that you say, you cited, and investigated and came out with a
report that there was no evidence that you and Mr Arido resided in that hotel in
February 2012. What do you say to that?

A.  Your Honour, your Honours, I was staying in the hotel Grand Moulin with

Mr Arido in the same bed in the same room. In the other room (Redacted) and
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(Redacted) slept in the other room.

The other persons who were in Douala came to find us in this same hotel. But
counsel Kilolo arrived in Douala to receive us. Maitre Kilolo gave money for us to
be paid, to pay the hotel, and to wait and so that he would receive us. Mr Kilolo
when he arrived, he gave us money, and he sent money so that we could eat.

So if we had never been in the Douala in the hotel Grand Moulin, where was

Mr Kilolo meant to receive us then?

Q. And to end my intervention this morning, Witness, I put it to you that it's a
public security post in that place and there's no way that group of foreigners will
meet in a single hotel room to hold meetings without them knowing and immediately
pouncing on them and arresting them. I put this to you, Witness, what do you say to
that?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Vanderpuye?

MR VANDERPUYE: I don't know what particular period of time my colleague is
referring to, but if he's referring to 2015, it's not an appropriate question to put to the
witness since the meeting didn't transpire then.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I personally have understood that we are talking
about 2012.

MR TAKU: Exactly, your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Or aren't we talking about 2012?

MR TAKU: Yes, your Honours.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: You're talking about Douala 2012?

MR TAKU: Yes, your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Or am I wrong?

MR TAKU: You're right, your Honour.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Okay.

MR TAKU: There is a public security post in Deido, Grand Moulin, just next -- near
that hotel, and that there was no way a group of foreigners in a single hotel room in a
motel will be holding those meetings without being identified by this service and
immediately arrested.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Vanderpuye, still standing?

MR VANDERPUYE: Still, Mr President. I'm afraid that doesn't help my learned
colleague's question. First of all, there's no evidence in the record with respect to the
facts that he's asserting or putting to the witness in this case. If he wants to know the
answer to that question, I would ask that he put the question to the witness, first of all,
was there, one, such a post? And if there was such a post, what is it that would
likely occur? Which is speculative, but nevertheless I think he could probably get
away with that, but as it is phrased right now, it's still objectionable.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yes, there is merit in it indeed. The witness cannot
know if this is sort of a public office. But what it is about and what you want to
know is if the witness confirms that he has been in -- I think you're talking about
February 2012 in this hotel in Douala. Perhaps you can phrase it perhaps in this
direction.

MR TAKU: Well, your Honour, in order not to take precious time from my
colleague, I will leave it there, and my colleague will continue from there.

We will adduce more evidence about that, about the report from the High
Commission for Refugees we received. Ijust wanted to make this comment: We,
through diplomatic channel and the Court, we asked from the government of
Cameroon to submit the entire report DST, Direction du Territoire

Sécurité -- intelligence service that we were making effort to get the entire report from
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Cameroon through diplomatic channel about that. Thank you, your Honour.

My colleague can take over.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Thank you. Then I give the floor to Mr Larochelle,
who has time to arrange himself.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Thank you very much, your Honour.
QUESTIONED BY MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Good morning, Witness.

A.  Good morning, Counsel.

Q. In order to use the religious term, your Calvary should be even shorter if you
reply in a short and precise way to the questions that I put to you.

To briefly go back to the document that Counsel Taku showed to you,
CAR-OTP-0075-0567. So you have just read this email. I would like us to go a bit
turther down in this document, if you would be so kind. There we can see that the
email that you say you didn't receive, this is a reply to an email that you yourself sent
on 8 October 2012. You say, "Good evening my younger brother." You refer to the
meeting, and you congratulate Mr Arido on his marriage, and you say that Mr Kilolo
has provided you with a lawyer.

Do you remember having sent this email to Mr Arido?

A.  Yes.

Q. And you do not remember having received the answer which is at the top of the
page?

A.  Counsel, I'm telling you that I don't remember.

Q.  Sojust to be precise, you don't deny having received it, you're just saying you
don't remember it; is that correct?

A. Thaven't denied it. Isaid thatI don't remember.
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Q. Iremembered you denying it. Ijust want us to be clear on that.

So if we go back a bit in time, we briefly yesterday during your examination, we
addressed what you called or you spoke to the Prosecutor about the first topo as you
put it?

A.  Excuse me, Counsel, I didn't speak about the first topo.

Q. We'll call it the first one for the aims of our discussion. This one concerns (Redacted)
A.  Oui

Q. Iknow that we are in open session. Could we have a code to refer to (Redacted)
in an open way? I would say just by my expertise in confidentiality, I'm a bit lost
with regard to know whether we have, say, Bob or we use the true name of (Redacted)
In question.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Vanderpuye.

MR VANDERPUYE: May we go into private session, please, Mr President?
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yes, then we go into private session so we have on
the safe side.

*(Private session at 9.58 a.m.) Reclassified as open session

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: And then you can speak out the name, of course.
MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) My colleague --

THE COURT OFFICER: We are in private session.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. I'msorry for the exercise, so we have a convention within this Court, we refer to
(Redacted) as being Bob. We're going to go back into public session. Please

don't reveal the real identity of Bob, (Redacted). When I ask questions on Bob,

you will understand that we are speaking about (Redacted); do you understand?

A. Yes,  understand.
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MR LAROCHELLE: Now we can come back into open session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Any objections?

MR VANDERPUYE: No, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Then we can go into public session again.

(Open session at 9.59 a.m.)

THE COURT OFFICER: We are back in open session.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. So we're speaking about your deal with Bob and I understand from your
testimony yesterday that you were meant to inhabit the person of somebody who was
a rebel and that was meant to be done in Libreville; is that correct?

A.  That's correct.

Q. Tunderstand you were meant to impersonate the head, or you had to
impersonate somebody who commanded a battalion or a group of soldiers of 385
soldiers, Yokadouma; is that correct?

A.  That's correct.

Q. Do you remember what period this was in, how much time there was before the
second deal?

A. Idon't remember, Counsel.

Q. Tunderstand that the exercise was basically that you were meant to go to Gabon.
Do you remember who else was going to be present to participate in the negotiations?
A.  In principle, Mr Arido was meant to go there and, as he said he couldn't be
interested in that, I had to go, and that's how he put me in contact with Bob.

Q.  So what you've just said so it was the first time and all the statements, testimony,
everything that you've given it was the first time that you've said that it was Mr Arido

who was meant to play the role that you've just mentioned in Libreville. 1It's the first
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time you've said, are you aware of that?

A.  Yes, Counsel, but because that was not of interest with regards to the topic we're
dealing with before the Court, I didn't want to go into that to lose the Court's time
uselessly.

Q. The Court will assess that.

Now, for the preparations, you go to this conference or this negotiation round, you
are in direct contact with Bob in order to discuss logistics of the exercise?

A. It wasn't to discuss logistics.

Q. Isit Bob who told you that the negotiations would take place in Libreville?

A.  When Mr Arido put me in contact with him, he is the one who explained his
intentions to me; namely, to send me to Libreville as his replacement.

Q. Soif I understand you properly, as I think through your new version, in the end,
what you are telling us now is that it isn't Bob who wanted to send you, but that
everything was in Arido's hands and he said, "You will replace me, you will go on my
behalf" and so on and so forth, and therefore he's the one who gave you that first deal;
is that the case this morning?

A.  Counsel, I admire your rhetoric, but what I'm saying here is that Bob asked me
to represent him and the person who made it possible for me to know Bob is

Mr Arido. Ihope this is clear enough.

Q. Idonot want to belabour the point. So my understanding, therefore, is that
that first deal did not materialize; is that correct, it never materialized?

A.  Yes, that's correct.

Q.  This now brings us to the second deal, the one you refer to as Mr Bemba's deal
or topo. Are you with me?

A. Yes.
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Q. T'understand that under the deal you were expected to testify as a Defence
witness in the Bemba case; is that the case?

A.  Yes.

Q.  You claimed that Arido promised Europe and 10 million CFA francs for you if
you agreed to do what was requested; is that correct?

A.  Arido did not make me the offer. Arido gave me to understand that for
testifying it would be necessary for me to receive 10 million and travel to Europe.
That was part of the clauses. He knew that I could not testify for nothing.

Q. Soyou travelled to Douala. Now when you went to Douala for the first time in
February 2012, was it already present to your mind that you would be receiving

10 million francs CFA and that there was a possibility of relocation to Europe?

A.  That was the motivation which linked me to Arido and made it possible for me
to agree to testify. Iagreed to testify because of the 10 million that I was expected to
receive and because of the possibility of being relocated to Europe.

Q.  So that was the idea you had in your mind on your way to Douala, but you say
that you went along with three other persons; Mr Arido, one (Redacted) and another
person whose name will not be mentioned, but you must remember that name?

A. Yes, that's correct.

Q. Now, when you get to Douala other persons join you; do you remember that?
A. Yes, I remember that, Counsel.

Q. A short while ago, and I will not ask for this to be displayed, we saw on one of
the excerpts displayed by Mr Taku that you stated that some persons had been
eliminated; do you remember?

A. Yes,Idoremember. Some persons were there, but Mr Arido had brought me

to understand that the quorum or the group of persons who were expected to provide
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that testimony should have been made up of ten persons. Now for those of us who
came from (Redacted) they were not -- we were not ten in number. I did not know,
therefore, how the other persons would be found. It is when we got there that we
realised that some people were already there. And I was meeting them for the first
time. Idid not know them. And even if they were placed before me today I would
not be able to recognize them.

Q. Do you remember whether that quota of ten was reached? Do you remember
whether there were at least six people from (Redacted) who were present in addition
to the four of you who came from (Redacted)

A.  Four of us came from (Redacted) and we met up in Douala with, I believe,
(Redacted) whom I recognized. Well, I'm providing names here. Can I provide
those names? Can I mention those names?

Q. Please avoid mentioning the names of those who came with you from (Redacted)
A. So four of us came from (Redacted).

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Vanderpuye.

MR VANDERPUYE: Mr President, could we -- well, we are in open session.

I would ask if we can go into private session.

MR LAROCHELLE: (No interpretation) --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think we go into private session, Mr Larochelle,
and then -- then the witness can speak about names. That's perhaps also of interest
for the Bench, I think, to know whom we are talking about. Yeah, thank you.

* (Private session at 10.09 a.m.) Reclassified as open session

THE COURT OFFICER: We are in private session.

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) Mr President, when we left (Redacted) for Douala

we were four in number. When we arrived in Douala, I am able to say that I
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recognized two people who stayed on with us to the end; (Redacted)

(Redacted). But the other persons who were there were -- in any event, that

was six of us already, but I did not know the other persons who were there. So if
you take the four from (Redacted) plus the two whom we met on the spot that makes
ten, not -- makes six, rather, not ten.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q.  You said that some people had been eliminated and you were referring to
people whom you did not know who were eliminated but who left when you arrived.
How many of them? Were there two, three, or four who left?

A. Idon't remember, Counsel, because the quorum was ten and the quorum had
not been reached or met so I don't remember how many people were there and how
many people left.

Q. Could we, therefore, conclude from your testimony that in addition to the six
people you have mentioned to, there were two or three other additional persons who
disappeared? Can we have a firm assertion from you?

A.  You're asking me to fabricate something. Ido notunderstand. Ihave given
you my answer. I said that there were four people who came in from (Redacted) and
two who met up with us in Douala, and there were other persons who were there,
and I'm not -- I did not proceed to a head count. And these things happened a
number of years ago and I'm not able to exactly remember how many persons were
there, Counsel.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: (Overlapping speakers)

MR LAROCHELLE: Sorry.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: No, but both are too fast. And I really admire the

interpreter that he seems to follow but, yeah, it must be a big problem. Please,
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Witness, and also Mr Larochelle, wait two or three seconds as we have said, three
seconds, until you continue with the question or you with an answer.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. (Redacted) whom you mentioned, do you know him?

A. Tknew (Redacted) just when we were about to board a (Redacted) to travel to
Douala. And itis Arido who gave me to understand that (Redacted) was (Redacted)
(Redacted). It is thereafter that I established contact with him and he showed me
pictures of himself and (Redacted) in (Redacted).

Q.  When did he tell you that (Redacted) was (Redacted)

A.  Well, we got to Douala and we each needed to introduce ourselves. He's the
one who went first within the introductions. Then when we went up to our room,
he told me that (Redacted) was (Redacted) He also informed me that I ought to have
the conduct of a chief or leader, and when you're with the troops you need no behave
accordingly. He said that he was (Redacted), that he was a

killer and that one had to be very careful around him and that one had to behave like
a soldier.

Q. Now, I have looked at pictures of (Redacted) on the internet and when Arido
told you to be careful because you were dealing with a true soldier, I take it that you
took good note of what Mr Arido had brought to your attention even before you went
to meet those people; is that the case?

A. I'mnot sure I have understood your question, Counsel.

Q. A short while ago I was trying to elicit from you at what time Arido gave you
that warning, namely, that (Redacted) was a true soldier, (Redacted) and that

you therefore had to be careful?

A.  That happened when we arrived in Douala and I was telling the friends with
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whom we testified that this case is a matter of life or death and that we need to have
clarity on this matter of money, and I therefore said that when the lawyer comes and
we are discussing with him, we need to bring forth this condition.

I don't know what happened, but Mr Arido was not there and Arido -- rather, and he
says (Redacted) talked with Mr Arido at the time -- or saying that I was putting
together people in order to somehow plant ideas in their heads.

So as a leader he did not want to complain about me in front or reprimand me in front
of the others. So he took me to the room and reprimanded me there. At that time
he said, "You should have the conduct that is worthy of a soldier because (Redacted)
is a genuine soldier and he is (Redacted)

I think that in doing so he simply was drawing my attention to the fact that I should
not continue to raise every kind of issue with (Redacted) That is the manner in which
I understood his comments.

Q. At your first meeting with the Prosecutor on 2, 3 April 2014, you described the
meeting which held in Douala in the following terms which I will bring to your
attention, terms which you used at that time.

I'm referring here to CAR-OTP-0080-0021 at page 34 and 35, pages 34 and 35, lines 461
to 495 which are -- can be found on both pages. That will be tab 3 of the Prosecutor's
binder. Could you scroll up a little bit, please.

I invite you to read from line 461, please, to line 495. Please scroll down. At line
495 your conclusion is, "This is how it all began." Do you remember making that
statement to the Prosecutor?

A. Yes, that is what I said.

Q. Thank you. Now, if we scroll a little further down to line 516 to 532, the same

document further on in the document. Witness, please let me know when you've
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finished reading.

A. Did you say 532?

Q. 513

A. ButIsee 516 here.

Q. Let's scroll up a little bit to 513.

Are you there? Are you done?

A. Not yet, Counsel, but I have an idea of what is contained here.

Q. No, read on. Read on, please.

A.  Can you scroll up a little bit, please -- or down, rather. Scroll down, scroll
down. Further down, please.

I'm done.

Q. Isitokay?

A. Yes, Counsel.

Q. Now, a little further on at lines 561 to 563, could we look at those lines.
Have you read it? Are you done?

Yes.

Now, do you remember making this entire statement to the Prosecutor?
Yes, I'm the one who said so.

Do you stand by that statement?

I am the one who made that statement and I acknowledge that I made it myself.

o o> 0 > 0o >

Very well. Now, let me pull up one last reference in relation to what
apparently transpired in Douala. Can we turn to CAR-OTP-0080-0043 and I want us
to go to page 0067 of that document, line 893 to 897. 893. I'm sorry. Please scroll
up to enable the witness to see the document.

A. 883 to how many?
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883 to 897.
Yes.
Do you remember saying this to the Prosecutor?

Yes, Counsel.

o > 0 > O

Therefore, here we are in early April 2014 when you met the Prosecutor for the
first time; is that the case?

A.  Yes.

Q.  Where is Arido's briefing? Where is Arido's briefing, the alleged briefing that
Arido gave you when you arrived in Douala? Where is it in this statement to the
Prosecutor? Can you find it here?

A. Tdon'tknow. You arelooking only at part of my statement and you are asking
me to talk about where the briefing is. Please I urge you to refer to everything that I
said to the OTP before putting this question to me because you are referring only to a
segment.

Q. Mr Witness, you never mention it. The Arido's briefing is only added at the
second meeting with the OTP, including all this flowery additions of annexes and
what have you, but in the essence you have said here that it is (Redacted) who
provided you with that briefing; is that the case? Do you agree?

A.  Mr President, when I met with the representatives of the OTP, the question was
put to me as to how things had unfolded and if I remember correctly, I started by
explaining to the representatives of the OTP how the whole scenario was put
together.

Now, if we are taking an isolated segment of everything that I made available to the
representatives of the OTP to somehow play with me or juggle me, I think we need to

look at the entire statement, everything that I have said. Everything that I have said
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is of interest to your Court now and I think we need to look at them globally so that
when questions are put to me I can be able to answer them properly and then you
will determine subsequently. I cannot rely on a paragraph from 883 to 897 to explain
within that segment alone how everything began.

Q.  Witness, I want to reassure you that you told the Prosecutor that Arido briefed
you, but that was later on in the next meeting. Now, here you are describing your
arrival, your arrival in Douala, but the terms of that description are fundamentally
different from what you are telling the Court now.

Look at it carefully, but I think it is up to the Court to assess the truth in what you say
because right now you are testifying that you arrived in Douala, you met a number of
people, some of whom you did not know, and at that time you thought that you
would be receiving 10 million francs CFA, but you rather received 10,000 francs to go
and find something to eat along the roadside. That is the meeting you are describing;
is it not so?

A.  Mr President, when I met the representatives of the OTP, they told me that

I was a suspect; therefore, I needed to explain a number of things to them in relation
to all that had transpired before. I cannot jump from the preliminary matters that
were the reason for which I testified to start talking automatically about (Redacted)
here. Unfortunately, in any event, when I spoke about this man here, it was simply as
part of an explanation of the progression and the manner in which what we referred
to as testimony in favour of Mr Bemba last time was organised. Let no one tell you
here in your Court that an isolated segment of what I have said would constitute the
essence of what I have to tell the Court here. I started by explaining how it
happened that I came into contact with Maitre Kilolo in order to testify.

Q.  (No interpretation)
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think -- I think we should move on now because
the witness has given an answer to that and we have to assess this answer.

MR LAROCHELLE: Yes. (Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

Q. Justin order to continue, so you are a (Redacted) person respected in your
community, yes or no?

A.  Yes.

Q.  You have (Redacted)

(Redacted) I imagine?

A. Thatis correct, Counsel.

Q.  You think that the Court is going to swallow the fact that you present yourself
at a meeting with people who you don't know and publicly you express your will to
be a false witness; is that what your testimony is?

A.  Your Honour, when the Defence wants to ask me questions it shouldn't insult
me or ascribe intentions to me. The word that was used "gober" in French, swallow,
for example.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: If you could avoid -- of course it has been out, you
have spoken it out, if you would avoid the expression "think that the Court is going to
swallow the fact" and if you would restrain yourself to the question "Is that your
testimony that you present yourself at a meeting with people you don't know and
publicly express your will to be a false witness?" We would prefer to have it
phrased like this. The essence is perfectly the same, of course. You understand
that.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) I'm sorry.

Q. Icouldn't formulate it better than that. Could you answer the question of the

president?
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A.  Your Honour, I'm before your Court today to say at least that I was one of the
people who accepted to carry out this false testimony, to give this false testimony. If
the Court today has called me here it's because there was false testimony and that's
something that I recognize. My conscious reproaches me and I am before your
Court to say that I was a false witness and I showed the circumstances in which I
testified falsely yesterday.

We tried here to show to you that I was a soldier, and I will produce my national ID
card, (Redacted), et cetera, and you will see the

profession that figures thereon and you will understand what happened on the other
side.

They have shown evidence, a document has been shown in my name and they said
that I was the person and I participated in a meeting somewhere. That's not true.
My signature was put on it and I wanted to draw your attention to that. And that is
what's going on. When they say it's a game, it's a game that's going on.

I'm not here to lie to you, I'm here to say that I was one of the people who testified in
the Bemba case, and if this case is lost it's because all these maneuvers were set up so
that it could be that way.

Now, today I'm before your Court and to say that this is what I did at a particular
time, this is how I participated. I am not here to incriminate anyone so -- or for
people to ask questions which touch on my personality. I think it has to respect the
charter of the United Nations and human rights and we have to the right --

Q. (Overlapping speakers)

THE INTERPRETER: Overlapping speakers. Overlapping speakers.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: One moment. No discussion between witness and

counsel.
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And, Witness, please you have answered the question and now we continue with a
new question by counsel.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

Q. Solwould like to know, Witness, what went through your head when you
came to Douala, rather than receiving the 10 million CFA, it was a question of
(Redacted) saying that the -- that the testimony would be given for weapons and
material. Were you disappointed by that?

A.  Your Honour, the motivation, the primary motivation, and I come back to that,
was money. And I want to tell you when counsel asks questions, this case it
continues about a problem of money. I think if we had to testify, it was because of
this 10 million and because of going to Europe. If there are some people who
testified who came to your Court, they will confirm what I've said.

When we arrived in Douala, the first reaction that we had was firstly to think about
the money and we live in an insecure situation so this money is very welcome, is very
welcome indeed.

This is a trial which concerns a figure and --

Q. Canlinterrupt you? Yesorno? You said you were disappointed. You
don't need to have -- give us a sermon. Are you disappointed, yes or no?

A. Iwasn't disappointed because he was just making us understand that -- what
the conditions are before entering the room, the 10 million will not be paid.

Q. Nevertheless, (Redacted) said that the assets of Bemba were frozen. Iimagine
that you understood that there was a risk that you wouldn't get the money; isn't that
correct?

A.  Yes, but there was also before coming in and testifying, the money had to come

from somewhere.
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Q. WhatIread between the lines of what you said during your first meeting on

2 April is that there was a type of insatisfaction or lack of satisfaction which was
expressed by some people present; is that correct?

A.  Yes.

Q.  And they put into words their lack of satisfaction in that regard; is that correct?
A. Thatis correct.

Q. Afterwards everybody intervened with regards to this question. Some people
were perhaps on Bob's side, they said no, you have to go for the weapons. Others
said no, you have to have the money. Were the conversations like that? Without
going into details here but just to get an idea of the dynamics of how it went.

A.  Counsel, when Bob was there we expressed the wish to have this money in our
hands and Bob took the floor, he spoke to make us understand that as far as he was
concerned he acted because he believed, because he believed, because he was
expecting to receive materials from Mr Bemba. And I'm clear on that.

And for us you shouldn't look too much at the money for the moment. When we
were in Douala the money couldn't be spent because the assets of Mr Bemba were
frozen, but we had the possibility when we were here before entering into the
courtroom we would have the possibility to receive that 10 million.

Q. Solet's go abit further. So you have the meeting in Douala. AfterwardsI
understand the next day you had the meeting with Mr Kilolo; is that correct?

A.  Yes, it was the next day that we had been put in contact with Mr Kilolo.

Q.  And there you said, well, your version, your current version is to say that
immediately after the meeting or the interview with Mr Kilolo you had a briefing
with your colleagues; is that correct?

A. No, that is not what I said.
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Q.  Then I misunderstood your testimony. Briefly could you tell us what
happened after your interview with Kilolo? Please correct me if I am wrong.

A.  When we finished with Mr Kilolo, each person -- when they finished, each
person left. Afterwards we went to the other hotel and those of us who came from
(Redacted) we went back to our hotel, and it was in the other hotel that we were
interviewed with regards to what we had said to counsel.

Q. Tamsorry, I misunderstood. So I understand that you left -- well, everybody
went for the interview with Mr Kilolo and then you went to the first hotel where you
said you slept, and after everybody had gone through, you had a briefing where you
created annex 2, the second set of notes; is that correct?

A.  Yes, we went over everything we said to counsel. Everybody gave a report on
this contact with counsel and there was new information there as well.

Q. Tunderstand.

MR LAROCHELLE: I think that we could be in open session here. I think

there's -- we mention --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think so too. We go into open session.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Just before --in open session? I'm sorry.

I don't know where we are any more.

THE COURT OFFICER: We are still in private session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: No, I always wait -- I always wait on the court
officer to confirm that we are in open session so that we are all sure that indeed this
has happened.

So please continue.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Please excuse me. Can we stay in private

session for a moment. We're going to mention certain names. I'm sorry for that.
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: That's no problem. It can happen. Please then
we go into private session. No problem.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. So when you came back for the second briefing you created the second set of
notes, let's call it annex 2. I understand that you were with your colleagues and your
colleagues had come from (Redacted); is that correct?

A. I'was with the colleagues who had come from (Redacted). And those from
(Redacted) they had come to find us.

Q. So (Redacted) was there. What was his name, (Redacted)? There was

Mr Arido, was Mr Arido?

A.  They had gone to the hotel. (Redacted) were there and

(Redacted)

Q. How long did the meeting last for?

A. Ican't remember how long it lasted for, but we said what we needed to say.
Q. I'm going to show you once again, well, how what you're saying now is
different from what you said what happened after your meeting with Kilolo during
the first interview with the Prosecutor 2 and 3 April. And I wanted to go to
CAR-OTP-0079 -- 0080-0069 and then 0080-0081 of the document, 403, line 403, from
there on, and that is the fifth tab of the OTP. If you would be so kind to read from
403 onwards to line 407. You can continue to line 411. Well, you can continue to
line 420, so that would be the next page.

Do you remember having said that?

A.  Yes.

Q. Same question as a moment ago: Where is your briefing there, your briefing

with Arido having left Kilolo?
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A.  Counsel, when we left the first day, but he was the chief, the leader. You can't
deny that, because you weren't there. I'm the person who will tell you how it went.
I'm the witness of it.

We left Counsel Kilolo's place and we went to the hotel. And I have to make you
understand here that Mr Kilolo perhaps is not aware of what happened between us,
because when we returned to the hotel each one had to report on what happened
when he met Mr Kilolo, and that was on the first day that we reported to each other.
The second day each person, we who had finished, we had to return. So the persons
who were from (Redacted) had to stay in (Redacted). And when we finished we went back.
But the first day when we left the hotel of Mr Kilolo and we went back to our hotel,
each person came and went over what they had to say. And there were questions
that Mr Kilolo put, and some of us had eyes open on certain points. And when we
came back to the hotel we reviewed everything together. We reviewed everything.
Q. Tunderstand that you left after. So you went to Mr Kilolo after

(Redacted); is that correct?

A. Iwas the second person who spoke. And why the second person?

Q.  Would you like to --

THE INTERPRETER: Overlapping speakers.

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) No, I went before (Redacted)

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Do you maintain under oath that (Redacted) was at the briefing that you
described now where you've changed what you said with Mr Kilolo? Do you
maintain that?

A.  Mr President, your Honour, we finished with Hotel (Redacted) and we went to the

residence Grand Moulin. We could not have a meeting in Mr Kilolo's hotel. If we
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took the risk of doing that, Mr Kilolo could see us.

We came back to Grand Moulin and we called it the QG and we went back to our
ownroom. We called it the HQ. And nobody knows what we are doing and we
didn't shout.

The hotel Grand Moulin is in the neighbourhood. And I'm going to correct it, there
is no policed post next to it. Iknow Douala. Hotel Grand Moulin is in that
neighbourhood, and it's right in the heart of it. And he knew that in this place we
would not be bothered. So there is no police post there.

And when we came back we spoke to each other. And I want you to know here
what the Defence is trying to deny, that is they want to say that there were never false
witnesses because --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Witness, I have to interrupt you here. You
don't have to make an assessment of evidence. That's not your duty. That's the
duty of other people in this room.

And I would like counsel to continue with another issue perhaps. I think he has
answered the question.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. We'll conclude with this issue. Ijust want to go to 374 to 383.

A. Please, what lines are you talking about?

Q. Please could you read from 379 to 383. Do you remember having said that?
A.  That's the last day, the last day when we had finished for counsel.

(Redacted) had to go back, but the first day he was there.

Q.  Yousay when Arido came back, (Redacted) was already gone.

A.  That's the second day, Counsel.

Q.  You nevertheless admit when you describe what happened once again during
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your interview on 2 April with the Prosecutor, you never mention the story of papers
and the briefing that you are said to have exchanged and the exchanges that you had
with Mr Kilolo and the other people present. That doesn't figure anywhere in your
tirst statement.

A. Ispent two days with the representatives of the OTP. If perhaps questions
weren't put to me in a precise way on the first day, then perhaps they were asked on
the second day. IfI give elements -- if I give information about the second day, then
I'm talking about the same period of time with the representatives of the Prosecutor of
the Court.

Q. How many nights did you spend in Douala?

A. Wearrived on the first day. We spent the night there, and it was the next day
that counsel received us. When we met counsel, he therefore let us go the next day.
Q. If you could just go a bit further up in your statement, if we could go to 365.

"] think that (Redacted) left before us, he didn't await the conclusion with Arido."

A. But when (Redacted) finished his part, I think there must have been a problem
which made him go to (Redacted) and that's the reason why he left early. If not, he
would have stayed until the afternoon. So I don't know what happened, but he
asked permission and he left.

Q.  Yes or no, was he at the briefing that you described where everybody took notes?
That's less and less clear.

A. Tdon't have an answer to give you, Counsel.

Q. Thank you for that answer.

So I understand that after this weekend, I understand that after this little fruitful
weekend in Douala, you went back home, well, you went to (Redacted), and there

you no longer saw or you didn't see, maybe once again you did, but you didn't see
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Mr Arido again apart from perhaps on one occasion?

A. It wasn'timmediately after that I didn't see Mr Arido. I think that sometime
afterwards when we had this notorious problem with the discussions about the
money, then he made his wife understand that I was pushing the others and he was
mistrustful of me. But after that I went to his house and I met him when he was no
longer -- until he was no longer interested in me. I didn't want to bother him.
That's the way it went until the day that he had to leave that day. Iheard my
telephone ring. He was calling me. He said he wanted to see me. When I came
back to meet him, it was said that there wasn't a problem anymore. He gave
instructions, instructions that were repeated and we left each other.

Q. There's a new issue I didn't take up with you. Today you're saying that during
this famous debriefing with Mr Kilolo -- after the meeting with Mr Kilolo, you said
that that's when the annex 2 was drafted. Is that your current testimony?

A. Idon't remember what you're just saying, Counsel.

Q. Make an effort, Witness. You in your evidence, in your testimony you said
annex 2 was drafted on the occasion of the debriefing immediately after the meeting
with Mr Kilolo in February 2012. Do you accept that answer?

A.  Counsel, if you ask me the question and I say I don't remember, that's an
answer. Idon't see why I have to say something else necessarily.

Q. Butyou said that on several occasions. Do you have particular problems with
your memory? (Redacted)

MR VANDERPUYE: I think if Mr Larochelle has a reference, that would probably
suffice to point that out to the witness.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: You could tell us where you have it from or we

could put the question again to the witness.
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Do you recall when you produced annex 2?

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) Your Honour, for the three papers, I gave them to
the OTP on the same day. Ididn't provide these papers differently. The three
annexes I gave the same day.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think there was a misunderstanding. Do you
recall when you produced this annex, this paper?

Excuse me.

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) Your Honour, in the residence Grand Moulin
when we were there, when we went to the room where (Redacted) and (Redacted)
were staying, we carried out the briefing there. Bob metus. Mr Arido had in his
hands papers on which he had notes, he had a chronology of everything that he had
written down.

We took notes in that room for the first time before meeting Mr Kilolo. When we
came back to the hotel we went over everything that we had said to Mr Kilolo. I
took a piece of paper and I mentioned the different parts, and certain friends also
mentioned things that they had heard. And Mr Arido was present then.

Now, the papers that I had before and after made it possible for me to rewrite
everything in a clean version, and when I travelled I came back because that is, with
the mental preparations, and that was the role I had to play, so I went to my house
and I wrote everything out again.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think we have now the moment where we can go
into the coffee break. You are of course allowed to follow this line of questioning.
It would perhaps be good if you could present the transcript which you are referring
to so that we can have it also on the record.

MR LAROCHELLE: I'm happy with the -- I'm happy with the witness' answer. His
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memory came back so now we have --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: We go into the coffee break and see how we are
continuing or if you are continuing. Thank you.

THE COURT USHER: All rise.

(Recess taken at 11.03 a.m.)

*(Upon resuming in private session at 11.30 a.m.) Reclassified as open session

THE COURT USHER: All rise.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: We are still in private session, and I want to ask
Mr Larochelle if he wants to continue with the examination.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Yes, Mr President. For now, yes.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Ms Doucerain.

MS DOUCERAIN: (Interpretation) Mr President, the witness has been shocked by
the personal attacks levelled against him, and I would like to appeal that more respect
is shown to the witness and that personal attacks should be avoided.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Witness, I think the Chamber can understand
these feelings, but it is also clear that this is a process where the Defence has interests
and the Prosecution has interests, and the Defence is allowed to a certain extent, of
course, to question what you are saying.

So when the Chamber has the impression that this goes too far, the Chamber will
intervene, and at two or three points in time the Presiding Judge has done this before
the break. What goes beyond is something that the witness to a certain extent has to
accept, to put it this way. The Defence has its role in the process such as the
Prosecution has, and the witness has to answer and has to accept, as I worded it, to a
certain extent, that questions are put to him that are not really appealing the witness.

But as I said, if things go too far, the Chamber will intervene.
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Please, Mr Larochelle, you can continue.
MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) I will also bear that in mind, your Honour,
when I question the witness.
Q.  Mr Witness, before we proceed, I also understand that in spite of what you said
yesterday in your testimony, you have henceforth refused to grant us access to your
(Redacted) namely, that you have refused to sign the form

which we prepared in regard to our application for access to your (Redacted)
(Redacted)
A. Yes, that is the case.
Q. Soyou are publicly saying that you do not want us to have access to your
application; is that the case?
A.  Yes, that is my position, Counsel.
Q. Now, before the pause or the break, we were talking about the time when you
drafted annex 2. You said that you drafted that annex while you were still in Douala
immediately after your meeting with Maitre Kilolo, if I understand you correctly.
Now, let me draw your attention to CAR-OTP-0084-0412, page 0427, line 561 to 574,
and that is tab 13 of the OTP bundle.
I draw your attention, therefore, to lines 561 to 574.
Have you read it?
A. Yes, I have.
Q. Do you remember that this is the statement you gave to the Prosecutor?
A.  Yes.
Q. Soyou say -- you see that here you mention that annex 2, you drafted it in
Douala -- rather in (Redacted) less than a month after you returned; is that not the case?

A. Thatis not what is written here, Counsel. (No interpretation)
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Q.  (No interpretation)

A. AndIwrote it -- I think I rewrote it after a month -- less than a month after I
went back. Less than a month does -- means that it is not up to a month.

Q. Less than a month is later than on the spot in Douala, is that not the case?

A.  Yes, that is the case.

Q.  Well, as a matter of fact, if you look at the document, that is annex 2, which we
can find at CAR-OTP-0079-1526, at tab 24, now on page 2, 1527. Are you there?

A.  The document has not yet been displayed on the screen.

Q. Areyouthere? To the top left of the page, even underlined you wrote
"March 2012." Can you see that?

A. Yes, I see that.

Q. Therefore, in the context of your mental preparation, not for the Bemba case, but
for this case, you indicated that this document was drafted at your home while you
are all by yourself in March 2012; is that correct?

A.  The information was gathered in Douala, and when I went back I then put
everything together neatly. As you can see, it is March 2012 there. But

February 2012 and March 2012, I don't know exactly on what dates in February we
were in Douala. If I knew specifically the date on which we were in Douala in
February, then I would be able to refer to it because it didn't take too much time for
me to put all this neatly together. Ihad to be prepared. And it was based on the
information gathered there.

Q. I'm sorry for those breaks, Mr Witness, but let me tell you proudly that the court
reporters actually congratulated me during the break.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: So you have adjusted, Mr Larochelle, to the needs

of the interpreters.
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MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Now, let's leave Douala aside and see what transpires during that second topo,
that second deal in relation to your testimony on behalf of Mr Bemba.

Yesterday we looked briefly at some email exchanges between you and Mr Arido.
Are you able, Mr Witness, to state at what point in time you became aware that

Mr Arido had left for Europe?

A. Tamnot able to state precisely at what time he left for Europe. You see, at our
last meeting between himself and I, downtown in (Redacted), he was to travel to
Brazzaville, which is what he told me. He didn't tell me about travel to Europe. It
is only subsequently that I understood that he had left for Europe. He did not give
me or reveal to me his intention to travel to Europe.

Q.  So your alleged brother Arido, in the end you really don't know him that well.
In fact, he never told you that he was going to Europe as you have just testified; is that
not the case?

A. Tam putting it to you here, Counsel, that he never told me that. And why
should I lie on his behalf?

Q. Yes,indeed. Well, you were not invited to his wedding either?

A. (Redacted)

(Redacted) I was not invited to his wedding.

Q.  You do not know how he earned his living, do you?

A. Idonot know how he earns his living.

Q. Now, in the emails that we are going to look at you will note that you yourself
complained about the fact that he did not answer your emails?

A.  When I complained it was about seeking to maintain contact between himself

and I because to my mind we were not enemies. And when he left there were no
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grievances between us. So when I wrote to him and he didn't reply, I was somewhat
troubled, because while he was in the country where I was, we used to be together
quite frequently.

Q. However, you do not know how he earned his living; that is your testimony.
Now let us turn to the email of 8 October 2012, CAR-OTP-0075-01 --

THE INTERPRETER: Something which the interpreters didn't get.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) -- 46.

THE COURT OFFICER: Mr Larochelle, could you please repeat the ERN number,
please.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Without a problem, CAR-OTP-0075-0564.
Do you have it before you?

Not yet, Counsel.

Now, do you acknowledge that you wrote this email to Mr Arido?

Yes.

"For some days I've been trying to reach you in vain." Do you see that?

Yes, I do.

o o> 0 > 0o >

What did you want from Mr Arido?

A.  Well, when you read this email you would realise that this email was addressed
to Mr Arido fraternally. I was not able to reach him. You spend time or you live
with someone and then suddenly you are not able to reach that person, so you begin
to wonder, and that is why I wrote him, to notify him that I was not able to reach him.
Q. In the email you referred to a meeting at the post office. That meeting at the post
office, is that the one at which Arido notified you that he was withdrawing from the
Kilolo case?

A. Idonotunderstand the thrust of your question, Counsel.
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Q.  (No interpretation)

THE INTERPRETER: Sorry.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q.  You had said earlier on that at some point you had met with Mr Arido I believe
at the post office.

Let me repeat the question.

You said at some point earlier on that you had had a meeting with Mr Arido and he
had notified you that he was no longer interested in the Bemba case; do you recall
that testimony?

A.  Yes.

Q. Now, [ understand that the email you sent to him in relation to that meeting at
the post is in relation to that particular meeting you referred to; is that the case?

A.  Please kindly properly reformulate your question.

Q. Thisis what you say, Witness: "I have been absent from (Redacted) since the day
after our meeting the day at the post office." Is that the case?

A.  Yes.

Q. Now, that meeting at the post office, is it at that meeting that Arido told you
that he was withdrawing from the Bemba case?

A.  Yes, yes, it was at the post office.

Q. Do you remember how much time before you wrote this email had transpired?
A. No, Idon't remember.

Q. Now, if we turn to Arido's answer at CAR-OTP-0075-0567.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Can we go into open session? What do you think?
MR LAROCHELLE: We can try.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Okay, then we give it a try with open session.
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(Open session at 11.48 a.m.)

MR LAROCHELLE: (No interpretation)

THE COURT OFFICER: We are in open session.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Now, I believe that these documents will not be broadcast.

Now, the document I requested is CAR-OTP-0075-0567, that's it.

This is the email you claim you did not receive or you have no recollection of having
received it; is that the case?

A. Counsel, I did not remember. It is true that I wrote to him, but I had no
recollection of his reply.

Q.  You do not remember that almost immediately after you wrote to him, he
confirmed what you had talked about at the post office, now saying based on your
interests these people are not serious and they are not wise. Do you not remember
receiving this email? Seeing the email right now, does that refresh your memory?
A. Counsel, a short while ago I said that I did not remember.

Q. (Microphone not activated) Let us move to CAR-OTP-0075-0561, tab 50.

I see from this email that you followed with interest Bob's ascension in his Central
African ventures and you write to Mr Arido to inform him that Bob had just been
promoted to an important position?

A. Yes, thatis correct.

Q. [Itake it that when you became aware of this, there was some glimmer of hope
for you that you two may receive something and join Bob in his ascension?

A. Thave no answer to that question, Counsel.

Q. Very well. Now let us turn to CAR-OTP-0075-0762, tab 51.

Are you there? Have you read it?
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A. Yes, Counsel.

Q. Do you recall that you were interested in working or having a position with Bob
in the Central African Republic?

A.  Well, in the context of the relationship with Mr Arido.

Q. Now, can you see the email? I understand that you remember having received
this email?

A. A short while ago I said that I had received that particular email.

Q. In this email Arido tells you that Kilolo will soon be in Douala; isn't it so?

A.  Yes, he told me so.

Q. However, he went on to warn you that it is already time to begin to think about
ourselves?

A. Yes, thatis correct.

Q. And you understood what he meant; namely, that Arido, at least your brother
Arido was calling you to be as cautious as possible in your dealings with Mr Kilolo?
A. Thatis -- those are your own words, Counsel.

Q. Isthat how you understood the email you received from Mr Arido?

A. No, that was not my understanding. You see, when we met at the post office
he instead encouraged me to take over the leadership of the team and to lead the
team.

Q. Now let us go to CAR-OTP-0075-0785, tab 53. It is an email from you dated 22
March 2013.

A. Thave read it, Counsel.

Q.  (No interpretation)

A.  (No interpretation)
Q

So you knew about it before March 2013?
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1 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: How come we have no interpretation at the
2 moment?
3 THE INTERPRETER: I'm sorry, Mr President, my microphone was switched off.
4  PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: So, please, Mr Larochelle, although I know it is
5 difficult to repeat a question word by word, but please try it.
6 MRLAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) I will repeatthe question again.
7 Q. InFebruary 2013, were you aware that Mr Arido had left for Europe?
8 A. Idid not know whether he had left for Europe. I had his email and I knew that
9 Icould contact him by email. But I had no specific information as to whether or not
10  he was in Europe. However, I knew that I could contact him by email.
11 Q. How did you find out that he was in Europe?
12 A. His wife explained the situation to a Central African sister with whom I
13 collaborated. So when I met -- I believe it's this sister who came to visit us in our
14 house and who told us at that time that Arido was in France.
15 Q. Areyou able to tell us whether it was in 2012, late 2012 or 2013?
16 A. I--Icannot be certain about the period. I don't know what his intentions were
17  to travel to Europe, but what he told me personally was that he was going to
18 Brazzaville and that he would no longer be part of the Kilolo case.
19 Q. Do you, however, confirm that in March 2013, as we looked at the email, that
20 you were asking for some money from Mr Arido in -- can you confirm that at that
21  time you already knew that Mr Arido was already in Europe? Can you confirm that
22  as part of your testimony?
23 A. Which document are you referring to? You see, we are looking at a document
24 on the screen here, and you are talking about another document which I may not be

25 looking at, so I don't know what answer to provide.
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Q. A short while ago I asked you whether at the time of drafting the letter of 22
March 2013, whether you knew that Mr Arido was in Europe. You said upfront that,
yes, you were aware of it. Do you recall?

A.  Yes, in March 2013 I already knew that Mr Arido was in France, was in Europe,
because, you see, in another email that we looked at a short while ago, he already had
mentioned that he was going to stop over in Sudan and that he would call me back.
Q. Now, let us quickly turn to CAR-OTP-0075-0786.

Can you see it?

A. Yes, Counsel.

Q. Soyou said that you -- can you confirm that you wrote this email to Mr Arido?
A. Ithink I was asked that question yesterday. I can confirmit. [Iassure you, sir,
I can confirm that.

Q.  You said to him "Our Seleka has won the battle." And you say as well "I'm
very impatient, can hardly wait. You find something for this team that you and I
constitute?

Answer, because I'm waiting for your answer impatiently."

Can you see that?

A.  Yes.

Q. And then you wrote -- I'll move on to another email, 1 April,
CAR-OTP-0075-0789, tab 55.

And there once again you express your concerns about the long silence of your
brother, Arido; isn't that so?

A. Biensur.

THE INTERPRETER: Inaudible.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)
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Q. And you're also worried because Bob was not amongst the important members
of the CAR government?

A. Yes, Counsel.

Q. IfIputit to you that this is the last email that you sent to Mr Arido, can you
confirm that?

A.  Inolonger use this account. If you say that this is the last one, the last email,
maybe I could confirm that because I no -- you see, I no longer use this account.

Q. Did you have any other email exchanges?

A. Tdon't remember.

Q. Now, if we could move on to tab 56, this is an email, 21 June 2013,
CAR-OTP-0075-0579, and the -- we're beginning at the page ending in 0504 of 0509.
Are you with me?

A. It'snot up yet on the screen.

Q. This is an email to another one of your brothers, this time Mr Kilolo. And here
we see that two-and-a-half months later after your email of April 2013, you were
saying to Mr Arido that you were counting on him for many things, and you wrote
this, writing to Mr Kilolo, you wrote, and I would remind you that date was about 10
days from your testimony, and you said, "What's going on between Arido and myself
could lead to death." Can you see that?

A. Isee that.

Q. The death of whom?

A.  Your Honour, this correspondence that I sent to Mr Kilolo was subsequent to a
situation that was prevailing at that time. I was with the person I mentioned earlier,
with whom I testified. We were having a drink somewhere. All of a sudden the

other person's telephone rang and it was (Redacted).
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PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think we have to go into private session perhaps,

I would suggest. I think we are still in open session, so we go into private session.
*(Private session at 12.05 p.m.) Reclassified as open session

THE COURT OFFICER: We are in private session.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: So please continue, Mr Witness.

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) Okay. You see, (Redacted) telephone rang and it
was (Redacted) who was calling. They were chatting, and I said that I wanted to have a
meeting with them, or rather I wanted to speak to him on the phone.

He wanted to give me the phone, but he hesitated. He was listening to what was
being said and he said "Okay," and he hung up. And he said to me, "Elder brother, I
spoke to him.

I don't understand, I don't know what's going on between you and Arido. (Redacted)
(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted). Each time, be it him or the others calling,

it was a whole mess of problems.

I wanted to draw your attention to something, Counsel. Please give me an
opportunity to explain things to you. When we had finished giving testimony and

we were still at the hotel waiting for the Court to say what they had to say about the
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1 end, Mr Arido called me on the phone. And he called me on the phone and he
2  congratulated me just after the testimony, and a little bit after that he called me and
3  he said to me, (Redacted) would like to talk to you. Do you want me to give him your
4  number?" AndIsaid, "Yes."
5  He gave my number to (Redacted) and so (Redacted) called me, and when (Redacted) called me
6 he said to me, "I wanted to tell you something. It would appear that Mr Bemba
7 apparently gave a lot of money to Mr Kilolo for him to take care of us, and Mr Kilolo
8 did not do things properly, but I wanted to get your approval, if -- so I want to put
9  youin touch with Bemba's wife so that you can explain what's happening, maybe she
10  will understand and she will give some money to make up for the shortfall."
11  (Redacted)
12 (Redacted)
13 (Redacted)
14 Now, immediately I called Mr Kilolo and I said to him, "Can you call me back?" I said.
15  Mr Kilolo called me back and I explained to him what information I had just received.
16  And then Mr Kilolo said, "Listen, you know that I was in France asking them to come
17  and testimony, as they said, and they refused. I went there and I met with Arido
18 in -- and he was in a difficult state, and I gave him some money so he could put some
19 food on the table. But if he wants to do what he wants to do now, just let him be, the
20  Court one day will have an opportunity to oblige them to come and give testimony."
21  This whole thing was told to Arido automatically, and it just made matters worse. It
22  poisoned the situation. When he called and I wanted to call, and -- well, I just
23  dropped all those stories, and that is why I wrote this text to say that this is going to
24 lead to that. And I think you'll understand at some point later, when I came out of

25  the place where I was staying, once again, (Redacted), and you're aware of
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what's happening?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yeah, we have heard that and this was a very long
answer, and the question was, you're speaking of a matter of death, you have
answered the question, but it is not easy to refer from what you have said why you
write that this is a matter of death, but this is your answer.

Mr Larochelle.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. At the end of the email you said this: "You should realise that (Redacted)
(Redacted) and even some authorities that remained faithful to

(Redacted) will not forgive us." Do you see that?

A.  Yes.

Q.  Well, I'm hesitating about asking you this. I want a short answer. What were
you fearful of exactly?

A.  Well, you have to realise, Counsel, as part of this trial and as I've always said
right from the very beginning up until now, these people involved have been
mentioned, cited as part of the Bemba trial. These people have been mentioned and
so if already people -- if people start tearing each other apart I'm absolutely sure that
the information will come out and that maybe there will be a risk because we
mentioned certain people in a trial that we didn't even take part in, that we hadn't
even seen with our eyes. We mentioned these people because we wanted to fix the
situation, providing testimony in exchange for money.

Q. Thank you. Butin one of the emails that you sent to Mr Arido you were
saying "our Seleka won", "our Seleka."

A.  When I say that, "our Seleka," you must realise that I had testified as a sub

lieutenant and more than once I returned -- I made reference to all these people, Bob,
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for example, and Arido. I think you must realise that this word had to be used.

Q. Thankyou. And to conclude in relation to this email, I understand that after
your testimony you remained at the hotel and the ICC paid for a relatively long
period of time; is that not the case?

A.  That's right.

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

(Redacted)

Q. What's more, we can also see here -- well, I make reference to
CAR-OTP-0075-0513, 0513, tab 56. Date 20/09/2013.

So we can -- let's try to find a readable version. Let's try D24-0002-0739. I'm very
sorry. Tab57. Now, thatis on 28 October.

You continue to send countless grievances to Mr Kilolo regarding your situation after

you gave testimony; isn't that so?
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That's right.

You mentioned (Redacted). You were afraid for your very life?
Of course.

Do you remember writing this email on 28 October 2013?

I remember.

O T S

Do you remember whether if at that time in 2013 whether you were already
aware that investigations were underway concerning false testimony in the Bemba
trial?

A.  Well, I'm not surprised. 1Itold you that when the counsel came to Douala I
already knew because Jean-Jacques had been arrested already. Iknew.

Your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yes, Mr Witness.

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) If you don't mind, I'd like to have a few moments
to relieve myself, your Honour.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Of course. Then we make a short break of a
couple of minutes I would say.

I think we can stay in the room. Yeah, I think we stay in the room.

We have to go into closed session of course first. Thank you very much.

*(Closed session at 12.20 p.m.) Reclassified as open session

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Witness, you have to wait till the blinds are
down and then you can go.

THE COURT OFFICER: We are in closed session.

(The witness stands down)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Perhaps, informally, Mr Larochelle. MTr Larochelle,

perhaps informally, how long do you want to continue with the examination? Can
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you give us a time frame?

MR LAROCHELLE: I'm very reluctant to do so, but I guess I have to. It's definitely
not going as fast as I would like to. I would really endeavour to finish by the lunch,
but it's -- it's sometimes I get more than what I'm asking for, I guess, so I --and I
hesitate to cut the witness. I guess it's not --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Then we try to finish your examination before the
lunch-break, yes.

(Pause in proceedings)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I'm informed that the witness is coming back.
Could we please have the unshared -- or the attention of everybody. Thank you.
(The witness enters the courtroom)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Private session so that we can pull up the blinds.
*(Private session at 12.24 p.m.) Reclassified as open session

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

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Please, Mr Larochelle.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Thank you, your Honour.

Q.  Sonow here we have your email of 28 October 2013. My question is this:
Now, the accused were arrested in November 2013; do you remember that?

A. Tdon't remember, Counsel.

Q. Do you remember hearing about the arrest?

A. Yes, but the date --

Q. Icall upon you to use your memory. Do you remember that before the arrest
you had heard that there were investigations into possible false testimony in the
Bemba --

A. No.
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1 Q. Nothing?
2 A. No.
3 Q. Thankyou.
4 Let me hark back to what I was trying to get up on the screen a few moments ago,
5 CAR-OTP-0513 at page 0514, tab 56. 1beg your pardon, I beg your pardon, this
6 document begins at page 0504 and the excerpt I'm looking for is at 0514.
7 Do you remember writing this email?
8 A. Yes.
9 Q. (Redacted)
10 (Redacted)
11 A. Something along those lines.
12 Q. Lastemail, 22 October 2013, CAR-OTP - in the same document - 0088 -- just
13  before, if we could just scroll down a little bit I think we will see.
14 Now, this is an email that you sent on 22 October. It is short, so I think we can
15 decipher it.
16  Yousay: "I would like to ask you to contact me because I have important
17  information."
18  Could we move on to the next page. Not so far down, please, just the top of the
19 page.
20 "Would it be possible to come on an emergency basis to talk? I can't tell you these
21  things over the telephone."
22 Do you remember writing that?
23 A. TI'dlike to read the whole thing.
24  THE INTERPRETER: Overlap.

25 THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) I'd like to know --I'd like to read the entire email
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so I know what's going on here.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q.  Could we put the previous page back up on the screen so that the witness can
see the entire exchange of emails.

So it's from you to Mr Kilolo, on 22 October 2013. "Urgent." If you look at the last
two lines it says, "I'd like to ask you to contact me because I have very important
information if" -- and then on the next page the email continues.

A.  Your Honour, when you look at all the emails that I sent to Mr Kilolo, you will
see that these were always legible, but these -- this has been coded in a way. Idon't
really know how I can answer counsel because I can't make sense of these emails that
have been coded. I would like to see something that I can make some sense of.

Q. Witness, you had three lines to read. And allow me to conclude. You say the
following, "l have important information for you. Please urgently come to see me in
(Redacted) so we may talk about these things." That is all.

Do you remember sending this kind of message, some kind of SOS to Mr Kilolo?

A. No, I have no such recollection.

Q. Thank you, Mr Witness.

Now, let me turn briefly, before those exchanges with Mr Kilolo, you came here to
testifty. Do you remember the dates on which you testified?

A. No, I never came here to testify, Counsel.

Q. I'msorry, you'reright. Do you remember the dates on which you testified in
the Bemba case?

A. No, Idonot.

Q. Do you remember that it was in June 2013?

A. Thad believed that this would happen between May and June, because in May
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Mr Kilolo had already taken charge of me in order to come for the testimony, but I do
not have a clear recollection of the days and dates.

Q. Do you recall that before testifying you received assistance from a lawyer to
ensure that you did not self-incriminate? Do you have such a recollection?

A. Thad access to that lawyer on the phone in the courtroom just a few minutes
before beginning to testify. I did not have time to sit down with that lawyer to get
proper guidance. The lawyer simply called me to say they had been given the duty
to assist me, unlike Maitre Doucerain, who is here with whom I've had interaction.
But for the other, the contact was only here a few minutes before I began to testify.
Q. Is that the only contact you had with him?

A.  Yes.

Q. In the courtroom?

A.  Yeah, but thereafter I had an issue which I wanted to raise to him -- with him,
but I couldn't get him on the phone.

Q. [Itake it that this lawyer explained to you the risks surrounding the possibility
of self-incrimination?

A.  Thislawyer did not explain anything to me. He simply called me on the phone
to tell me that he had been assigned by the Court to assist me and that if I had any
concerns I should raise them with him.

Q.  Was that the only contact you had with him?

A. Idon't know what else to say.

Q. Very well.

Ordinarily, I understand that your testimony in the Bemba case should have marked
the end of the deal relating to Mr Bemba, the topo; is that not the case?

A. Thave no answer to that assertion, Counsel.
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Q. We saw from your emails that after your testimony you were in a rather delicate
situation; is that the case?

A. Idonotunderstand what you mean, Counsel.

Q.  After your testimony, for how long did you remain at a hotel paid for by the
ICC?

A. Iremained at the hotel until the representatives of the OTP came to meet with
me.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Can we go into open session? What do you
think --

MR LAROCHELLE: Yes, yes, I think so.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: -- Mr Larochelle.

Yes, then we go into open session.

(Open session at 12.34 p.m.)

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

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think it is your turn, Mr Larochelle.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Thank you, Mr President.

Q. Now, let us talk about your third deal, third topo in relation to your testimony
for the Prosecutor of the ICC. I put it to you that this deal was initiated by a
telephone call from a Cameroonian policeman in March or April 2014; is that correct?
A. Iwasnot called by a Cameroonian policeman. But since we are in public
session, should I mention the name of the Court's representative who came to meet
with me?

Q. Not necessary.

A. Now then let me proceed. The first representative of the OTP who came to

meet with me is the person who called me himself on his cellphone. He called me

15.10.2015 Page 53



ICC-01/05-01/13-T-21-Red3-ENG WT 15-10-201554/91 SZ T

Pursuant to Trial Chamber VI’ sinstructions contained in 1CC-01/05-01/13-1209, dated 2 September 2015, and in the email dated 6 July 2016, this |esser redacted
public version of the transcript isfiled in the record of the case

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/05-01/13
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0260

and introduced himself telling me what his role was and why he was contacting me.
He asked to meet with me and I gave him the location of my hotel to which he came.
When he came to that hotel he found me.

Q. Did you make a statement to him immediately?

A. No.

Q. Before you started to cooperate with the OTP, did you meet a Cameroonian
policeman?

A. Idid not meet any Cameroonian policeman. Unfortunately, I cannot mention
the name of the person, but it is an investigator from the OTP who came to meet me.
He is the one who called me on his mobile phone. And when he called me, I gave
him my location and he came to meet with me at the hotel. He wanted to address
the problem, but I told him that I was not available. Then he showed me the
decision of the Court, and so I told him that if such were the case I would like to have
the assistance of a lawyer, and that is how he went on to call Maitre Edou and asked
him to come and meet us. So after a short while he came to join us and explained to
me how things worked and why it was necessary to cooperate.

It is thereafter that we went to see the director of the judicial police, and I was
introduced to him because I was being looked for and that's when he told me that
they had called me on my telephone. So I told him, "Commissioner, I did not know
your number and I, therefore, did not answer when you called." So he said that he
was willing to cooperate and that is how it came about that the next day we started to
have the discussions.

Q.  Soyou have confirmed that you met with a representative of the Cameroonian
police force.

A.  Yes, I was taken to the office of the director of judicial police. Heis a
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commissioner, an officer, he's not a policeman.

Q. Well, as you wish. Butin and around those days, did you hear any mention
that some representatives of the law enforcement forces were trying to call Bemba
witnesses?

A. No, never.

Q.  Younever heard any such thing?

A. Never. Never atall.

Q. Then there was the first interview to the representatives of the OTP on 2 and 3
April 2014; do you recall that?

A. Yes, Ido.

Q.  Prior to those interviews, you had some negotiations with the Prosecutor in
which you promised to speak the truth; isn't that the case?

A.  Well, I cannot have any negotiations with the Prosecutor. The Prosecutor sent
her representatives to meet me. She knows what is happening here at the Court and,
therefore, sent that person, or those persons to meet me under certain terms that had
already been outlined previously, and all I did was to abide by those terms.

Q.  You are right when you say you cannot negotiate because the choice was
between a statement or prison; isn't that the case?

I don't know.

The Prosecutor has told you that you are a suspect?

Yes, that is what I was told.

o> 0>

Suspects sometimes end up in jail?
A. Thatis what you say, Counsel, but what I was told was that I was a suspect and
that I was being given an opportunity to cooperate and to tell this truth in order to

establish how things unfolded. That is what happened.

15.10.2015 Page 55



ICC-01/05-01/13-T-21-Red3-ENG WT 15-10-201556/91 SZ T

Pursuant to Trial Chamber VI’ sinstructions contained in 1CC-01/05-01/13-1209, dated 2 September 2015, and in the email dated 6 July 2016, this |esser redacted
public version of the transcript isfiled in the record of the case

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/05-01/13
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0260

Q.  Mr Witness, you have a master's in human rights, you know very well that
sometimes suspects end up in jail, isn't that so?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Larochelle, I think this subject has been
addressed by your colleagues in the examination and relatively extensively and I
recall vividly the answers and to a certain extent the whole exchange. You could
move perhaps to another point.

MR LAROCHELLE: Yes. (Interpretation) Obliged, Mr President.

Q. Well, in a nutshell, you start your interview by promising to speak the truth; is
it not so?

A. Thatis what I said.

Q. ThenifI can put it in these words, you slipped on two peels of banana, two
peelings of banana and the first is in CAR-OTP-0080-0021, at 0042, line 747 and 748,
tab 3 of the Prosecutor's bundle.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I'm confident that you're explaining your metaphor,
I think.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Mr (Redacted), this is what you said at lines 747, 748: "From that day on we never
met again with Mr Kilolo and, please, Mr Kilolo before God never gave me a dime."
Do you recall saying that?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Vanderpuye.

MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you, Mr President. I can't see what precedes line 747
on the screen there and I see that there's a reference to a particular day and I was
hoping that Mr Larochelle might --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: That's fair, Mr Vanderpuye. Indeed I think we

should have at least a more extended look on it.
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MR LAROCHELLE: No problem. (Interpretation)

Q. 743 to 752, if you wish.

Are you done? Have you read it?

A. Yes, I have.

Q. Now turn to CAR-OTP-0135 -- rather, CAR-OTP-0080-0135, at page 0142.
That's correct. Line 239, from line 239.

The interviewer says the following to you:

"I now want to touch on a sensitive question. I need the truth, nothing but the truth.
If you need to talk with your lawyer please let us know, we'll take a break."
Question: "Did you receive money from Mr Kilolo besides what you mentioned
yesterday; namely, €50 yesterday as money received through Western Union, apart
from that?"

Answer: "Yes, yes, I received money from Mr Kilolo."

Can you see that?

A. Yes, I have.

Q. Now, the Prosecutor somehow was calling you to order and reminding you of
your oath to speak the truth, and that is when you say that you received money from
Mr Kilolo; is that not the case?

A.  Yes, I acknowledged that I had received money from Mr Kilolo.

Q. Thank you. At another time -- well, let's -- let's take this from another angle.
One aspect of your testimony is that you state that Mr Kilolo called you while you
were on the stand, that is during your testimony; is that correct?

A. Isaid that I -- that Mr Kilolo had called me at the end of the first day of my
testimony. No, not during. He cannot contact me while I'm in the courtroom.

Q. That's fair. But again going by your testimony you -- you were allegedly called
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on a phone number, which you don't have to mention, because you had put a SIM
card in a phone that you had been given; is that the case?

A.  Yes.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Microphone not activated)

THE INTERPRETER: Microphone, Counsel.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Could we have document
CAR-OTP-0080-0630.

Q. That document is a record of the calls made from one of Mr Kilolo's telephone
numbers and directed to you. Unfortunately, I do not have the ERN, but I can refer
to pages 19 to 22 of that document.

Are you there? Now, if you look at the table there is a first number being the calling
number from the person using the phone, and the second number is the receiving
number which also bears the name of the person. That's the way to read the tables.
Are you agreed?

A.  Yes.

Q. Now we see here that Mr Kilolo called you from two European numbers, one
beginning with 32 and the other with 31; do you see those numbers?

A. Yes, I can see them. Yes.

Q. Do you remember those numbers? I believe those are the numbers from which
you usually received calls from Mr Kilolo?

A.  Well, I cannot challenge Maitre Kilolo's numbers. If he's the one who called me,
I cannot challenge that here before the Court.

Q.  The numbers attributed to Maitre Kilolo here begin with area code 32 and area
code 31. Can you see them?

A. Yes.
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Q.  You know that those are European numbers, don't you?

A. Yes, Ido.

Q.  You also know, and you can see that these are the numbers that Mr Kilolo used
ordinarily to call you; isn't that the case?

A.  Yes.

Q. Did you have several telephone calls from those -- those numbers? Then do
these numbers here refresh your memory?

A.  What -- what are you looking for by putting that question to me, Counsel?

I don't understand.

Q. Just answer my question.

A. Icannot answer if there is no call relation. I don't know what you are looking
for. What information are you seeking?

Q. Isimply want you to confirm that you recognize those two numbers, that
they're present to your mind, that in the exchanges between you and Mr Kilolo the
numbers used were European numbers?

A.  Mr Kilolo's calls came from European numbers but sometimes we had calls
from unknown numbers.

Q.  When you say "unknown numbers," is it meaning that the number is not
displayed?

Yes, the number is not displayed.

But when it is a European number is it displayed?

I don't know how it happens but that's what happens.

(No interpretation)

> o > O »

I have no recollection, but I know that counsel used to call me with two

numbers or from two numbers. Maybe they are the numbers you're talking about.
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I haven't used them in a long time.

Q.  While you were, so to speak, isolated for the purposes of your testimony, you
said in your testimony here that from time to time Maitre Kilolo would call you, or
that at other times you would call Maitre Kilolo; is that the case?

A.  Yes, thatis correct. Ihad the other telephone which had the other number
which you are aware of, which you have asked me not to mention and which I no
longer use. Therefore, if he did not call me, I would call him. Sometimes I would
beep him and he would call me back.

Q.  When you had unknown numbers which were not displayed, I will take it that
in order to call him back you would use one of the two European numbers?

A. Now, when he called me on an unknown number I would be able to recognize
his voice.

But when you call him back, which number do you use?

I use the number he has.

Not the unknown number, right?

> o >

Yes, not -- I can't call on an unknown number.

Q.  Therefore, when you called him back from the hotel, you called him on one of
the numbers that you knew - I see you nodding - either the number beginning in plus
32 or plus 317

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay, that's good.

Now, do you remember how many times you called him? Not during your
testimony, but in the evening after you had finished testifying?

A. Inthe evening, when I'd finished testifying I would call him once and we will

tinish and that will be it. Sometimes I called and he would not pick up the phone.
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And if he called me back, he would tell me that he was busy and that that's why he
didn't pick up my call.

Q. Iputitto you humbly, Mr Witness, that you are lying in that connection.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Larochelle, I would not allow this as a question,
yeah. You can perhaps reinforce your point, but I think where you are getting

at -- I think we know where you are getting at.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q.  Well, Mr Witness, what we're going to do is that we will refer to what you said
spontaneously to the Prosecutor when he asked -- when he put to the question to you
at CAR-OTP-0080-0100. 0100 to 0133, tab 6, lines 1216 to 1232.

The question was put to you, and from 1222:

"How did Maitre Kilolo contact you?

I called him with.

When did you call him?

After I finished testifying and when there was a problem, for example, the issue about
my child.

How many days after did you call Kilolo?

Two days. I called him two days after."

That was your first answer. Do you remember saying that to the Prosecutor?

A.  Mr President, I testified over a period of two days. After my testimony on the
tirst day, the first day on which I finished testifying, it is the lawyer who called me.
He wanted to find out how I was doing, and I explained to him my situation.

On the second day, when I finished testifying, I am the one who called him and when
I finished my testimony.

Subsequently, I used that telephone which was on me to communicate with counsel

15.10.2015 Page 61



ICC-01/05-01/13-T-21-Red3-ENG WT 15-10-2015 62/91 SZ T

Pursuant to Trial Chamber VI’ sinstructions contained in 1CC-01/05-01/13-1209, dated 2 September 2015, and in the email dated 6 July 2016, this |esser redacted
public version of the transcript isfiled in the record of the case

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Trial Hearing (Open Session) ICC-01/05-01/13
WITNESS: CAR-OTP-P-0260

on a regular basis.

Q. By the way, a little later on in this interview, I believe that the Prosecutor had
the same understanding as I have; namely, that he puts the same question back to you,
at CAR-OTP-0080-0135, and I'm looking at page 0138, 0139. Please look at line 116
and read from line 116 forward. There is a small break between the two bits of
interview.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Can we scroll down then, please.

Thank you.

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) Counsel, which line are you referring to?

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Read from 117 to 141, please.

A.  But, Counsel, the question that was put to me here, he wanted to know whether
during the trial I had had contact with the lawyer, and I said that during the trial

I had not been in contact with the lawyer, but once I had finished giving testimony
I could have been in touch -- I could be in touch with the lawyer with the telephone
given to me. My -- myself, I have the problem, you see, that I observed that, for
example, the transcript of everything that is said. Sometimes -- sometimes the
machine -- well, I don't know how to putit. They listen to the recording and
sometimes what I said was --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: (Overlapping speakers)

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Well, both of us --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: There's nothing to object against your question
despite the time aspect and --

MR LAROCHELLE: May --canI--

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: -- and I think I'm reminded of that by different
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people here in the room.

MR LAROCHELLE: Canl--

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: We have to have the lunch-break now. We are

resuming at 2.30.

Yeah, and I understand that Mr Larochelle is coming to an end, to put it this way.

MR LAROCHELLE: Very, very close to it.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yeah, okay. Thank you.

MR LAROCHELLE: And I sincerely apologise.

THE COURT USHER: All rise.

(Recess taken at 1.03 p.m.)

(Upon resuming in open session at 2.30 p.m.)

THE COURT USHER: All rise.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: We are in open session.

Mr Larochelle still has the floor and we hope that you conclude soon, to put it this way, yes.
MR LAROCHELLE: Most grateful, Mr President. We can remain in open session.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q.  Witness, just before we broke for lunch, we were looking at your first discussion with
the OTP. And I'm referring to CAR-OTP-0080-135, 0135, 3 April. And we had just looked
at pages 0138 and 0139. And I'd like to point out what the Prosecution said to you after all of
a sudden apparently you remembered having contact with Mr Kilolo while you were giving
testimony during that period of time when you were testifying.

The Prosecution said this to you, line 132, "Mr (Redacted), I just want to remind you of this,

and this is important, your counsel is here. My colleague is here. It's important for

you to tell the truth."

Do you remember him saying that to you?
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1 A. Yes, Iremember.
2 Q. AndIsuppose that must have affected you, after promising to tell you the truth, the
3  Prosecution would suddenly say to you you must tell the truth, as if he was doubting your
4 word? Isn'tthatso? Do youremember that particular time?
5 A. Itold you earlier that I remember that time.
6 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Vanderpuye.
7 MR VANDERPUYE: (Microphone not activated) If we can go into private session, please. I
8 think my colleague knows why.
9 PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Then private session.
10  *(Private session at 2.33 p.m.) Reclassified as open session
11 MR VANDERPUYE: [just refer the -- your Honours to --
12 THE COURT OFFICER: Wait, wait. I'm sorry, we are now in private session.
13 MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you. Iwould justrefer your Honours to page 73. It's
14 escaping me now, but I think it's around line 20, the witness's name is mentioned in open
15  session.
16  THE COURT OFFICER: The redaction order is currently being draft.
17 MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) I apologise.
18 Q. You were just telling us that you remember when the Prosecution said that to you?
19 A. Iremember.
20 Q. You were afraid that the Prosecution would refuse to continue working with you?
21 A. Ithink we can see here that the Prosecution was not refusing to work with me. He just
22  wanted to make sure.
23 Q. Letme refer you to that specific point in time. During your discussion as you had just
24 made contact with the Prosecution and the Prosecution said -- do you remember? It's

25 important -- they said "It's important for you to tell the truth."
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Were you afraid?

A. Iwasn't afraid.

Q. That was during the interview on 2 and 3 of April. And you saw the Prosecution later
on on 29 April 2014. Do you remember that?

A. Yes, Ido.

Q. Before seeing the Prosecution again, you found these papers that have been discussed so
much, these papers you used to help with your mental preparation.

A.  You say these papers that so much has been talked about, but those are the papers that I
did my mental preparation on.

Q. We can now move to the interview of the 29th, CAR-OTP-0080-0494. If we could just
stop at page 0494 -- correction, 0495, lines 13 to 17, 13 to 17.

Can you see it?

A.  Yes.

Q. Now, if I understand correctly, after the first interview early in April, you were looking
for a receipt from Western Union, but instead you actually found these notes for your mental
preparation; is that right?

A.  When I met the people from the OTP, they asked me about the money that I might have
received from Mr Kilolo. And it was absolutely necessary for me to prove that I received
money from Mr Kilolo. I mentioned the money that had been sent to me to pay for the
transportation and go back to (Redacted).

Now, when I told them about that, they asked me to look for the document. Sol

went off with the aim of finding that receipt. And then I actually came across these

papers I had kept. And since these papers were the ones that allowed me to prepare
mentally, I killed two birds with one stone. I collected up all those papers and I

handed it all over to the OTP.
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Q. And pretty much all your interview of 29 April had to do with these famous documents.
Do you remember that?

A. Iremember, I remember.

Q. And at one point the Prosecution said this to you, same document, CAR-OTP-0080-0494
at 0505, line three hundred and --

THE INTERPRETER: The interpreter apologises. The line numbers were read out too
quickly.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Could you please read out the lines once more for the
interpreters, please.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) 394 to 385.

Q. Have you read that?

A.  Yes.

Q. Do you agree with me that the Prosecution seem to be expressing doubts about the
authenticity of these documents that you had provided to them?

A.  That's what you're saying, Counsel.

Q. Very well. Now, you told them about an incident that we are now going to explore
together. This has to do with a document, one of these mental-preparation documents. At
the very beginning of the interview, CAR-OTP-0080-0043 at page 0056, I'd like to draw your
attention to lines 76 and on. Now, you say something about notes, and you say oh, I'm a
grown up. Icanremember. And that was -- that was during the first interview at the
crossroad.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think we don't have it yet --

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) Idon't have --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: -- on the screen.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)
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Q. 0080 at page 0056. At the bottom of the page, mention is made of notes. Could you
read down all the way to 480. And mention is made of notes. You say that you're a grown
up, you can remember?

A.  Yeah, but line 480 says it was at the (Redacted). The part that you just read out is

not what I see here at line 480.

Q. Now, you said that at one particular time you wanted to take some notes, and Mr Arido
said, "No, no, no."

A.  That's not what is written here at line 480.

THE INTERPRETER: Overlapping speakers.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q.  So there was mention made of these notes, 494, 0499 it's the same thing, lines 187 to 190.
Now, here we're talking about the interview of 29 April.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Please wait a moment, Mr Larochelle. We don't -- I think
we have to have it on the screen first, then we can follow and the witness can follow.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Canyou -- have you read --

THE INTERPRETER: Overlapping speakers.

THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) Yes, I have read it.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Great. Same thing as before, I suppose, the episode at the (Redacted)?

A.  When we saw each other there at the crossroads on the first day, he told me that I didn't
have to copy anything out, that I was fine. At the end of our chat when he put me in touch
with Mr Kilolo, he said this, "Go back home. Take some tea. Brew some tea. You take the
papers and you put them in the tea and I will give these documents" --

Q.  Yes, that's your story. We understand that. We'll get there. Now, if we go on, the 29
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April 2014, 0080-0494, once again 0505, line 419 onwards, you said that "This document, there
are two papers. You see the yellow colour? I soaked it in tea."

And then on the next page, 0506, "... to make the paper look old. That means that I'm
making the information old. It's a way of proving that what we see here was

actually experienced by me."

You see that?

A.  Yes.

Q. Thatis the 29 of April. And once again you forgot to say that it was Arido that
revealed that technique to you to make a paper look old.

A. That's not what it's all about. I was answering the question from the OTP, and I was
explaining how it went down, how things happened. And I did not deny with Arido, we
didn't work, or we didn't -- or maybe organize what was to be done. It appears nowhere
here.

Q. 0080, please. 0412, if we could go to that page. This is your interview on 5
November 2014. 0419. Third interview as of line 269. Are you there?

A.  The document hasn't been put up on the screen yet.

Yes, I can see it.

Q. Now, there during the third interview, you revealed what every -- that it was actually
Arido who had given you the secret. You let the cat out of the bag. So it was only during
the third interview where you provided that information. Do you acknowledge that?

A. Time goes by, and sometimes we might -- we forget things. It's as if when I came into
the courtroom and I was asked the day -- the name of the wife of Arido, and then later on I
remembered and I gave the name. I'd like to point out to you that I was explaining to the
OTP how the process was done, and that is what you see on this document. It is true.

Q.  Just one point, one detail: When you take notes in Douala with the others, was
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everyone there taking notes as well?

A. My friends were taking notes. We had been all briefed together, and I believe that a
witness who might come here can confirm that.

Q. Very well. So you knew that some of your friends were going to be testifying here?

A. I'm sure, absolutely sure that the Court has the power to apprehend these people and
have them come here and establish the truth. I'm quite sure the Court has the power to do
that.

Q. Now, we are still looking at this interview of 5 November 2014, your last interview.
And towards the end of your interview, for the first time you mentioned - once again for the
tirst time - towards the end of this interview you mentioned this incident or this episode when
Mr Powles briefly referred that point when apparently Mr Arido had you sign a document.
Do you remember that?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Could you please help the Presiding Judge at least, because
I have perhaps -- it escaped my attention where we are now, at which lines?

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Have no fear, your Honour, we are getting there.
THE WITNESS: (Interpretation) The same concern -- the Presiding Judge and I share the
same concern. I can't find the spot either.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Do you remember yesterday when you were giving testimony that you briefly made
mention of an episode or an incident when Mr Arido allegedly asked you to sign a document?
A.  Yes.

Q. Well, now we're getting somewhere. And you mentioned that for the first time during
your third interview with the Prosecution on 5 November, do you remember?

A. Yes, Ido.

Q. And you mentioned that at the end of your interview, remember?
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A. Idon't know whether it was at the end, but I do remember what you have just told me
about.

Q.  Just to see if I can refresh your memory, when you came back on 5 November you were
asked once again many questions about your notes; don't you remember that?

A.  Yes, I remember.

Q. And at the end you added the episode that we just made reference to, do you
remember?

A. Tdon't know whether it was at the end, but the question was put to me and I answered.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think this was answered, Mr Larochelle. It's when we
don't have it on the screen exactly --

MR LAROCHELLE: OQui, oui, oui.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: -- then we all have to accept that he does not know whether
it was at the end or not at the end.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Very well. Iapologise once again for abusing your
patience.

Q. ButI'd like to make reference to three incidents that occurred during your interview of
29 April, so the second interview. CAR-OTP-0080-0494, page 501, 0501, I beg your pardon,
lines 251 to 256.

Have you read that excerpt?

A.  Yes.

Q.  So you were explaining to the Prosecution how the papers that you had found were
important because they allowed you to back up what you were saying with some documents;
isn't that so?

A. It was to give them to understand that indeed things had been arranged in the way that

I had explained to them.
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Q. If weread a bit further down, 0504 actually, page 0504, lines 346 to 363, there you said
once again talking about the annexes, you said, "These are amongst my personal documents,
amongst my personal effects. Ihid them the first day I met you. Ididn't trust yousol
didn't want to give them to you right away."

A.  Yes, that's right.

Q.  Solrealise -- I realise this is what you're saying here. Now, when you met the
Prosecution, you already knew that you had that -- those papers in your possession; isn't that
so?

A.  Those papers are my documents. They're in my house. They weren't with me.

Q. Line 355, you went on to say, "But afterwards when I understood that it was necessary
to have evidence, because after all, you can't find someone guilty on the basis of suppositions,
you need established proof." Isn't that so?

A. That's what we're all looking at, Counsel.

Q. So you went back home and when you looked for the receipt, you actually found these
documents; is that what you're saying?

A. Yes, Counsel.

Q.  You knew that they existed or you just chanced upon them?

A. Iknow that my testimony during the first trial, I know the process. Iknow what was
put into place so that I could give testimony the first time. And so those documents were in
my possession. I had never destroyed them. They were amongst my possessions, my
effects, and I believe that if I had destroyed those documents, you wouldn't be asking me
these questions today.

Q.  Once again, during the same interview, 0504, lines -- up until line 740. If you could go
to line 738, you said this: "I'm saying this so that you will understand that I was led to say

things. It's to confirm that I was called upon." Is that right?
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A.  Yes.

Q. So it was very important for you to find the documents that would confirm what you
had been saying?

A.  The OTP people put the question to me and I had to prove, I had to prove specifically
how things went down.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Now, Mr Larochelle, with all respect, I think now we are at
a point where we are moving in circles a little bit. So I would really ask you to conclude.
MR LAROCHELLE: Iwas--sorry. Iwasabouttomove to my last short topic.
(Interpretation)

Q. Thus, let us conclude on this point. So this time at the end of your interview, you were
telling this so-called story about the creation of false documents, CAR-OTP-0084-00472. And
in order --

A. Ibeg your pardon, Counsel. This document you're referring to hasn't been put up on
the screen.

Q. CAR-OTP-0084-0 -- could page 0478 be put on the screen?

Could you start reading as of line 203? Line 207 to 219, 217 to 219 you say that Arido would
have asked -- or say that he was staying with (Redacted) and you understood -- well, you spoke
about (Redacted) at this time, and you continued to speak about the documents. And you
explain to the Prosecutor -- we can go to the next page, 0479. You say, "I participated in
making false documents."

And I'm going to take you to the end. So from line 396 to 483. Do you remember

during this interview (Redacted) was there and the Prosecutor was also there, Mr

Kweku?

A. Yes, I remember.

Q. And I put it to you that the interviewer one, that's Mr (Redacted), and that interviewer 2,
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who we're going to see in a moment, is Mr Kweku. If you read from 396, "I would like you
to note that I am not astonished that they were arrested because they suborned witnesses with
false documents ... and I had confirmation from (Redacted)"

And you continue on the next page, 484, "He explained that Mr Mangenda had been arrested
and in his hands certain documents had been recovered. And then I remembered. That's
it."

410. Okay. (Redacted) Silence. 17 seconds of silence. Do you remember that?

A. Iremember that moment.

Q. Do you remember that moment. Imagine if you have a 17-minute break for the
interpreters, that would be their dream. Perhaps it would be the nightmare of the President.
But the question afterwards, the interviewer 1, he says, "Okay."

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Larochelle, you asked if he recalled this incident and he
answered yes. So you could be satisfied in so far.

MR LAROCHELLE: Yes, very much (Interpretation)

Q.  And then he replies -- well, the questioning continues. "You use a computer. Do you
use a computer?"

You answer, "Yes. Me? Yes, yes,  use computers, but I'm not that good at it.

So very well, are you following the case online currently?

Yes. I often look at it on the net that.

So I said that I discussed it with you a moment ago when it was part of ..."

(Redacted) says: "Very well. Do you have a question?"

Answer: "No."

So we're going to go to another phase of the cross-examination or the interview.

Do you remember that?

A.  Yes, I remember.
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Q. Were you surprised that the Prosecutor wasn't interested in going into further depth in
this episode with you?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Larochelle, you ask a little bit for speculation by the
witness. I would really now expect also that you come to an end, please.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q. Did the Prosecutor show you a copy of these famous documents you discussed with
him on that occasion? Don't turn towards him. Did the Prosecutor show you following this
episode, following this interview, a copy of the documents that you have just discussed with
him?

A. Idon't have an answer to give to this question, Counsel.

Q. Youdon't remember or --

A. Isaid I don't have an answer to give you.

MR VANDERPUYE: [ see the question is answered, but I would appreciate it if my
colleague could be more specific in referring to the documents, which documents he means.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: That's correct, Mr Larochelle. And please bear in mind my
last remark that I have made one and a half minutes ago.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation)

Q.  The conversation before this abrupt end of the interview concerned these supposed
documents that you allegedly falsified with Arido; is that not correct?

A. Maitre, please ask your question properly, correctly.

Q.  During the conversation that you had with the Prosecutor which preceded the moment
of the interview that we've just seen concerned a supposed falsification of false documents
with Mr Arido; is that not correct?

A.  Yes.

Q. Following this interview, did the Prosecutor show you a copy of the document?
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A.  Yes.

Q. Really? During the interview?

A. Tdon't understand your question.

Q.  You'vejust said that the Prosecutor showed you the documents in question; is that
correct?

A. Tam the person who provided the Prosecutor with the documents. How could he give
me the documents?

Q. No. You've misunderstood the question. During this interview, we're not talking
about your notes any more. We are talking about the documents that you came to have
talsified with Mr Arido. Is that not the case?

A. Butno, these documents weren't given to me.

Q.  Soyou never had the opportunity with the Prosecutor to review, not the annexes, these
other documents that you discussed?

A.  The document that was written and which I had to sign, I never saw this document, but
if you give -- if I have all the documents which were provided to Mr Kilolo, I'd be able to find
that document among them.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Interpretation) Ihave no more questions. Thank you, Witness.
PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Thank you very much, Mr Larochelle.

The question for the other Defence teams is if the assessment of this morning has

changed. Do Isee any objection? That is not the case. Then I would, if the

Prosecution wants to, give the Prosecution perhaps half an hour or something like

that, if you want to only, of course. You don't have to, to put it this way.

MR VANDERPUYE: Iunderstand you, Mr President. I do want to actually.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Then you have the floor for re-exam and you know under

what conditions we allow that.
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MR VANDERPUYE: Yes, yes, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Thank you.

MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you, your Honours.

QUESTIONED BY MR VANDERPUYE:

Q.  Witness, I'd like to refer you to your annexes because you were examined quite
extensively about those. In essence, you were challenged about when you made those
documents as opposed to when you provided those documents to the Office of The
Prosecutor. Do you recall your evidence concerning those issues?

A. If you could remind me, Prosecutor.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: This was -- you should clarify I think. Iwould go one step
after the other. I think the witness has not understood where you're heading at.

MR VANDERPUYE: Yes. Thank you, Mr President.

Q.  During your examination, you listened to excerpts of an interview that you had with
Mr Kilolo and I believe it was Ms Gibson back in February of 2012. Do you recall listening to
that audio material that was played by I believe it was Maitre Djunga in your
cross-examination?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q. And you were asked about when it was that you made certain entries into the annexes
that you referred to during the course of your cross-examination. Do you remember that?
A.  Yes, I remember that, Mr Prosecutor.

MR VANDERPUYE: IfI could have please in eCourt CAR-OTP-0079-1530, that's tab 12 for
your Honours' benefit.

Q. And I'd like to just refer you, please, to page 1534 of that document.

Witness, in particular on this page of the document you've written down, and I say it

in French hopefully well: (Interpretation) "Chief of general staff of the armies,
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Mbeti Bangui."

And then you write down here (Interpretation) "To be replaced by Antoine Gambi."

A.  Yes, Prosecutor, I can see that.

Q. And can you tell the Chamber where you got that particular piece of information?

A.  This information was in the paper which Mr Arido had when we were in the motel,
Grand Moulin, in Douala. There were discussions about people or figures who were there.
He gave what he had on his sheet. And then the friends who were with me, they gave theirs.
And we discussed this, and we came to a consensus. And that's why we mentioned each of
them. And that's why I wrote it in red, I underlined it in red.

Q. And do you recall what information you gave to Mr Kilolo and Ms Gibson concerning
the replacement of General Mbeti Bangui when you interviewed with them in February 2012?
A. Prosecutor, there are lots of documents. I don't know if this information is in the
document that counsel gave me, but everything that's here was made by way of preparation
so that we could have contact with him where he would make us available to the Court, then
we could say it. That's it.

Q. Letme show you a copy of the transcript of that tape recording that Mr Maitre Djunga
played for you just the other day. That's at CAR-D21-0004-0463. This is a transcript of your
interview with Maitre Kilolo and Kate Gibson back in February 2012. And when we get that
document up, we'll need to go to page 0478. If we can go down to the bottom of the page,
please. The question was put to you in French: (Interpretation) "And what about
General Bombayakeé in this structure?"

Your answer is: (Interpretation) "Yes, General Bombayaké was the person who

replaced Mbeti Bangui. Bombayaké replaced Mbeti Bangui because Bombayaké

came after Mbeti Bangui."

A. That is correct, Mr Prosecutor.
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Q.  That does not accord with the information that is in your annex 3, does it?

A. That's correct, Prosecutor.

Q.  The information that you got that you put in your annex 3 you acquired after the
February 2012 meeting with Mr Kilolo and Ms Gibson; is that right?

A. Yes, Counsel. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q. And do you remember what you testified to after you met with Mr Kilolo in May of
2013 about this particular -- this particular issue?

A. Could you present the document, then I will be able to find where I am in it?

MR VANDERPUYE: If we could please have in eCourt transcript 322-CONF French version.
For your Honours' benefit that's behind tab 22, in English it's behind tab 21, same
transcript -- same transcript number. The French, it will be page 7, lines 27 through page 8,
line 3, and in English it's page 8, lines 12 through 16. I could read it into the record if that
will save some time, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yes.

MR VANDERPUYE: Allright. I'll do my best. (Interpretation) "Does the name of
Gambi tell you something?"

The answer is: (Interpretation) "General Gambi was an officer in the Central

African armed forces."

The next page in the French the questionis: (Interpretation) "Do you know what
responsibility he had taken up at the time of the events in 2002 and 2003?"

The answer is: (Interpretation) "General Gambi replaced General Mbeti Bangui

who had died."

Do you remember giving that evidence during your testimony in the Bemba trial?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q.  That's not what you told Mr Kilolo or Ms Gibson when you met them in February 2012,
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is it?

A. That'sit.

Q.  Who told you to say that Gambi replaced Mbeti Bangui?

A.  Mr President, your Honour, when I met Mr Kilolo in hotel (Redacted) all the errors
with -- regarding persons and their actions should be reviewed, so from the moment -- from
the document that was -- that I was provided with. Iunderstood that there were errors. So
he drew my attention to what I had said, because what I had said was opposed to the
information that he had. And when he drew my attention to it, I took note of it and that was
how the third document which we call annex 3 here, how it was drafted with a view to
helping me. And that is what took me to say the truth with regard to what was explained to
me on the day that I gave my testimony. So that's to say that the document that I'd been
provided with corrected the errors that we had at the start.

Q. Witness, I have a few more questions for you regarding that interview. You may recall
during the portion of the tape that was played for you by Maitre Djunga, you were asked
about certain contact information to provide to the Bemba Defence, Mr Kilolo and Ms Gibson.
A. Yes, I remember.

Q. And you were also asked about how it is that you were introduced to the Bemba
Defence; do you remember that?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q. And do you recall referring to Mr Arido as a person through whom you could be
contacted?

A. It was an arrangement which took place between him and me so that once I followed
that rule and I was able to say I think that the counsel was there, that's what I said to the
counsel. If there was more information, that he should refer to Arido. And if he wanted to

contact us, Arido was our main intermediary.
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Q. Allright. And for the benefit of the Chamber and we can have it up in eCourt,
CAR-D21-0004-0463 at page 0516. And for the Chamber's benefit that's again behind tab 23.
I think we've got it there.

If you can go to the top of the page, please. I'll try again it says: (Interpretation) "For the
moment I haven't yet bought a telephone, but I could get one. Among other things my
contact, you have my hierarchical superior, Lieutenant Arido, who is available."

You see that there?

A.  Mr Prosecutor, that's it, Mr Prosecutor, I wasn't following very well.

Q. I'msorry about that. If we go to page 519, at the top of the page, you see the question
that's put to you, and this is put to you by Kate Gibson, I believe, and she asks: "How is it
that you came into contact with the Defence team of Mr Bemba?"

And you answer and you explain to her that it occurred through Mr Arido. Can you

see that?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q.  And further down you can see that you say that he put you in contact with Maitre Kilolo
or le Maitre as referred to in the paragraph. Do you see that?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q.  You provided that information to the representatives of the Bemba Defence in
February 2012, Ms Gibson and Mr Kilolo; is that right?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q. And do you recall what you testified to during the course of your appearance in the
Bemba trial as a witness concerning your knowledge of Mr Arido?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q. What did you testify to concerning your knowledge of Mr Arido having given the

Bemba Defence this information that he introduced you to the Bemba Defence and that he
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was your contact through which you could be reached? What did you testify to?

A.  On the orders of Mr Kilolo, it was a matter of getting the members of the Court to
understand that we didn't know each other, and so I lied in order to protect the name of
Arido.

Q.  When you testified, you weren't actually in the courtroom, were you?

A. Iwasin the courtroom when the question was asked to me if I had relations and he
named a certain number of people and the name of Mr Arido was one of them. And asIhad
already been prepared in advance, that even the witness with whom I testified, that I couldn't
even let them know I knew him, I lied before the Court in order to protect Arido's name.

Q. Tjust want to take you to the first page of this document, which is an email. This email
is addressed to Haynes, Kate Gibson, Aimé Kilolo, "jjackab" it says, we believe that to be
Maitre Kabongo, and an individual named -- or replying to someone named (Redacted)
(Redacted)

The attachment is the transcript of your interview. Do you recall who was

questioning you during the time that you gave evidence in the case?

A. Idon't remember the name of the Prosecutor who asked me questions. It was -- I beg
your pardon. Idon't want to seem racist, but it was an African person who was asking me
questions. And I don't really remember the name, but if I were to see him here, I probably
would remember.

Q. Do you remember the name of the Defence lawyer who was asking you questions for
Mr Bemba's side?

A.  There was one person who was quite familiar to me. I don't remember that person's
name. IfIwere to see the person, I might remember. I think there were at least two people
who asked me questions. And after there were also the lawyers of the -- representing the

victims who asked me questions that day.
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Q. Did you recognize anybody during the course of your testimony that you had seen
before at the interview that you gave on February 12 -- February 2012 or at any time before
you testified in the courtroom when you were being questioned?

A. Ibelieve that it was at the end of my testimony when the lady who was with Mr Kilolo
said hello to me.

Q. Allright. Thank you for that, Witness. We have the tapes of that -- of that testimony
which I'm sure we will make available to the Chamber in due course.

I want to ask you about a document that my colleague, Maitre Taku showed you a

little bit earlier on, CAR-D24-0002-0001.

Do you remember looking at that document a little while ago?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q. Ithink my learned friend represented to you that the document says that there is no
evidence that that meeting ever occurred. Is that how you understand it?

A.  Yes, that is what they were trying to have me believe, that that meeting had never
occurred.

Q. Now, I think the document speaks for itself, so I'm not going to go into the language of
it.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Taku, please.

MR TAKU: [justinvite the Chamber to look at the transcripts of the question I asked him.
I said that they lodged in that motel in that month. That was my question. It was not about
the meeting.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: That is also my recollection to be honest, but indeed we
would have to look exactly into the transcript to be sure.

MR VANDERPUYE:

Q.  Sir, is there any doubt in your mind that that meeting occurred when you said it did and
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where you said it did in February 2012?

A.  Your Honour, I'd like to draw your attention to this document, and I would like for this
document to be cross-checked and that the person who asked for this document to be brought
here.

Now, here it makes mention of an investigation, an investigation was held and in

response or as an outcome it would appear that Mr Arido and I never stayed at that

hotel, but I must tell you that whenever I go there, (Redacted). The people

there know me and -- they know me.

Now, this document, I wish to challenge the authenticity of this document. I wish to
challenge the authority or, rather, the authenticity of this document. I think the
investigators should check the hotel registry because we checked in, we were checked

in to the hotel.

MR TAKU: With your permission.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Taku.

MR TAKU: Yes, your Honours. Iaccept--1accept with due respect that that inquiry can
be made because on a daily -- on a daily basis, the list of those who lodge in hotels in
Cameroon go direct to the police. And the Prosecutor disclosed to us information about -- to
support the fact that Maitre Kilolo lodged in different hotels. We have those disclosures.

So I accept with due respect, because the individual who made this inquiry is not the
inspector general of the police in Cameroon who was.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think Mr Vanderpuye, you should move on to another
point and come to an end.

MR VANDERPUYE: No problem, Mr President. Thank you very much.

Q.  This document doesn't say what was done to actually figure out whether you stayed in

that hotel, does it? It doesn't actually say what was done to find that out?
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1 A. Well I think the same thing, Mr Prosecutor.
2 Q. Now, you were asked some questions about a contact that you had with Mr Kilolo after
3  your testimony. I think you responded to Mr Powles about a time where you met Mr Kilolo
4  at (Redacted) hotel in Douala. Do you remember that?
5 A. Yes, Mr Prosecutor.
6 Q. And toyour recollection you said that you believed it was after Maitre Jean-Jacques had
7  been arrested; do you remember that?
8 A. Yes, because Mr Kilolo had arrived at that hotel, and first he tried to gain possession of
9 some documents, and I believe this was through a colleague of mine. And when he got there
10 he said that he was there. And so the others who were in Douala were there. And I (Redacted)
11  (Redacted) from (Redacted) to Douala to meet with him.
12 Q. What others are you referring to?
13 A. I'mspeaking of -- are we in private session? Can I give the names? Are we in --
14 Q. We are in private session.
15 A. When I mentioned the others, I'm referring to (Redacted) and
16  (Redacted). Since they -- we were all in (Redacted), after that they preferred to stay in
17  (Redacted), so they took their money, paid the hotel, stayed in (Redacted).
18 Q. Did you communicate with Mr Kilolo about meeting him at the hotel or anyplace else?
19 A. Could you please repeat your question?
20 Q. Yes. Either on your way -- you said you went to the hotel. ~Either on your way there
21 or when you got there, did you communicate to Mr Kilolo letting him know that you were
22  either there or on your way?
23 A. When he was at the (Redacted) hotel?
24 Q. Yes.

25 A. Prosecutor, I was in (Redacted) when he got there. And I had (Redacted)
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(Redacted) to Douala to meet with him at the (Redacted) hotel. That is where we spoke to one
another. We chatted for a while. It took a little while. He gave me some money. He
paid for the transportation so that I could go there.

Q. Understood. My question is did you call him or let him know that you were coming to
the hotel before you got there or when you got there?

A.  Tleft, I went to the hotel and I told him, because he had already explained where he was
staying. So as soon as I got there, I asked the taxi driver whether he knew the (Redacted) hotel. He
dropped me off there. And as is usually the case, I went into the lobby and I called and I
said I'm here. He came down from his room to see me.

Q. I'want to show you a document, CAR-OTP-0088-0370. For your Honours' benefit it's in
binder 2, tab 38. When we get to this document we'll need to go to page 0376.

What you are looking at is an SMS extracted from material that was seized from

Mr Kilolo. You can see the date of that is 26 October 2013. The time indicated there

is "4:02:58 AM." Do you recognize the telephone number that's attributed to your

name?

A.  Yes, Mr Prosecutor, I acknowledge that.

Q. Canyou see the message in the right column?

A. Yes, Prosecutor.

Q. I'dlike to go further on, if I can. I think we'll go to the next page. I want to direct
your attention to the top of that page. Do you recognize the number that's attributed to your
name?

A. That's correct.

Q. And I want to draw your attention to the message that's associated with that particular
SMS. Do you recognize it?

A. The message at the bottom? Yes, yes, I recognize it.
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Q.  The two messages that I've shown you, the one on the preceding page and this one, are
those messages that you made to your recollection?

A. Yes, Mr Prosecutor.

Q. Do they concern the event that you described regarding meeting Mr Kilolo at the (Redacted)
hotel?

A. Thatis correct.

Q.  On that occasion, how much money did you receive from Mr Kilolo?

A.  Thad received 100,000 francs and he paid for the transportation.

Q. And as far as you're aware, the others that you mentioned, did they receive any money
from Mr Kilolo?

A.  Yes, I believe they received money from Mr Kilolo because the ones who stayed in
(Redacted) were (Redacted). And the counsel said he was going to send him his share.

Q. Allright. Iwant to ask you just a couple of other questions and then we'll wrap it up,
Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: I think the deadline is 4 o'clock. We all know that and yes.
MR VANDERPUYE: We'll get there. Thank you, Mr President.

Q. Asfar as you're aware, was Mr Arido in contact with the members of the Bemba
Defence after you knew him to have left Cameroon and gone to France?

A. Ididn't know that, your Honour, but it was during that meeting when Mr Kilolo told
me that he had gone to France. And he must have met him there with the other person
whose name I shall not mention here.

Q. Again, we're in private session, so if you need to mention a name you can do so.

A. Yes. Mr Kilolo told me that he was in France and he had to meet (Redacted)

and -- and -- and Arido.

Q. I'dlike to show you CAR-OTP-0075-0849. What you should have in front of you is an
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email. You should have an email from Mr Kilolo - can you stop there, yes - to Narcisse Arido.
And you can see that that email responds to an email from Narcisse Arido dated 29 May 2013.
Do you see that?

A.  Yes, I can see that, Mr Prosecutor.

Q.  And that email from Narcisse Arido to Mr Kilolo concerns discussing with (Redacted)
certain matters, right?

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Mr Vanderpuye, I think you should ask the witness about
events that he can have knowledge of.

MR VANDERPUYE: Okay.

Q. Here you see a reference to "(Redacted)" Can you tell the Chamber who that is to your
knowledge?

A.  Your Honour, let me repeat. Mr Arido explained to me that they had found a deal and
the deal -- or, and this belonged to (Redacted), this presentation. And if (Redacted)

name is repeated more than once here, it is because at the Grand Moulin he was there before
the counsel. He briefed us. He was there the day that each one of us was supposed to meet
with the lawyer, and that means that he had a certain importance, there was a reason for him
being there.

Now, if there's some email having to do with that, I believe that this is their own

dealings between them. Ireally have nothing more to say about that, but I know

he's (Redacted) who was first in Cameroon apparently, and

he took refuge there and then went on to France.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Perhaps a short -- allow me a short remark at the end of this
session. If we look at the message above the one that we are discussing now, I see here
(Interpretation) "Thursday, 1 January 1970."

Allow me the slightly ironic remark: We obviously have to go far back in time if we
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want to inquire the contacts between certain people.

MR VANDERPUYE: Agreed, Mr President. I will tender the document. You will notice
of course on top of that date there is a date of 8 June 2013.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yes. Butallow me, allow me this remark. It's of course
you can read here "envoyé le."

MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you, Mr President.

Q.  Witness, my question is does this email comport with your recollection or your
understanding of the relationship between Mr Kilolo, Mr Arido and (Redacted) after Mr
Arido left and went to France?

A.  That's right, Mr Prosecutor.

MR LAROCHELLE: This is so speculative. He's not part of the exchange.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Indeed, Mr Vanderpuye.

MR LAROCHELLE: (Overlapping speakers)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: The objection is justified, yes.

MR VANDERPUYE:

Q. I'want to ask you one more thing. I would like to have please CAR-OTP-0074-1065
brought up in eCourt, please. For this one when it comes up, we'll need to go to page 1066.
For the Chamber's benefit this is behind tab 58 of your binders.

Q. Inrespect of this document --

MR LAROCHELLE: Again, this is a document generated when the witness was not there.
We know what this is.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: To be honest, to be honest, at the moment I do not know
what document itis. If he could clarify this, and then I will rule upon it.

MR LAROCHELLE: I can tell you, your Honour. It's the statement of Mr Arido to the

French authorities. So he's in a jail somewhere in France.
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MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you for the narrative, Mr Larochelle.

But I don't think that's appropriate in front of the witness, Mr President.

MR LAROCHELLE: What is not appropriate is to show the witness documents to which he's
not a part happening way after --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Notice, notice, it's the same like yesterday, at the end of
these days, emotions are coming up and perhaps also concentration is not as it has been in the
morning. No discussions, please.

Mr Vanderpuye, a question, concrete question. And do not invite the witness to

speculate on things where he has no -- had no influence on. And this is indeed

obviously a document that he has not fabricated. He was not involved in.

MR VANDERPUYE: It's my intention to put to him a factual proposition that is in,
contained in the document as a result of the -- result of the cross-examination and questions
put to him by Mr Larochelle.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Please do that shortly, and this is the last question that we
have for this day.

MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you, Mr President.

Q.  You were asked several questions by Mr Larochelle about the composition of the group
that met in Yaoundé and then met in Douala that you've spoken about during the
cross-examination, whether it was 10 people or 6 people, so on and so forth. Do you
remember that series of questions put to you by my colleague?

A. Yes, Mr Prosecutor.

Q. Asmy colleague rightly points out, this is a statement by his client, Mr Arido, to the
French authorities. In that statement he states, if we go to the bottom of it --

MR LAROCHELLE: I'm sorry to interject. This is -- if the Prosecutor has factual

propositions to make to the witness, let -- he can make them. But, again, to bring the
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attention of the witness to a document which, you know, he cannot recognize, he was not part
of, he doesn't even know when it was made, I think it's completely improper.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Put the --

MR LAROCHELLE: I'm sorry.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: No, no, no, no.

MR LAROCHELLE: There is an objection.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: No, no. Now it's finished.

Mr Vanderpuye, put this factual allegation in a direct question to the witness and

then I allow it and then we finish it like that.

MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you, Mr President.

Q. The questionis: Isit the case that you as a group were presented to Mr Arido by

Mr Kilolo as soldiers?

A. It was rather Mr Arido who introduced us to Mr Kilolo as soldiers.

Q. Any doubt about that in your mind?

A.  Mr Prosecutor, it was Mr Arido who made us available to Mr Kilolo, and he was the one
who had the authority. He came and talked to him, and when he came out he started to one
by one talk to each one of us.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: This has been discussed extensively.

MR VANDERPUYE: I'm done, Mr President.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Okay. We stop this here.

MR VANDERPUYE: Thank you very much for your indulgence --

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Yes.

MR VANDERPUYE: --and your patience.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Thank you very much to everybody, especially to the

witness. Your testimony is finished. You are dismissed now.
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(The witness is excused)

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: This concludes today's hearing and we will resume on
Monday 9.30 with Witness P-245.

THE COURT USHER: All rise.

PRESIDING JUDGE SCHMITT: Have a good day.

*(The hearing ends in private session at 4 p.m.) Reclassified as open session
RECLASSIFICATION REPORT

Pursuant to Trial Chamber VII's instructions contained in ICC-01/05-01/13-1209,

dated 2 September 2015, and in the email dated 6 July 2016, this lesser redacted

public version of the transcript is filed in the record of the case.
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